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General Information About This Document 

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) has prepared this Initial Study 
with Mitigated Negative Declaration for the proposed project located in San Bernardino 
County, California. The document tells you why the project is being proposed, what 
alternatives have been 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 Initial Study 
circulated to the public for 30 days between July 5, 2024 and August 5, 2024. 
Comments received during this period are included in Chapter 4. Elsewhere throughout 
this document, a vertical line in the margin indicates a change made since the draft 
document circulation. Minor editorial changes and clarifications have not been so 
indicated. Additional copies of this document and the related technical studies are 
available for review at Caltrans District 8, 464 West 4th Street, San Bernardino, 92401. 

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 write to or call Caltrans, Attention: Eric Dionne, Chief, Public 
and Media Affairs, 464 W. 4th Street, San Bernardino, CA 92401, or use the California 
Relay Service 1-800-735-2929 (TTY to Voice), 1-800-735-2929 (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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Mitigated Negative Declaration 
Pursuant to: Division 13, Public Resources Code 

State Clearinghouse Number: 2024070161 
District-County-Route-Post Mile: 08-SBD-210U-20.8 
EA/Project Identification: 1L520/0820000090 

Project Description 
The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) proposes to retrofit Lytle 
Creek Bridge (Bridge No. 54-0422) on State Route 210U (SR-210U), E. Highland 
Avenue, postmile 20.8. The project location is in the city of San Bernardino, 
bordering the city of Rialto, within the County of San Bernardino. 

Determination 

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

The project would have no effect on: Aesthetics, Agricultural and Forest Resources,
Cultural Resources, Geology and Soils, Hazardous Waste and Hazardous Materials, 
Hydrology and Water Quality, Land Use and Planning, Mineral Resources, Noise 
Resources, Population and Housing, Public Services, Recreation, Transportation 
and Traffic and Utilities. 

The project would have less than significant effects to: Air Quality Resources, 
Energy and Greenhouse Gas Emissions. 

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

BIO-1: All staging, storing, and borrow sites require the approval of the Caltrans 
biologist. 

BIO-2: If compensatory mitigation is determined necessary for impacts to 
jurisdictional waters, it will be addressed, concurrently with resource agency 
consultation and approval, through on-site restoration activities, permittee-
responsible mitigation, suitable mitigation/conservation bank credits, suitable in-lieu 
fee program credits, and/or other mitigation acceptable to the resource agencies 
involved. 

BIO-3: To address impacts to CDFW Sensitive Natural Communities, this area 
would be delineated as an ESA in the plans and/or described in the specifications. 
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BIO-4: If the CDFW Sensitive Natural Communities cannot be avoided, then this 
habitat will be restored on site via planting and/or seed mix. 

BIO-5: A qualified biologist(s) shall present a biological resource information 
program/WEAP for SBKR, bat species, sensitive plants, and nesting birds 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-6: Within the appropriate identification periods for special-status plants, prior to 
construction, a preconstruction survey must be conducted according to the CDFW 
2018 Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special-status Plant 
Populations (found at: https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID= 18959) 
by a qualified biologist experienced in conducting floristic botanical field surveys, 
knowledgeable of plant taxonomy and plant community ecology and classification, 
familiar with the plants of the area, including special-status and locally significant 
plants, and familiar with the appropriate state and federal statutes related to plants 
and plant collecting for special status plant species within the project limits. Special 
status plant species must be flagged for visual identification to construction 
personnel for work avoidance. Special status plant species detected must be fenced 
with ESA fencing with an appropriate buffer for visual identification to constrution 
personnel for work avoidance. 

BIO-7: If a special status plant species is found within the job site and cannot be 
avoided, but can survive transplantation, the qualified biologist must contact the 
Caltrans biologist to determine the time and suitable translocation area for the plant 
species to be moved. If CESA-listed plants are present and impacts cannot be fully 
avoided, a CESA authorization shall be obtained prior to work and translocation 
occurring. Additional requirements and actions must be determined at the time if 
such a situation occurs. 

BIO-8: To address impacts to SBKR habitat, special status plants, and CDFW 
Sensitive Natural Communities, this area would be delineated as an ESA in the 
plans and/or described in the specifications. 

BIO-9: To address impacts to special status wildlife species, including but not limited 
to SBKR, artificial lighting shall be directed at the job site to minimize light spillover 
onto the Lytle Creek Wash when activities occur at night. 

BIO-10: To address impacts to SBKR and their critical habitat, avoid construction 
activities outside of designated work areas and within critical habitat. 

BIO-11: If during project activities a SBKR is discovered within the project site, all 
construction activities must stop and the Caltrans biologist and Resident Engineer 
must be notified. Coordination with appropriate agencies, including CDFW and 
USFWS, shall be required prior to restarting activities. 

BIO-12: To prevent inadvertent entrapment of animal species during project 
activities, all excavated steep-walled holes or trenches more than 12-inches 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. 
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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 biological monitor. 

BIO-13: If feasible, the project will avoid performing ground-disturbing activities 
(including vegetation removal and fence installation) during the peak SBKR breeding 
season (January 15 through May 15). 

BIO-14: Prior to construction, an SBKR exclusionary fencing will be installed around 
the Project Impact Area, including ingress and egress routes and staging areas, 
within suitable SBKR habitat. 

a. The fencing will be installed at least three feet straight above ground, 
reinforced with metal T posts or similar support materials and the bottom 
two feet will extend flat on the ground in an “L” shape pointed away from 
the Project area weighed down with sandbags. The fencing will be made 
of a smooth-faced material to prevent animals from climbing or chewing 
through to the excluded areas. 

b. The fencing will include a single ingress/egress point with a movable 
portion of the fencing. Immediately after each use: fencing will need to be 
resecured completely to the standing fence and the “L” shaped portion will 
be resecured with sandbags. The fence will have no holes or gaps to allow 
SBKR entry into the site. 

c. The fencing will be installed manually with a qualified SBKR biologist(s) 
(see BIO-21 for specifications) present to ensure fence installation 
avoided burrows and other impacts to listed species. 

d. At the close of work each evening the qualified biologist(s) will inspect the 
fencing there are no holes large enough for SBKR to assess the site. Any 
holes will be repaired before the end of day. This inspection includes the 
ingree/egress point. 

BIO-15: A qualified biologist or biological monitor with SBKR expertise, subject to 
USFWS approval, will be present when construction or ground-disturbing activities 
(including exclusion fence or ESA fencing installation and removal) that could result 
in take of SBKR occurs in or adjacent to habitat for SBKR. Following removal of 
SBKR habitat within the areas inside the exclusion fence, the presence of the 
qualified biologist or biological monitor may reduce to one or more days per week. 

BIO-16: Trash will be either removed from the project site on a daily basis or will be 
deposited in wildlife-proof containers on site to prevent attraction of potential 
predators to the SBKR. 

BIO-17: Pipes or conduit 1.5 inches or larger in diameter and any unfilled holes and 
trenches will be inspected for SBKR each morning prior to the start of daily 
construction activities. Unburied pipes or conduit laid in trenches overnight will be 
capped. Uncapped pipes or conduits will be thoroughly inspected for the presence of 
SBKR before the pipe is subsequently buried, capped, or otherwise used or moved 
in any way. If SBKR are found trapped inside the pipe, conduit, hole, or trench, then 
Caltrans will immediately halt construction and consult with USFWS and CDFW 
within 24 hours. 
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BIO-18: If a SBKR is injured as a result of project-related activities, Caltrans will 
immediately halt construction activities and consult with CDFW and USFWS within 
24 hours. 

BIO-19: After the start of each calendar year, and at least seven days prior to 
initiating action activities, Caltrans will submit to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(Service) and California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), in writing, the 
name(s), resumes, any SBKR 10(A)(1)(a) permit numbers, and statement of 
qualifications for all proposed approved qualified biologists. Proposed activities will 
not begin until an approved qualified biologist has been authorized by the Service 
and CDFW. Approvals of qualifed biologists will be valid throughout each calendar 
year, up to one year, or longer if indicated by the Service and CDFW. The qualified 
biologist will perform the following additional duties: 

a. The approved biologist(s) will have the authority to work with the Resident 
Engineer to halt construction activities that do not comply with 
conservation measures listed here and report any non-compliance with 
measures and/or conditions stated in the HCP to the Service’s Palm 
Springs field office within 24 hours. 

b. During Project activities, if an SBKR is discovered within the Project site, 
all construction activities must stop, and the qualified biologist and 
Resident Engineer must be notified. Coordination and potential reinitiation 
with the Service will be required prior to restarting activities. 

BIO-20: Prior to the start of construction, Caltrans will contribute to funds to the 
Cajon Creek Conservation Area, or other Service approved mitigation area, for the 
enhanced and/or restored of 0.36 acres of suitable SBKR habitat. 

BIO-21: If work must be scheduled during the bat maternity season (Apr 1–Aug 31), 
then prior to construction start, a CDFW approved bat biologist must conduct a 
survey to determine if bats are roosting on the bridge, and implement 
exclusion/eviction measures as appropriate. 

BIO-22: Should pre-construction bat habitat assessments warrant further surveys 
and require a Bat Management & Mitigation Plan (BMMP), then a BMMP must be 
developed and implemented in accordance with CDFW guidelines. A qualified bat 
biologist must perform a humane eviction/exclusion of roosting bats from the bridge 
before the hibernation season (Sept 1 – Oct 31) in the year before the initiation of 
construction. The CDFW approved bat biologist must inspect daily to verify all bats 
are excluded from the bridge structure and joints and to verify the integrity of the 
exclusionary material, which must be maintained during construction activities and 
removed at the completion of construction. 

BIO-23: To address impacts to nesting birds and roosting bats, artificial lighting must 
be directed at the work site to minimize light spillover outside of the construction 
footprint if project activities occur at night. 

BIO-24: The qualified biologist must monitor project activities daily to ensure that 
measures are being implemented and documented. 
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BIO-25: A qualified biologist must present a biological resource information 
program/WEAP for special status species/habitat prior to project activities to all 
personnel that will be present within the project limits for longer than 30 minutes at 
any given time. The WEAP shall include, but not limited to: (1) information about the 
distribution and habitat needs of any special-status species that may be present, 
legal protections for those species, penalties for violations, and mitigation measures 
and (2) best practices for managing waste and reducing activities that can lead to 
increased occurrences of opportunistic species and the impacts these species can 
have on wildlife in the area. Interpretation shall be provided for any non-English 
speaking workers, and the same instruction shall be provided for any new workers 
prior to their performing any job on the site. 

BIO-26: If during project activities Southwestern Willow Flycatcher, Least Bell’s 
vireo, or Coastal California Gnatcatcher, or listed avian species is discovered within 
the project site, all construction activities must stop within up to 500 ft for listed avian 
species, and the Caltrans biologist and Resident Engineer must be notified. 
Coordination with CDFW, and/or USFWS will be required prior to restarting activities 
in the vicinity of the observation. 

BIO-27: Project activities shall not result in impacts to nesting birds or result in the 
take or removal of nests or eggs. Preconstruction nesting bird surveys must be 
conducted 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 to locate and avoid nesting birds. If an active 
avian nest is located, a no construction buffer (100 feet for non-passerine, 300 feet 
for passerine, and 500 feet for raptors) shall be established and monitored by the 
qualified biologist as long as construction is occurring or until the nest is no longer 
active and may be demarcated by flagging, staking, or fencing. 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. 

BIO-28: Pre-construction Burrowing Owl Surveys -The following burrowing owl 
preconstruction surveys must be performed by a qualified biologist: one survey 14 to 
30 days prior to Project activities; one survey 24 hours prior to Project activities; and 
burrowing owl preconstruction surveys shall be conducted in accordance with the 
2012 Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (Staff Report) (See: 
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=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 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 
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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. Permanent protection 
of mitigation land through a conservation easement deeded to a nonprofit 
conservation organization or public agency with a conservation mission, 
development and implementation of a mitigation land management plan to address 
long-term ecological sustainability and maintenance of the site for burrowing owls, 
and funding for the maintenance and management of mitigation land through the 
establishment of a long-term funding mechanism such as an endowment. 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. 

BIO-29: Preconstruction Species Surveys – Caltrans should retain a qualified 
biologist with experience surveying for special status species, including but not 
limited to: loggerhead shrike, Los Angeles pocket mouse, Southern California 
legless lizard, and California glossy snake. Prior to commencing any Project-related 
ground-disturbing activities, the qualified biologist shall conduct surveys for where 
suitable habitat is present. Project related activities include construction, equipment 
and vehicle access, parking, and staging. Focused surveys should consist of 
daytime surveys and nighttime surveys no more than one month from the start of 
any ground-disturbing activities. The surveys should include mapping of current 
locations of special-status wildlife species for avoidance and relocation efforts and to 
assist construction monitoring efforts. The survey should be conducted so that 100 
percent coverage of the project site and surrounding areas is achieved. 

If SSC are detected, the qualified biologist shall use visible flagging to mark the 
location where SSC was detected. The qualified biologist should take a photo of 
each location, map each location, and provide the specific species detected at that 
location. The qualified biologist shall provide a summary report of SSC surveys to 
Caltrans before any Project-related ground-disturbing activities. The CDFW should 
be notified and consulted regarding the presence of any special-status wildlife 
species found on site during surveys. If an Endangered Species Act-listed species is 
found prior to or during grading of the site, the USFWS should also be notified. 
Additional avoidance and minimization measures may need to be developed with 
CDFW/USFWS. 

1L520 Initial Study viii 



 

  

  
 

  
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

BIO-30: Timing: Mud-nest inspection and removal shall be performed after young 
are volant (flying) but before expected onset of seasonal torpor to the greatest extent 
feasible to avoid direct impacts to bats. In many areas of the state, this removal 
window occurs between September 1 and October 31, but local conditions could 
dictate otherwise and communication with an experienced bat biologist is highly 
recommended. Removal of previously occupied nests shall only occur if that night’s 
weather conditions are conducive to bat activity, that is, the conditions exclude 
severe winds, precipitation, or low nighttime temperatures (typically below 45˚F). If 
any of these conditions are present, then no removal can occur. Due to a higher 
potential for mortality, no removal should occur during the hibernation season, which 
typically begins in November or December (depending on weather conditions) and 
continues through mid-February. However, dependent upon weather conditions and 
at a CDFW-approved bat biologist’s discretion, it may be possible to perform 
removal during winter if the forecast excludes the weather conditions described 
above. Mud-nests may be inspected and removed at night (i.e., beginning 
approximately 1.5 hours after sunset to avoid disrupting the emergence) when bats 
typically leave the roost to forage. This may decrease the chances of bat occupancy 
in the mud-nests at the time of survey and therefore increase the chances of being 
able to remove most or all the mud-nests in a single visit. 

Inspection and Removal: Depending on site characteristics, access to swallow nests 
can be attained using a snooper truck, platform truck, scaffolding, man lift, bucket 
truck, or ladder. Safety reviews of access activities are strongly encouraged. Outside 
of bat maternity or hibernation season, prior to nest removal, a CDFW-approved 
biologist (with experience inspecting a range of structures for the presence of 
roosting bats) inspects each nest with a borescope inspection camera (or similar 
device) or by gently and carefully breaking open a small part of the nest to see 
inside. If bats are not present, the entire nest may be immediately removed so that it 
cannot be occupied or re-occupied. If any bats are present, a small portion of the 
nest may be removed to create more light and additional airflow rendering the nest 
less desirable for roosting without making any bat(s) inside the nest visible to 
predators. The bat should depart the nest that evening. The altered roost conditions 
are intended to minimize the likelihood of a bat returning to that roost. Any swallow 
mud-nests where bats were observed shall be inspected again the following day and 
can be removed if absence of roosting bats is confirmed at that time. If the bat has 
not departed on its own, then additional pieces of the nest shall be removed to make 
it more unsuitable, followed by additional inspections on subsequent days until the 
bat leaves. If bats are present during inspections and do not depart on their own 
after partial removal of nests (or if partial removal of nests is infeasible), additional 
options may be considered in consultation with CDFW and experienced bat 
biologists (e.g., those with a Scientific Collecting Permit to handle bats and relevant 
experience implementing bat-related minimization and mitigation measures) on a 
case-by-case basis. Emergence surveys that involve watching a roost site with 
appropriate effort (i.e., using methods and equipment to confidently detect emerging 
bats shortly prior to the removal of mud-nests) are not appropriate during the fall and 
winter months because bats infrequently emerge from their roosts at this time of 
year. At any time of year, bats may emerge later than expected or not at all on a 
given night. Moreover, mud-nests observed for bat emergence may become 
occupied later in the night after the emergence survey, as bats select the next day’s 
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roosts. Consequently, the absence of bat activity on a given night cannot be 
construed as the absence of roosting bats. 

Exclusion Netting: Bird exclusion netting is strongly discouraged because of 
common entanglement of birds, bats, and other wildlife in the netting. Even with best 
practices, which are described below, entanglement has still been an issue. If no 
other alternatives to netting are possible, then inspections shall be performed prior to 
installing the netting to ensure no bats are roosting in the mud-nests or interstitial 
crevices between the mud-nests and the structure. The bird exclusion netting shall 
have a mesh size no greater than 0.25-inch and should be secured tightly to prevent 
potential entanglement of bats in the netting. Daily inspections of bird exclusion 
netting shall also be performed after its installation to identify and repair damaged 
sections that could create entrapment hazards for bats and birds. 

BIO-31: Due to suitable habitat within the Project site, a qualified entomologist 
familiar with the species behavior and life history should conduct surveys to 
determine the presence/absence of Crotch’s bumble bee. Surveys should follow 
CDFW’s Survey Considerations for California Endangered Species Act (CESA) 
Candidate Bumble Bee Species.18 If no CESA-protected bumble bees are found 
during the surveys, but the habitat assessment identified suitable nesting, foraging, 
or overwintering habitat within the project site, it is recommended that a biological 
monitor be onsite during vegetation or ground disturbing activities. Survey results, 
including negative findings, should be submitted to CDFW prior to implementing 
Project-related ground-disturbing activities. At minimum, a survey report should 
provide the following: 

a) A description and map of the survey area, focusing on areas that could provide 
suitable habitat for Crotch’s bumble bee. CDFW recommends the map show 
surveyor(s) track lines to document that the entire site was covered during field 
surveys. 
b) Field survey conditions that should include name(s) of qualified entomologist(s) 
and brief qualifications; date and time of survey; survey duration; general weather 
conditions; survey goals, and species searched. 
c) Map(s) showing the location of nests/colonies. 
d) A description of physical (e.g., soil, moisture, slope) and biological (e.g., plant 
composition) conditions where each nest/colony is found. A sufficient description of 
biological conditions, primarily impacted habitat, should include native plant 
composition (e.g., density, cover, and abundance) within impacted habitat (e.g., 
species list separated by vegetation class; density, cover, and abundance of each 
species). 

BIO-32: If Crotch’s bumble bee is detected, Caltrans in consultation with a qualified 
entomologist should develop a plan to fully avoid impacts to Crotch’s bumble bee. 
The plan should include effective, specific, enforceable, and feasible measures. An 
avoidance plan should be submitted to CDFW prior to implementing Project-related 
ground-disturbing activities and/or vegetation removal where there may be impacts 
to Crotch’s bumble bee. 

BIO-33: If Crotch’s bumble bee is detected and if impacts to Crotch’s bumble bee 
cannot be feasibly and fully avoided during Project construction and activities, 
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Caltrans should coordinate with CDFW to obtain appropriate permits for incidental 
take of Crotch’s bumble bee and provide appropriate mitigation for impacts to 
Crotch’s bumble bee habitat. Caltrans shall mitigate for impacts to Crotch’s bumble 
bee habitat at a ratio comparable to the Project’s level of impacts. 

BIO-34: Permanent Artificial Nighttime Lighting - Caltrans shall ensure that all 
proposed permanent artificial nighttime lighting for the Project is fully shielded, cast 
downward and directed away from surrounding open-space, reduced in intensity to 
the greatest extent possible, and does not result in lighting trespass including glare 
into surrounding areas or upward into the night sky (see the International Dark-Sky 
Association standards at http://darksky.org/). Caltrans shall ensure use of LED 
lighting with a correlated color temperature of 2,700 Kelvins or less, proper disposal 
of hazardous waste, and recycling of lighting that contains toxic compounds with a 
qualified recycler. Photometric studies are recommended to ensure the parameters 
of this measure are adhered to. 

BIO-35: Project personnel are prohibited from feeding wildlife or bringing pets onto 
the job site. 

Kurt Heidelberg Date 

1/10/2025

Deputy District Director 
District 8 
California Department of Transportation 
CEQA Lead Agency 
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Chapter 1 Proposed Project 

1.1 Introduction 

Caltrans proposes to retrofit Lytle Creek Bridge (Bridge No. 54-0422) on State 
Route 210U (SR-210U), E. Highland Avenue, post mile (PM) 20.8. The project 
location is in the city of San Bernardino, bordering the city of Rialto, within the 
County of San Bernardino. 

1.2 Purpose and Need 

1.2.1 Purpose 

The purpose of this project is to bring the Lytle Creek Bridge (Br. No. 54-0422) to 
current seismic design standards. 

1.2.2 Need 

The Office of Structure Maintenance and Investigation has identified that severe 
seismic events will affect the structural integrity of the Lytle Creek Bridge (Br No. 
54-0422). 

1.3 Project Description 

The scope of work would include bridge improvements, upgrading guardrail to 
current standards and repairing the AC approach/departure roadway pavement 
located at both ends of the structure. 
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Figure 1 Project Location Map 
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1.4 Project Alternatives 

Four alternatives, a No-Build Alternative, and three Build Alternatives, are being 
considered. 

1.4.1 Viable Alternatives 

Alternative 1 – No-Build: This alternative would leave the existing bridge in its 
current condition and no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
done at this time. This alternative does not address the potential loss of structural 
integrity under severe seismic events nor the consequent increased bridge 
replacement costs. This alternative does not meet the purpose and need. 

Alternative 2 - Seismic Gates: Seismic gates would be installed to prevent vehicles 
from driving onto the bridge during and immediately after a strong seismic event. 

Alternative 3 - Seismic Retrofit: This preliminary retrofit alternative proposes to 
construct new bents, replacing each of the five pier walls and upgrading the existing 
diaphragm abutments to wide seat type abutments, in compliance with the excessive 
superstructure movement of fault rupture. Each bent is proposed to be a 20-foot-
wide single-span bent cap supported on four 36-inch diameter pile extensions, the 
piles are cast-in-drilled-hole (CIDH) piles. A portion of the existing pier wall below the 
level of bent cap would be removed. New bearing pads would be installed between 
the existing superstructure and the new bent caps to allow the superstructure 
movement. The lower portion abutment stem would be removed, new abutment 
footing would be built to 15-foot wide, new back wall would be constructed at each 
end of the bridge, the new bearing pads would be installed between abutment stems 
and the abutment footing, and the wingwalls would be reconstructed accordingly. A 
temporary detour will be provided to transfer traffic off the existing Lytle Creek 
Bridge while the bridge work is being completed. 

Alternative 4 - Bridge replacement (Accelerated Bridge Construction): This 
alternative proposes to replace the existing bridge over Lytle Creek with a new 336-
foot-long and 72-foot-wide concrete bridge. The structure would consist of three 112 
ft spans. The superstructure would be 8” cast-in-place concrete deck on 4 ft deep 
precast prestressed California Wide-Flange (CA WF48) concrete girders supported 
with a 5-foot diameter round column and 7-foot diameter CIDH piles. The two seat 
type abutments would be also supported on 3-foot diameter CIDH piles. In 
compliance with the excessive movement of fault rupture, the superstructure and 
substructure would be separated with isolation bearings and the abutment and bent 
cap would be designed to allow 10-foot movement in transvers direction. The 
existing bridge would be removed completely and reconstructed, which requires a 
full road closure and a traffic detour. 
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Chapter 1   Proposed Project 

Based on a Preliminary Hydraulics Report dated August 10, 2022, the proposed 
build alternatives need to maintain a minimum soffit elevation to pass 100-year 
discharge. Accordingly, Alternative 3, and Alternative 4 will not change the bridge 
profile. 

For all alternatives, there is roadway work which includes upgrading the guardrail to 
current standard, and replacing the AC approach/departure roadway pavement 
located at both ends of the structure. Majority of the work would be within the state 
right of way. However, Temporary Construction Easements (TCEs) are needed for 
construction on both sides of the bridge and access on the south side of the bridge. 
The bridge is currently owned by Caltrans. 

In addition, Geotechnical Design will conduct test borings of approximately 50'-100' 
maximum depth. Boring locations are proposed at the following locations: 

Location #1 – Near bridge abutment, located along the westbound shoulder along 
Highland Avenue, west of Lytle Creek Bridge 
Location #2 – Near bridge abutment, located along the eastbound shoulder along 
Highland Avenue, east of Lytle Creek Bridge 
Location #3 – Lytle Creek Wash, two borings, within the channel adjacent to the 
Lytle Creek Bridge pier walls. 

Current funds programmed for the project is $13,979,000. Alternative 4 would 
require a SHOPP Amendment. 

1.4.2 Nonstandard Design Features 

There are no nonstandard design features in this project. 

1.5 Identification of a Preferred Alternative 

After the public circulation period, all comments received were considered, and 
Caltrans has selected Alternative 3 - Seismic Retrofit as the preferred alternative 
and has made a final determination of the project’s effect on the environment. Under 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), no unmitigable, significant, 
adverse impacts were identified, Caltrans has prepared a Mitigated Negative 
Declaration. 

1.6 Discussion of the NEPA Categorical Exclusion 

This document contains information regarding compliance with the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and other state laws and regulations. Separate 
environmental documentation, supporting a Categorical Exclusion determination, will 
be prepared in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act. When 
needed for clarity, or as required by CEQA, this document may contain references to 
federal laws and/or regulations (CEQA, for example, requires consideration of 
adverse effects on species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status 
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Chapter 1   Proposed Project 

species by the U.S. National Marine Fisheries Service and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service—in other words, species protected by the Federal Endangered Species 
Act). 

1.7 Permits and Approvals Needed 

The project is anticipated to require coordination with United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service (USFWS) and possibly California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) 
for San Bernardino Merriam’s Kangaroo Rat (SBKR): 

Table 1-1 Permits and Approvals 

Permit Agency 

Section 1602 Streambed Alteration 
Agreement (SAA) 

CDFW 

Section 404 Nationwide Permit 
(NWP) and/or Approved 
Jurisdictional Delineation (AJD) 

Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) 

Section 401 Water Quality 
Certification 

Santa Ana Regional Water Quality 
Control Board (RWQCB) 

Biological Opinion (BO) 
Concurrence 

USFWS 

1L520 Initial Study  6 
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Chapter 2 CEQA Evaluation 

2.1 CEQA Environmental Checklist 

This checklist identifies physical, biological, social, and economic factors that might 
be affected by the proposed project. Potential impact determinations include 
Potentially Significant Impact, Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated, 
Less Than Significant Impact, and No Impact. In many cases, background studies 
performed in connection with a project will indicate that there are no impacts to a 
particular resource. A No Impact answer reflects this determination. The questions in 
this checklist 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. 

“No Impact” determinations in each section are based on the scope, description, and 
location of the proposed project as well as the appropriate technical report. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

2.1.1 Aesthetics 

Except as provided in Public Resources Code 
Section 21099, would the project: 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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 buildings within a 
state scenic highway? 

c) 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 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 area? 

a), b), c) & d) No Impact 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 

Alternatives 2-4 

Each of the build alternatives will preserve the fundamental integrity which would 
result in a beneficial impact. The varied alternatives would not result in any 
differences in Aesthetics impacts. 

The project area is an existing facility and is not located along a designated scenic 
highway or City-designated scenic road and does not contain scenic or sensitive 
visual resources that would be impacted, and since the existing visual character of 
the site and its surroundings would remain substantially the same, the project would 
not produce visual impacts. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

No measures are proposed for Aesthetics. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

2.1.2 Agriculture and Forest Resources 

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 Air 
Resources Board. 

Would the project: 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, 
or Farmland of Statewide Importance 
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared 
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program of the California Resources 
Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural 
use, or a Williamson Act contract? 

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 
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? 

e) Involve other changes in the existing 
environment which, due to their location or 
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, 
to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest 
land to non-forest use? 

a), b), c), d) & e) No Impact 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

Alternatives 2-4 

The build alternatives involve a variation of improvements or modifications to the 
structure. The varied alternatives would not result in any differences to Agriculture 
and Forest impacts. 

The project area is categorized as “Urban and Built-up Land” on the California 
Department of Conservation Farmland Finder. The project has no agricultural lands 
designated in the project area and there are no properties within the project vicinity 
under a Williamson Act contract (Land Vision). Also, there are no forest lands, 
timberlands or timberland production areas adjacent to or within the project site. 
Based on this information, there would be no impacts to agricultural or forest 
resources. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

No measures are proposed for Agriculture and Forest Resources. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

2.1.3 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. 

Would the project: 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of 
the applicable air quality plan? 

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? 

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations? 

d) Result in other emissions (such as those 
leading to odors) adversely affecting a 
substantial number of people? 

a), b) & c) No Impact 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 

Alternatives 2-4 

The scope of the project has been evaluated and classified as exempt from air 
quality analysis  because it falls under the broad category of exempt project type 
“reconstructing bridges” listed under Table 1 of Caltrans Carbon Monoxide Protocol 
or Table 2 of 40 CFR 93.126. Thus, no Air Quality study is required. However, 
greenhouse gas (GHG) analysis is needed for construction emissions which is 
discussed below, and in Chapter 3. 

The project is not anticipated to conflict or obstruct implementation of air quality 
plans because the project would not increase capacity or result in additional traffic 
lanes that could result in long-term air quality impacts. At its smallest (Alternative 
#2), the project scope involves seismic gates to improve the area’s resiliency in case 
of an earthquake event and at its largest (Alternative #4), it involves replacement of 
an existing use. Therefore, none of the build Alternatives would conflict with any 
applicable air quality plan. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

During construction, short-term degradation of air quality may occur due to the 
release of particulate emissions (airborne dust) from construction-related activities. 
Emissions from construction equipment are also expected. However, these 
emissions would be temporary, and limited to the immediate area surrounding the 
construction site. 

d) Less Than Significant 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 

Alternatives 2-4 

Some phases of construction are expected to result in short-term odors in the 
immediate area. Such odors are anticipated to be quickly dispersed below 
detectable thresholds as distance from the site increases. Project operation is not 
expected to create objectionable odors. Potential impacts from objectionable odors 
are expected to be less than significant. 

Based on  the project information, the Caltrans Construction Emissions Tool (Cal-
CET) was used to estimate construction GHG emissions for Alternatives 2, 3, and 4. 
The results for each Build Alternative are summarized below. The GHG estimates 
for construction emissions on-road/offsite operations have been deduced as Carbon 
Dioxide Equivalent (CO2e) in lbs/day and tons during the days of construction 
activity. See tables below. 

Table 2-1 Alternative 2 - Seismic Gates - Construction Emissions 

Summary of Project Emissions and Fuel Consumption 

TOG ROG CO NOx PM10 PM2.5 CO2 CH4 N2O BC HFC 
Diesel 

Fuel 

Gasoline 

Fuel 

Daily 

Average 5.349 5.030 21.872 29.077 2.445 1.980 7290 0.172 0.367 0.307 0.208 252 82 

(lbs/day) 

Maxim 

Daily 

Average 

(lbs/day) 

10.029 9.377 67.153 63.819 9.279 5.026 14399 0.399 0.690 0.482 0.464 544 192 

Annual 

Average 0.174 0.163 0.711 0.945 0.079 0.064 237 0.006 0.012 0.010 0.007 16,379 5,342 

(tons/year) 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

Pollutants Green House Gas (GHG) 

CO2 CH4 N2O (Nitrous Oxide) BC HFC 

Daily Average (lbs./day) 7290 0.172 0.367 0.307 0.208 

Annual Average (tons/year) 237 0.006 0.012 0.010 0.007 

CO2 Equivalent (lbs./day) 7290 4.30 109.37 505.94 837.62 

California  Greenhouse Gas ( GHG) Inventory 2000- 2019 ( 2021 Edition)  for California Air resources Board based on  Per 
IPCC 4th Assessment , 100  Years GWP= Global Warming Potential ;CH4 = (25);  N2O= (298); GWP – HFC = (124-14,800) 
-Avg, 4027; Black Warming Potential (GWP) of 4,470, and a 100-year GWP of 1,055–2,240 - Avg BC ( Black Carbon) = 
1648.; (BC) = GWP for 20-year Global ;   Ton = 2000 Lbs. 260.5 working days/year  

Alternative 2 - Total Greenhouse Gas as CO2e (CO2 Equivalent) per day: = 8,747.22 lbs/Day 

Alternative 2 - Project Construction GHG as CO2e (CO2 Equivalent) during the 65 days constr. Activity: = 284 Tons 

Table 2-2 Alternative 3 - Seismic Retrofit - Construction Emissions 

Summary of Project Emissions and Fuel Consumption 

TOG ROG CO NOx PM10 PM2.5 CO2 CH4 N2O BC HFC 
Diesel 

Fuel 

Gasoline 

Fuel 

Daily 

Average 4.838 4.551 19.577 26.238 2.066 1.777 6559 0.155 0.329 0.280 0.181 227 73 

(lbs/day) 

Maxim 

Daily 

Average 

(lbs/day) 

9.169 8.573 61.395 58.362 5.293 4.564 13184 0.364 0.619 0.441 0.389 498 171 

Annual 

Average 0.132 0.124 0.533 0.715 0.056 0.048 179 0.004 0.009 0.008 0.005 12,392 3,987 

(tons/year) 

Pollutants Green House Gas (GHG) 

CO2 CH4 N2O (Nitrous Oxide) BC HFC 

Daily Average (lbs./day) 6559 0.155 0.329 0.280 0.181 

Annual Average (tons/year) 179 0.004 0.009 0.008 0.005 

CO2 Equivalent (lbs./day) 6559 3.88 98.04 461.44 728.89 

California  Greenhouse Gas ( GHG) Inventory 2000- 2019 ( 2021 Edition)  for California Air resources Board based on  Per 
IPCC 4th Assessment , 100  Years GWP= Global Warming Potential ;CH4 = (25);  N2O= (298); GWP – HFC = (124-14,800) 
-Avg, 4027; Black Warming Potential (GWP) of 4,470, and a 100-year GWP of 1,055–2,240 - Avg BC ( Black Carbon) = 
1648.; (BC) = GWP for 20-year Global ;   Ton = 2000 Lbs. 260.5 working days/year  

Alternative 3 – Total Greenhouse Gas as CO2e (CO2 Equivalent) per day: = 7,851.24 lbs/Day 
Alternative 3 – Project Construction GHG as CO2e (CO2 Equivalent) during the 109 days constr. activity = 428 Tons 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

Table 2-3 Alternative 4 – Bridge Replacement (Accelerated Bridge 
Construction) Construction Emissions 

Summary of Project Emissions and Fuel Consumption 

TOG ROG CO NOx PM10 PM2.5 CO2 CH4 N2O BC HFC 
Diesel 

Fuel 

Gasoline 

Fuel 

Daily 

Average 6.868 6.462 27.662 37.145 2.784 2.504 9215 0.219 0.459 0.398 0.251 320 102 

(lbs/day) 

Maxim 

Daily 

Average 

(lbs/day) 

12.932 12.090 86.584 82.301 7.091 6.402 18585 0.514 0.875 0.622 0.550 702 241 

Annual 

Average 0.206 0.194 0.830 1.114 0.084 0.075 276 0.007 0.014 0.012 0.008 19,222 6,101 

(tons/year) 

Pollutants Green House Gas (GHG) 

CO2 CH4 N2O (Nitrous Oxide) BC HFC 

Daily Average (lbs./day) 9215 0.219 0.459 0.398 0.251 

Annual Average (tons/year) 276 0.007 0.014 0.012 0.008 

CO2 Equivalent (lbs./day) 9215 5.48 136.78 655.90 1010.78 

California  Greenhouse Gas ( GHG) Inventory 2000- 2019 ( 2021 Edition)  for California Air resources Board based on  Per 
IPCC 4th Assessment , 100  Years GWP= Global Warming Potential ;CH4 = (25);  N2O= (298); GWP – HFC = (124-14,800) 
-Avg, 4027; Black Warming Potential (GWP) of 4,470, and a 100-year GWP of 1,055–2,240 - Avg BC ( Black Carbon) = 
1648.; (BC) = GWP for 20-year Global ;   Ton = 2000 Lbs. 260.5 working days/year  

Alternative 4 - Total Greenhouse Gas as CO2e (CO2 Equivalent) per day:         = 11,023.94 lbs/Day 
Alternative 4 - Project Construction GHG as CO2e (CO2 Equivalent) during the 120 days constr. activity: = 661 Tons 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation is required. However, the following avoidance and/or minimization 
measures would be implemented to minimize potential air quality impacts from 
construction. 

AQ-1: The project would be constructed in compliance with Caltrans' Standard 
Specifications, Section 14-9 "Air Quality" and Caltrans' specifications for the 
control of construction-generated emissions. Additional measures may be 
developed in coordination with the South Coast Air Quality Management 
District (SCAQMD) to minimize potential impacts. 

1L520 Initial Study  15 

https://11,023.94


   

     

  
 
 

 

 

 
  
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

   

    

 

 
 

    

 
 

  

    

 
  

 

    

 
    

  

    

□ ~ □ □ 

□ □ ~ □ 

□ ~ □ □ 

□ □ ~ □ 

□ □ □ ~ 

□ □ □ ~ 

Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

2.1.4 Biological Resources 

Would the project: 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

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? 

The information from this section is based on the Natural Environment Study (NES) 
approved for the project by Caltrans in January 2024. Focused studies for Special-
status Species, and a Delineation of Jurisdictional Waters and Wetlands were 
performed to document the existing conditions of biological resources within an 
established Biological Study Area (BSA), which included the combined Project 
Impact Area plus a 100-foot buffer for jurisdictional waters and rare plants, and a 
500-foot buffer for animal species. 

1L520 Initial Study  16 



   

     

 

  
 

  

 

  

 
 

   

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 
  

 
   

 
 

Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 

a) Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated 

Alternatives 2-4 

Direct impacts to Species of Special Concern (SSC) could result from Project 
construction and activities (e.g., equipment staging, mobilization, and grading); 
ground disturbance; vegetation clearing; and trampling or crushing from construction 
equipment, vehicles, nighttime lighting, and foot traffic. Indirect impacts could result 
from temporary or permanent loss of suitable habitat. To ensure impacts to SSC and 
their habitats are mitigated to a level of less than significance, the Project will 
implement BIO-31 and BIO-37. 

Plants 

The BSA has potential suitable habitat for eleven plant species: slender-horned 
spineflower, thread-leaved brodiaea, Santa Ana River Woollystar, singlewhorl 
burrobrush, Mesa Horkelia, Parry’s spineflower, Robinson’s peppergrass, Parish’s 
desert thorn, San Bernardino Aster, Plummer’s mariposa lily, and smooth tarplant. 
Of the eleven plant species above, the three plant species Santa Ana River 
woollystar, thread-leaved brodiaea, and slender-horned spineflower are federally 
and state listed as endangered or threatened. However, none of these plant species 
or other federal or state listed plant species were found within the BSA during the 
2023 rare plant focused surveys. Additionally, no federally designated critical habitat 
for the above-listed plant species is present within the BSA. Therefore, the project 
would not impact federally designated critical habitat and would result in no effect to 
special-status plant species. 

Geotechnical borings are expected to have temporary impacts, including vegetation 
removal and/or compaction for drilling access, as well as sediment disturbance. 
While no direct impacts are anticipated to occur to Santa Ana River Woollystar, 
thread-leaved brodiaea, or slender-horned spineflower as a result of proposed 
geotechnical borings, indirect impacts are anticipated. However, these indirect 
impacts are expected to be no worse than the existing conditions. They include the 
spread of invasive weeds through vehicle transportation, an increased risk of fire, 
and potential maintenance activities within the right of way. Nonetheless, the project 
has the potential for temporary indirect impacts on the suitable habitat for the 
mentioned plant species, necessitating consultation with USFWS under Section 7 of 
the FESA. Concurrence was obtained from USFWS in a letter dated December 20, 
2024. To avoid and minimize potential impacts to sensitive plants, measures BIO-1, 
and BIO-5 through BIO-8 would be implemented. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

Reptiles 

The BSA also has potential suitable habitat for two special status reptile species: 
coast horned lizard, and coastal whiptail, both designated as state species of special 
concern, but neither species were observed during 2023 focused surveys. 
Consequently, no federally or State-listed as endangered, threatened, or candidate 
reptile species have high potential to occur in the project area. Therefore, no impacts 
to federal or State-listed reptile species are anticipated. However, measures BIO-1, 
and BIO-12 will be implemented to avoid and minimize any unforeseen potential 
impacts to reptile species. 

Birds 

The BSA does not have suitable riparian/dense riparian habitat capable of 
supporting these three federally listed bird species: Coastal California Gnatcatcher, 
Least Bell’s Vireo, and Southwestern Willow Flycatcher. The project site is heavily 
disturbed due to the presence of frequent pedestrian and off-highway vehicle traffic, 
illegal trash dumping and proximity to the roadway. Furthermore, proposed 
Geotechnical borings in connection with the project would not impact suitable habitat 
for the above-listed special-status bird species. Burrowing owl is a SSC, native to 
California. Burrowing owl are in decline primarily due to habitat loss, as well as 
disease, predation, and drought. Burrowing owl require specific soil and microhabitat 
conditions, occur in few locations within a broad habitat category of grassland and 
some forms of agricultural land, require a relatively large home range to support their 
life history requirements, occur in relatively low numbers, and are semi-colonial. To 
ensure impacts to burrowing owl and their habitat are mitigated to a less than 
significant level, implementation of BIO-30 would be required. 

The project would result in no effect to federally threatened coastal California 
gnatcatcher, Least Bell’s Vireo, and Southwestern Willow Flycatcher. Likewise, the 
project would result in no take to State-listed endangered Least Bell’s Vireo, and 
Southwestern Willow Flycatcher. Further, the project would result in no impacts to 
federally designated critical habitat for the above listed avian species. To avoid 
and/or minimize potential impacts to special-status bird species during construction, 
measures BIO-1, BIO-26, BIO-28, and BIO-29 will be implemented. 

Mammals 

The BSA has potential suitable habitat for the following special-status mammal 
species: Townsend’s big-eared bat, western mastiff bat, California myotis, Hoary 
bat, Yuma myotis, pocketed free-tailed bat, Mexican free-tailed bat, western red bat, 
San Bernardino kangaroo rat (SBKR), San Diego Desert Woodrat, and northwestern 
San Diego pocket mouse. The BSA is also within federally designated critical habitat 
for San Bernardino Merriam’s Kangaroo rat, a federally listed endangered and State-
listed candidate endangered species. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

During the 2023 bat surveys conducted on the bridge structures, bat guano was 
detected prior to the nighttime survey, while no bat signs were observed during the 
daytime survey. Additionally, there were no sightings of bats emerging from the 
bridge, nor were other signs of bat presence noted. Despite the high level of human 
activity, overall bat activity during the surveys remained relatively low. However, 
canyon bat and Mexican free-tailed bat were observed foraging through the channel 
and across the north side of the bridge. No observations of day roosting bats were 
observed at the Lytle Creek Bridge during the survey. 

Construction impacts on bats such as noise and vibrations from heavy equipment 
will result in indirect and temporary impacts. To avoid and minimize potential impacts 
to bat species, measures BIO-1, and BIO-23 through BIO-27, and BIO-33 will be 
implemented. 

During the 2023 trapping surveys conducted within the BSA, a total of 8 SBKRs 
were captured. Project activities have the potential to impact SBKR habitat including 
federally designated critical habitat and will result in both temporary and permanent 
direct and indirect impacts. 

Vegetation removal, bridge construction activities and access roads are expected to 
result in 2.62 acres of temporary and 0.72 acres of permanent impacts to SBKR 
critical habitat. Therefore, a determination has been made that that the project may 
affect, but is not likely to adversely affect SBKR and its critical habitat. Impacts to 
designated SBKR Critical Habitat are proposed to be mitigated at a ratio determined 
in consultation with USFWS and CDFW based on the final design phase of the 
project. Final mitigation for this species was determined through Section 7 
consultation with USFWS. Implementation of compensatory measure BIO-22 would 
fully compensate for any impacts on SBKR and its habitat. 

While no direct impacts to SBKR are anticipated, there is a potential for indirect 
impacts to individuals within Riversidean alluvial fan sage scrub (RAFSS) habitat 
adjacent to the project limits. Due to overlapping habitat, other special status 
mammals were also identified during the 2023 trapping surveys. Therefore, it has 
been determined that the project would likewise result in temporary and permanent 
impacts to San Diego pocket mouse and San Diego desert woodrat. With the 
incorporation of avoidance and/or minimization measures BIO-1, BIO-5, and BIO-8 
through BIO-21, impacts on San Bernardino kangaroo rat, San Diego pocket mouse 
and San Diego desert woodrat would be less than significant. 

Invertebrates 

The BSA has suitable habitat for monarch butterfly, a federally candidate 
endangered species as well as suitable habitat for Monarch host plants, milkweed. 
Due to lack of milkweed specimen or suitable host plants identified within the BSA 
and project Limits, no impacts to monarch butterfly are anticipated. Therefore, the 
project would result in no effect to monarch butterfly. The project may impact 
suitable habitat for Crotch’s bumble bee (Bombus crotchii), a CESA candidate 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

species, and has the potential for take pursuant to Fish and Game Code §2081 (b). 
The project may result in temporal or permanent loss of suitable nesting and 
foraging habitat. Project ground-disturbing activities may cause death or injury of 
adults, eggs, and larva; burrow collapse; nest abandonment and reduced nest 
success. As such, the project will implement BIO-34, BIO-35, and BIO-36 to ensure 
impacts to Crotch’s bumble bee and their habitats are mitigated to a level of less 
than significant. 

b) Less Than Significant Impact 

The project does not feature suitable riparian/dense riparian habitat as the project 
site is heavily disturbed due to the presence of frequent pedestrian and off-highway 
vehicle traffic, illegal trash dumping, and proximity to the roadway. 

Two CDFW-sensitive natural communities were identified within the BSA, California 
buckwheat-white sage scrub and scale broom scrub. The project BSA contains 0.49 
acres and 1.0 acre of California buckwheat-white sage scrub and scale broom scrub 
respectively, both of which were identified during the 2023 rare plant surveys. 

Construction activities, vegetation removal, the import of invasive plant materials and 
seed from project equipment and vehicles, and the accumulation of additional trash 
and debris in the project area will result in direct temporary impacts to CDFW 
Sensitive Natural Communities. 

The project would temporary impact up to approximately 1.00 acre of scale broom 
scrub and up to 0.49 acres of California buckwheat – white sage scrub. Permanent 
impacts to CDFW sensitive natural communities are not anticipated. Impacts to the 
state-sensitive natural communities will be minimized with the implementation of 
avoidance and minimization measures BIO-1, BIO-3, and BIO-4. 

c) Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated 

Jurisdictional delineation surveys of aquatic resources that were conducted in March 
2023 determined that there are no jurisdictional wetlands within the BSA. Therefore, 
no impacts to wetlands would occur. However, temporary and permanent impacts to 
jurisdictional water features (Waters of the U.S. and Waters of the State) would 
result from the project. 

Temporary impacts on Waters of the U.S. (WoTUS), Waters of the State (WoS), and 
CDFW-jurisdictional waters include staging areas, construction access points, and 
temporary access ways and will be determined during the jurisdictional permitting 
process in the final design phase. 

The project’s permanent impacts to jurisdictional waters include the permanent 
structures that are being placed within the aquatic resources and are anticipated to 
be less than 0.10 acres based on preliminary design details. Should the project be 
approved, the exact extent will be determined during the final design phase. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

The project would require a Section 404 Nationwide Permit from USACE, a Section 
401 Water Quality Certification from the RWQCB, and a Section 1602 Streambed 
Alteration Agreement from CDFW. To mitigate impacts on these jurisdictional areas, 
a compensatory mitigation plan for permanent impacts will be developed during the 
PS&E phase, as such measure BIO-2 will be implemented. 

d) Less Than Significant Impact 

The project would not impact National Oceanic Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) 
Fisheries jurisdiction, as no NOAA Fisheries species have the potential to occur in 
the BSA. Therefore, no effects to NOAA Fisheries species are anticipated. 
Furthermore, the project will not affect any migratory wildlife corridors or the 
movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species. 

The project would require work on the bridge structures. Vegetation removal and 
bridge access through the channel may result in temporary impacts to the movement 
of SBKR between remaining habitat north and south of the project within the 
channel. Dimensions of the restructured bridge would be consistent with the existing 
structures. Therefore, upon completion, the channel will continue to function as at 
present, and the level of connectivity for wildlife movement will remain the same. 

e) No Impact 

This project would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting 
biological resources. Therefore, no potential impacts are anticipated. 

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. Therefore, no potential impacts are anticipated. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

The following avoidance and/or minimization measures would be implemented to 
minimize potential impacts during construction. 

BIO-1: All staging, storing, and borrow sites require the approval of the Caltrans 
biologist. 

BIO-2: If compensatory mitigation is determined necessary for impacts to 
jurisdictional waters, it will be addressed, concurrently with resource agency 
consultation and approval, through on-site restoration activities, permittee-
responsible mitigation, suitable mitigation/conservation bank credits, suitable in-lieu 
fee program credits, and/or other mitigation acceptable to the resource agencies 
involved. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

BIO-3: To address impacts to CDFW Sensitive Natural Communities, this area 
would be delineated as an ESA in the plans and/or described in the specifications. 

BIO-4: If the CDFW Sensitive Natural Communities cannot be avoided, then this 
habitat will be restored on site via planting and/or seed mix. 

BIO-5: A qualified biologist(s) shall present a biological resource information 
program/WEAP for SBKR, bat species, sensitive plants, and nesting birds 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-6: Within the appropriate identification periods for special-status plants, prior to 
construction, a preconstruction survey must be conducted according to the CDFW 
2018 Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special-status Plant 
Populations (found at: https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID= 18959) 
by a qualified biologist experienced in conducting floristic botanical field surveys, 
knowledgeable of plant taxonomy and plant community ecology and classification, 
familiar with the plants of the area, including special-status and locally significant 
plants, and familiar with the appropriate state and federal statutes related to plants 
and plant collecting for special status plant species within the project limits. Special 
status plant species must be flagged for visual identification to construction 
personnel for work avoidance. Special status plant species detected must be fenced 
with ESA fencing with an appropriate buffer for visual identification to constrution 
personnel for work avoidance. 

BIO-7: If a special status plant species is found within the job site and cannot be 
avoided, but can survive transplantation, the qualified biologist must contact the 
Caltrans biologist to determine the time and suitable translocation area for the plant 
species to be moved. If CESA-listed plants are present and impacts cannot be fully 
avoided, a CESA authorization shall be obtained prior to work and translocation 
occurring. Additional requirements and actions must be determined at the time if 
such a situation occurs. 

BIO-8: To address impacts to SBKR habitat, special status plants, and CDFW 
Sensitive Natural Communities, this area would be delineated as an ESA in the 
plans and/or described in the specifications. 

BIO-9: To address impacts to special status wildlife species, including but not limited 
to SBKR, artificial lighting shall be directed at the job site to minimize light spillover 
onto the Lytle Creek Wash when activities occur at night. 

BIO-10: To address impacts to SBKR and their critical habitat, avoid construction 
activities outside of designated work areas and within critical habitat. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

BIO-11: If during project activities a SBKR is discovered within the project site, all 
construction activities must stop and the Caltrans biologist and Resident Engineer 
must be notified. Coordination with appropriate agencies, including CDFW and 
USFWS, shall be required prior to restarting activities. 

BIO-12: To prevent inadvertent entrapment of animal species during project 
activities, all excavated steep-walled holes or trenches more than 12-inches 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 biological monitor. 

BIO-13: If feasible, the project will avoid performing ground-disturbing activities 
(including vegetation removal and fence installation) during the peak SBKR breeding 
season (January 15 through May 15). 

BIO-14: 

Prior to construction, an SBKR exclusionary fencing will be installed around the 
Project Impact Area, including ingress and egress routes and staging areas, within 
suitable SBKR habitat. 

a. The fencing will be installed at least three feet straight above ground, 
reinforced with metal T posts or similar support materials and the bottom 
two feet will extend flat on the ground in an “L” shape pointed away from 
the Project area weighed down with sandbags. The fencing will be made 
of a smooth-faced material to prevent animals from climbing or chewing 
through to the excluded areas. 

b. The fencing will include a single ingress/egress point with a movable 
portion of the fencing. Immediately after each use: fencing will need to be 
resecured completely to the standing fence and the “L” shaped portion will 
be resecured with sandbags. The fence will have no holes or gaps to allow 
SBKR entry into the site. 

c. The fencing will be installed manually with a qualified SBKR biologist(s) 
(see BIO-21 for specficiations) present to ensure fence installation 
avoided burrows and other impacts to listed species. 

d. At the close of work each evening the qualified biologist(s) will inspect the 
fencing there are no holes large enough for SBKR to assess the site. Any 
holes will be repaired before the end of day. This inspection includes the 
ingree/egress point. 

BIO-15: A qualified biologist or biological monitor with SBKR expertise, subject to 
USFWS approval, will be present when construction or ground-disturbing activities 
(including exclusion fence or ESA fencing installation and removal) that could result 
in take of SBKR occurs in or adjacent to habitat for SBKR. Following removal of 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

SBKR habitat within the areas inside the exclusion fence, the presence of the 
qualified biologist or biological monitor may reduce to one or more days per week. 

BIO-16: Trash will be either removed from the project site on a daily basis or will be 
deposited in wildlife-proof containers on site to prevent attraction of potential 
predators to the SBKR. 

BIO-17: Pipes or conduit 1.5 inches or larger in diameter and any unfilled holes and 
trenches will be inspected for SBKR each morning prior to the start of daily 
construction activities. Unburied pipes or conduit laid in trenches overnight will be 
capped. Uncapped pipes or conduits will be thoroughly inspected for the presence of 
SBKR before the pipe is subsequently buried, capped, or otherwise used or moved 
in any way. If SBKR are found trapped inside the pipe, conduit, hole, or trench, then 
Caltrans will immediately halt construction and consult with USFWS and CDFW 
within 24 hours. 

BIO-18: If a SBKR is injured as a result of project-related activities, Caltrans will 
immediately halt construction activities and consult with CDFW and USFWS within 
24 hours. 

BIO-19: After the start of each calendar year, and at least seven days prior to 
initiating action activities, Caltrans will submit to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(Service) and California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), in writing, the 
name(s), resumes, any SBKR 10(A)(1)(a) permit numbers, and statement of 
qualifications for all proposed approved qualified biologists. Proposed activities will 
not begin until an approved qualified biologist has been authorized by the Service 
and CDFW. Approvals of qualifed biologists will be valid throughout each calendar 
year, up to one year, or longer if indicated by the Service and CDFW. The qualified 
biologist will perform the following additional duties: 

a. The approved biologist(s) will have the authority to work with the Resident 
Engineer to halt construction activities that do not comply with 
conservation measures listed here and report any non-compliance with 
measures and/or conditions stated in the HCP to the Service’s Palm 
Springs field office within 24 hours. 

b. During Project activities, if an SBKR is discovered within the Project site, 
all construction activities must stop, and the qualified biologist and 
Resident Engineer must be notified. Coordination and potential reinitiation 
with the Service will be required prior to restarting activities. 

BIO-20: Prior to the start of construction, Caltrans will contribute to funds to the 
Cajon Creek Conservation Area, or other Service approved mitigation area, for the 
enhanced and/or restored of 0.36 acres of suitable SBKR habitat. 

BIO-21: If work must be scheduled during the bat maternity season (Apr 1–Aug 31), 
then prior to construction start, a CDFW approved bat biologist must conduct a 
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survey to determine if bats are roosting on the bridge, and implement 
exclusion/eviction measures as appropriate. 

BIO-22: Should pre-construction bat habitat assessments warrant further surveys 
and require a Bat Management & Mitigation Plan (BMMP), then a BMMP must be 
developed and implemented in accordance with CDFW guidelines. A qualified bat 
biologist must perform a humane eviction/exclusion of roosting bats from the bridge 
before the hibernation season (Sept 1 – Oct 31) in the year before the initiation of 
construction. The CDFW approved bat biologist must inspect daily to verify all bats 
are excluded from the bridge structure and joints and to verify the integrity of the 
exclusionary material, which must be maintained during construction activities and 
removed at the completion of construction. 

BIO-23: To address impacts to nesting birds and roosting bats, artificial lighting must 
be directed at the work site to minimize light spillover outside of the construction 
footprint if project activities occur at night. 

BIO-24: The qualified biologist must monitor project activities daily to ensure that 
measures are being implemented and documented. 

BIO-25: A qualified biologist must present a biological resource information 
program/WEAP for special status species/habitat prior to project activities to all 
personnel that will be present within the project limits for longer than 30 minutes at 
any given time. The WEAP shall include, but not limited to: (1) information about the 
distribution and habitat needs of any special-status species that may be present, 
legal protections for those species, penalties for violations, and mitigation measures 
and (2) best practices for managing waste and reducing activities that can lead to 
increased occurrences of opportunistic species and the impacts these species can 
have on wildlife in the area. Interpretation shall be provided for any non-English 
speaking workers, and the same instruction shall be provided for any new workers 
prior to their performing any job on the site. 

BIO-26: If during project activities Southwestern Willow Flycatcher, Least Bell’s 
vireo, or Coastal California Gnatcatcher, or listed avian species is discovered within 
the project site, all construction activities must stop within up to 500 ft for listed avian 
species, and the Caltrans biologist and Resident Engineer must be notified. 
Coordination with CDFW, and/or USFWS will be required prior to restarting activities 
in the vicinity of the observation. 

BIO-27: Project activities shall not result in impacts to nesting birds or result in the 
take or removal of nests or eggs. Preconstruction nesting bird surveys must be 
conducted 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 appropraite 
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avoidance and minimization measures; and monitoring the efficacy of implemented 
avoidance and minimization measures to locate and avoid nesting birds. If an active 
avian nest is located, a noconstruction buffer (100 feet for non-passerine, 300 feet 
for passerine, and 500 feet for raptors) shall be established and monitored by the 
qualified biologist as long as construction is occurring or until the nest is no longer 
active and may be demarcated by flagging, staking, or fencing. 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. 

BIO-28: Pre-construction Burrowing Owl Surveys -The following burrowing owl 
preconstruction surveys must be performed by a qualified biologist: one survey 14 to 
30 days prior to Project activities; one survey 24 hours prior to Project activities; and 
burrowing owl preconstruction surveys shall be conducted in accordance with the 
2012 Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (Staff Report) (See: 
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=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 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. Permanent protection 
of mitigation land through a conservation easement deeded to a nonprofit 
conservation organization or public agency with a conservation mission, 
development and implementation of a mitigation land management plan to address 
long-term ecological sustainability and maintenance of the site for burrowing owls, 
and funding for the maintenance and management of mitigation land through the 
establishment of a long-term funding mechanism such as an endowment. 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 
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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. 

BIO-29: Preconstruction Species Surveys – Caltrans should retain a qualified 
biologist with experience surveying for special status species, including but not 
limited to: loggerhead shrike, Los Angeles pocket mouse, Southern California 
legless lizard, and California glossy snake. Prior to commencing any Project-related 
ground-disturbing activities, the qualified biologist shall conduct surveys for where 
suitable habitat is present. Project related activities include construction, equipment 
and vehicle access, parking, and staging. Focused surveys should consist of 
daytime surveys and nighttime surveys no more than one month from the start of 
any ground-disturbing activities. The surveys should include mapping of current 
locations of special-status wildlife species for avoidance and relocation efforts and to 
assist construction monitoring efforts. The survey should be conducted so that 100 
percent coverage of the project site and surrounding areas is achieved. 

If SSC are detected, the qualified biologist shall use visible flagging to mark the 
location where SSC was detected. The qualified biologist should take a photo of 
each location, map each location, and provide the specific species detected at that 
location. The qualified biologist shall provide a summary report of SSC surveys to 
Caltrans before any Project-related ground-disturbing activities. The CDFW should 
be notified and consulted regarding the presence of any special-status wildlife 
species found on site during surveys. If an Endangered Species Act-listed species is 
found prior to or during grading of the site, the USFWS should also be notified. 
Additional avoidance and minimization measures may need to be developed with 
CDFW/USFWS. 

BIO-30: Timing: Mud-nest inspection and removal shall be performed after young 
are volant (flying) but before expected onset of seasonal torpor to the greatest extent 
feasible to avoid direct impacts to bats. In many areas of the state, this removal 
window occurs between September 1 and October 31, but local conditions could 
dictate otherwise and communication with an experienced bat biologist is highly 
recommended. Removal of previously occupied nests shall only occur if that night’s 
weather conditions are conducive to bat activity, that is, the conditions exclude 
severe winds, precipitation, or low nighttime temperatures (typically below 45˚F). If 
any of these conditions are present, then no removal can occur. Due to a higher 
potential for mortality, no removal should occur during the hibernation season, which 
typically begins in November or December (depending on weather conditions) and 
continues through mid-February. However, dependent upon weather conditions and 
at a CDFW-approved bat biologist’s discretion, it may be possible to perform 
removal during winter if the forecast excludes the weather conditions described 
above. Mud-nests may be inspected and removed at night (i.e., beginning 
approximately 1.5 hours after sunset to avoid disrupting the emergence) when bats 
typically leave the roost to forage. This may decrease the chances of bat occupancy 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

in the mud-nests at the time of survey and therefore increase the chances of being 
able to remove most or all the mud-nests in a single visit. 

Inspection and Removal: Depending on site characteristics, access to swallow nests 
can be attained using a snooper truck, platform truck, scaffolding, man lift, bucket 
truck, or ladder. Safety reviews of access activities are strongly encouraged. Outside 
of bat maternity or hibernation season, prior to nest removal, a CDFW-approved 
biologist (with experience inspecting a range of structures for the presence of 
roosting bats) inspects each nest with a borescope inspection camera (or similar 
device) or by gently and carefully breaking open a small part of the nest to see 
inside. If bats are not present, the entire nest may be immediately removed so that it 
cannot be occupied or re-occupied. If any bats are present, a small portion of the 
nest may be removed to create more light and additional airflow rendering the nest 
less desirable for roosting without making any bat(s) inside the nest visible to 
predators. The bat should depart the nest that evening. The altered roost conditions 
are intended to minimize the likelihood of a bat returning to that roost. Any swallow 
mud-nests where bats were observed shall be inspected again the following day and 
can be removed if absence of roosting bats is confirmed at that time. If the bat has 
not departed on its own, then additional pieces of the nest shall be removed to make 
it more unsuitable, followed by additional inspections on subsequent days until the 
bat leaves. If bats are present during inspections and do not depart on their own 
after partial removal of nests (or if partial removal of nests is infeasible), additional 
options may be considered in consultation with CDFW and experienced bat 
biologists (e.g., those with a Scientific Collecting Permit to handle bats and relevant 
experience implementing bat-related minimization and mitigation measures) on a 
case-by-case basis. Emergence surveys that involve watching a roost site with 
appropriate effort (i.e., using methods and equipment to confidently detect emerging 
bats shortly prior to the removal of mud-nests) are not appropriate during the fall and 
winter months because bats infrequently emerge from their roosts at this time of 
year. At any time of year, bats may emerge later than expected or not at all on a 
given night. Moreover, mud-nests observed for bat emergence may become 
occupied later in the night after the emergence survey, as bats select the next day’s 
roosts. Consequently, the absence of bat activity on a given night cannot be 
construed as the absence of roosting bats. 

Exclusion Netting: Bird exclusion netting is strongly discouraged because of 
common entanglement of birds, bats, and other wildlife in the netting. Even with best 
practices, which are described below, entanglement has still been an issue. If no 
other alternatives to netting are possible, then inspections shall be performed prior to 
installing the netting to ensure no bats are roosting in the mud-nests or interstitial 
crevices between the mud-nests and the structure. The bird exclusion netting shall 
have a mesh size no greater than 0.25-inch and should be secured tightly to prevent 
potential entanglement of bats in the netting. Daily inspections of bird exclusion 
netting shall also be performed after its installation to identify and repair damaged 
sections that could create entrapment hazards for bats and birds. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

BIO-31: Due to suitable habitat within the Project site, a qualified entomologist 
familiar with the species behavior and life history should conduct surveys to 
determine the presence/absence of Crotch’s bumble bee. Surveys should follow 
CDFW’s Survey Considerations for California Endangered Species Act (CESA) 
Candidate Bumble Bee Species. If no CESA-protected bumble bees are found 
during the surveys, but the habitat assessment identified suitable nesting, foraging, 
or overwintering habitat within the project site, it is recommended that a biological 
monitor be onsite during vegetation or ground disturbing activities. Survey results, 
including negative findings, should be submitted to CDFW prior to implementing 
Project-related ground-disturbing activities. At minimum, a survey report should 
provide the following: 

a) A description and map of the survey area, focusing on areas that could 
provide suitable habitat for Crotch’s bumble bee. CDFW recommends the 
map show surveyor(s) track lines to document that the entire site was 
covered during field surveys. 
b) Field survey conditions that should include name(s) of qualified 
entomologist(s) and brief qualifications; date and time of survey; survey 
duration; general weather conditions; survey goals, and species searched. 
c) Map(s) showing the location of nests/colonies. 
d) A description of physical (e.g., soil, moisture, slope) and biological (e.g., 
plant composition) conditions where each nest/colony is found. A sufficient 
description of biological conditions, primarily impacted habitat, should include 
native plant composition (e.g., density, cover, and abundance) within 
impacted habitat (e.g., species list separated by vegetation class; density, 
cover, and abundance of each species). 

BIO-32: If Crotch’s bumble bee is detected, Caltrans in consultation with a qualified 
entomologist should develop a plan to fully avoid impacts to Crotch’s bumble bee. 
The plan should include effective, specific, enforceable, and feasible measures. An 
avoidance plan should be submitted to CDFW prior to implementing Project-related 
ground-disturbing activities and/or vegetation removal where there may be impacts 
to Crotch’s bumble bee. 

BIO-33: If Crotch’s bumble bee is detected and if impacts to Crotch’s bumble bee 
cannot be feasibly and fully avoided during Project construction and activities, 
Caltrans should coordinate with CDFW to obtain appropriate permits for incidental 
take of Crotch’s bumble bee and provide appropriate mitigation for impacts to 
Crotch’s bumble bee habitat. Caltrans shall mitigate for impacts to Crotch’s bumble 
bee habitat at a ratio comparable to the Project’s level of impacts. 

BIO-34: Permanent Artificial Nighttime Lighting - Caltrans shall ensure that all 
proposed permanent artificial nighttime lighting for the Project is fully shielded, cast 
downward and directed away from surrounding open-space, reduced in intensity to 
the greatest extent possible, and does not result in lighting trespass including glare 
into surrounding areas or upward into the night sky (see the International Dark-Sky 

1L520 Initial Study  29 



   

     

 

 
 

 
 

 

  

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
    

 

 
    

 

 
    

 

 
 

 
 

  
   

 

 

 
 

  
  

 
 

□ □ □ ~ 

□ □ □ ~ 

□ □ □ ~ 

Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

Association standards at http://darksky.org/). Caltrans shall ensure use of LED 
lighting with a correlated color temperature of 2,700 Kelvins or less, proper disposal 
of hazardous waste, and recycling of lighting that contains toxic compounds with a 
qualified recycler. Photometric studies are recommended to ensure the parameters 
of this measure are adhered to. 

BIO-35: Project personnel are prohibited from feeding wildlife or bringing pets onto 
the job site. 

2.1.5 Cultural Resources 

Would the project: 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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? 

Information from this section was drawn from the Historic Property Survey Report 
(HPSR) and the Archaeological Survey Report, documents approved for the project 
by Caltrans in June 2023. 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 

Alternatives 2-4 

The build alternatives involve a variation of improvements or modifications to the 
structure. The varied alternatives would not result in any differences in impacts to 
Cultural resources. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

a, b) No Impact 

During a field survey, no significant cultural resources were observed within the 
project area. The survey area boundaries for the project were determined by the 
project design plans and Caltrans Right of Way division. 

The Area of Potential Effect (APE) is located within the perennial riverbed and 
alluvial plain that has been highly disturbed through the building of the original bridge 
and nearby quarry activity. Due to these disturbances, there is little chance of a 
subsurface component within the APE. 

The bridge to be repaired, Lytle Creek Bridge No. 54-0422, is classified in the 
Caltrans Historic Bridge Inventory as Category 5, previously determined Not Eligible 
for the National Register of Historic Places, and requires no further consideration for 
this undertaking. 

No other cultural resources were identified within the APE. 

c) No Impact 

As a result of the identification effort discussed above, in response to questions a 
and b, no human remains have been identified within the project area. With the 
implementation of the measures listed below, impacts to potentially undiscovered 
human remains would be avoided or minimized. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation is required. However, the following avoidance and/or minimization 
measures would be implemented to minimize potential impacts during construction. 

CR-1: If buried cultural resources are encountered during project Activities, it is 
Caltrans policy that work stop within 60 feet of the area until a qualified archaeologist 
can evaluate the nature and significance of the find. 

CR-2: In the event that human remains are found, the county coroner shall be 
notified and ALL construction activities within 60 feet of the discovery shall stop. 
Pursuant to Public Resources Code 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 Descendent (MLD). The 
person who discovered the remains will contact the District 8 Division of 
Environmental Planning; Julie Scrivner, DNAC (909) 260-8265. Further provisions of 
PRC 5097.98 are to be followed as applicable. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

2.1.6 Energy 

Would the project: 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Result in potentially significant environmental 
impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or 
unnecessary consumption of energy resources, 
during project construction or operation? 

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan 
for renewable energy or energy efficiency? 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 

a) Less Than Significant Impact 

Alternatives 2-4 

The varied alternatives would not result in any differences in Energy impacts. 

The build alternatives involve a variation of improvements or modifications to the 
structure, all of which would result in additional energy use during project 
construction however, energy consumption during construction would be short-term 
in duration. 

b) No Impact 

Alternatives 2-4 

The varied alternatives would not result in any differences in Energy impacts. 

State 

The project under all Build Alternatives is consistent with state policies regarding 
transportation engery, including the California Transportation Plan (CTP), as the 
project would not impact electricity generation and would consume minimal electricty 
during operation. Thus, the project would not conflict with or obstruct the state’s 
renewable energy policy. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

Local 

The project under all Build Alternatives is consistent with the the San Bernardino 
Countywide Plan’s goals to improve energy efficiency and reduce emissions. The 
project would not impact electricity generation but would consume minimal energy 
during operation, as it does now. Therefore, the project would not conflict with or 
obstruct local plans for energy efficiency. 

Caltrans promotes energy-efficient development by incorporating statewide goals 
from the California’s Energy Efficiency Strategic Plan, setting policies, codes and 
actions. Implementing these actions for either build alternative would assist in 
energy conservation. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation is required. However, the avoidance and/or minimization measures 
referenced in Chapter 3, under “Project-Level GHG Reduction Strategies,” would be 
implemented to minimize energy consumption during construction. 

GHG-1: The contractor must comply with SCAQMD’s rules, ordinances, and 
regulations regarding air quality restrictions. 

GHG-2: The project will incorporate the use of energy efficient lighting. 

GHG-3: Bids will be solicited that include use of energy and fuel-efficient fleets in 
accordance with current practices. 

GHG-4: The project will maintain equipment in proper tune and working condition. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

2.1.7 Geology and Soils 

Would the project: 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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 
other substantial evidence of a known fault? 
Refer to Division of Mines and Geology 
Special Publication 42. 

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? 

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including 
liquefaction? 

iv) Landslides? 

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss 
of topsoil? 

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 
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? 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 

Alternatives 2-4 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

The build alternatives involve a variation of improvements or modifications to 
preserve the structural integrity of the bridge, all of which would result in a beneficial 
impact in relation to seismic activity. 

The varied alternatives would not result in any differences in Geology and Soil 
impacts. 

a), b), c) & d) No Impact 

The project site is located where faults traverse the area, and it is very close to the 
San Andreas fault. Ground-shaking in this area has a risk of being much higher than 
some other areas in Southern California. The work is on an existing facility and 
would have no opportunity to rupture a known earthquake fault or cause seismic 
shaking. This is a bridge seismic restoration, and compliance with the most current 
Caltrans procedures regarding seismic design would be implemented to avoid any 
significant impacts related to seismic ground shaking. 

The San Bernardino County General Plan Geological Hazard Overlay Map identifies 
a low susceptibility to liquefaction within the project site and, through the 
incorporation of seismic design practices, the project would result in no impact 
because construction or operation would not cause any seismic-related ground 
failure, including liquefaction. 

Since the project site is generally a flat area, and topographically featureless, 
impacts associated with landslides are not anticipated. Also, based on a review of 
geologic mapping, there would be a low probabiity for a landslide along the project’s 
area. 

Erosion control would be implemented during and after construction to protect the 
transportation facility and to meet water quality discharge requirements set forth by 
the Regional Water Quality Control Board. Project-specific Best Management 
Practices (BMPs) would be implemented to minimize erosion. 

e) No Impact 

None of the project’s build alternatives would involve a septic system or alternative 
wastewater system. There would be no impact. 

f) No Impact 

Based on the project area which was previously disturbed from construction of the 
existing bridge, it is expected that the project would have no effect on 
paleontological resources.  Caltrans’ Environmental Paleontological Branch has 
indicated that no additional paleontological studies would be required for the project. 
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Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

Other than standard specifications and BMPs during construction-related activities, 
no measures are proposed for geology and soils. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

2.1.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Would the project: 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

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

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed therefore there would be no construction GHG emissions. 

Alternatives 2-4 

a) Less Than Significant Impact 

Considering the project area is an existing transportation facility currently in use, and 
is a bridge seismic restoration project, no operational impacts on GHG emissions 
are anticipated. However, project construction would result in temporary, short-term 
increases of GHG emissions from construction vehicles and machinery. Please refer 
to Chapter 3, Climate Change, for number of construction days and total 
Construction CO2e numbers. The following measures would be implemented to 
minimize construction emissions. 

b) No Impact 

The project would not conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted 
for the purpose of reducing greenhouse gas emissions. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation is required. However, the following measures would be implemented in 
the project to reduce GHG emissions during construction. 

GHG-1: The project will incorporate the use of energy efficient lighting. 

GHG-2: Bids will be solicited that include use of energy and fuel-efficient fleets in 
accordance with current practices. 

GHG-3: The project will maintain equipment in proper tune and working condition. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

2.1.9 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

Would the project: 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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 
involving the release of hazardous materials 
into the environment? 

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle 
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
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 
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 
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 
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? 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 

Alternatives 2-4 

The varied alternatives would not result in any differences in hazardous waste 
impacts. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

a) No Impact 

As the project involves seismic retrofit improvements, the project would not create a 
significant hazard to the public or the environment as there would be no routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials associated with the project. 
Furthermore, based on the Initial Site Assessment (ISA) Checklist done on 7/26/23, 
the project has a minimal risk of potentially hazardous waste involvement. However, 
prior to project construction, testing for Aerially Deposited Lead (ADL) on excavated 
soil and lead based paint/asbestos on bridge shall be conducted. 

b) Less Than Significant Impact 

Based on the Initial Site Assessment (ISA) Checklist done, the project has a minimal 
risk of potentially hazardous waste involvement. However, prior to project 
construction, testing for Aerially Deposited Lead (ADL) on excavated soil and lead 
based paint/asbestos on bridge shall be conducted as these may potentially result in 
the release of hazardous materials into the environment if found on the project site 
and disturbed during construction activities. 

c) No Impact 

There are no schools within one-quarter of mile of the project site; therefore, no 
impacts would occur. 

d) No Impact 

The project is not on a site included in the list hazardous materials sites compiled 
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5, which is also known as the Cortese 
List. 

e) No Impact 

The project site is not within an airport land use plan and it is not within two miles of 
a public airport or public use airport. 

f) Less Than Significant Impact 

The project alternatives involve similar project elements as the current facility. Its 
use and operation would not be altered after the work is completed. The bridge does 
not currently interfere with an emergency or evacuation plan. Therefore, once 
complete, the improvements to the bridge are not expected to interfere with adopted 
plans. 

Implementation of the Transortation Management Plan (TMP) in complliance with 
Catlrans and local policies would involve planning with emergency service providers 
throughout the project construction to avoid emergency service delays. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

g) No Impact 

The project would not require installation of infrastructure that would exacerbate 
wildfire risks. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

In effort to avoid and/or minimize potential impacts, the following measures shall be 
implemented. 

HW-1: Should any previously unknown hazardous waste/material be encountered 
during construction, Caltrans Hazards Procedures for Construction will be followed. 

HW-2: Prior to and during construction, in order to avoid potential impacts from 
hazardous materials, the following Caltrans Standard Specifications would be 
performed: 

• SSP 14-9.02 National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants 
(NESHAP) Notification applies, as well as SSP 14-11.14 for any treated wood 
waste. 

• SSP 7-1.02K(6)(j)(ii) Submit Lead Compliance Plan as an informational 
submittal. 

• SSP 7-1.02K(6)(j)(iii) Treatment of Unregulated Earth Material Containing 
Lead. 
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2.1.10 Hydrology and Water Quality 

Would the project: 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste 
discharge requirements or otherwise 
substantially degrade surface or ground water 
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; 

(ii) substantially increase the rate or amount 
of surface runoff in a manner which would 
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 
provide substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff; or 

(iv) impede or redirect flood flows? 

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, 
risk release of pollutants due to project 
inundation? 

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a 
water quality control plan or sustainable 
groundwater management plan? 

This project would encroach into the floodplain. According to Firm Map Number 
06071C7940J, this project is in a special flood hazard area that is subject to 
inundation by the 1% annual chance flood. In addition, this is within Zone AE (Base 
Flood Elevations determined). 

A Location Hydraulic Study was completed (October 2023). It is determined that 
floodplain encroachment impacts are less than significant. The project would 
maintain the original purpose of the facility and would not significantly impede or 
redirect flow on a permanent basis. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

For Alternatives 2 and 4, which would include work in the channel, a temporary 
creek diversion system would have to be utilized to protect the construction area 
from water flows. 

Based on a Preliminary Hydraulics Report dated August 10, 2022, the build 
alternatives need to maintain a minimum soffit elevation to pass 100-year discharge. 
Accordingly, Alternative 3, and Alternative 4 would not change the bridge profile. 
Since the base flood is lower than the overtopping flood, overtopping is not occurring 
for the 100-year flood. 

a) Less Than Significant Impact 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 

Alternatives 2-4 

The build alternatives involve a variation of improvements or modifications to the 
structure, in which impacts would be considered Less Than Significant for the varied 
alternatives. 

The potential temporary effects of the project on the quality of the water in the area 
would come from runoff during construction. The national Pollution Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) permits issued by the RWQCB set limits on 
discharges, schedules for compliance, special conditions, and monitoring programs. 
The project is located within the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Region 8. 

All major reconstruction and new construction within Caltrans’ right of way must 
conform to Caltrans’ Statewide NPDES Permit No. CAS000003 and to the General 
NPDES Permit for Construction Activities No. CAS000002. These permits regulate 
stormwater and non-stormwater discharges associated with year-round 
maintenance, operation, and construction activities. These permits also limit 
discharges, set water quality standards, and establish a monitoring program of the 
waste discharge. Permitting of underground storage tanks and cleanup of waste 
discharge is also enforced by RWQCB. Grading and trenching during construction of 
the project would require the limited removal of vegetation and moving of soils. This 
would temporarily increase the exposure of soils to wind and water erosion and 
could increase the amount of sediments entering downstream drainages and 
waterways. Sediments can adversely affect water quality and negatively affect fish, 
aquatic plants, and other organisms. 

The project contractor would be required to apply stormwater pollution control 
measures during the entire duration of the project and follow the Water Pollution 
Control Best Management Practices (BMPs) specified in the approved Stormwater 

1L520 Initial Study  42 



   

     

 

 
 
   

  

 
 

  

  
 

 

 

  
 

 
  

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

     

  

 
 

 

Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to minimize impacts on receiving waters. 
Measures must be incorporated to contain all vehicle loads and avoid any tracking of 
materials that may fall or blow onto Caltrans right of way. The project contractor 
would be required to develop, implement, and maintain the following: 

A SWPPP conforming to the requirements of: 

• Caltrans Specification Section 13, “Water Pollution Control” 
• SWRCB Resolution No. 2001-046 (the Sampling and Analytical 

Procedures [SAP] Plan) 

• The Section 402 NPDES Statewide Storm Water Permit 

• The General NPDES Permit for Construction Activities 

The project would utilize stormwater controls, as required, to minimize the amount of 
roadway pollution from the project area during construction. Compliance with the 
NPDES requirements would further reduce such polluting impacts. Projects within 
Caltrans’ right of way are obligated to comply with the latest Caltrans and RWQCB 
water quality standards relative to the treatment of post-construction stormwater 
runoff. Determination and implementation of BMPs within the right of way are 
defined based on the evaluation of existing site constraints, constituents of concern 
at the receiving waters, soil conditions, and hydraulic conditions. Prior to approval of 
the final design of the project, applicable post-construction BMPs would be identified 
to ensure that applicable Caltrans selection and siting criteria have been achieved. 
Deployment of BMPs would reduce long term water quality impacts due to 
implementation of the project. 

The depth of groundwater within or near the project area is an average depth of 
759.5 feet. Ground water is not anticipated to be affected by the project. 

b) No Impact 

As the project involves the replacement and/or seismic retrofitting of an existing 
bridge, implementation of the project would not deplete groundwater supplies or 
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge that would result in a new deficit in 
aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table. The project is not 
anticipated to affect the amount of water consumed regionally through increased 
withdrawals from groundwater sources. 

c) No Impact 

The project would not permanently alter an existing alignment of a stream and 
should have minimal water quality impacts because the project will maintain the 
original line and grade, hydraulic capacity, and original purpose of the facility. During 
construction, the project would implement a water diversion plan that meets the 
Regional Water Quality Control Board Section 401 permit requirements to avoid any 
potential impacts. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

d) No Impact 

This project is located approximately 70 plus miles from the Pacific Ocean. Due to 
the distance from the Pacific Ocean and other large bodies of water, potential for 
inundation, seiche, tsunami, or mudflow is considered very unlikely. 

e) No Impact 

A SWPPP would be prepared and followed throughout the duration of construction. 
The SWPPP would conform to requirements regarding water quality control. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

The following standard measures would be included for Hydrology and Water 
Quality. 

WQ-1: Prior to the start of construction a SWPPP shall be developed by the 
contractor and be approved by Caltrans to avoid/or minimize potential impacts to 
water quality. 

WQ-2: The SWPPP control measures shall address the following categories: soil 
stabilization practices; sediment control practices; sediment tracking control 
practices; wind erosion control practices; and non-storm water management and 
waste management and disposal control practices. 

WQ-3: The contractor shall be required to comply with water pollution control 
provisions and SWPPP and conform to the requirements of Caltrans’ Standard 
Specifications Section 13, “Water Pollution Control”.”. 

WQ-4: If necessary, soil-disturbed areas of the project site will be fully protected 
using soil stabilization and sediment control Best Management Practices (BMPs) at 
the end of the day, unless fair weather is predicted. 

WQ-5: Validation of Final Spoil Stabilization. Final soil stabilization of the 
construction site is a condition of the Construction General Permit (CGP). The CGP 
defines final stabilization (of soil disturbed by construction activity) to be the 
condition in which a project site does not pose any additional sediment discharge 
risk than it did prior to beginning project construction. The CGP presents three 
methods for demonstrating the final soil stabilization criteria stated in the CGP which 
are stand-alone and at the discretion of the permittee (Caltrans). To qualify for 
termination of the construction general permit coverage, all the conditions listed in 
Conditions for Termination of Coverage in Section III.H.4 of the CGP must be met. 

WQ-6: A temporary creek diversion system may be utilized for Alternatives 2 and 4 
where work would be conducted in the channel area. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

2.1.11 Land Use and Planning 

Would the project: 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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 
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 

a) & b) No Impact 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 

Alternatives 2-4 

The varied alternatives would not result in any differences in impacts to Land Use 
and Planning. 

The project site is an existing facility that is currently utilized by the community. After 
completion of the project, the operation and use would remain the same. Therefore, 
impacts to Land Use and Planning would not occur as a result of the project. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

No measures are proposed for Land Use and Planning. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

2.1.12 Mineral Resources 

Would the project: 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known 
mineral resource that would be of value to the 
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? 

a) & b) No Impact 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 

Alternatives 2-4 

The varied alternatives would not result in any differences in Mineral resource 
impacts. 

The project is an existing facility and no new permanent right of way would be 
acquired. 

According to the San Bernardino General Plan, the project site is located within 
Mineral Source Zone (MRZ) 2 where geologic data indicate that aggregate 
resources are present. MRZ 2 is where adequate information indicates that 
significant mineral deposits are present, or a likelihood of their presence and 
development should be controlled. However, it is not in an area designated as being 
of regional signifiance. Therefore, the project would have no impact on any locally 
important mineral resource recovery sites. 

There are no known active mining operations in the immediate vicinity of the project 
site that would be affected. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

No measures are proposed for Mineral Resources. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

2.1.13 Noise 

Would the project result in: 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or 
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in 
the vicinity of the project in excess of standards 
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? 

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

a), b) & c) No Impact 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 

Alternatives 2-4 

The varied alternatives would not result in any differences in Noise impacts. 

According to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Noise Analysis and 
Abatement Guidance, the project is not considered a Type I project because 
construction of the project would not significantly alter changes in the horizontal or 
vertical alignment of the existing highway or increase the number of through-traffic 
lanes. 

Noise and ground borne vibration impacts associated with the project are anticipated 
to be primarily associated with short-term construction-related activities. The project 
would comply with all applicable local, state and federal noise regulations, including 
Caltrans Standard Specifications, Section 14-8.02 Noise Control, which states that 
noise from construction work activities would not exceed 86 decibels (dBA) at 50 
feet from the job site from 9:00 pm to 6:00 am. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

This project is not located within the vicinty of a private airstrip or an airport land use 
plan. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Abatement Measures 

NOI-1: To minimize any potential construction generated noise impact, the project 
would comply with Caltrans Standard Specifications, Section 14-8.02 Noise Control, 
which states that noise from construction work would not exceed 86 decibels (dBA) 
at 50 feet from the job site from 9:00 pm to 6:00 am. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

2.1.14 Population and Housing 

Would the project: 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Induce substantial unplanned population 
growth in an area, either directly (for example, 
by proposing new homes and businesses) or 
indirectly (for example, through extension of 
roads or other infrastructure)? 

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing 
people or housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? 

a) & b) No Impact 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 

Alternatives 2-4 

The varied alternatives would not result in any differences in Population and Housing 
impacts. 

The purpose of the project is to preserve the structural integrity of Lytle Creek Bridge 
(Bridge No. 54-0422) and the site is an existing facility that is currently utilized by the 
community. The project is not growth-inducing and would not displace existing 
people or housing. After completion of the project, the operation and use would 
remain the same. Therefore, impacts to Population and Housing would not occur as 
a result of the project. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

No measures are proposed for Population and Housing. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

2.1.15 Public Services 

a) Would the project result in substantial 
adverse physical impacts associated with the 
provision of new or physically altered 
governmental facilities, need for new or 
physically altered governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant 
environmental impacts, in order to maintain 
acceptable service ratios, response times or 
other performance objectives for any of the 
public services: 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

Fire protection? 

Police protection? 

Schools? 

Parks? 

Other public facilities? 

a) No Impact 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 

Alternatives 2-4 

The varied alternatives would not result in any differences in Public Service impacts. 

The project would have no effect on the provision or need for public services.The 
project site is an existing facility that is currently utilized by the community, and it 
would not be altered for a new use or operation. 

The completed project would not interfere with any emergency access. However, 
construction activities have the potential to result in temporary, localized, site-
specific disruptions during the construction period. Caltrans would prepare a 
Transportation Management Plan (TMP) to maintain the flow of traffic during 
construction and ensure accessibility through the project locations for vehicles and 
essential services such as Fire and Police protection. 

Schools, parks, and public facilties would not be affected by this project. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

No impacts are anticpated for Public Services. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

Standard Caltrans measure TRA-1 (see Section 2.1.17 Transportation) would be 
implemented to minimize traffic delays during construction. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

2.1.16 Recreation 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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? 

a) & b) No Impact 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 

Alternatives 2-4 

The varied alternatives would not result in any differences in Recreation impacts. 

Considering the project involves seismic restoration to an existing bridge which 
would not have the capacity to generate an increase in use of existing neighborhood 
parks or other recreational facilities, nor would it require construction or the 
expansion of existing recreational facilities, there are no impacts. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

No measures are proposed for Recreation. 

1L520 Initial Study  52 



   

     

  

 
 

 
 

 
  

   

 
 

  
 

   
  

  
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

  
 

 

    

 
    

  

 

    

     

□ □ □ ~ 

□ □ □ ~ 

□ □ □ ~ 

□ □ □ ~ 
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2.1.17 Transportation 

Would the project: 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
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)? 

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

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 

Alternatives 2-4 

The varied alternatives would not result in any differences in Transportation impacts. 

a), b) & c) No Impact 

The project alternatives involve similar project elements as the current facility. Its 
use and operation would not be altered after the work is completed. 

There is an existing sidewalk on the north side (westbound direction) of the bridge 
structure that would be maintained. 

There are no designated bicycle facilities within the project limits (or on the bridge 
structure). However, there are striped shoulders on both sides of the roadway 
continuing through the bridge structure. 

During construction, bicycle and pedestrian access across the bridge structure 
should be provided to ensure that staging and operation of construction equipment 
would not obstruct the travel of bicyclists and pedestrians through the work zone. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

This and any detour plans would be addressed in the Transportation Management 
Plan. 

During construction, there should be coordination with Omnitrans to ensure transit 
access across the bridge structure or temporary routing of the transit line if 
necessary. This would be addressed in the Transportation Management Plan. 

d) No Impact 

The completed project would not interfere with any emergency access. However, 
construction activities have the potential to result in temporary, localized, site-
specific disruptions during the construction period. This would be addressed in the 
Transportation Management Plan. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

The following Caltrans Standard Measure would be implemented to minimize 
potential Transportation impacts: 

TRA-1: Prior to construction, a TMP will be prepared to minimize potential impacts 
on emergency services and commuters during construction. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

2.1.18 Tribal Cultural Resources 

Would the project cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of a tribal cultural 
resource, defined in Public Resources Code 
section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, 
cultural landscape that is geographically 
defined in terms of the size and scope of the 
landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural 
value to a California Native American tribe, and 
that is: 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California 
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local 
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. 

Information from this section was drawn from the Historic Property Survey Report 
(HPSR) and the Archaeological Survey Report, documents approved for the project 
by Caltrans in June 2023. 

a) & b) No Impact 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 

Alternatives 2-4 

The varied alternatives would not result in any differences in Tribal Cultural impacts. 

On November 11, 2022 the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) was 
contacted, requesting a search of the Sacred Lands File and a list of Native 
American contacts. A list of tribes that should be contacted for the area was 
provided. 

Three consultation letters were sent to Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians on 11/1/22, 
12/14/22, and 2/1/23. No response has been received from the Tribe to date. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

A consultation letter was sent to Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation on 
11/1/22. A response from the tribe was received on 11/7/22 requesting consultation 
about the project. A copy of the Cultural report was sent to the Tribe for their review 
and no further response was received. 

A consultation letter was sent to Yuhaaviatam of San Manuel Nation on 11/1/22. A 
response was received stating the area was of importance to the Tribe and that they 
would like to consult for the project. The cultural report was sent to the Tribe for 
comments and review. A response was received which concurred with the findings 
and requested measures to be added to the document, which will be covered within 
the CR-1 and CR-2 listed below. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation is required. However, the following avoidance and/or minimization 
measures would be implemented to minimize potential impacts during construction. 

CR-1: If buried cultural resources are encountered during project Activities, it is 
Caltrans policy that work stop within 60 feet of the area until a qualified archaeologist 
can evaluate the nature and significance of the find. 

CR-2: In the event that human remains are found, the county coroner shall be 
notified and ALL construction activities within 60 feet of the discovery shall stop. 
Pursuant to Public Resources Code 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 Descendent (MLD). The 
person who discovered the remains will contact the District 8 Division of 
Environmental Planning; Julie Scrivner, DNAC: (909) 260-8265. Further provisions 
of PRC 5097.98 are to be followed as applicable. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

2.1.19 Utilities and Service Systems 

Would the project: 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

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? 

a), b), c), d) & e) No Impact 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 

Alternatives 2-4 

The varied alternatives would not result in any differences in Utilities and Service 
impacts. 

There are two utilities within the existing bridge structure: a 12” City of San 
Bernardino waterline and a 6” Muscoy Municipal Water District waterline. Any 
relocation needed would be investigated and confirmed during the Plans, 
Specifications, and Estimates (PS&E) phase of the project. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

There are also overhead facilities for Southern California Electricity (SCE) that would 
be protected in place during construction. Further investigation regarding existing 
utilities is needed during the PS&E phase of the project. 

The project is not expected to produce solid waste other than temporary debris 
related to construction. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

No measures are proposed for Utilities. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

2.1.20 Wildfire 

If located in or near state responsibility areas or 
lands classified as very high fire hazard severity 
zones, would the project: 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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? 

c) 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 
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-
fire slope instability, or drainage changes? 

a), b), c) & d) No Impact 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 

Alternatives 2-4 

The varied alternatives would not result in any differences in Wildfire impacts. 

According to the Fire Hazard Severity Zones in the State Responsibility Areas (SRA) 
Map for San Bernardino, the project is not located in an SRA. However, CalFire has 
identified the project area as near a high fire hazard severity zone. 

Per the San Bernardino County General Plan, evacuation routes were chosen with 
the least number of bridges for the safest roads to travel in the event of an 
emergency evacuation. Thus, the project is not designated as an evacuation route. 
San Bernardino County Fire Department is responsible for continued update of 
emergency evacuation plans. The nearest evacuation route to the project site is 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

State Route 210 which runs parallel to and is located south of the project. The 
project would not impair emergency management plans or exacerbate wildfire risks. 

Additionally, the project would not require installation of infrastructure that would 
exacerbate wildfire risks. 

The project would not expose people or structures to signifcant risks due to 
downslope flooding or landslides as a result of post-fire slope instability or drainage 
changes. 

Construction of the project might have the capacity to interfere with emergency 
response access. The project would include the implementation of a Transportation 
Management Plan (TRA-1), which would avoid or minimize any potential impacts. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation is required; however, the following avoidance and/or minimization 
measure would be implemented to minimize potential wildfire impacts: 

TRA-1 Prior to construction, a Traffic Management Plan will be developed by 
Caltrans to minimize potential impacts on emergency services and commuters 
during construction. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

2.1.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

Significant 
and 

Unavoidable 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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 
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 
human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

Alternative 1 

Under Alternative 1, no improvements or modifications to the structure would be 
performed. 

Alternatives 2-4 

The varied alternatives would not result in any differences in Mandatory Findings of 
Significance. 

a) No Impact 

The project site is in an urbanized area and is part of a well-developed road and 
street network. 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. 
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Chapter 2   CEQA Evaluation 

b) No Impact 

The purpose of the project is to preserve the structural integrity of Lytle Creek Bridge 
(Bridge No. 54-0422). There are no other Caltrans projects in the vicinity. 

There are local development projects being proposed within two miles of the project 
limits. These proposed projects include an expansion of a park, a warehouse 
development, a site for retail and commercial use, and development of a water 
reservoir. These projects would be required to mitigate for any individual impact or 
contribution to cumulative impacts. 

Although the project may potentially impact biological resources, avoidance 
minimization, and mitigation measures would be implemented. With implementation 
of the proposed measures, the project would not  result in substantial cumulative 
environmental impacts. 

c) No Impact 

The project would not have environmental effects that would cause substantial 
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

No measures are proposed. 
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Chapter 3   Climate Change 

Chapter 3 Climate Change 

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 (CH4), nitrous oxide (N2O), tetrafluoromethane, hexafluoroethane, sulfur 
hexafluoride (SF6), and various hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs). CO2 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 CO2 that is the main driver of climate change. In the U.S. and in 
California, transportation is the largest source of GHG emissions, mostly CO2. 

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. 
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Chapter 3   Climate Change 

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. 

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 (CAFÉ) 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). 
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Chapter 3   Climate Change 

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 project is in a semi-urban area of San Bernardino County with a well-developed 
road and street network. The project area is a concrete bridge over a wash north of 
the 210 freeway. The route, in the project area, is heavily used. A Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP)/sustainable communities strategy (SCS) by Southern 
California Association of Governments (SCAG) guides transportation and housing 
development in the project area. The San Bernardino County Regional Greenhouse 
Gas Reduction Plan addresses GHGs in the project area. 

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 
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Chapter 3   Climate Change 

2020 levels. Of these, 79.4% were CO2, 11.5% were CH4, and 6.2% were N2O; the 
balance consisted of fluorinated gases. From 1990 to 2021, CO2 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 3). 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). 

Figure 3. U.S. 2021 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

(Source: U.S. EPA 2023b) 

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 and Figure 5) (ARB 2022a). 
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Chapter 3   Climate Change 

Figure 4. California 2020 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
by Economic Sector 

(Source: ARB 2022a) 

Figure 5. Change in California GDP, Population, and GHG Emissions since 
2000 

(Source: ARB 2022a) 

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 
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Chapter 3   Climate Change 

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 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 2022c). 

Regional and Local Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plans 

Title GHG Reduction Policies or Strategies 

Southern California Association of 
Governments 2020-2045 Regional 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable 
Communities Strategy (September 3, 2020) 

• The SCS prepared as part of Connect 
SoCal complies with the emission 
reduction targets established by ARB and 
meets the requirements of SB 375 by 
achieving GHG emission reductions at 
8% below 2005 per capita emissions 
levels by 2020 and 19% below 2005 per 
capita emissions levels by 2035. 

The RTP/SCS includes the following goals: 

• Improve mobility, accessibility, reliability, 
and travel safety for people and goods 

• Enhance the preservation, security, and 
resilience of the regional 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 

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

• Leverage new transportation technologies 
and data-driven solutions that result in 
more efficient travel 
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Chapter 3   Climate Change 

• Encourage development of diverse 
housing types in areas that are supported 
by multiple transportation options 

San Bernardino Countywide Plan 
(September 2022) 

• Policy NR-1.7: Greenhouse gas reduction 
targets. We strive to meet the 2040 and 
2050 greenhouse gas emission reduction 
targets in accordance with state law. 

• Policy NR-1.8: Construction and 
operations. We invest in County facilities 
and fleet vehicles to improve energy 
efficiency and reduce emissions. We 
encourage County contractors and other 
builders and developers to use low-
emission construction vehicles and 
equipment to improve air quality and 
reduce emissions. 

San Bernardino County Regional 
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan (March 
2021) 

• OnRoad-1 Alternative Fueled Transit 
Fleets 

• OnRoad-2 Encourage Use of Mass 
Transit 

• OnRoad-3 Transportation Demand 
Management and Synchronization 

• OnRoad-4 Expand Bike Routes 

• 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 CO2, CH4, N2O, and HFCs. CO2 emissions are a 
product of burning gasoline or diesel fuel in internal combustion engines, along with 
relatively small amounts of CH4 and N2O. 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. 
CO2 is the most important GHG, so amounts of other gases are expressed relative 
to CO2, using a metric called “carbon dioxide equivalent”, or CO2e. The global 
warming potential of CO2 is assigned a value of 1, and the GWP of other gases is 
assessed as multiples of CO2.) 

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 
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Chapter 3   Climate Change 

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. 

Operational Emissions 

The purpose of the project is to preserve the structural integrity of Lytle Creek Bridge 
(Bridge No. 54-0422) and will not increase the vehicle capacity of the roadway. 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 
SR-210, 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 emissions were estimated using the Caltrans Construction Emissions 
Tool (CAL-CET). Construction emissions for Alternatives 2, 3, and 4 are summarized 
below in Table 3-1. 
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Chapter 3   Climate Change 

Table 3-1 Construction Emissions 

Alternative Total 
Construction 

Days 

Construction 
Emissions 

(metric tons of 
CO2e) 

Alternative 1 – No Build n/a n/a 

Alternative 2 – Seismic Gates 65 73 Tons 

Alternative 3 – Seismic Retrofit 109 139 Tons 

Alternative 4 – Bridge Replacement (Accelerate 
Bridge Construction) 

120 661 Tons 

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 

While the project will result in GHG emissions during construction, it is anticipated 
that the project will not result in any increase in operational GHG emissions. The 
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. 

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) 
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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. 

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 
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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: The project will incorporate the use of energy efficient lighting. 
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GHG-2: Bids will be solicited that include use of energy and fuel-efficient fleets in 

accordance with current practices. 

GHG-3: The project will maintain equipment in proper tune and working condition. 

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 
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Chapter 3   Climate Change 

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 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). 
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Chapter 3   Climate Change 

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 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. 
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Chapter 3   Climate Change 

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. 

The following discussions of climate change risks for precipitation, temperature, and 
wildfire are based on the District 8 Caltrans Climate Change Vulnerability 
Assessments (June 2019). 

PRECIPITATION AND FLOODING 

This project would encroach into the floodplain. According to Firm Map Number 
06071C7940J, this project is in a special flood hazard area that is subject to 
inundation by the 1% annual chance flood. In addition, this is within Zone AE (Base 
Flood Elevations determined). 

The project would not affect any drainages. 

According to the District 8 Climate Vulnerability Assessment, Percent Change in 
100-year Precipitation Depth for 2055 could increase by 6.8%, and 5.7% by 2085. 
While this isn’t much of an increase, projections indicate that the precipitation in 
California is likely to change so that total precipitation will be less, but rainfall events 
will be heavier. 

WILDFIRE 

Per CALFIRE’s Fire Hazard Severity Zone Mapping Tool, the project is not in a State 
Responsibility Area. However, the project is in an area designated, in the Caltrans 
D8 Vulnerability Assessment Mapping Tool, as a moderate level of concern for 
wildfire exposure. The project consists of an existing transportation facility currently 
in use and neither construction nor operation of the project would introduce new 
users or structures. However, Caltrans District 8 would minimize wildfire risk by 
using fire-resistant materials, maintaining defensible space, using fire-safe 
landscaping, and paving under guardrails to reduce weeds which will reduce the 
area of flammable vegetation to the roadway. 
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Chapter 3   Climate Change 

TEMPERATURE 

Based on the Caltrans District 8 Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment Map 
(Caltrans 2019), the average minimum air temperature in the project area is 
projected to increase 4.7 degrees Fahrenheit by 2055, and by 8.0 degrees 
Fahrenheit by 2085. The average 7-day maximum temperature in the project area 
will increase by up to 6.42 degrees Fahrenheit by 2055 and by up to 10.1 degrees 
Fahrenheit by 2085. 

Under Caltrans Design standards, the materials used for bridge projects are 
intended for sustainability and erosion control. Additionally, the asphalt concrete 
(AC) and portland cement concrete used are resilient to temperature changes. 
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Chapter 4   Public Involvement and Draft IS Circulation 

Chapter 4 Public Involvement and Draft IS 
Circulation 

Early and continuing coordination with the general public and appropriate public 

agencies is an essential part of the environmental review process. It helps planners 

determine the scope of environmental documentation and the level of analysis 

required and 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 and Project Development Team meetings. This section summarizes the 

results of Caltrans’ efforts to fully identify, address, and resolve project-related 

issues through early and continuing coordination. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

A list of threatened and endangered species was obtained from USFWS on 

December 13, 2023. 

Native American Tribes 

Three Native American tribes were contacted under AB 52. Letters were sent in 

November of 2022: to Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians, Gabrieleno Band of Mission 

Indians-Kizh Nation, and to Yuhaaviatam of San Manuel Nation. Refer to Section V, 

Cultural Resources, for a detailed description of correspondence with Native 

American tribes. 

Public Participation 

The Draft Initial Study was prepared for the project and was circulated for public 

review and comment between July 5, 2024 and August 5, 2024. The Notice of Intent 

to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration was distributed to the federal, state, 

regional, and local agencies and elected officials, as well as interested groups, 

organizations, and individuals, as listed in Appendix D, Distribution List. The public 

notice was submitted and posted with the State Clearinghouse CEQAnet website. 

The public notice was also published in the Press Enterprise newspaper on July 5, 

2024, as shown on the following page. The public notice informed the public of the 

location where the Draft Initial Study was available for review, the start and end 

dates of the public review period, and how to submit comments on the draft 

document. 

The public comments received during the public review period are provided, 

following the newspaper proof of publication, along with the responses to comments. 
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Press Enterprise newspaper Proof of Publication. 
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Hello. 

-~ 
I just reviewed Lhe documents regarding I ytle Creek R•idee Seismic BeJrnf"I 

SoG.alGas Distribut ion doos notappoar to havo a conllic1wi1h this p1ojoct. w o do havo 

facilil ias in Iha area crossing State Roule 210 at Pepper Ave and N California SI . We Also 

have Focllltlcs on w Highland Avo lhat onds approXlmatoty 165'Wcstol tho RallRoad 

cverp□ss . Please feel free l o re□ ch out ifyD\J h□ve ::my questions. 

Please note on case to have Developer contact 811 I USA at PiPAl@U I IHiliIY I PGatioe 

Galifncoia I IJndoWP\lnd Wirn & CQhlc LoCiltor prior to any excavat ion I domolilion 
□c t ivi t 1es so we con l ocate & Mark out ot1r lai::i1il i1'!s . 

If the Developer needs new gas se1vice, please have them contact our Buildat Services 

group to bogin tho oppUcutron procoss as soon as pmcticablc, at 

bttp:n'lwww ,ocalen, com/fm l(nur 1211:sioe,:s/bu')der :iecvice, 

To avoid delays in processing requests and notifications, please have all 

new Franchise corcspondcnce sent to our Utility Request inbox, at 

SCGSEBegionBedlandsUtiUJ:YBeauest@semprautilities com 

I cover the SAU!hftilSJ Bft?ipp RAdlAndti 

SCGSFBeqiooBeclluOdsU!ilityBeouest@somocaut ililles com WOIJ\d be your contact tor 

requests in the southeoslern ends of LA County, Riverside County, Son Bemordino & 

Impe rial Counties. 

Sm1thea:sl Regino • A □ obeim off ice which is ull of Orange Coun ty and the SD\Jl hern tm ds 

of Los Angeles County: therefore, any Map and/01 w m sorva Letter requests you have in 

these areus p lease send t hem to 

AtlasBom,oslS{WfllSocvnAoahOlm@somnraurniJios com 

NorJbW SI Begigr1 Common HO For West and Central LA County, your M11p Reques1 

and Will Sorvo Lottors. wilt go to SCG·Comotnnl JtilitvBoouost@som o·autilitios com 

NorJbWSI Beaion - Chaltiwmth 

Chapter 4   Public Involvement and Draft IS Circulation 

Comment 1: Response to Comment 1: 

1a: Thank you for the comment and confirming that SoCalGas 
Distribution does not have a conflict with the project and that 
there are no facilities in the area crossing State Route 210 at 
Pepper Avenue and North California Street. 

1a 
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or any requests from the northern most parts of LA County all the way up to Visalia, San 

Luis Obispo, Fresno and Tulare you would con tact 

NorthwestDistributionUtilitvReauest@seroprautilities com 

Transmission 
For Transmission requests, please contact SoCalGas Transmission, at 

SoCalGasTraosmissiooUti litvReauest@semmautilities com 

Thank you, 

Josh Ru bal 

Lead Planning Associate 

Distribut ion Planning & Project Management 

Redlands HQ - Southeast Region 

(213)231-7978 Office 

SCGSEBeiionBed laodsl Jtil ityBern 1est@semoca11tilities com 

MsoCalGas. 

Chapter 4   Public Involvement and Draft IS Circulation 
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From : ~ 
To: 00 11520 Coa:oror:;CQOJ 
Subjecl: Hig:hlandAveL7deueek&DgeRe1r0fit 
D.11te: Frmy, Juy 5, 2024 3:13:09 PM 

I EXTERNAL EMAIL links/attachments may not bie: safe. I 
To whom it may concem at Caltrans Dist 8, 

Please use this ret rofit opportunity to improve the environment fo r people riding bicycles 
between and through San Bemardino and Rialto. Drivers have foll access to four lanes in each 
direction on the 2 10 freeway. Highland is the only eastlwest route for bicycles for miles in 
either direction. Exist ing infrastructure thrnughout the county is overhuih for cars and 
undcrscrves road ll'-Crs not in a car, hut the current environment for hicycl ists in that area is 
somehow ev<n worse. 

Highland Avenue provides access to Frisbee park, Renaissance :\farketplacc, and Lyt le Creek 
Road for cyclists heading west, and for cycl ists heading l!ast, Cal Stall! San Bemardino and 
downtown SJl 

'lb< Highl,md Avenue speed limit of 45 mph is too fast fo r anyon< to ride comfonably with 
only a painted stripe sepanu ing motorized traffic from non-motorized traffic. Please consider 
physical separation of the bike space from the car space via a combination of K-rails, bo llards, 
curbs, bulfcrs. 

1 invite anyone at CalTrans to ride hctwecn the cities of San Tlcmardi no and Ria lto (I'll go 
too!) to see how eve-1)' thoroughfare between the two cities is a combination of hos1jle and 
terrifying. We should be encouraging people to explore alternatives to cars, yet these 
thoro ugh.fo res arc ptuiishing to anyone trying to tra ve l by anything other than a car. 

Tiianks 
Tlrcnt Merideth 
909-725-4884 

Chapter 4   Public Involvement and Draft IS Circulation 

Comment 2: Response to Comment 2: 

2a: Thank you for your comment regarding bicyclists traveling 
between the Cities of San Bernardino and Rialto through the 
project area. Currently, there are no designated bike lanes 
along the project limits or on the bridge structure. However, 
there are striped shoulders on both sides of the roadway 
continuing through the bridge structure. No designated bike 
lanes are proposed as part of the project. During the 
construction phase of the project, bicycle and pedestrian access 
through the bridge structure will be provided to ensure that 
construction vehicles and equipment do not obstruct the travel 

2a 
of bicyclists and pedestrians. 
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Main Officll-825 East Thrd S:r~t, San~mard1 '10, CA 02•15-0835 I ~hone !)()93877Q10 Fall" QOQ3a77011 

www.SBCounr:,.gor 

Department of Public Works NOCII Castillo, P.E 
D,rectcr 

•H ..... (.Qrol • ~·iaJl.li'llri<i, 
• (~t"- • Sun ·q·...- D:ivld Doublet, M.S , P.E. 
• ..,,Nd Wuo ~b•~ ,....,,t • Tn1,-pn,t:o llM> A.uista1tDl1ector 

August 12, 2024 
Transmitted Via Email 

File: 10(ENV)-4.01 
California Department of Transportation, District 8 
Attrt Antonia Toledo. Enviromiental Bl'aneh Chief 
464 West 4th Street, MS-820 
San Bernardino, CA 92401-1400 
D8-1 L520-Comments@dot.ca.99v 

RE: CEQA - NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
FOR AN INITIAL STUDY TO RETROFIT OR REPLACE LYTLE CREEK BRIDGE 
(BRIDGE NO. 54-0422) 

Dear Ms. Toledo: 

Thank you for allowing the San Bernardino County Department of Public Works the opportunity 
to comment on the above-referenced project. We received this request on July 8, 2024, and 
pursuant to our review-, the folloNing comments are provided: 

Permits Division (Johnny Gayman Engineering Manager 909-387-7995): 

[

1. The San Bernardino County Flood Control District (District) has several in fee and easement 
right-of-way within the project boundary, the project area also seems to cross over several 
ma)or district facilities: Island Le. vee (which .is also a C. ORPS facility); Lytle Cr~ek W~sh and. 
Ca1on Wash; and the Muscoy Levee (which is also a CORPS facility) . This pro,ect will 
require a District Pemiit if it does any work. construction or encroachment onto District right­
of-way. If you have any questions regarding this process, please contact !tie FCD Perrmt 
Section at {909) 387-7995. 

Qperati0n$ Support Djvj$iOn (Michael Fam p E. Engineering Manager 909-387-81 20): 

[

2 From the Information provided It appears that there may be some Impact lo the District right­
of way or facility located at the D1stncts Lytle Creek (2 202 1C) and the 210 Fwy Any 
encroachments 1nclud1ng but not hm1ted to access for grading grading on access for 
construct or repair, and stockpiling or staging on the Districts nght-ol-way or facll1ties will 
require a fully executed permit from the District prior to start of any coostrLJCtjon activities. 
Also District facilities built by the Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) will require the District to 
obtain approval (408-Permit) from the ACOE. Please contact the San Bemardino Co.rity 
Flood Control Pennit Section at (909) 387-7995 for further infonnation regarding ttlis 
process 

I Iii, I I I 1, 

e:1(;r,:~Cr~\~~~,\) !~!!J~~:::~lMIU/ ~;;,.,!u~~'"' ~t~~~'l:~"" ?~~t~~ I J~ 

Chapter 4   Public Involvement and Draft IS Circulation 

Comment 3: Response to Comment 3: 

3a: Thank you for your comment. Caltrans will apply for the 
applicable San Bernardino County Flood Control District 
Construction and/or Encroachment Permit for construction or 
encroachment onto San Bernardino County Flood Control 
District right of way. 

3b: Thank you for your comment. Caltrans will apply for the 
applicable San Bernardino County Flood Control District 
Construction and/or Encroachment Permit. Furthermore, 
Caltrans has been coordinating with the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers (USACE) regarding this project and Caltrans has 
received a determination on June 20, 2023 that a 408 Permit 
will not be required for this project. Caltrans will continue 
coordinating with San Bernardino County Flood Control District 

3a and the USACE regarding this project. 

3c: Thank you for the comment. It is confirmed that the updated 
FEMA FIRM panel shows the project is within Zone AE. Text 
has been updated in Section 2.1.10 and changed to “Zone AE”. 3b 

3d: Thank you for the comment. Caltrans will be the agency that 
enforces the latest FEMA regulations for construction. 

3e: Thank you for the comment. Caltrans will apply for the 
applicable San Bernardino County Flood Control District 
Construction and/or Encroachment Permit. 
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CEQA - NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR AN INITIAL STUDY TO 
RETROFIT OR REPLACE LYTLE CREEK BRIDGE (BRIDGE NO. 54-0422) 
August 12, 2024 
Page 2of2 

Water Resources Division (Michael Fam P.E. Engineering Manager 909--387-8120): 

3. According to the most recent Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood 
Insurance Rate Map (FIRM), Panel 06071C7940J, dated September 2, 2016, the Project 
lies with in Zone AE. 

We recommend that the roost current FEMA regulations for construction within established 
floodplains be enforced by Caltrans. 

5. Prior to any encroachment on District right-of-way, a permit sha ll be obtained from the 
District's Flood Control Operations Division. Other on-site or off-site improvements may be 
requ ired, IM'lich eannot be determined at this time. 

We have revie'Ned the Hydrology section of the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration 
for the proposed project; however, due to the absence of FEMA hydrology or hydraulic 
information , we are currently unable to provide further specific comments on this section. 

[ 

We respectfully request to be included on the circulation list for all project notices, public 
reviews. or public hearings. In closing, I would like to thank you again for allowing the San 
Bernardino County Department of Publ ic Works the opportunity to comment on the above­
refe renced project. Should you have any questions or need additional clarification, please 
contact the individuals who provided the specific comment, as listed above . 

Sincerely, 

ARLENE B. CHUN, M.S., P.E. 
Engineering Manager 
Environmental Management Division 

ABC:AS:m 

Chapter 4   Public Involvement and Draft IS Circulation 

3c 

3d 

3e 

3f 

3g 

3f: Thank you for the comment. Caltrans will continue 
coordination with regards to this project with the San Bernardino 
County Flood Control District. 

3g: Thank you for the comment. It is confirmed that the San 
Bernardino County Flood Control District is included in the 
Distribution List for this project. 
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: Iolo:1o An7uiaPQ9I nn~fol Q'IJISZ99:rro::rrts:U!PI 
To: C,nis Ati<btOWkffi&: 
Cc: fPflsc kMKS ffW9I 
Subjlct: RE: St.Ills Roullls-2lll.J ""'1tape Rood l.yllo Oftir. ~ - CEQA 
DMc: Thursda'r, lulylEl, 2024):55:00FN 
Attachment,: 1120NFSflHAl ndf 

""""'"-"" 
]12QWalfl:P,\:Hty0,a!PIJWmpdf 
115201wliMttYcb1W'.S!in'.lrndf 

Thank you for your interest on the Caltrans SR-210 Lytle Creek Bridge Project. 

Per your 7/16/24 email below, attached are the requested technical documents. Please note t he 

October 2023 date ident ified for the Water Quallty Questionnaire iS an error in the Draft 

Environmental Document (DEO). The correct date for this document ,s Apri l 2024, which will be 

included as a correction in the Final Environmental 000.Jment (FEO). 

Regards, 

Antonia Toledo, MS 

Branch Chief, Env. Studies 0 

Ca ltrans Division of Environmental Planning 

464 W. 4J· Street. MS-820 

San Bernardino. CA 92401-]400 

Email: Antonia.T oledo@dot.ca.gov 

Mobile: (909) 501-5741 

Teleworkmg : Monda,ys. Tuesdays, and Fridays 

From: Curtis. Alisha@Wildlife <Alisha.Curtis@W1ldlife.ca.gov> 

~nt: Tuesday. Juty 16, 2024 7:53 AM 

To: 08 1L520 Comments@DOT <08.1L520.Comments@dot.ca.gov> 

Subje-ct: State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge - CEO.A 

I EXTERNAL EMAIL. Lml:s./att.ichments may no t be s.ife. I 

Good Morn ing, 

The California Dep artment of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) received a Notice of Intent to adopt an 

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) from the Cati fo mia Departm ent of 

Transportation (Caltrans) to r the Project pursuant to the Ca lifo rnia 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 m ay affect California fish and wildlife. Likewise, we 

appreciate the opportunity to provide com ments regarding those aspects of t he Pro ject t hat 

CDFW, by law, may be required to carry out or approve thro ugh the exercise of its own 

Chapter 4   Public Involvement and Draft IS Circulation 

Comment 4: Response to Comment 4: 

4a: Thank you for your comment letter. The electronic copies of 
the requested technical studies were sent by Caltrans via email 
on July 18, 2024 to the California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife. 
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regulat ory au thority under Fish and Game Code. 

[

To complete.· our ~evie. w, we are requesting a copy of t he following t echnicals tudies: 

Locat ion Hydraulic Study (Oct ober 2023) 

Natural Environment Study (January 2024) 

Water Quali ty Ques tmnnaire (Oct ober 2023) 

Th1mk,, 

Alisha Curtis, MPH 
C11ltnms Li11ison/Se:nior Environm1111t11( Scientist (Speci11list) 

C11liforni11 Dep11rtment of Fish 11nd Wildlife 

lnl11nd Deserts ReJlon I Hllbit11t Con,erv11tion 

J6D2 ln(11nd EmpireBlvd,Suite C-220, Ont11rio,CA9176-4 

Cell:909-5-4-4-2522 

Chapter 4   Public Involvement and Draft IS Circulation 

4a 
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late gt Ca'ifprna - Natu;pl Resou:P\::S Agency 
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLI FE 
Inland Deserts Region 
3602 Inland Empire Boulevard, Suite C-220 
Onta rio, CA 91764 
WWW wik'.jNfl? fi'd ggy 

August 2. 2024 
Sent via emaif. 

Antonia Toledo 
Senior Environmental Planner 
carIrornIa Department or Tra nsportation, Dist rid 8 
464 West Fourth Street, Sixth FIOor. MS 820 
San Bernardino, CA 92401-1400 

Dear Antonia Toledo· 

GA.VINNEVt'SQM §ovomor 
CHARL TON H. BONHAM, l>irKtor 

State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge Seismic Retrofit (PROJECT) 
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION (MND) 
SCH# 2024070161 

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) received a Notice of Intent to 
Adopt an MND from California Department of Transportation District 8 (Caltrans) for the 
Project pursuant the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and CEQA Guidelines.1 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments and recommendations regarding those 
activities involved In the Project that may affect California fish and wi ldlife . 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 eKercise of its own 
regu latory authority under the Fish and Game Code. 

COFW ROLE 

CDFW is California's Trustee Agenc y for fish and wildlife resources and holds those 
resources in trust by statute for all the people of the Slate. {Fish & G. Code,§§ 71 1.7, 
subd. (a) & 1802: Pub. Resources Code, § 21070: CEQA Guidelines§ 15386, subd. {a).) 
CDFW, in its trustee capacity. has ju risdiction over the conservation , protection, and 
management of fish . wildlife . native plants. and habitat necessary for biologica lly 
sustainable populations of those species. (Id., § 1802.) Simi larly, for purposes of CEQA, 
CDFW is charged by law to provide , as available, biological expertise during public agency 
environmental review efforts, focusing specifically on projects and related activities that 
have the potential to adversely affed fish and wildl ife resou rces. 

CDFW is also submitting comments as a Respon sible Agency under CEQA. (Pub. 
Resources Code,§ 21069; CEQA Guidelines,§ 15381 .) COFWexpectsthal ii may need 
to exercise regulatory authority as provided by the Fish and Game Code. As proposed, for 
example, the Project may be subject lo CDFWs lake and streambed alteration regulatory 
authOrity. {Flsh & G. Code, § 1600 et seq.) likewise, to the extent Implementation or the 
Project as proposed may result in ·take• as defined by State law of any species protected 
under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) (Fish & G. Code, § 2050 et seq.), 
the project proponent may seek related take authorization as provided by the Fish and 
Game Code. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY 

Proponent: Caltrans District 8 
Objective: The objective of the Project Is to retrolit or replace Lytle Creek Bridge (Bridge 
No. 54-0422). Project alternative activities include· 

Alternative 1 - No Build. 
Alternative 2 - Seismic Gales: Seismic gates would be installed to prevent vehicles 
from driving onto the bridge during and immediately aner a strong seismic event 
Alternative 3 - Seismic Retrofit This preliminary retrofit alternative proposes to 
construct new bents, replacing each of the five pier wa lls and upgrading the existing 
diaphragm abutments to wide seat type abutments, in compliance with the 

1 CEOA is codified in the camomia Pu~c Resources Code in section 21000 etseq. The ·CECA Glideines' 
am foun:l in Hie 14 ~ the Ca'i1orria Code a Reg.ilationa. commencing w1h section 15000 

Chapter 4   Public Involvement and Draft IS Circulation 

Comment 5: Response to Comment 5: 

5a: Caltrans appreciates CDFW comment and recommendation 
for measure BIO-11. Caltrans will adopt BIO-11 in the Final 
ISMND document as recommended. 

Caltrans appreciates CDFW comment and recommendation for 
BIO-14. Caltrans has similar measures in place to use opaque, 
non-scalable fencing to prevent animals from climbing into the 
excluded areas. Caltrans will address clearance surveys and 
trapping during the application process for a CESA Incidental 
Take Permit. 

Caltrans appreciates CDFW comment and recommendation for 
BIO-17. Caltrans will have a CDFW and USFWS-approved 
qualified biologist or biological monitor present daily during 
project construction, including fence installation, removal, and 
ground disturbing activities. 

Caltrans appreciates CDFW comment and recommendation for 
BIO-20. Caltrans will include measure BIO-20 in the Final 
ISMND document as recommended. 

Caltrans appreciates CDFW comment and recommendation for 
BIO-21. Caltrans will adopt measure BIO-21 in the Final ISMND 
as recommended. 
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Toledo, Branch Chiel 
California Department or Transportation, District 8 
August 2. 2024 
Page 2 

excessive superstructure movement of fault rupture. Each bent is proposed to be a 
20-footwide single-span bent cap supported oo lour 36-inch diameter pile 
extenSions, the piles are east-In-drilled-hole (CIDH) piles. A portion of the existing 
pier wall below the level or bent cap would be removed. New beari"lg pads would be 
installed between the existing superstructure and the new bent caps to allow the 
superstructure movement. The lower portion abutment stem would be removed, 
new abutment fooling would be built to 15-foot wide, new back wall would be 
constructed at eaeh end of the bridge, lhe new bearing pads would be installed 
between abutmenl stems and the abUlment fooling. and the wing,.valls would be 
reconstructed accordingly. A temporary detour will be provided to transfer traffic off 
the existing Lytle Creek Bridge while the bridge work is being completed. 
Alternative 4 - Bridge replacement (Accelerated Bridge Construction): This 
alternative proposes to replace the existing bridge ove r Lytle Creek with a new 336-
foot-long and 72-loot-wide concrete bridge. The proposed structure would consist of 
three 112 rt spans. The superstructure would bes· cast-in-place concrete deck on 4 
It deep precast prestressed Calilornia lt,Ade-Flange (CA WF48) concrete girders 
supported with a 5-foot diameter round column and 7-foot diameter CIDH piles. The 
two seat type abutments would be also supported on 3-toot diameter CIOH piles. In 
compliance with the excessive movement of fault rupture, the superstructure and 
substructure would be separated with isolation bearings and the abutment and bent 
cap would be deSlgned to allow 10-foot movement in transverse direction. The 
existing bridge would be removed completely and reconstructed, which requires a 
full road dosure and a traffic detour. 

For all alternatives, there is roadway work which includes upgrading the guardrail to 
current standard, and replacing the AC app(oach/departure roadway pavement located 
at both ends ol the strUd:ure . The majority of the work would be within the stale right of 
way, however, Temporary Construction Easements (TCEs) are needed fo r construction 
on both sides of the bridge and access on the south side of the bridge . The bridge is 
currently o\·med by Callrans. 

In addition. Geolechnical Design will conduct test borings of appro)(imate!y 50· - 100· 
ma)(imum depth at the following locations: 

Location #1 - Near bridge abutment. located along the westbound shoulder along 
Highland Avenue, west of Lytle Creek Bridge 
Location #2 - Near bridge abutment. located along the eastbound shoulder along 
Highland Avenue, east of Lytle Creek Bridge 
Location #3 - Lytle Creek Wash, two borings. within the channel adjacent lo the 
Lytle Creek Bridge pier walls. 

l o catio n: City of San Bernardino , in San Bernardino County on State Route 210U (SR-
210U), E. Highland Avenue , post mile (PM) 20.8. 
Coordinates: 34.136049, .117.348231 

Timeframe: None provided . 

COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

COFW offers lhe comments and recommendations below to assist Callrans 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 induded lo improve the document. Based on the Project's 
avoidance of significant impacts on biological resources with implementation of mitigation 
measures, COFW conciudes that a Mitigated Negative Declaration is appropriate for the 
Project. 

Chapter 4   Public Involvement and Draft IS Circulation 

5b: Caltrans appreciates CDFW comment and recommendation 
for BIO-30. Caltrans will include new measure BIO-30 in the 
Final ISMND as recommended. 

5c: Caltrans appreciates CDFW comment #3 and 
recommendation for BIO-31. Caltrans will adopt comments and 
recommendation for new measure BIO-31 in the Final ISMND 
as recommended. 

5d: Caltrans appreciates CDFW comment #4 and 
recommendation for BIO-29. Caltrans will adopt measure BIO-
29 in the Final ISMND as recommended. 

5e: Caltrans appreciates CDFW comment #5 and 
recommendation for BIO-32. Prior to grading or other ground-
disturbing activities are proposed, a qualified biologist shall 
conduct pre-construction clearance surveys for California 
gnatcatcher consistent with recommendations. 

5f: Caltrans appreciates CDFW comment #6 and 
recommendation for BIO-33. Caltrans will adopt measure BIO-
33 in the Final ISMND, as recommended. 

5g: Caltrans appreciates CDFW comment #7 and 
recommendations for BIO-34, BIO-35, and BIO-36. Prior to 
grading or other ground-disturbing activities are proposed, 
Caltrans will conduct habitat assessment. A biological monitor 
will be present during vegetation removal and ground disturbing 
activities. Caltrans will adopt measures BIO-34, BIO-35, and 
BIO-36 in the Final ISMND, as recommended. 
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Antonia Toledo, Branch Chief 
California Department of Transportation. District 8 
August 2, 2024 
Page 3 

I. Project Description and Related Impact Shortcom ing 

Would the Project have a substantial adve rse effect, either directly or through 
habitat modifica tions, on any species Identified as a candidate, se nsitive, or special 
statu s spectes in local or N!gional plan s, policies, o r regulations, or by CDFW or 
USFWS? 

COMMENT #1: Calirornia Endangered Species Act Authorizat ion (Fish & G. Code§ 
208 1) 

Page v-vi; Section 1.7, Page 8; Section 2.1.4 (a) , Page 18-26; Appendix C 

Issue: The MND does not clearly identify whether the Project intends to obtain California 
Endangered Species Act (CESA) authorization (Fish & G. Code§ 2081) for several CESA­
listed species, San Bernardino Kangaroo Rat and Santa Ana RiYerWMlysta r (addressed 
In Comment 8) 

Specific impact: Page 18 of the MND indicates that San Bernardino kangaroo rat (SBKR) 
a CESA-bted species was captured during the 2023 trapping surveys and that "project 
activities have the potential to impact SBKR habitat." Additionally, Mitigation Measures 
810-14. 810-15, 810-16, 810-17, 810-19, and 810-20 in the MN□ indicate handling and 
relOcallon of SBKR, whleh constitutes CESA take, "by a blolOglst in possesslOn o f a federal 
10(a)(1)(A) pennitand a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with COFW ... for SBKR." 
PaQe 19 of the MNO fuiher states, •Final mitigation for this species ... would require a 
Section 2081 (b) incidental take permit (ITP) rrom COFW.• However, page 6 of the MND 
lists the permits and approvals needed for the Project. which does not include a CESA 
authorization (Fish & G. Code§ 2081 ). Section 1.7 further states that the proposed project 
Is antlelpated to require coordination 'Nith United States FISh and Wildlife Service (USFWS) 
and possibly California Department ol Fish and Wildlife (CDF\111) !or San Bernardino 
Merriam's Kangaroo Rat (SBKR)," making it unclear whether the Project is pursuing a 
CESA ali.horization . Furthermore. due to Section 1.4 or the MND including geotechnical 
borings !Jlder all alterl'\allves, and Section 2.1.4 not clearly differentiating project Impact 
analyses from pre-project impact analyses, it can only be impNed that measures cited 
above apply to all alternatiVe activities and thereto re CESA take IS anticipated during pre. 
project activities. 

Evidence impact would be significant: Take of CESA-listed species has been k:lentified 
within the MNO. Take of any CESA listed species is prohibited e)(cept as authorized by 
stale law (Fish & G. Code,§§ 2060 & 2085). Consequently, if a Project, including Project 
constructiOn or any Project-related actiVily during the life of the Project results In take or 
CESA-bled species, CDFW recommends that the Project proponent seek appropriate 
authorization prior to Project implementation. This may include an incidental take permit or 
a consistency determination (Fish & G. Code.§§ 2080.1 & 2081). 

Comments and Recornnenc:lations 

It is recommended that the Project impacts and subsequent permits and approvals be 
clear and consistent throughout the MND. Without information regarding occupancy of the 
site by SBKR and assurances that Caltrans wi ll obtain take permitting, the MND may not 
be able to determine whether the project can mitigate Its impacts lo less than significant 
COFW recommends the MNO be revised and circulated to provk:le this information. 
However. if Caltrans Chooses not to collect and disseminate thiS infOrmatiOn, then the 
mitigation measure should be updated, as provided below, to address a scenario in which 
the site is determined to be occupied. 

Recornnended Potentially Feasibl e Mitigation Measure: CDFW recommends the 
inctusion of the belOw revisions to BI0-11 , BI0-14, BI0-16, BI0 -17, BI0-20, and BI0 -21 
in the final MND (edits are in~ and bold) to ensure impacts to SBKR and their 
habitats are mitigated to a level of less than significant . 

Chapter 4   Public Involvement and Draft IS Circulation 

5h: Caltrans appreciates CDFW comment #8 and 
recommendation for BIO-6 and BIO-7. Caltrans will adopt 
measures BIO-6 and BIO-7 in the Final ISMND, as 
recommended. 

5i: Caltrans appreciates CDFW comment #9 and 
recommendation for BIO-3, BIO-4, BIO-5, BIO-9, BIO-25, BIO-
27, and BIO-37. Caltrans will avoid work within sensitive natural 
community areas. Work would not involve vegetation removal or 
ground disturbing activities within CDFW sensitive natural 
communities. Caltrans will delineate CDFW sensitive 
communities on plans for avoidance. A biological monitor will be 
present during vegetation removal and ground disturbing 
activities to ensure avoidance of CDFW sensitive natural 
communities. Further Caltrans will adopt BIO-5 into the Final 
ISMND, incorporated with BIO-27, also recommended herein. 
Caltrans will adopt measure BIO-37 in the Final ISMND, as 
recommended. 
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810 -11: If during Project activities a SBKR is discovered within the Project site, all 
construction activities must stop and the Caltrans biologist and Resident Engineer must 
be notified. Coordination with appropriate agencies including COFW shall llta'f be 
required prior to restarting activities 

BI0-14: Temporary SBKR exclusion fencing Shall be constructed around the PIA as 
determined by the qua lflied biologist in coordination with the Residen1 Engineer 
(including ingresstegress routes and staging areas) duri"lg Project construction within 
suitable habitat where there is no barrier to SBKR movement (e.g .. rip rap). No Project 
activities will be allowed outside of the SBKR exck.isionary fencing. The fencing win be 
made ofa smooth-faced material to prevent animals from climbing into the excluded 
areas, such as Aqua 30 coextruded polyethylene liner, Animex 1"' fencing, or similar 
material. The lencingwil be installed at least 12 to 18 inches underground and extend 
at least three feet straight above ground . reinforced with metal T posts or similar 
support materials. If underground installation is not possible due to extremely rodi.y 
soils, then the bottom 12 to 18 inches oflhe fencing will be kilded out and sandbags 
placed on the edges of the fencing. Installation oft he exck.Jsion fencing shall be 
overseen by a qualified SBKR biologist or biological monitor. 
Inspections or the exclusion fence Shall be conducted daily. and any required 
maintenance shall be per1ormed immediately upon discovery or no later than one hour 
before dusk on the day ii was discovered. Once construction activities are complete . 
the fencing will be removed. Feoce instaRation and removal activities will be overseen 
by a qualified SBKR biologist or biological monlor. If potential SBKR burrows are found 
within the proposed pathway of the exclusion fencing construction. then the qualified 
SBKR biologist will either help the fencing crew Identify an alternate route to avoid 
potential burrows and one that does not negatively affect Project construction, or they 
will hand-excavate potential SBKR burrows at least 200 feet In ai:tvance of the fence 
installation crew/equipment. Any SBKR found during burrow excavation activities wil 
be released outside of the exeluslon area into suitable habitat by the SBKR biologist. A 
CESA Inc idental Take Permit for SBKR shall be obtained prior to the start of 
grouod distu rbing activiti es, includ ing geotechnical surveys. 

BI0-15: Following instalalion of the exclusionary fence. and prior ta initial 
ground disturbance (i.e .. ciearTlg and grading). the fenced Project impact area will be 
trapped by a biologist in possession of a federal 10(a)(1)(A) permit and a Memorandum 
of Understanding (MOU) with COFWto conduct trapping studies for SBKR, and any 
small mammals captured, including SBKR, will be released Into adja~nt suitable 
habitat outside of lhe fence on the side nearest to the point of capture. The biologist wil 
Nve-trap and remove as many SBKR as possible from within the enclosed construction 
area. Trapping will be conducted for at least five consecutive nights. If SBKR are 
captured on the fourth or fifth night, trapping will continue until there have been two 
consecutive nights of trapping with no SBKR captures, or until the USFWS and CDFW 
have provided written approval to discontinue trapping. The biologist wiU create a 
temporary marking on al captured SBKR on the chest with a non-toxic marker to 
identify any SBKR that reenter the exclusion area during the trapping effort. II there are 
recaptures. the exclusion fence will be examined, repaired as necessary, and trapping 
will be conducted until there are two consecli:ive nights with no SBKR captures, or until 
the USFWS and CDFW have proV1ded wrtten approva I to discontinue trapping. Once 
the trapping elfort has been complete, Project activities may commence within the 
exeluded areas. Inspections of the exclusion fence Shal be conducted on a daily basis 
and any required maintenance shall be performed immediately upon discovery or no 
later than one hour before dusk on the day it was discovered. A CESA Inc idental Take 
Permit for SBKR shall be obtained prior l o the start o f grouod distu rbing 
activities, Including geotechnica l surveys. 

BI0 -17: A qualified biologist or biological monitor with SBKR expertise, subject to 
USFWS and COFW approva l, will be present when construction or ground-disturbing 
activities nncluding exclusion fence or ESA fencing instadalion and removal) that could 
result in take of SBKR oCOJrs in or adjacent to habitat for SBKR. Following removal of 
SBKR habitat within the areas inside the exclusion fence, the presence ol the qualified 
biologist or biologicaf monitor may reduce to one or more days per-week subject to 
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USFWS and CDFW approval. A CESA Inc idental Take Permit for SBKR shall be 
obtiilined prk>f to the start of ground disturbing activities. including geotec hnical 
surveys. 

BID-20: lfa SBKR is injured as a result ol Project-related activities, the permkted 
SBKR biologist will immediately Ul ke it to an aigency-.11pproved wildlife rehab~ itation or 
veterinary facility that has been identified berore starting Project activities. Project 
rela ted injlr( or mortally of SBKR wil be reported to USFWS ind CDFW immediately 
via phone cal! or email and a written report will be submitted to USFWS and COfW 
wkhin three working days. Notification will include da le, time, location of incident or 
discovery of dead or injured aninal. and any other pertinent information as required by 
the Ruource Agencies . A CESA Incidental Take Permit !or SBKR sh all be 
obtained. 

BI0-21 : An annual report wil be prepared by the SBKR biologist for submittal to 
USFWS and CDFW that documents the Proje<:fs oompliance wlh the SBKR- specific 
avoidance. minimization, and mitigation measures, effectiveness and practicality of 
such measures. and as nee-ded recommendations ror mcx@cation of the el<isting 
measures to ensure continued protection of SBKR during Project activities. The report 
w~I also provide summaries of WEAP trainings giVen, exclusion trapping results. 
monitoring activities. and any obServed SBKR, Including Injuries and mortalities, and 
any other infOJmation as required by the Resource Agencies. -

-

11. Environmental Setting and Related Impact Shortcoming 

would the Project have a subst;m lial adverse effect , either directl y or through 
habitat modifications. on any species iden1ified as a candidate, sensi tive, or special 
slatus species in local or regiona l plans, policies, or regulations, or by CDFW or 
USFWS7 

COMMENT #2 : Burrowing Owl 

sect ion 2.1.-4 (a), Page 18-25 

Iss ue: The MNO does not adequately identify the Project's signif1a1nt. or poi entialty 
significant impact& to burrowing owl (Athene cunicu{erie) , a Species of Special Concern 
{SSC). 

Specific Impact Project construction and activities may resuk in injury or morta lity of 
burrowing owl. disrupt natural burrowing owl breeding behavior. and reduce reproductive 
capacity. Atso, the Project may impact breeding, wintering. and foraging habht for ttte 
species. Habitat loss ct:1uld result in local ext,Pation ol the specie& and contribute lo local, 
regional, and State-wide deciine& ol burrowing O'ovl . 

Why impact would occur: Page 16 of the MND indicates "focused studies for Special 
status Species and a Delineation ol Jtxisdictional waters and 'Netlandswere performed to 
document the existing oondklons of biological resources": however. II does not Indicate an 
initial habitat assessment nor ide-ntifies whlcti species had focuse-d stuaies. Chapter 2 of 
the Natural Environmental Study z (NES) further details field reviews and specillesthe 
species of focused surv1ys, or ¥1tlich irlc-kJded: small mammal , ~•getation. plants, bats, 
and waters subject to Fish & G. Code§ 1602. However. the analysis and subsequent 
impacts to burrowiig owl are not acknowledged nor discussed in either the MND or 
supporting documents. CDFW is concerned that the desktop analyses and general 
biological lield assessment for burrowing owl may not adequateJy assess the Project site 
nor the surrounding area , and the polential IOI'" SSC to OCCLI' on or near the Project site. 

• G.:lllfon3 IX'pa'lrrcrt c, l 1'3r'lSfX!r\BtMlll 1can·an&). :..vi-1 Na:r.:.1 c:rM1cnn::n1:i1 ~JdV- IJIQ:•d a t-:::t'lnlc3 
Repo-rt.Re<ilSOOJa-..ia-y 
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Burrowing owls could react lo low level disturbanoes such as surveys, drive by, or minimal 
ground disturbance/excavalion.3 The Project could generate noise and ground vibrations 
more consistent with medium to high level diSturbanoe. Project construction would 
generate noise and ground vibrations during daytime and nighttime earthmoving activities, 
demolition, tunneling, spoils hauling, and operation of large machinery. These types of 
disturbances could result in burrowing owls abandoning active nests, potentially causing 
loss of eggs or developing young. and noise could cause birds to avoid suitable nesting 
habitat 

Evidence impact would be significant: Burrowing owl is a Species of Special Concern 
(SSC). A SSC is a species, subspecies, or distinct population of an animal native to 
California that currentty satisfies one or more of the following (not neoessarity mutualty 
exciusive)criteria: 

is extirpated from the State or, in the case of birds, is extirpated in its primary 
season or breeding role: 

IS listed under the Federal Endangered Ad (ESA)·, bl.a not CESA-. threatened, 
or endangered: meets the State definition of threatened or endangered but 
has not formally been I1$1ed; 

is experiencing. or fomierly experienced, serious (noncyclical) population 
declines or range retradions (not reversed} that, if continued or resumed. could 
qualify it for State threatened or endangered sta tus; and/or, 

has naluraly small populations exhibiting high susceptibility to risk from any 
factor(s), that if realiZed. could lead to declines that would quality ii ror CESA 
threatened or endangered status. CEQA provides protection not only for ESA and 
CESA-listed species, but for any species Including but not limited to SSC whieh 
can be shown to meet the criteria for State listing. These SSC meet the CEOA 
definition of rare, threatened, or endangered species (CECA Guidelnes, § 
15380). In addition, migratory nongame native bird species are protected by 
international treaty under the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918 
(Code of Federal Regulations, Title SO, § 10.13). Sections 3503, 3503.5. and 
3513 of the Californ ia Fish and Game Code prohibi1 lake ol all birds and their 
adNe nests inclUdil'lQ rapiers and other migratory nongame birds (as listed under 
the Federal MBTA) . It Is unlawful to take , possess, or needlessly destroy the nest 
or eggs or any raptor 

In California, burrowing owls are in decline primarily because of habita t loss, as well as 
disease, predalion, alld drought. Burrowing oWls require specific so~ and microhabitat 
conditions. occur in few locations within a broad habitat category of grassland and some 
forms of agricultural land, require a relattvety large home range to support their fife history 
requirements. oa:ur in relatively low numbers, and are semi-colonial 

Comments and Recorrwnendations 

vVithout tnf0<mation rega rdil'lQ occupancy of the site and how lhe site may be used by 
burrowing owls (e.g., breeding, overwintering, foraging, etc .), the MND may not be able to 
determine whether the projed can mitigate its impacts to less than significant. CDFW 
recommends the MND be revised and circula ted lo provide this information . However. ii 
Caltrans Chooses not to collect and disseminate this information, then the mitigation 
measure should be updated, as provided below, to address a scenario in which the site is 
determined to be occupied. 

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure: CDFW recommends lhe 
adoption of B1O--30 (NEW) below in the final MND to ensure impads to SSC and their 
habitats are mitigated lo a level of less than signif1eant. 

• ~rancia. C D,C P Orte!)l, Md A. Cn 11.: 2009 Nofll'! Flol:tfinnChzrl!J'IRA.vian CommlJril oP.&Ar-<! Spi!cil!& 
lnremctior&.Currr!'11t8iolcgy19· 1415-1419 
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BI0-30 (New): Pre-construction Burrowing Owl Surveys . The following burrowing 
owl preconstruction surveys must be performed by a qualified biologist: one 
survey 14 to 30 days prior to Project activities ; one survey 24 hours prior to 
Project activities; and burrowing owl preconstruction surveys shall be 
conducted in accordance with the 2012 Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation 
(Staff Report) (See: 
https:flnrm.dfg.ca .gov/FileHan<tler.ashx?OocumenUD=83843&in line) prior lo 
vegetation removal or ground disturbing activities. If lhe preconstruction 
surveys confirm occupied burrowing owl habitat, Project activities shall be 
immediately halted. The qualified biologist shall coordinate with COFW 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 Plan shall describe proposed avoidance, monitoring, 
relocation , minimization, and/or mitigation actions. The Burrowing OWi 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 sha ll 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 COFW approved mitigation prior to the initiation of Project activities. 
Permanent protection of mitigation land through a conservation easement 
deeded to a nonprofit conservation organization or public agency with a 
conservation mission, development and implementation of a mitigation land 
management plan to address long-term ecological sustainability and 
maintenance of the site for burrowing owls, and funding for lhe maintenance and 
management of mitigation land through the establishment of a long-term lunding 
mechanism such as an endowment. If impacts to occupied burrows cannot be 
avoided. infonnation shall be provided regarding adjacent or nearby suitable 
habitat available to burrowing owts. 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. 

COMMENT #3: Assessment of Biological Resources 

Section 2.1.4 (a) , Page 16-25 

Issue: The MND does not adequately identify the Project's significant. or potentially 
significant impacts to biological resources. 

Specific Impact: Direct impads to SSC could result from Project construction and 
activities (e .g., equipment staging, mobilization, and grading); ground disturbance; 
vegetation clearing : and trampling or crushing from construction equipment, vehicles, and 
foot traffic. Indirect impacts could result from temporary or permanent loss of suitable 
habitat 

Why impact would occur: Page 16 of the MND indicates "focused studies for Special 
status Species and a Delineation of Jurisdictiona l Waters and Wetlands were performed to 
document the existing conditions or bio logical resources·: hOwever. it does not indicate an 
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initial habitat assessment nor identifies whieh speeles had focused studies. Chapter 2 or 
the NES2 lurther details field review-sand specifies the spec;ies of focused surveys, ol 
wlich Included: smal mammal. vegetation. plants, bats. and waters subject to Fish 8, G. 
Code§ 1602. However. the analysis and subsequent impacts to SSC bird and rep1iie 
species are nol acknowledged nor discussed within either MND document . CDFW Is 
concerned that the desktop analyses and general biological field assessment for SSC 
birds and reptiles may not adequately assess lhe Project site nor the surrounding area, 
and the potentlz!I for SSC lo occur on or near the Project site. Adc!Kionally. the MND does 
not identify Los.Angel" pocket mouse and the NES2• while Citing suitable habitat, dOes 
not conduct appropriate analy~s due to negalive fnding& during the smal mammal 
surveYt1. The California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) and Biogeographic 
Information and Observation System (BIOS) indicate that occurrences have been recently 
reported within the Project area including, but not li:nited to, the following: Reptiles · 
Southern California legless lizard (Annie/la SfebbinS1). California glossy snake (Arizona 
eleQans ocddentalis): Bird s: loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovidanus) ; Mammals: Los 
Angeles pocket mouse (Perognathus longimembris brevinasus). 

Recent su-veys during the appropriate times of the year are needed to identify potential 
impacts lo biok>gical resources; inform appropriate avoidanct , minimiZation, and mitigation 
measures: and datermne whether impacts to biological resources have bean mitigated to 
a level that is less than significant . 

Evidence im pact would be sign ificant: CEQA provides protection not only for CESA­
listed species, but for any species including but not limited to SSC which can be shown to 
meet the criteria for State listing. These species meet the CEOA definition of rare, 
threatened, or endangefed species (CEOA Guidelines.§ 15380). A SSC Isa species 
$Ubspedes, or distinct population olan animal native to CaMlomia that currently i.ati&lie& 
one or more o! the folk>wing (not necessarily mutua•y excllli~e) Cfieria : 

is extJpated from the State or, in the case of birds. is extirpated in its primary 
season or breeding role: 
is listed as ESA-, but not CESA-, threatened, or endangered: meets the State 
definition ol threatened or endangered but has not formaly been listed: 
is experierciig, orformerty e)(perienced, serious (noncycrical) population 
declines or range retractions (not reversed) that. ilc.ontinued or resumed, could 
qualify ii for State threatened or endangered status: and/or 
has nal1.r.1l ly small P<>l)Ualions exhibiting high susceptibility lo risk lrom any 
faclor(s) . that if realized, oould lead to declines that would quali fy it for CESA 
threa1enl!d or endangered status. 

Impacts on SSC coukl require a mandatory finding of significance under CECA (CEOA 
Guidelines. § 15065). Complizmce with CECA is predicated on a complete and acwrate 
description ol lhe eruironmental setting that may be affected by the proposed Project. 
CDFV'J is a;mcerned that the asseHmenl ol lhe e.isting envirorvnenlal selling with respect 
to biological resources has not been adequately analyzed in the MND. CDFW is 
concerned thal ~\ithout a c.omplete and accurate description or the existing environmental 
setting. the MND likely provides an incomplete or inaccurate analysis of Project-relal~ 
environmental impacts and whether those impacts have been mitigaled to a level that is 
less than significant. Section 15125(c) of the CEQA Guidelines states that knowledge of 
the ~nal setting ofa Project is critical to the assessment of environmental impacts, that 
s.pecialemphas.is should be placed on environmental resources that are rare or IXlique to 
the re~n. and that significant envl'onmental impads oflhe proposed Project are 
adec,.iately Investigated and discussed. Absent a thorough species impact analysis and 
mitigation strategy, ii is unclear whether the Project's impacts can be adequately identified. 
disclosed, or mitigated. CDFW recommends the MND be ra~ised and circula ted to pro~ide 
this inrormation. Howe~er, ii Caltrans chooses not lo c.oltect and disaeminate this 
information, then the mitigation measure should be updated, as provided bek>w. to address 
a scenario in Which the site is determined to be occupied . 
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Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure: CDFW recommends the 
adoption ofBI0-31 (NEW) below in the final MND to ensure Impacts to SSC and their 
habita ls are mitigated to a level of less than significant 

810-31 (NEW): Preconstruclion Species Surveys- Caltrans shou ld retain a 
qualified biologist with experience surveying for special status species, 
including but not limited to : loggerhead shrike , Los Angeles pocket mouse, 
Southern California legless lizard, and California glossy snake. Prior to 
commencing any Project-related ground-disturbing activities, the qualified 
biologist shall conduct surveys for where suitable habitat is present. Project 
related activities include construction, equipment and vehicle access, parking. 
and staging. Focused surveys should consist of daytime surveys and nighttime 
surveys no more than one month from the start of any ground-disturbing 
activities. The surveys should include mapping of currenl locations of special­
status wildlife species for avoidance and relocation efforts and to assist 
construction monitoring efforts. The survey should be conducted so that 100 
percent coverage of the project site and surrounding areas is achieved. 

If SSC are detected, the qualified bio logist shall use visible flagging to mark the 
location where SSC was detected. The qualified biologist should take a photo of 
each location, map each location, and provkle the specific species detected at 
that location. The qualified biologist shall provide a summary report or SSC 
surveys to Caltrans before any Project-related ground-disturbing activities. The 
CDFW should be notified and consulted regarding the presence of any special­
status wildlife species found on site during surveys. If an Endangered Species 
Act-listed species Is round prior to or during grading of the sne, the USFWS 
should also be notified. Additional avoidance and minimization measures may 

i- need to be developed with CDFW/USFWS. 

Ill. Mitigation Measure or Alternative and Related Impact Shortcoming 

Would the Project 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 CDFW or 
USFWS? 

COMMENT #4: Nesting Birds 

Section Bio logical Resources (a), Page 16, 18; Appendi• C 

Issue: The Projed may have impacts on nesting birds, including CESA-listed birds, SSC. 
and common birds that are subject to Fish and Game Code Sections 3503, 3503.5, and 
3513, and the Migrat0<y 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 sueh as 
attracting preda tors, displacement, reduction of habitat and habitat qua lity associated with 
road infrastructure. The Project as described would cause permanent and temporary 
impacts to avian species' foraging and nesting ha bi lat 

Why impact would occur: Project activities could result In temporary as well as long-term 
loss of suitable nesting and foraging habitats. Construction during the breeding season of 
nesting birds could potentia lly result in the incidenta l loss of breedillg success or otherwise 
lead to nest abandonment. Noise from road use. generators, and heavy equipment may 
disrupt nesting bird mating calls or songs, which could impact reproductive success_,,, 

• R!lricel \ G. L & Eh::ldey J. L 2006. Av111n GornTIJr'IICation in Urban Noise C!IUses .?Ind C01"'(;~~enoes DI 
VDc::al Adjustment T~ Auk, 123(3), 639-649. t"ilpstldo1.org,'10 16420004-
6036(2000)123(639.ACIUNq2.0.CO 2 
~ 1-ll!Wwerk, W .. L.J.M Hol len'l.?ln, C M Les.s.el 's, H. Sl!lbbekoorn. 2011 . Ne911We Impact cl Traffic Noise on 
Al'i:ln Rcprod..dN(! Su:::coS& Jouool DI App icd Ecology 48"210-219 
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Noise has also been shown to reduce the density of nesting birdstl and songbird 
abundance.7 Additionally, noise exceeding 70 dB(A) may affect feather and body growth of 
young birds. 8 

The liming of the nest ing season varies greatly depending on severa l factors, such as the 
bird species. weather conditions in any given year, and long-term climate changes (e.g., 
drought, warming, etc.). CDFW staff have observed that changing climate conditions may 
result in the nesting bird season occurring ear1ier and later In the year than historical 
nesting season da tes. CDFW recommends the completion of nesting bird survey 
regardless of time of year to ensure compliance with all applicable laws pertaining to 
nesting and lo avoid take of nests. 

The duration of a pair to build a nest and incubate eggs varies considerably , therefore, 
CDFW recommends surveying for nesting behavior and/or nests and construction within 
three days prior to start of Project construction to ensure all nests on site are identified and 
to avoid take of nests. Without appropriate species-specific avoidance measures, 
biological construction monitOfing may be ineffective for detecting nesting birds. Thts may 
result in take of nesting birds. Project ground-disturbing activities such as grading and 
vegetation clea ring may result In habitat destruction. causing the death or Injury of adults, 
juveniles, eggs, or hatchl ings. In addition. the Project may remove habitat by eliminating 
native vegetation that may support essential foraging and breeding habitat. 

Evidence impact would be significant: II is the Project proponent's responsibility to 
avoid take of all nesting birds . Fish & G. Code§ 3503 makes it unlawful to take . possess. 
or needlessly destroy the nest or eggs of any bird , except as otherwise provided by Fish 
and Game Code or any regulation made pursuant there to. Fish & G. Code§ 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 & G. Code§ 3503.5 
makes it unlawful to lake, possess. or destroy any birds in the orders Falconiformes or 
Strigiformes (birds or prey) lo lake. possess, or destroy the nest or eggs of any such bird 
except as othel\vise provided by Fish and Game Code or any regulation adopted pursuant 
thereto . 

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure (s) (Regarding Mitigation 
Measure or Alternative and Related Impact Shortcoming) 

Mitigation Measure: To address the above issues and help the Project applicant avoid 
unlawfully taking of nest ing birds, CDFW recommends the inclusion of the below revisions 
to BI0-29 in the final MND (edits are in~ and bold). 

B10-29 : Project activities shall not result in impacts to nesting birds or result in 
the take or removal ol nests or eggs. If Fire.jest a6t i ities 6aAAet a eiit lhe AestiAg 
seaseA, geAerall1 Fegaritelil as Fel:I 1 €e,:il iQ, \he A P,reconstrudion nesting bird 
surveys must be conducted 3 days prior to construction by a qualified biologist 
experienced with: Identifying local and migratory bird species; conducting bird 
surveys using appropriate su rvey methodology; nesting surveying techniques, 
recognizing breeding and nesting behaviors, locating nests and breeding 
territo ries, and identifying nesting stages and nest success; determining/ 
establishing appropriate avoidance and minimization measures; and monitoring 
the efficacy or implemented avoidance and minimization measures to locate and 
a\loid nesting birds. If an active avian nest is loca ted, a no construction buffer (100 feel 
for nonpasserine, 300 feet for passerine, and 500 feet for rapiers) shall l'Ra-Y be 
established and monitored by the qualified biologist as long as construction is 

• FrariciG, C D C P 01<lg21 and A Quz :2009 Noise Po!I\JIon Charges AVian CM'l~<>e ard Species 
lnter11ct1::lrlli. current Biology 19:1~15-1 419 
1 Bayrie, E.M, L Hat:ib, and S. Boutin. 2008. l~cts d Cl"ronic Antl"ropogen.c Noise from Energ,,-Sector 
ActMty on Ab..rldance ol Soo!,b:rtis in the Bo real Forest C-onservatkln Biology, Volume 22 No 5, 1186-
1193. AcceSsedVlll nttps./lconblo.on~nel1ttlliy Yflley.com'doi/10 1111~ , sn.1739.2008.00973.K 
9 Kleist, N J , R P Guralnick, A Cruz, C A Lowry and C O F~11> 2018 Chrcric ArtlYopogenic Noise 
Disrups Glu::ocort1C01d S gn11hr"G and has Mul.ple Eftects on Ftness In an Avian ComTI.mfy Proceed,ngs 
or the atioral Academy o! Sciences 115: E648-E657 
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occurring or until the nest is no longer active and may be demarcated by flagging , 
staking, or fencing . Avo+dance 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. 

COMMENT #5: Coastal Ca lifo rnia Gnatcatcher 

Section 2.1.4 (a) (b), Page 16, 18, 20: Appendix C 

Issue: The project may impact suitable habitat fo r coastal California gnatcatcher (Po/ioptila 
ca/ifomica ca!ifomica) , a Federally endangered species and California SSC). The Project 
slte contains suitable habitat for coastal California gnatcatcher that was not accurately 
analyzed in the MND nor the NES2. 

Specific impact: The Project may result in tempora l or permanent loss of suitable nesting 
and foraging habitat . Project ground-disturbing activities may cause death or injury of 
adults, juveniles, or eggs: nest abandonment: and reduced nest success. 

Why impact would occur: Page 18 of the MN□ slates 'the BSA does not have suitable 
riparian/dense riparian habitat capable of supporting these federally listed bird species: 
Coasta l California Gnatcatcher .. . • However, the range and distribution of the gnatcatcher 
is closely aligned with coastal scrub vegetation. including Riversidean coastal sage scrub 
communities,s not riparian habitat. Page 20 of the MN □ states •the Project would 
temporary impact upto approximately 1.00 acre of scale broom scrub and up to 0.49 acres 
of California buckwheat -white sage scrub." Scale broom scrub, as described by A 
Manual of California Vegetation, is also classified as Riversklean and coastal sage scrub 
under other classification systems.10 While the NES2 identifies the correct suitable habitat 
type in Table 4 and Chapter 4. it again analyzes impacts as not having "suitable 
riparian/dense riparian habitat required to support the above special-status avian species." 
Therefore , CDFW Is concerned that !he Impacts analysis was predicated on the wrong 
habitat type . 

Evidence impact would be significant: Coastal California gnatcatcher is an ESA listed 
species and a Ca lifornia SSC. ESA-l isted species are considered endangered, rare, or 
threatened species under CEQA (CEQA Guidelines,§ 15380) . Take under the ESA is 
more broadly defined than CESA. Take under ESA also includes significant habitat 
modification or degradation that could result in death or injury to a listed species by 
interfering with essential behavioral patterns such as breeding. foraging . or nesting. CEOA 
provides protection not only for State and federally listed species, but for any species 
including. but not limited to SSC. whieh can be shown to meet the criteria for State listing. 
SSC's meet the CEQA definition of rare , threatened, or endangered species (CEQA 
Guidelines,§ 15065). Take of SSC's cou ld require a mandatory finding of significance 
(CEOA Guidelines, § 15065) 

Coasta l California gnalcalehers are non-migratory, territo rial, and have been found not to 
disperse far from their nata l nests.11•12 Thus, the preservation of sensitive natural 
communities which they have been documented to utilize is pa ramount . Coastal Ca lifornia 
gnatcatcher surveys provide information needed to determine the potential effects of 
proposed Project and activities on the species, and to avoid take in accordance with FGC 
sections 86. 3503. and 3503.5. Impact assessments evaluate the extent to which coastal 
Ca lifornia gnatcatcher and their habitat may be impaded, d ireclly or indirectly. on and 
within a reasonable distance of a proposed CEQA Project activity . 

9 U.S Fish and Wildlle Ser.ice 2010. 5-Year Review: Coastal caI.tornla Onatcatcher. Accessed 
tttpR"{(fr;Q&ttfrfl:doc\l[])f!QIS::PfflliK!IQO: 
ra 1bHG 13 am.1ronmm rom1z1mmblili dPG§lfli£Girfl rnrmb'Cl:h/1683 PSI 
"CNPS 2024 A UanU11I of Ql~lorrna Vegetation, On~ne EdJl: 1cm http-Jtwww cnp5.0fg.tnp&Negelall0n/; 
15e11rched an Jut,, 23, 2024. Czi l:forre N11trve Plart Scx:iety, Sac111menlo, CA. 
11 Bailey, E. A. and P. J I.lock. {1998) Dispersal capabi lty of the cauorr-.a Gll!ltcat:cher. a 
landscap:! analySis of dislnbutiondata. Western Birds 29.351-360 
u Van~rg3st AG , Kus BE. Pre-stan K L et 111 2019 Distmgutshing recent dispersal rrom historical 
genetic conneciMty m the co11stal Ca~lcrnia gnatcatcher. Sci Rep 9, 1355. h:IP5./JOCI org/10. 1038/s<l1598-
01 B-3n12-2 
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Comments and Recommendations 

It is recommended that the species habitat assessment and subsequent analysis be clear 
and consistent throughout the MND and its supporting documents. CDFW recommends 
the MND be revised and circulated to provide this information. However, if Caltra ns 
chooses not to collect and disseminate this information. then the mitigation measure 
should be updated, as provided below, to address a scenario in which the site is 
determined to be occupied . 

Recommended Potentiall y Feas ible Mitigation Measure: CDFW recommends the 
adoption of 810..32 (NEW) below in the final MND to ensure impacts to SSC and their 
habitats are mitiga ted to a level of less than signif,cant. 

BIO-32 !NEW): Prior to grading or other ground~isturbing activities are 
proposed, a qualified biologist shall survey all potential nesting vegetation within 
and adjacent to the site for nesting coasta l California gnatcatcher according to 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) 2019 survey protocol 
guidelines. Callrans shall complete focused surveys to be conducted prior lo 
ground disturbance activities. A minimum of three (3) surveys sha ll be 
conducted at least one week apart to detenn ine presence/absence of coastal 
California gnatcatcher. Surveys shall be conducted by the Designated Biologist 
at the appropriate time of day/night, during appropriate weather conditions, no 
more than 3 days prior to the initiation of projec t activities. Survey duration shall 
take into consideration the size of the project site ; density, and comp lexity o f the 
habitat; number of survey participants ; survey techniques employed; and shall 
be sufficient to ensure the data collected is complete and accurate. Written and 
mapped qualitative descriptions of plant communities (including dominant 
species and habitat quality) on and adjacent to the area surveyed will also be 
provided with survey results to USFWS and CDFW, within 45 days follow ing the 
field surveys, prior to ground disturbing activities. The results of the focu sed 
surveys shall be provided to COFW, and USFWS for review and approva l prior to 
commencement of ground disturbing activities. 

COMMENT #6: Bats 

Section 2.1.4 (a), Page 16, 18 ; Appendix C 

Issue: The Project site contains SlJitable habitat for bats that was not analyzed in the MND 
nor the NESl_ 

Why impact would occur: Yea r-round occupancy or cliff swallow (Perrochelldon 
pyrrllonota) mud-nests by several ba t species has been observed throughout California .13 

Page 81 of the NES2 Indicates that "cliff swallows are observed to Inhabit Lytle Creek 
Bridge,· and the report photograph depicts presence of mud-nests. Project activities and 
construction, notably the removal of swallow nests, may directly impact or disrupt the 
behaviors of bats and result in direct mortality or possible abandonment of a roost (e.g., 
maternity roost) . 

Evidence impact would be significant: Bats are considered non-game mammals and 
are afforded protection by State law from take and/or harassment (Fish & G. Code, § 4150; 
Cal. Code of Regs. § 251 .1 ). Several bat species are considered SSC. A SSC is a 
species, subspecies, or distinct population of an animal native to California th at currently 
satisfies one or more of the following (not necessarity mutua lty exclusive) criteria : 

Is extirpated from the State or, in the case of birds. is extirpated In its primary 
season or breeding role: 
is listed as ESA-, but not CESA-, threatened, or endangered; meets the Slate 
de finition or threatened or endangered but has not formally been listed; 
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is eKperiencing, or fonnerly eKperienced, serious (noncyclical) population 
declines or range re tractions (not reversed) that, II continued or resumed, could 
qualify ii for Stale threatened or endangered status; and/or 
has naturally smal populations eKhibiling high susceptibility lo risk from any 
faclor{s), that if realized , could lead to declines that would quali fy it for CESA 
threatened or endangered slatus. 

lmpacls on SSC could require a mandatory linding of significance under CEQA (CEQA 
Guidelines, § 15065► . Impacts on bats, either directly or indirectly through disturbances to 
roosts and loss of habitat . would be a significant impact . The Project's impact on bats has 
yet lo be mitigated below a significant level. Accordingly , the Project continues to have a 
substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on a species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive , or special-status species by CDFW. 

Reconvnended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure: CDFW recommends fo llowing 
the California Bat Working Group Guidance Document- Bats in swallow Nests' ' and the 
adoption of 810-33 (NEW) below in the final MND to ensure impacts to bats are mitigated 
to a level of less than significant. 

810-33 (NEW): Timing: Mud-nest inspection and removal shall be performed aHer 
young are volant (Hying) but before upected onset of seasonal torpor to the 
greatest extent feasible lo avoid direct impacts to bals. In many areas of the 
state. this removal window occurs between September 1 and October 31. but 
local conditions could dictate otherwise and communication with an experienced 
bat biologist Is highly recommended. Removal ot previously occupied nests 
shalt only occur if that night 's weather conditions are conducive to bat activity, 
that is. the conditions exclude severe winds. precipitation. or low nighttime 
temperatures (typically below 45"F). If any o f these conditions are present, then 
no removal can occur. Due to a higher potential for mortality, no removal shou ld 
occur during the hibernation season, which typically begins in November or 
December (depending on weather conditions) and continues through mid­
February. However, dependent upon weather conditions and al a CDFW­
approved bat biologist' s discretion. it may be possible to perfo1m removal during 
winter it the forecast excludes the weather conditions described above. Mud• 
nests may be inspected and removed at night (i.e., beginning approximately 1.5 
hours after sunset to avoid disrupting the emergence) when bats typically leave 
the roost to forage. This may decrease the chances of bat occupancy in the mud­
nests at the time of survey and therefore increase the chances of being able lo 
remove most or all the mud-nests in a single visit. 

Inspection and Removal : Depending on site characteristics, access to swallow 
nests can be attained using a snooper truck, plallonn truck, scarfolding, man lift, 
bucket truck, or ladder. Safety reviews of access activities are strongly 
encouraged. Outside or bat maternity or hibernation season, prior to nest 
removal, a CDFW-approved biologist (With eKperience inspecting a range of 
structures for the presence of roosting bats) inspects each nest with a 
borescope inspection camera (or similar device) or by gently and carefll lty 
breaking open a small part of the nest to see inside. If bats are not present, the 
entire nest may be immediately removed so that it cannot be occupied or re­
occupied. II any bats are present, a small portion of lhe nest may be removed to 
create more light and additional airnow rendering the nest less desirable for 
roosting without making any batjs) inside the nest visible to predators. The bat 
should depart the nest that evening. The altered roost conditions are Intended to 
minimize the likelihood of a bat returning to that roost. Any swallow mud-nests 
where bats were observed shall be inspected again the following day and can be 
removed if absence of roosting bats is confirmed at that time. If the bat has not 
departed on its own, then additional pieces of the nest shall be removed to make 
it more unsuitable, followed by additlonal inspections on subsequent days until 
the bat leaves. It bats are present during inspections and do not depart on their 

•J Cal lornia Bat Wcwk,ng Group 20Z2. Bats J1 s ,,diow Ne~ (~ v. 4 Apri l 2022). A::cc11r.ed 2024 J 10 
Av:!~able· https :1,..........,. cp lbq:..-,g orOO:rs01rW 
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own after p.1rtial removal o f nests (or if partial removc1 I of nests is infeasible). 
additional options may be considered in consultation with CDFW ilnd 
experienced bat biologists (e.g., those with ii Scientific Collecting Permit to 
hilnd le bells and re levant experience implementing bal-felated minimiuition and 
mitigation measures) on a case-by-case basis. Emergence surveys that involve 
watching a roost site with appropriate effort (i.e., using methods and equipment 
lo confidently detect emerging bats i.hortly prior lo the removal o fmud-nei.ti.) 
are not appropriate during the fall and winter months because bats infrequently 
emerge rrom their roosts at this time or yea r. At any time 0 1 yea r, bats may 
emerge later than expected or not at all on a given night. Moreover, mud..flests 
observed for bat emergence may become occupied later in the night after the 
emergence survey, as bats select the next day"s roosts. consequently, the 
absence of bat .ictivity on a given night cannot be construed as the absence of 
roosting bats. 

ExclusKKI Netting: Bird exc lusk>rl netti ng is strongly discouraged because of 
common entanglement or birds. bats, and other wildlife in the netting. Even with 
best practices. which are described below, entang lement has still been an issue. 
If no other anernatives to netting are possible, then Inspections shall be 
perfonned prior to installing the netting to ensure no bats are roosting in the 
mud-nests or interstitial creYices between the mud-nests and the structure. The 
bird exclusion netting shall have a mesh size no greater than 0.26-inch and 
shou ld be secured tightly to prevent potential entanglement o f bats in the 
netting. Daily inspections of bird exclusion netting shall also be performed afler 
its. install ation to identify and repair damaged sections that could create 
entrapment hazards for bats and bi rds. 

COMMENT #7: Crotch's Bumble Bee 

Issue: The project may impact suitable habitat for Crolch's bumble bee (Bombus aofchif), 
a CESA candidate species, and has the potential lortake pur$U8nt to Fish & G. Code, § 
2081(b). This species was not acknowledged in the MNO yet was discussed in the NES1. 

Additionally, SUtable habitat was not sufficiently analyzed 

Specific Impact : The Project may result in tempon!II or permanent loss of suitable nesting 
and foraging habitat . Projed ground-disturbing actiYities may cause death or injury of 
adult&, eggs , and larv;a; burrow collapse; nest abandonment; and reduced nest success. 

Why Impact would occur: Page 84-85 of the NES1 indicates that there Is a lack of 
suitable host plants, notably milkweed. therefore the species iS considered absent from the 
biological study area ; however, Crotch's bumble bee primarily nest in late February 
through late October underground in abandoned sma l mammal burrows but may also nest 
under perennial buneh grasses or thalehed annual 173sses, under-brush piles, in old bird 
nests, and in dead trees or hol ow logs.11-1: overwintering sites utilized by Crotch's 
bu'nble bee mated queens inciude so ft , disturbed soil14, or under leaf Uter or other detxis..0 

Ground disturbance and vegetation removal associated w;th Project implementation during 
the breeding season could result in the incidental loss ol breeding success or otherwise 
lead to nest abandonment in areas adjacent to the Project site. lndirecl, permanent 
impacts include conversion of h11t>ital through IM introduction of inva5ive &pecie&. Wilholt 
sufficient avt1 idance, minimization . or mitigation measures. the Project activities may result 
in unmit;gated temporal or pennanent loss of colonies. and suitable nesting and foraging 
habbl 

Evidence impact would be significant: The California Fish and Game Commission 
accepted a petition to list Crotch's bumble bee as endangered under CESA. determining 

14 W• r.! 1""15, PH., R. W. Thorp L _ Rich3rdson, and S.R.Co 13. Zl14 8:Jmtl.: bee& of North America: An 
Iui,,,1 ,icioI11nuv,i-. Pr1r"Clll tlf l l)m ,,,,. .. ·y Pr-, l"i ll(:f!hlf\ t,lt!\1, . l@ l l't!'f ,'Cflpp 
•SHatfielc'. R. J<e ~r.5. Foltz.Joro.Jn, S. 31.l~ b.J-n M .. Code, Aimee. 2016. t\ Peli""°11 t,:itneSttlle a 
Cmil'orr ia F !lh11ndGnneCorrrniH.cnb LJM Four Spec ~ of Blritie::ieesa11 E:rc1!1ngeredS~ 
"Gcutso11, D. Zl10. 3ulroleboe$: bctm'ior, c,cc,l,Jg( 311d oonserva:onOl!forc Ur.rvcr5ity =-re,~, 
New York 317pp 
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the listing "may be warranted" and advancing the species to the candidacy stage of the 
CESA listing process. Crotch·s bumble bee is granted lull protection 01 a ttveatened 
species under CESA Take of any endangered, threatened, candidate species thal results 
from the Project is prohibited, except as authorized by Stale law (Fish & G. Code. §§ 86, 
2062. 2067, 2068, 2080, 2085; Cal . Code Regs .. tit. 14, § 786.9). In addition , Crotch's 
bumble bee has a State ranking of S1 fS2. This means that the Crotch's bumble bee is 
conSldered critica lly Imperiled or imperiled and Is extremely rare (often 5 or fewer 
populations). Crotch's bumble bee is listed as an invertebrate of conservation priority 
under the California Terrestrial and Vernal Pool Invertebrates of Conser,,ation Priori1y. 11 

If take or adverse impacts lo Crotch's bumble bee cannot be avoided either during Project 
activities or over the ~fe of the Project, the Project should obtain appropriate take 
authorization from CDFW pursuant to Fish & G. Code. § 2081 subdivision (b) 

Comments and Recorrmendations 

It is recommended to conduct desktop analyses and field reviews to appropriately evaluate 
Project impacts. Absent a thorough species analysis and avoidance, minimizaUon and 
mitigation strategy, it is unclear whether the Project's impacts can be adequately identified, 
disclosed, or mitigated. CDFW recommends the MND be revised and circulated to provide 
this information. However. if Caltrans chooses not to collect and disseminate this 
infonnation, then the mitigation measure should be updated, as provided below, lo address 
a scenario in which the site is detennined to be occupied. 

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure: CDFW recommends following 
the Suntey Considerations for California Endangered Species Act (CESA) Candidate 
Bumble Bee Speciesf8 and the adoption of 810 -34 (NEW), 810-35 (NEW}, and B10-3 6 
(NEW) below in the flflal MND to ensure impacts to Crotch's bumble bee and their habitats 
are mitigated to a level or less than Significant. 

B10-34 (NEW): Due to suitable habitat within the Project site, a qualified 
enlomok>gist familiar with the species behavior and life hi story should conduct 
surveys to determine the presencetabsence o r crotch 's bumble bee. s urveys 
should follow CDFW's Survey Considera tions for Ciilifomia Enda11gered 
Species Act (CESA) Ciindidata Bumble Bee Species.11 If no CESA-protected 
bumble bees are found during the surveys, but the habitat assessment 
identified suitable nesting, foraging, or overwintering habitat within the project 
site, it Is recommended that a ~ ologlcal monitor be ons lte during vegetation or 
ground disturbing activit ies. Survey results , including negative findings, should 
be submitted to COFW prior to implementing Project-related ground-disturbing 
actiVi tles. At minimum, a survey report should provide the foll owing: 

a} A descript ion and map of the survey area. focusing on areas that could 
proVide suitable habitat for Crotch's bumble bee. CDFW recorrmends the map 
show surveyor( s) track lines lo document that the entire site was covered 
during field surve ys. 

b) Field survey conditi ons that should include name(sJ or qualified 
entomologist(s) and brief qualifications; date and time of survey; survey 
duration; general weather conditions: survey goals, and species searched. 

cl Map( s) showing the location o l nests/colonies. 

d) A description of physical (e.g., soil, moisture, slope) and bio logica l (e.g., 
plant composition! conditions where each nest/colony is found. A sufficient 
description of biological condi tions, primarily impacted habitat , should 
include nati ve plant composition (e .g., densit y, cover, and abundance) within 

17 ca'il'orria Depaitrnert of Ftsti ard Wldlle 2017 Ca~lorrna Terreslfial arid vernal Pool lnvertebra:~ ol 
Conse!Va,on PnOfity httce:ltnrm dl'g ca qoyll="llcHi!lrder ~stnr?OoclJ'lleflltD=1482<:a&inl nc 
"Ga'i:'orria Departllll!rt ar Fish and Wldl,11! 20:13 &JNey Co~ratk>rl5 ror Calfmria Endangamd 
$pec!efl Act (CESA) ca~e Btm~ Be& Species Bu)'.lble Bee $11Ntv QlJide1~ {ca (JOY} 
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impacted habitat (e.g. , species list separated by vegetation class: density, 
cover, and abundance of each species). 

BI0 -35 (NEW): If Crotch' s bumble bee is detected, Ca ltran s in consultation with a 
qua lified entomologist should deve lop a plan to full y avoid impacts to Crotch's 
bumble bee. Th e plan should include effective, specific, enforceab le, and feasible 
measures. An avo idance plan should be submitted to CDFW prior to 
implementing Project-related ground-disturbing activities and/or vegetation 
removal where there may be impacts to Crotch 's bumble bee. 

810 -36 {NEW): II Crotch' s bumble bee is detected and if impacts to Crotch's 
bumble bee cannot be feas ibly and fully avoided during Project construction and 
acti vities, Caltrans should coordinate with CDFW to obtain appropriate permits 
for incidental take of Crotch' s bumble bee and provide appropriate mitigation for 
impacts to Crotch 's bumble bee habitat. Caltrans shall mitigate for impacts to 
Crotch's bumble bee habitat at a ratio comparable to the Project 's level of 

.,_ impacts. 

~ 

COMMENT #8: Santa Ana River Woollystar 

Section 2.1.4 (a), Page 16-17; Appendix C 

ls sue: The project may impact suitable habitat for Santa Ana River woollystar (Eriastrum 
densifolium ssp. sanctorum) , a CESA-listed species, and has the potential for take 
pursuant to Fish & G. Code , § 2081 (b). The species was described as having high 
potential to occur and the Project does not currently anticipate CESA authorization. 

Specific impact: Direct impacts to Santa Ana River woollyslar could result from Project 
construction and activities (e.g .. equipment staging, mobilizatio n, and grading); ground 
disturbance: vegetation dearing; and trampling or crushing from construction equipment. 
vehicles, and loot traffic. 

Why impact would occur: Page 17 of the MND aeknowledges that there is suitable 
habita t for this species; however. states that "none of these plan! species ... were found 
within the BSA during the 2023 rare plant focused surveys ... and wo uld result in no effect." 
V\/hile a floristic su rvey was conducted and had negative findings, CDFW recommends 
careful consideration of the high potential to oocur based on occurrence data, suilable 
hablta l present on site, and the dispersal nalure of the species. CNDDB occurrences as 
well as occurrences from Lytle Creek Conservation Bank document recent occurrences 
adjacent to the Project site. 19 Addition ally, the species "thrives in open areas that receive a 
lot of sun and where there are infrequent Hood events that contribute lo seed dispersal 
Santa Ana River woolly-star grows in sandy areas and IS a pioneer species, meaning that 
it will lake over previously unutilized habitat.•20 

Evidence impact would be signific ant: Ta ke of any CESA listed species is prohibi ted 
except as authorized by state law (Fisti & G. Code,§§ 2080 & 2085). Consequently, if a 
Project, including Project construction or any Project-related activity during the life of the 
Project resul ts in take of CESA-listed species, CDFW recommends that the Project 
proponent seek appropriate authorization prior lo Project implementation. This may include 
an incidental take pennit or a consistency determination (Fish & G. Code, §§ 2080.1 & 
2081). 

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measurefs) (Regarding Mitigation 
Measure or Alternative and Related Impact Shortcoming) 

Mitigation Measure: To address 1t1e above issues and help the Project applicant avoid 
unlawfully taking ol special status plant species, CDFW recommends the inclusion of the 
below revisions lo BIO~ and BI0-7 in the final MNO (edits are in stdkethrough and bold). 

11 Wili:l lanm. 2020 Lytle Creek Conservi,tion ~ nlr. . 20 19 Mon•omg Report 
DCDfW 20 15. &Int& AnaRive<Woolystllr 
tttps•lf'Mlclilc c., ooy!l"'..onsc:vatorlPl.,nts/Enoorosrnd/Fr,nsr1Um-dcn&ilolMJM-S.§P:!:tn:::to1'\JIT'I 
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BIO..& : Wdhinthe ~•PP'"opri11te identific,1 tion periods fOf speclo1 l ­
sh1tus !>{ants, prior to construction, a precons.truction sur~ey must be amduded 
according to the CDFW 2018 Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to 
Speci.11-status Plant Populations (found at: 
hltps:llnrm.dfg.ca.govlfileHa ndler.ashi?Document1D• 18959} by a qualif,ed 
biologist e1tperienced in conductRlg f\or istic botanica l field suiveys, 
knowledgea ble 01 plant 1axonomy and plant communi1y ecology and 
classification, famil iar with the plants o f the area, Including special.status and 
locally significant plants, and filmi liar with the appropriate state and federal 
statu tes related to plants •nd plant col lecting for special status plant species within 
the project limits. Special status plant species must be !lagged for ~lsual ldentif1Cation 
to construction personnel for work avoidance. Special status plant species detected 
l~ill ~Ill II qi lf pll FIBAli f ii 1·A~IB ,~~af~A mu&t be fenced with ESA fencing with 
•n appropri•te buffer for visu• I Identification to construction personnel for work 
avoidance. 

810-7: Ila specia l sta tus plant species i& lound w~hin the job site and camot be 
•voided~. but can survi•1e tnmspla nt11 tion, the qualrfied biologist must cont11d the 
ca•rans biologist to determine the time and su~able tra nsloeation a re a for the plant 
species to be moved. If CESA-listed plants are present and lmpacls cannot be fully 
avoided, a CESA authorization shall be obtained prior to work and translocation 
occurring. Addition11I requi1ements 11nd actions must be determined 11t the time if such 

~ 11sHulllionocct.11s. 

COMMENT #9: Editorial Commentary lo Measures Proposed in the MND 

Section 2.1 .◄ Biological Resources. Page 1645; Appendb. C 

Issue: The project proposed miJtiple general BIO measures lo ensure minimization 
and 1m>id11nce or special status species. COFW recommends the Sldusion of the below 
revisions to 810-3, 810-4, 810.6, BI0-9, 8 10 -26, and 810 -29 as well as the adoption of 
BI0-37 (NEW) in the ftn111 MND (edits are In &l rikethrough and bold). 

BIO~ : To address impacts to COFW Sensitive Natural Communities. this area 
shall be •voided and~ delrll!!ated es an ESA w ith an apfKopriate buffer in 
theplans ancl,!oJ.descrbedinthespeciflcations. 

BIO -◄ : II the COFW Sensitive Natura l CommunHies cannot be avoided, then thi& 
habit11t wil be reSored on site v ia planting and!or seed mix . Planting and/or seed 
mhi:es used for resloral ion of Project areas where COFW Sensitive Natural 
Corrmunities are impacted shall contain a dive rse arr•yof appropriate native 
plant sp-ecie5. Plantings and 1oeed mius •pplied 1ohall be irrigated as necessary 
to ensure germination and establi shment. C•llrans shall establish success 
cr ite1ia and mainta in (u, needed) and monitor locations whe1e planting o,r seed 
mixes are applied for a minimum o f one.year to ensure successful germination 
and est•blis.hment. Additional months or yt!ars of mai ntenance and monitoring 
sh•II oc;cur ifgermi n•lion and establi5hment lail lo remedi•te Project impacted 
areilS within one-year of planting or seed mb. application. 

8 10-6 : A qualified biOIOgist: must present a biological re$0uroe information 
programN\/EAP for Sa n Bernardino Kangaroo R11 t, bal species, sensitive plants, and 
nesting birds prior lo Project activities to all personnel tha t wll be present wlhin the 
Project !i'nits for longer than 30 ml'lutes al 11ny given lime. The WEAP shall include, 
but not limited to: (1) informaUon about the distribution .ind habitat needs or • ny 
special .s;talus species that may be present, legal protections for those species, 
penalties for viola tions., and m itigation meas ures •nd (2} bu t practices for 
managing waste and reducing activities that can lead to increased occurrences 
of opportunistic species and the impacts these species can have on w ild life In 
the area. Interpretation sha ll be provided lor any non -English speaking workers , 
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.and the ume i nstruction 1h■ II be provided for any new wolker, pfior to their 
perfOJming any job s ite. 

Bt0-27 : AQUelified biologistmustpresent a biologlcatresourceinform■tlon 
progl'!lm:'\/'JEAP for special status species/habitat prior to Project activlies to 
al personoelthatwillbepresentwithintheProjea limilsror longerlhan30 
minutes al any given tiff. The WEAP shall include, but not limited 10: (11 
inlo,m;rtion •bout the distribution .ind habit.ii needs of .any 1peci.1l -sto1tu1 
spe<:ies that may be present, legal proteocUons lor those species, penallies tor 
violations, and mitigat+on measures and (2) best practkes fOf mamiglng waste 
and reducing activit ies that can lead to Increased occurrences of opportunist ic 
species and the impacts these species can have on wildli fe in the aru . 
Interpretation sha ll be provided for any non-English spe-aking workers, and the 
Hme instruction shall be provided for any new workers pfior to their performing 
.a ny job site. 

BI0-9: To addrKS impacts lo special statuswi dlife specie&. including but not lmi1ed to 
SBKR, artificial l lf,tiig 5haU be ful ly shielded and directed downward at the job site 
to mrli"nize ~ghl spillover onto the Lytle Creek Wash, if project activities occur 
between dusk and dawn 

BI0-25: ToaddressiITl)actstonestif1gblrdsandroost'1gbllts,ar1ifciallighting 
must be fully shielded and directed downward at the work site to lrinimize light 
spilloverout&ideoftl19con&U"I.JQionr00(printif Projectactivilie$ocx;urat--night between 
dusk and dawn. 

B10-37 (NEW): Permanent Art incial Nighttime Lighling - canrans sha!I ensure 
that all proposed pennanent artif icial nighttime lighting for the Project is f ully 
shielded. cut downw11rd and directed away from s1m ounding open-space, 
rl!ducl!d in intensity lo the grulest elll!nl possibll!, and does not result in 
llghting trespass including glare into surrounding areas or upward in10 the night 
sky lsee the International Dark-Sky Association standards at http://darksky.orgfl. 
Caltrans shall ensure use of LEO lighting with a corre lated colo, temperature of 
2,700 Kl!lvins or le11, proper di, posal of hazardous wast l!, and rl!cyc.ling of 
l ighting that contains toxic compounds with a qualified recycler. Photometric 
studies ■ re recommended to emiure t he pu ameters of this measure u e adhered 
to. 

ENVIRONMENTAL DATA 

CE.QA r~uire11 th.it lnklrmatlon develo~ ln erwronrnental Impact repons and negative 
declarations be incorporated Into a database which m;iy be used to make subsequent or 
54'plemental en~ifonmental determinations. (Pub. Resouroes Code. § 21003, sl.b:I. (e).) 
Accordingly, ptea&e report any special status species an.d natural communities deteclld 
during Project stuveys lo the Ca i fornia Nattr.11 owersty Database (CN008). The CNNOB 
rield survey form ean be filed out and submitted onNne at the folloYring liik· 
httP1·!.lwildl "f1 ca cp;ivtppl&1CNDPB!S11bmlttlng•Pata The types of ii formation reported to 
CNDDB can be found at the kllOYti'lg link: bttp1·1,..,.ww.wjlcffil"I pa.goylQata/CNPPB,'Planll: 
.i!!l:&llmi.ti-

EN\I IRONMENTAL DOCUM ENT FILING FEES 

The Project.Hpropo$1d. 1'10Uld have an lmpactonfllitland.lOr widlile. and assessment of 
environmental doo.Jment filing lees is necessary. Fees 11re pa yable l4)0n l~ing or the 
Notice ot Determination by the Le11d Agency 1111d ser.e to help defray the cost of 
11111Yir0nmenlal review by COFW. Payment of the ,nvifonmental document Uing lee is 
requiredrl0rderforthe1,nch:irfy1ng proje-etapprovaltobeoperatiYe, ve$1.ed,andfinaL(Cal. 
Gode Regs, tt. 14, § 753.5; Fish & G. Code, § 71 1.4; Plb. Resources Code, § 21089.) 

CONCLUSION 
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CDFW appreeiatu the opportun~ to corrment on the MN□ to assist catt rans District. a in 
Identifying and mitigating Project impacts on blologieal ~sources 

Questions regarding this letter or further coordination should be directed lo CDF\I\' Senior 
Environmental Scientist {Speciah.t), Al isha Curtis. al (909) 544-2522 or by e•mait at 
aliliha.c~@wildlife.ca gov. 

sn~::.z~~ 
r:;;;:,(il,.,"1, 
~•2!:IM'Ol"lh 
Emlirorvnental Program Manager 

Attachments: (A) Mtigation and Monitoring Reportilg Ptan 

cc: Office 01 Planning and Research, State ClearinghouS&. Sacramento 
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GAVIN NEWSOM qoyemqr 
CHARLTONH. BONHArl, Dine/Or 

3602 ~nlal'ld Empire Boulevard, Suite C-220 
Ontario, CA 91764 
~ 

Attachment A: Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Plan 

CDFW recommends the following language to be incorporated into the Final MND for the 
Project 

Biokxitcal Resources BIO 
Mitigation Measure (MMI 

BI0-3 To address impacts to COFWSensiti've Natura l 
Communtles, this area shall be avoided and~ 
delineated as an ESA with an appropriate buffer in the 
plans and/or described in the specifications 

BI0-4 If the CDFW Sensitive Natural Communities cannot be 
avoided. then this habitat will be restored on site via 
planting al'ldior seed mix. Planting and/or seed mixes 
used for restoration o f Project areas where CDFW 
Sensitive Natural Con-.nunities are impacted shall 
contain a diverse array of appropriate native plant 
species. Plantings and seed mixes applied shall be 
irrigated as necessary to ensure geimination and 
establishment. Cattrans shall establish success 
criteria and maintain (as needed) and monitor 
locations where planting or seed mixes are applied tor 
a minimum of one-year to ensure successful 
germination and establishment. Additional months or 
years of maintenance and monitoring shall occur if 
germination and establishment fail to remediate 
Project impacted areas within one-year of planting or 
seed mix aoolication. 

BI0-5 A qualified biologist must present a biological resom:e 
inlomiation programiWEAP for San Bernardino Kangaroo 
Rat , bat species, sensitive plants. and nesting birds prior to 
Project activities to au personnel that will be present y,ithin 
the Project Wmits for longer than 30 minutes al any given 
time. The WEAP shall include, but not limited to: (11 
infoimation about the distribution and habitat needs of 
any special-status species thal may be present, legal 
protections for those species. penalties for violations. 
and mitigation measures and (2) best practices for 
managing waste and reducing activities that ca n lead 
to incre:ased occurrences of opportunist ic species and 
the impacts these species can have on wild life in the 
area. lnterpretatkm sha ll be provided tor any non­
English speaking workers, and the same instructiOfl 
shall be provided for any new workers prior to their 
Dl'!rformino an 'ob site . 

BI0-6 ~hin the ~ appropriate identification 
periods for special .status plants. prior to construction, a 
precons.truction survey mus.I be conducted according to 
the CDFW 2018 Protocols for Surveyi ng and 
Evaluating Impacts to Special-status Plant Populations 
(found at: 
https:lfnrm.dfg.ca .gov/Fil eHandler.ashx?pocumentlQ-
18959) by a qualified biologist. u:perienced In conducl ing 
noristic botanical field surveys, knowledgeable of 
plant taxonomy and plant community ecology and 
clas.sification familiar with the olants of the area 

Timing Responsible 
Partv 

Prior to Project 
CCJmmencing Proponent 
ground-or 
vegetation 
disturbing 
activities. 
Prior to Project 
commencing Proponent 
ground-or 
vegetation 
disll.l't>ing 
activlies 

Prior lo Project 
commencing Proponent 
ground-or 
vegetaUon 
disturbing 
activities 

Prior to Project 
commencing Proponent 
ground-or 
vegetation 
disturbing 
activities 
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including specl.1 1-slatusand locally significant plants, 
arwt ramllla r with !he appropria le stal e and federa l 
sta11.rt1u1 rela ted to plants and plant eol lecl ing ror 
speci!tlstatusplanl.specieswithin~projedli'Tifs 
Specil!llstatusplantspeciesmustbetaggedfor•:&Ual 
idefl~tion lo oon51ruclion perwnnel lor w:;irk avoidance 
Specllllsl1\uspl,ntspeclesdetectedlh1t!ul 1 Uplt 
pliln15 In ill single looatlon must be lence<I wllh ESA fencing 
w i1h anappropria1111bufferforllisual id111nli1ica1ionto 
coo11ruction nersonnel for work avoidance. 

B10-7 If a a,peela1 status plant S,pkits Is found within the po site 
andcarnotbe 1VOKllldteA&N.bur:canauNive 
trano.pl:.mtation,thllqualifi11dtiDlogistmusr.contad l h11 
Calransbiologisttodetermlnelhetimeandsu~&ble 
transloc:etionareaforlhepl.intspeciestobemove<l. lf 
CESA-listed plants are pre Mint and impacts cannot be 
fu lly •voided. i'I CESA ilUlhorlution Shill be obtained 
prior lowork andlr ;anslocatkm occurring. Addiion.o1 
rtq,J ltemenl51ndac:tlonsrn.J81bedetermioeda t theli"nei1 
such a situation occurs. 

B10-9 Toildd-ess-irnpfflsto~lmituswildlifes-pecies. 
incb:fnQ but not ,mitlld 10 S8KR, artificial t"rghting WI be 
fu lly shielded and directed downwa rd at the Job Me to 
mnirrizelightapiloverontothelytl&CreekW1sh, i f 
project activities occur between dusk and dawn 

BI0-11 lldll"ilg Projectactivitiesa SBKR is discovered wlhin the 
Project site. 11llcomlrudionactivities-mu!t$lopand the 
ca1r11ns biologist and Resident Engineer must be notified. 
Coordination 1•.th app1opriate agencie, lnclWing CDFW 
$hall~be1equiledpriortorestarting;,c;tivities-. 

Prlorto Project 
convnencing Proponent 
ground-or 
vegetation 
disturbing 
activitie11 

Priorto Project 
commencing Proponont 
ground-or 
vegetation 
disturbing 
activities. 
Prior to Project 
convnencing Proponent 
ground-or 
~liltion 
disturbing 
ICIIVillee. 

B10-14 TemporarySBKRexdusionlencing!!halbeoonstructed Priorto Project 
around the PIA 1t1 d~ermined by the qu~illed biologist In (X)l"TVT!encing Proponent 
c:oordinationwiththeRallidentEnglnoar(nctuding ground-or 
lngrKSiegresa; routtll and staging areas) ct..aring ProjKt wge1atlon 
cornitructionl'dhin11litablehablat·.vhl!'l'elhereisnobarrier di$1urbing 
to SBKR mo~ement (e.g., rip rap) . No Projectac:tr,itieswitl activities. 
be allowed OU:side of lhe SBKR excklsionary fencillg. The 
fenchgwitlbemadeof11$tll00th•r11oedmaterialloprevenl 
anlmals from cllrnblng Into the axeu:le<I are-as. such as, 
Aqua 30 ooe~trnded po~~hyleM liner. Anime~ " fencing . 
orUTlilar matarial. The rencing v.i• be in11talllld al Illas! 12 
to18Inchesunderoround!lndextendatleastthl"eefeet 
straight11boveground,rellloroedwithmetalTpostsor 
si"nilarsupportmaterials.llll"1Clergroundim.lalllllioni11nol 
po~le due to extJeme~ rodly s-oh. thenthe bottom 12to 
18inc:hes-ofthefencingwilbelokledoutilndsalldba.liJS 
plilcadonthaedgllsoftherancing ~stallatlonolthe 
excusionf1ncingshal!beoverseenbya qua,fiedSBKR 
biolo!j51orbiologicalmonibr. 
lnspedionsoltheexdusionlenc:elhllllbeconduct11d 
d11ity.and11nyrequiledm11lntenanoeshallbeperlorme<1 
irrvnediatelyl.lP(lndiscoveryornalllterthanonehour 
before dusk on lhe day ltwndi5c:Overe-d. Onoe 
com;1ructionactNli11Sareco1np1et11.1t1erMcingl',ilbe 
removed. fllnc11 ill$lalation and removal activitiff wil be 
overseenby1qualifiedSBKR biologist or biological 
moritor. If potential SBKR bu"rows are found within the 
proposedpa,tm:-avorttteexdusionlencingconstrud:ion, 
then the nu111i/~ SBKR biolrtnist wil dher hetn the 
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fencing crew identify M alternate route to avoid potertial 
burroW11 and one that does nol ~ativety affect Project 
construction, or they will hand-e:ccavate potential SBKR 
burrows at least 200 reel in advance of the fence 
instalation crewiequipment. /Vly SBKR. lound during 
burrow e:ccavauon activities will be released outs.k'le ol the 
e:cciusiOn area into suitable habitat by the SBKR biok>giSI 
A CESA Incidental Take Permit for SBKR shall be 
obtained prior to the start of ground disturbing 
aclivtties, includinn neotechnical survevs, 

810-15 Following instalation of the exclusionary lef'ICEI. and prior to 
initial grollld distlmanoe (i.e., clearing and grading), the 
fenced Project impact area wWI l>e trapped by a biologist in 
posses.sion ofll federal 10(a){1)(A) permit and 11 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU)wilh CDFWto 
conduct trapping studies !or SBKR. and any small 
mammals c11ptured, including SBKR, will be released Into 
adjacent suitable habitat outside of the fence on the side 
nearest to the poilt of capture. The biologist win live-trap 
and remove as many SBKR as possible rrom within lhe 
endosecl construction area . Trapping will be conducted for 
al least fNe consecutive nights. If S8KR. are captured on 
the fourth or fifth niglt, trapping wil continue until there 
have been two oonsecU:ive nights of trapping with no 
SBKR capti..-es. or m tW the USFWS 11nd COFW hllve 
provicled writ!en appro\·al to discontinue tr11pping. The 
biologist will create a temporary marking on 1111 c11ptured 
SBKR. on lhe chest wi th a non-to:clc marker to identify any 
SBKR. that reenter the exclusion area during the trapping 
effort . If there are recaptures. the exclusion lance will be 
e:camined, repaired as ne<:essary, and trapping wil be 
oonducted lr!til there are two consecutive nights with no 
SBKR captixes. or mtW the USFWS 11nd COFW hllve 
provicled Wfit!en 11pprnval lo discontinue tr11pping. Once the 
tr11pping effort has been complete. Project 11ctivities m11y 
commence within the excluded areas. Inspections or the 
e:ccl!sion fence shall be conducted on a daily basis and 
any required mainten.ince shal be performed immediately 
upon discovery or no later than one hour before dusk on 
the day it was discovered . A CESA Incidental Take 
Permit for SBKR shall be obtained prior to the start of 
ground disturbing activities, including geotechnical 
survevs. 

810-17 A quaified blologiSI or biOlogical monitor with S8KR. 
e:cpertise , subject to USFW'S and CDFW approval, will be 
present when construction or ground-disturbslg activities 
(includinge:cciusion fenceorESAfencing installation11nd 
removal) that colAd result in take of SBKR occurs In or 
11djacent to habitat for SBKR. Following removal of SBKR 
habitat wilhi-1 the 11reas inside the exclusion fence. the 
presence of the qualified biologist or biological monitor 
may reduce to one 0< more clays per week subject to 
USFWS and COFW approval. A CESA In cide ntal Take 
Permit for SBKR shall be obtained prior to the start of 
ground disturbing activities, including geote,;hnical 
survevs. 

B10-20 Ila SBKR is injtm!cl as a resul of Project-related actNilies, 
the permitted SBKR blotogist will immediately take lt to an 
agency-approved wildlife rehabilitation or veterinary faeility 
that has been identified before startini;i PrOjeci activities. 
Project related iflury or mortality or SBKR wil be reported 

Prior to Projed 
commeoong Proponent 
ground-or 
veget11tion 
disturbing 
activities. 

Prior to Project 
commencing Proponent 
ground-or 
veget11lion 
disturbing 
activil ies. 

Prior to Projed 
commencing Proponent 
ground-or 
vegetalion 
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to USFWS and CDFW immedi ately via phone ca\lor email 
and a wrtten repo,t will be submitted to USFWS and 
COFW within three working days. Notification will indude 
date, time, location of incident or disooveryof dead or 
injiredanimal.andanyOlherpertinentinformation as 
required by the Resource Agencies . A CESA Incidental 
Take Permit foe- SBKR shatl be obtained . 

810-21 An annual report will be prepared by the SBKR biologist for 
submittal to USF'NS and COFW that documents the 
Project's compliance with the SBKR- speci(,c avoidance, 
minimization. and mitigation meaSUl'll&. effectivene&& and 
practical~y of such measures, and as needed 
recommendations lor modification of the existing measures 
to ensure conti'lued pro1ection of SBKR dll"ing Project 
activities. The report will also provide summaries ol WEAP 
l rainingsgiven, exciuslon trappingresuns,monitoring 
activities, ~ ny obser.-ed SBl<R . including Injuries and 
moftaUies. and any other information as required by 
the Resource Anenctes. 

B10-25 To address impacts to nesting birds and roostrlg bats. 
artiflcial lghtrlg must be full y shielded and or ected 
downward at the work site to minimize ligrt spillover 
outside of the oonstruction footprint if Project activities 
occur at-nigh: between dusk and dawn. 

B10-27 A qualified biolOgiSt must present a biOlogical resoll"'Ce 
information program,\11/EAP for special sl11tus 
s.peciesihabitatprior to Projedactivitiestoallpersonnel 
that wil bepresentwithin the Pro}e<:tlimilsforlongerlhan 
30 minU:es 1t , ny given tJlle. The WEAP shill in<:lude, 
but no! limited lo: (1) information 1bout the 
dislribution and habitat needs of any special-status 
spectes that may be present, legal protections for 
those spectes, penalties lor violations, and mitigation 
measures and (2) best practices for managing waste 
and reducing activities that can lead to increased 
occurrences of opportunistic spec ies and the impacts 
these s.pecies can have on wildlife in the area, 
Interpretation shall be provided for any non-Engl ish 

disturbing 
activities. 

Prior to 
commencing 
ground - or 
~ elation 
disturbing 
activities. 

Prior to 
commencing 
ground-or 
v-egetai:ion 
disturb i'lg 
acti'lities 
Prior to 
commencing 
ground-or 
v-egetalion 
disturbing 
activities 

Pro.i-ct 
Proponent 

Project 
Propol'lent 

Projed 
Proponent 

speaking wo rkers, and the same Instruct ion shall be I 
provided for any new workers prior to their performing 

-.,-o--~ - •-~ ~: ~:~: ~1~1t~,.~, ",h~, ~11 ~= ,~" ~, ,~11~, ,~m~~ ~,t", ~w ~ae~, ~,in~g~ P~,.~,t", - ~ P,~,,~.~~I 
birds or result in the take or removal of nests or eggs, commencing Proponent 
'IP ajael 1111· Tn va ela e''il lha &Iii" g&n&v, grouod-or 
generalt,-regan:led•as-feb-4-Sept-30,then vegetation 
P~construction nesting bird Sll'Veys must be conducted disturbing 
3day& prior to constniction bye qua klied biologist activities 
experienced with: Identifying local and mig ratory bird 
spectes: conducting bird surveys using appropriate 
survey methodology; nesting surveying techniques, 
recogniling breeding and nesting behaviors, locating 
nests and breeding territories. and identifying nesting 
stages and nest success: determining/ establishing 
appropriate avoidimce and minimiudion measures; 
and monitoring the eflkacy of implemented avoidance 
and minimization measures to locate and a~old nesting 
birds. If an act ive avian nest is located, a no construction 
butter (100 feet for OO!l)!lsserine . 300 feel for passerine. 
and 500 feet fo1 raptor~) sh• II ~ estebi:shed and 
monitored bv the ualified bioloaisl. as Iona as 
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constru cti on is occurring o r until the nest is no longer 
active and may be demarcated by flagging, sta king. or 
fencing. Avoidance buffers shall be expanded and/or 
modified as needed by the qualified biologist if any 
nesting bird shows behavioral responses resulting 
from Proiect related activities. 

B10-30 Pre-construction Burrowing Owl Surveys -The 
(NEW) following burrowing owl preconstruction surveys must 

be performed by a qualified biologist: one survey 14 to 
30 days prio r to Project activities; one survey 24 hours 
prior to Project activities ; and burrowing owl 
preconstruction surveys shall be conducted in 
accordance with the 2012 Staff Report on Burrowing 
Owl Mitigation (Staff Reportt (See: 
https:1/nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?OocumentlD"' 
B384l&inline) prior to vegetation removal or ground 
disturbing activities. If the preconstruction surveys 
confirm occupied burrowing owl habitat, Project 
activities shall be invned iately halted. The qualified 
biologist shall coordinate with CDFW and prepare a 
Burrowing Ow-I Plan that shall be submitted to CDFW 
for review and approva l prior to commencing Project 
activities and implementing the measures of the 
Burrowing Ow-I Plan. 

The Burrowing Owl Plan shall describe proposed 
avoidance, monitoring, relocation, minimizalton, 
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 OWi 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, aner all other 
options have been eva luated as exclusion is not in 
itself an avoidance. minimization. or mitigation method 
and has the possibility to resu lt 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" sect.on of t he 2012 Statt Report 
and Caltrans shall implement CDFW approved 
mitigation prior to the initi ation of Project activities. 
Permanent protecOon of mitigation land through a 
conse rvation easement deeded to a nonprofit 
conservation organization or public agency with a 
conservation mission, development and 
implementation o f a mitigation land management plan 
to address long-term ecological susta inability and 
maintenance of the site for burrow ing owls, and 
funding for the maintenance and management of 
mitigation land through the establi shment of a long­
term funding mechanism such as an endowment. If 
impacts to occupied burrows cannot be avoided, 
lnformaUon shall be orovided reoardina adiacent or 

Prior to 
oommencing 
ground-or 
vegetation 
disturbing 
activities. 

Projed 
Proponent 

Chapter 4   Public Involvement and Draft IS Circulation 

1L520 Initial Study  111 



   

 

     

 

 
Toledo, Branch Chief 

Calilorria Department of TranspooaliOn. District a 
August 2. 2024 
Page 25 

810-31 
(NEW) 

nearby suitable habitat available to bun owtng owls. If 
nosuilllblehabit11tis available nearby, detaila 
regarding t~ creatioo and funding or artifi cial burrows 
jnumber5, location, and type of burrows) and 
maruigement act ivit ies for re4ocated burrowing owls 
shall also be Included In the Burrowino Owl Plan. 
Preconstructioo Species Surveys --Calu ans should 
reta in a quaHfied biologist with experience surveying 
tor special status Sl)eCles, lnctudlng but not limited to: 
loggerhud shrike, Los Angeles pocket mouse, 
Southern Cali fornia leglen liurd, and Cali fornia 
g lossy snake. Prior lo commencing any Projed-relaled 
g,ound-di$1.u rbing activit ies. the qualified biologist 
shallconduct surveysforwheresuitable habitat Is 
present. Project related act ivities include construction . 
equipment and vehic le access, park ing, and staging. 
Focused surveys should consist of daytime surveys 
and nighUime surveys no more than one month from 
the start of any ground -Oislu1bl1111 activities. The 
surveys stlould include mapping of currfflt locatlons 
of special-status wildl i fe species for avoidance and 
relocation efforts and to assist construction 
monitoring efforts. The survey should be conducted 
so thal 100 percent coverage of lhe project site and 
surrounding areas is achieved. 

If SSC ar. detected, the qua1irted biologist shall use 
vlsl~ flagging to mark lhe location whe,e SSC was 
detected. The quatilled biologist should take a photo 
o f each location, map each location, and provide the 
specific species detected •t th•t loc• tion. The qualified 
biologi st shall provide a summary report ol SSC 
surveys to Caltrans before any Project -related ground­
d isturbing • ct ivitles. The COFW should be notmed and 
consuNed regarding the presence of any special• 
status wildlife species found oo site during sur~ys. If 
an Endangered Species Acl-lisled species is found 
prior 10 or during grading of the site, the USFWS 
should also be notified. Additional avoidance and 
minimization measures may need to be developed with 
COFWIUSFWS, 

SI0-32 Prior to gradi1111 or other ground-disturbing activities 
{NEW) are proposed . a qualified biologist shall slff'ley all 

potential nesting vegetation within and adjacent to the 
site for nesting coas1aI California gnatcatcher 
accOf'ding to United Slates Fish and Wildli fe Service 
IUSFWS) 2019 survey protocol guidelines. Callrans 
shall complete focused 1.urveys l o be conducted priDI" 
to ground disturbance activities. A minimum ol three 
ll ) surveys shall be conducted at least one week apart 
to cle1ermine presence/absence of coastal California 
gnatca tcher. Surveys shall be conducted by the 
DHignated Biologist at the appropriate time ol 
day/nig ht, during appropriate weather conditions, no 
more than l days prior to the initiation of project 
activities. Survey duration shall take Into 
conl.ideralion the si.i:e of the project site; density, and 
complexity of the habitat; number of survey 
par1 iclpants; survey techniques emptoyed; and shall 
be sufficient to ensure the data collected is complete 
and accurate. Wrillen and manN>d nualitaliw 
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descriptions of plant communilies (including dominant 
species and habitat quality) on and adjacent to the 
area surveyed wiH also be provided with survey results 
to USFWS and CDFW, Within 45 days following the 
field surveys , prior lo ground disturbing activities. The 
results of the focused surveys shall be provided to 
CDFW, and USFWS for review and approvil l prior to 
commencement of nround disturbinn activities. 

B10-33 Timing: Mud-nest inspectlOO and removal shall be 
(NEW) pertormed after young are VOiant (flying) but before 

expected onset of seasonal torpor to the greillest 
extent feasible to avoid direct impacts to b.lts. In many 
areas of the state, this remova l window occurs 
between September 1 and October 31, but loca l 
conditions could dictate otherwise and communiu tlOO 
with an experienced bat blologlst is highly 
recommended. Removal orpreViouslyocc upied nests 
shall only occur if that night's weather conditions are 
conducive to bill activit)I, thilt is, t he conditions 
exclude severe winds, precipitation, or low nighttime 
temperatures (typically below 45.F). If any of these 
conditions are present, then no removal can occur. 
Due to a higher potential for mortality, no removal 
should occur during lhe hibernatk>n season, which 
typically begins in November or December !depending 
on weather conditiOfls) iUKI continues through mid­
February, However, dependent upon weather 
conditions and at a CDFW-approved bat biologist's 
discretion, ii may be possible to perform remova l 
during winter if the fo,ecast excludes the weather 
conditions described above. Mud-nests may be 
Inspected and removed at n ight (I.e .• beginning 
approximately 1.5 hours after sunset to avoid 
disrupting the emergence) when bats t)lpicillly leave 
th e roost lo forage. This may decrease the chances of 
bat occupancy in the mud-nests at the time of survey 
and therefore increase th e chances of being able to 
remove most or au the mud-nests in a single tnsit. 

Inspection and Removal: Depending on site 
characteristics, access to swallow nests can be 
attained using a snooper truck, platform truck, 
scaffold ing, man lift, bucket truck, or ladder. Safety 
reviews of access activities are strongly encouraged. 
Outslde of bat maternity or hibernation season , prior 
to nest removal , a CDFW-approved biologist (With 
experience inspecting a range o f structures for the 
presence of roosting bals) inspects each nest with a 
borescope inspection camera (or similar device) or b)I 
gentt)I' and careful!)" breaking open a small part o f the 
nest to see inside. If bats are not present. the entire 
nest may be invnediatety removed so that ii cannot be 
occupied or re~cupied. It any bats are present, a 
small portion of the nest may be removed lo creil l e 
more light and addilion111I airnow rendering the nest 
less desirable tor roosting without making any bal(s) 
Inside the nest visible to predators. The bat should 
depart the nest that evening. The altered roost 
conditions are intended to minimize lhe likelihood of a 
bill returning to that roost. Any $wallow mud-nests 
where bats were observed shall be inspected aaain the 
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follow ing day and can be remowd if absence of 
roosting bats is confirmed at that time. II the bat has 
nor depaned on its own. then additional pieces of the 
nest shaN be remo11ed 10 make ii more unsuitable. 
followed by additional inspectiomi on sub1.equent 
days until the bat leaves. If bats are present during 
inspections 1111<1 do not depa.rt on their own after 
partial remo11al of nests (or it partial remo11al of nests 
is infeuible}, additional options may~ considered in 
consultation w ith CDFW and erperie11eed bat 
biologists (e.g .. those with I Scientific Collecting 
Permit to ha.ndle b11ts 11nd relevant uperience 
implementing bat-related miniminlion and milig11tion 
meHuresJ on a c1se-by.c11e basis. Emergence 
surveys th1t involve w11tchin9 1 roost site with 
appropriate effort (i.e., usi ng methods and equipment 
to confidently detect emerging bats shortly prior to the 
remo11al o l mud-riests) are not appropriate during the 
fall 11n<I winter months because bats lnffequenUy 
emerge from their roosts at this tme of ye11r. At 11ny 
time of year. bats may emerge later than expected Of' 
not 11 all on a given night. Moreottr, mud -<1ests 
obserw,d tor bal ,emergence may beCOl'l'Nl! occupied 
latf!'r in the night 11ffer rhe emergence survey. as bats 
select the nut day's roosts. Consequenlly, the 
11bsen<:e of bat activity on a given night cannot be 
construed 11S the 11bsence or roosting bats. 
Elclusion Netting: Bird exclusion netting is strongly 
d iscouraged bec.iusr1 of common entanglement o l 
birds, bats, and other wildlife in the netting. Even wilh 
best practices, which 1re desc1ibed beklw. 
ent11nglement h11s st ill been 11n inue. If no other 
anernati11e5 lo netting are possible, then inspections 
shall be perfonned prior lo installing the netting l o 
ensure no bats are roosting in the mud-nests or 
interstitial crevices between the mud-ffests and the 
struc1ure. The bird e11.clusion netting shall hilve a mesh 
size no greater than 0.25-lnch and should be secured 
tightly to prevenl potential entanglement or bats In the 
netting. D11ilyinspectionsofbirdexclusionnetting 
shall also be performed 11ner il s installation to identify 
arid repair d11maged sections th11t could create 
en1racment hazards for bats and birds. 

B10-34 Due lo suitable h11bitat within the Project site. 11 
{NEWJ qiNlified entomologist famili11r with the species 

behavior ind life history should conduct sur11eys to 
determine the presence/absence of Crotcti·s bumble 
bee. Surveys should follow CDFWs Survey 
Co11slderar1ons for C..//fom/a Enda"oered Species Act 
(CESA) Candidate Bumble Btt Sr,ttles." Ir no CESA. 
protected bumble bees are found during the surveys, 
but the habitat 1Ssessment identified suil11ble nest iog, 
fOf'aging. or ottrwintering habitat within the pt'Oject 
site. it is recorrmended that a biological monitor be 
onsile during wgetalton or ground d isturbing 
activities. Surveyresuhs. lnctuding negative findings. 
shouk:I be submit ted to CDFW prior to implementing 
Proj,ect-rel11ted ground-disturbing activities. At 
minimum. a survey report should provide the 
follow ing: 
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a) A desc ription and map of the survey area, focusing 
on areas that could provide suitable habital for 
Crolch"s bumble bee. COFW recommends the map 
show surveyor(s) track lines to document that the 
entire site was covered during field surveys. 

b) Field survey conditions thal should include name(s) 
of qualified entomologist(s) and brief qualifications: 
date and time of survey; survey duration: general 
weather conditions; survey goals. and species 
se.1 rched. 

c) Map(s) showing the location of nests/colonies. 

d) A description of physical (e.g., soil, moisture, slope) 
and biological (e.g., plant composilion) conditions 
where each nest/colony is found . A suffic ient 
description of biological conditions. primarily 
impacted habitat, should include native plant 
composition (e.g. , density, cover, and abundance) 
within impacted habitat (e.g., species li st separated by 
vegetation class; density, cove r, and abtlndance of 
each sneciesl. 

B10-35 If Crotch' s bumble bee is detected, Caftrans In 
{NEIIV) consultation with a qualified entomologist should 

dew lop a plan to fully avoid impacts to Crotch's 
bumble bee. The plan should include effective, 
specific . enforceable, and feasib le measures. An 
avoidance plan should be submitted to CDFW prior to 
implementing Project-related ground-disturbing 
activities and/or vegetation removal where there may 
be imoacts to Crotch's bumble bee. 

B10--36 If Crotch's bumble bee is detected and if impacts to 
(NEW) Crotch"s bumble bee cannot be feasibly and fully 

avoided during Project construction and acti vities. 
Ca ltrans should coordi nate with CDFW to obtain 
appropriate permits fM incidental take of Crotch 's 
bumble bee and provide appropriate mitigation for 
impacts to Crotch's bumble bee habitat . Caltrans shall 
mitigate for impacts to Crotch's bumble bee habitat at 
a ratio comoa rable to the Pro·ect's level of imnacts. 

B1O-37 Permanent Artificial Nighttime Lighting - Caltrans shall 
(NEW) ensure that all proposed permanent artificial nighttime 

lighting !or the Project is fully shlelded, cast 
downward and directed away from surrounding open­
space. reduced in intensity to the greatest extent 
possible, and does not result in lighting trespass 
Including glare into surrounding areas or upward into 
the night sky (see the International Dark-Sky 
Association standards at http:lfdarksky.org0. Cattrans 
shall ensure use of LED light ing with a correlated color 
lemperature ol 2,700 Kelvins or less, proper disposal 
of hazardous waste, and recycling or lighting that 
contains lox ic compounds with a qualified recycler. 
Photometric studies are recommended to ensure the 
oaramelers of this measure are adhered lo. 
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- Donald Cheng, Transportation Engineer/Environmental Engineering 

- Farhana Islam, Transportation Engineer/Environmental Engineering 

- Olufemi Odufalu, Environmental Engineering Branch Chief 

- Michael Grimes, Environmental Scientist, Biological Studies 

- Tyrha Delgar, Environmental Scientist, Acting Sr., Biological Studies 

- Maria Hamlett, Biological Studies, Permit Coordinator 

- Ashley Bowman, Associate Environmental Planner/Archaeologist 

- Bahram Karimi, Paleo Specialist 
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CalifornTa Department of Transportation 

OilftCE OF 'lttE Dlli\ECT0:11 
PJO . IIO•X 9-42873,, MS-49 11 V!/OIIAMEt H O, CA 9-4273--00011 
[9 IDJ 65.4-61 ~o 11 FAX 1916J 65:l!-Sn6 ·m 1111 
www,w,;g,ggy 

September 2023 

N:ONI-D SCRIMINAIIONI IPOU:CY STATEMENT 

lhe Cafifomia Deparirnent of Transportation, under Title V1 of the C iViil Rights Act of 
1964, em~ures "No per;ron .in ffre United Stales sh-alt on #he ground of race, cclor; or 
nal:ionoJ origin, be e.xduded from poriicipafion in, be denied the benefits of, or be 
subjected to d.iscmnjnalion under any program or activity receiving federal financial 
assista11Ce _" 

Ca'lho:ns w rlll make every effort to ensure nondiscrimination in a l of its services, 
programs and a:ctiviti,es, whether they me federally funded or not, and that serrvices 
and benefits are fo.irty distributed to a ll people , regardless of raoe, color, or national 
origin _ In addition, Ca'ltra:ns wi' III fac-litate meaningful participation in the tro:nsporta -on 
planning process in a non-d- .criminatory manner_ 

Reilated federal statutes, remedies, and date llaw further those protections to -nclude 
sex, d isab-lity, rer gion, sexual orientation. and age_ 

For information o guida noe o:n how to file a complaint, or obtain more information 
regarding fdle VL p lease contact the liitle VI Branch Manager a t (9161 ,639'--,6392 or visit 
the following web page: httpd/dot cg qoy{progrgms/cjyjkights/tjtle-yj 

lo obta in this -nformaiiion in an d ltemate format such as Bro-lie o in a languo:g:e other 
than &lglish, please contact ·the Cafifamia Department of Transportation, Office of 
C r,d Rights.. at PO Box 942.87-4, tv'&-79, Sacramento, CA 94:274-0001; ,(916J 879-6768 
(TTY 711 I; Ol' a t fdle Vl@dot cg gov_ 

1"2&1""~ 
lONYTAVARES. 
Djrecfor 

"P.rov.ide a :,af,,, Gndl ,eJable • m::,n,poriofon nefw<Jd: ll>al ~ di peop'le 011d ,esped. lti,e env.r.oonmenr 

Appendix B Title VI Policy Statement 
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Appendix C Environmental Commitments 

Record 

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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Permit 
Type 

Agency Date 
Received 

Expiration Notes 

1600 California Department of Fish & Wildlife Needed by October, 2025 

401 Regional Water Quality Control Board Needed by October, 2025 

404 US Army Corps of Engineers Needed by October, 2025 

BO US Fish and Wildlife Needed by December 2024 

Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

AQ-1: The project 
would be constructed 
in compliance with 
Caltrans’ Standard 
Specifications, 
Section 14-9 “Air 
Quality” and Caltrans’ 
specifications for the 
control of 
construction-

12 Final IS Air Quality 
CEQA Evaluation 
Section 

District/Design/ 
District 
Environmental 
Engineering/ 
Resident Engineer/ 
Contractor 

Final 
Design, 
Constru 
ction 

SSP 14-9 X 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Mitigation 

Avoidance, 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Action(s) Taken to 

Implement Measure/if 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

for 
significant 

impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Implementation 
of Measure 

Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

generated emissions. 
Additional measures 
may be developed in 
coordination with the 
South Coast Air 
Quality Management 
District (SCAQMD) to 
minimize potential 
impacts. 

CR-1: Stop work if N/A District Environmental District Cultural Design/ X 
buried cultural Cultural Resources Studies/District Constru 
resources are Design/Resident ction 
encountered during 
construction until a 

Engineer/Contract 
or 

qualified 
archaeologist can 
evaluate the nature 
and significance of 

1L520 Initial Study  123 



 

     

  
 

 
 

  
  
  

 

 

 

 

 

                                

                                

 

  
 

  

  

 

    
  
    

 
 

 

 
   

 

 

 

 

 
 

     I 

Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Mitigation 

Avoidance, 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Action(s) Taken to 

Implement Measure/if 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

for 
significant 

impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Implementation 
of Measure 

Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

the find. In the event 
that human remains, 
including isolated, 
disarticulated bones 
or fragments, are 
discovered during 
construction-related 
activity, cease in the 
vicinity of the human 
remains. 

CR-2:  In the event N/A District Cultural Final X 
that human remains 
are found, the county 
coroner shall be 

District Environmental 
Cultural Resources 

Studies/District 
Design/Resident 
Engineer/Contract 

Design, 
Constru 
ction 

notified and ALL or 
construction activities 
within 50 feet of the 
discovery shall stop. 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

Pursuant to Public 
Resources Code 
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 
Descendent (MLD). 
The person who 
discovered the 
remains will contact 
the District 8 Division 
of Environmental 
Planning; Julie 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Action(s) Taken to 

Implement Measure/if 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Minimization, and/or Environmental Implementation Timing/ checked No, add Date / N 
Mitigation Measures Page Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: Explanation here Initials YES O 

Scrivner, DNAC: 
(909) 260-8265. 
Further provisions of 
PRC 5097.98 are to 
be followed as 
applicable. 

BIO-1: All staging, 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X 
storing, and borrow January 2024 District Design, 
sites require the Environmental Constru 
approval of the Planning / ction 
Caltrans biologist. Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

BIO-2: If 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final 1602 Lake and X 
compensatory January 2024 District Design, Streambed 
mitigation is Environmental Constru Alteration 
determined necessary Planning / ction Agreement 
for impacts to (CDFW) 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

jurisdictional waters, it 
will be addressed, 
concurrently with 
resource agency 
consultation and 
approval, through on-
site restoration 
activities, permittee-
responsible 
mitigation, suitable 
mitigation/conservatio 
n bank credits, 
suitable in-lieu fee 
program credits, 
and/or other 
mitigation acceptable 
to the resource 
agencies involved. 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

BIO-3: To address 
impacts to CDFW 
Sensitive Natural 
Communities, this 
area would be 
delineated as an ESA 
in the plans and/or 
described in the 
specifications. 

85 NESMI Approved 

January 2024 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Final 

Design, 

Constru 

ction 

SSP 14-6.03A X 

BIO-4: If the CDFW 
Sensitive Natural 
Communities cannot 
be avoided, then this 
habitat will be 
restored on site via 
planting and/or seed 
mix. 

85 NESMI Approved 

January 2024 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Final 

Design, 

Constru 

ction 

SSP 14-6.03A X 

1L520 Initial Study  128 



 

     

  
 

 
 

  
  
  

 

 

 

 

 

                                

                                

 

  
 

  

  

 

    
  
    

 
 

 

 
   

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

      

 

 

  

 

 
 

    

Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Action(s) Taken to 

Implement Measure/if 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Minimization, and/or Environmental Implementation Timing/ checked No, add Date / N 
Mitigation Measures Page Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: Explanation here Initials YES O 

BIO-5: A qualified 
biologist(s) shall 
present a biological 
resource information 
program/WEAP for 
SBKR, bat species, 
sensitive plants, and 
nesting birds prior to 
Project activities to all 
personnel that will be 
present within the 
Project limits for 
longer than 30 
minutes at any given 
time. 

85 NESMI Approved 

January 2024 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Final 

Design, 

Constru 

ction 

SSP 14-6.03A X 

BIO-6: Within the 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A, X 
appropriate January 2024 District Design, 14-6.03(D)1 
identification periods 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

for special-status 
plants, prior to 
construction, a 
preconstruction 
survey must be 
conducted according 
to the CDFW 2018 
Protocols for 
Surveying and 
Evaluating Impacts to 
Special-status Plant 
Populations (found at: 

https://nrm.dfg.ca.g 

ov/FileHandler.ashx 

?DocumentID=1895 

9) by a qualified 

biologist experienced 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Constru 

ction 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

in conducting floristic 
botanical field 
surveys, 
knowledgeable of 
plant taxonomy and 
plant community 
ecology and 
classification, familiar 
with the plants of the 
area, including 
special-status and 
locally significant 
plants, and familiar 
with the appropriate 
state and federal 
statutes related to 
plants and plant 
collecting for special 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

status plant species 
within the Project 
limits. Special status 
plant species must be 
flagged for visual 
identification to 
construction 
personnel for work 
avoidance. Special 
status plant species 
detected must be 
fenced with ESA 
fencing with an 
appropriate buffer for 
visual identifiction to 
constrution personnel 
for work avoidance. 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

BIO-7: If a special 
status plant species is 
found within the job 
site and cannot be 
avoided, but can 
survive 
transplantation, the 
qualified biologist 
must contact the 
Caltrans biologist to 
determine the time 
and suitable 
translocation area for 
the plant species to 
be moved. If CESA-
listed plants are 
present and impacts 
cannot be fully 

85 NESMI Approved 

January 2024 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Final 

Design, 

Constru 

ction 

SSP 14-6.03A X 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Date / 
Initials 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

N 
YES O 

avoided, a CESA 
authorization shall be 
obtained prior to work 
and translocation 
occurring. Additional 
requirements and 
actions must be 
determined at the 
time if such a situation 
occurs. 

BIO-8: To address 
impacts to SBKR 
habitat, special status 
plants, and CDFW 
Sensitive Natural 
Communities, this 

85 NESMI Approved 

January 2024 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

Final 

Design, 

SSP 14-6.03A X 

area would be 
delineated as an ESA 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Date / 
Initials 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

N 
YES O 

in the plans and/or 
described in the 
specifications. 

BIO-9: To address 
impacts to special 
status wildlife species, 
including but not 
limited to SBKR, 
artificial lighting shall 
be directed at the job 
site to minimize light 
spillover onto the 
Lytle Creek Wash 
when activities occur 

85 NESMI Approved 

January 2024 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Final 

Design, 

Constru 

ction 

SSP 14-6.03A X 

at night. 

BIO-10: To address 
impacts to SBKR and 

85 NESMI Approved 

January 2024 

District Design / 

District 

Final 

Design, 

SSP 14-6.03A X 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

their critical habitat, 
avoid construction 
activities outside of 
designated work 
areas and within 
critical habitat. 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Constru 

ction 

BIO-11: If during 
Project activities a 
SBKR is discovered 
within the Project site, 
all construction 
activities must stop 
and the Caltrans 
biologist and Resident 
Engineer must be 
notified. Coordination 
with appropriate 
agencies, including 

85 NESMI Approved 

January 2024 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Final 

Design, 

Constru 

ction 

SSP 14-6.03A X 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

CDFW and USFWS, 
shall be required prior 
to restarting activities. 

BIO-12: To prevent 
inadvertent 
entrapment of animal 
species during project 
activities, all 
excavated steep-
walled holes or 
trenches more than 
12-inches must be 
covered at the close 
of each working day 
by plywood (or similar 
material) or provided 
with one or more 
escape ramps 

85 NESMI Approved 

January 2024 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Final 

Design, 

Constru 

ction 

SSP 14-6.03A X 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

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 
biological monitor. 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

BIO-13: If feasible, 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X 
the Project will avoid January 2024 District Design, 
performing ground- Environmental Constru 
disturbing activities Planning / ction 
(including vegetation Resident Engineer 
removal and fence / Contractor 
installation) during the 
peak SBKR breeding 
season (January 15 
through May 15). 

BIO-14: Prior to 
construction, an 
SBKR exclusionary 
fencing will be 
installed around the 
Project Impact Area, 
including ingress and 
egress routes and 

85 NESMI Approved 

January 2024 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Final 

Design, 

Constru 

ction 

SSP 14-6.03A, 
14-6.03(D)1 

X 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

staging areas, within 
suitable SBKR 
habitat. 
a. The fencing will be 
installed at least three 
feet straight above 
ground, reinforced 
with metal T posts or 
similar support 
materials and the 
bottom two feet will 
extend flat on the 
ground in an “L” 
shape pointed away 
from the Project area 
weighed down with 
sandbags. The 
fencing will be made 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

of a smooth-faced 
material to prevent 
animals from climbing 
or chewing through to 
the excluded areas. 
b. The fencing will 
include a single 
ingress/egress point 
with a movable 
portion of the fencing. 
Immediately after 
each use: fencing will 
need to be resecured 
completely to the 
standing fence and 
the “L” shaped portion 
will be resecured with 
sandbags. The fence 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

will have no holes or 
gaps to allow SBKR 
entry into the site. 
c. The fencing will be 
installed manually 
with a qualified SBKR 
biologist(s) (see BIO-
21 for specifications) 
present to ensure 
fence installation 
avoided burrows and 
other impacts to listed 
species. 
d. At the close of work 
each evening the 
qualified biologist(s) 
will inspect the 
fencing there are no 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Environmental Implementation Timing/ 

Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Date / 
Initials 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

N 
YES O 

holes large enough 
for SBKR to assess 
the site. Any holes will 
be repaired before the 
end of day. This 
inspection includes 
the ingree/egress 
point. 

BIO-15: A qualified 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X 
biologist or biological January 2024 District Design, 
monitor with SBKR Environmental Constru 
expertise, subject to Planning / ction 
USFWS approval, will Resident Engineer 
be present when / Contractor 
construction or 
ground-disturbing 
activities (including 
exclusion fence or 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Action(s) Taken to 

Implement Measure/if 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Minimization, and/or Environmental Implementation Timing/ checked No, add Date / N 
Mitigation Measures Page Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: Explanation here Initials YES O 

ESA fencing 
installation and 
removal) that could 
result in take of SBKR 
occurs in or adjacent 
to habitat for SBKR. 
Following removal of 
SBKR habitat within 
the areas inside the 
exclusion fence, the 
presence of the 
qualified biologist or 
biological monitor 
may reduce to one or 
more days per week. 

BIO-16: Trash will be 
either removed from 
the Project site on a 

85 NESMI Approved 

January 2024 

District Design / 

District 

Final 

Design, 

SSP 14-6.03A X 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

daily basis or will be 
deposited in wildlife-
proof containers on 
site to prevent 
attraction of potential 
predators to the 
SBKR. 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Constru 

ction 

BIO-17: Pipes or 
conduit 1.5 inches or 
larger in diameter and 
any unfilled holes and 
trenches will be 
inspected for SBKR 
each morning prior to 
the start of daily 
construction activities. 
Unburied pipes or 
conduit laid in 

85 NESMI Approved 

January 2024 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Final 

Design, 

Constru 

ction 

SSP 14-6.03A X 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

trenches overnight will 
be capped. Uncapped 
pipes or conduits will 
be thoroughly 
inspected for the 
presence of SBKR 
before the pipe is 
subsequently buried, 
capped, or otherwise 
used or moved in any 
way. If SBKR are 
found trapped inside 
the pipe, conduit, 
hole, or trench, then 
Caltrans will 
immediately halt 
construction and 
consult with USFWS 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Date / 
Initials 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

N 
YES O 

and CDFW within 24 
hours. 

BIO-18: If a SBKR is 
injured as a result of 
Project-related 
activities, Caltrans will 
immediately halt 
construciton activities 
and consult with 

85 NESMI Approved 

January 2024 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Final 

Design, 

Constru 

ction 

SSP 14-6.03A, 
14-6.03(D)1 

X 

CDFW and USFWS 
within 24 hours. 

BIO-19: After the start 
of each calendar year, 
and at least seven 
days prior to initiating 
action activities, 
Caltrans will submit to 

85 NESMI Approved 

January 2024 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Final 

Design, 

Constru 

ction 

SSP 14-6.03A, 
14-6.03(D)1 

X 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service 
(Service) and 
California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife 
(CDFW), in writing, 
the name(s), 
resumes, any SBKR 
10(A)(1)(a) permit 
numbers, and 
statement of 
qualifications for all 
proposed approved 
qualified biologists. 
Proposed activities 
will not begin until an 
approved qualified 
biologist has been 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

authorized by the 
Service and CDFW. 
Approvals of qualifed 
biologists will be valid 
throughout each 
calendar year, up to 
one year, or longer if 
indicated by the 
Service and CDFW. 
The qualified biologist 
will perform the 
following additional 
duties: 
a.The approved 
biologist(s) will have 
the authority to work 
with the Resident 
Engineer to halt 
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Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

construction activities 
that do not comply 
with conservation 
measures listed here 
and report any non-
compliance with 
measures and/or 
conditions stated in 
the HCP to the 
Service’s Palm 
Springs field office 
within 24 hours. 
b. During Project 
activities, if an SBKR 
is discovered within 
the Project site, all 
construction activities 
must stop, and the 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

qualified biologist and 
Resident Engineer 
must be notified. 
Coordination and 
potential reinitiation 
with the Service will 
be required prior to 
restarting activities. 

BIO-20: Prior to the 
start of construction, 
Caltrans will 
contribute to funds to 
the Cajon Creek 
Conservation Area, or 
other Service 
approved mitigation 
area, for the 
enhanced and/or 

85 NESMI Approved 

January 2024 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Final 

Design, 

Constru 

ction 

SSP 14-6.03A X 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Environmental Implementation Timing/ 

Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Date / 
Initials 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

N 
YES O 

restored of 0.36 acres 
of suitable SBKR 
habitat. 

BIO-21: If work must 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A, X 
be scheduled during January 2024 District Design, 14-6.03(D)1 
the bat maternity Environmental Constru 
season (Apr 1–Aug Planning / ction 
31), then prior to Resident Engineer 
construction start, a / Contractor 
CDFW approved bat 
biologist must conduct 
a survey to determine 
if bats are roosting on 
the bridge, and 
implement 
exclusion/eviction 
measures as 
appropriate. 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

BIO-22: Should pre-
construction bat 
habitat assessments 
warrant further 
surveys and require a 
Bat Management & 
Mitigation Plan 
(BMMP), then a 
BMMP must be 
developed and 
implemented in 
accordance with 
CDFW guidelines. A 
qualified bat biologist 
must perform a 
humane 
eviction/exclusion of 
roosting bats from the 

85 NESMI Approved 

January 2024 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 
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/ Contractor 

Final 

Design, 
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ction 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

bridge before the 
hibernation season 
(Sept 1 – Oct 31) in 
the year before the 
initiation of 
construction. The 
CDFW approved bat 
biologist must inspect 
daily to verify all bats 
are excluded from the 
bridge structure and 
joints and to verify the 
integrity of the 
exclusionary material, 
which must be 
maintained during 
construction activities 
and removed at the 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Action(s) Taken to 

Implement Measure/if 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Minimization, and/or Environmental Implementation Timing/ checked No, add Date / N 
Mitigation Measures Page Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: Explanation here Initials YES O 

completion of 
construction. 

BIO-23: To address 
impacts to nesting 
birds and roosting 
bats, artificial lighting 
must be directed at 
the work site to 
minimize light 
spillover outside of 
the construction 
footprint if Project 
activities occur at 
night. 

85 NESMI Approved 

January 2024 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Final 

Design, 

Constru 

ction 

SSP 14-6.03A X 

BIO-24: The qualified 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A, X 
biologist must monitor January 2024 District Design, 14-6.03(D)1 
Project activities daily Environmental 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Action(s) Taken to 

Implement Measure/if 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Minimization, and/or Environmental Implementation Timing/ checked No, add Date / N 
Mitigation Measures Page Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: Explanation here Initials YES O 

to ensure that Planning / Constru 
measures are being Resident Engineer ction 
implemented and / Contractor 
documented. 

BIO-25: A qualified 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X 
biologist must present January 2024 District Design, 
a biological resource Environmental Constru 
information Planning / ction 
program/WEAP for Resident Engineer 
special status / Contractor 
species/habitat prior 
to Project activities to 
all personnel that will 
be present within the 
Project limits for 
longer than 30 
minutes at any given 
time. The WEAP shall 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

include, but not 
limited to: (1) 
information about the 
distribution and 
habitat needs of any 
special-status species 
that may be present, 
legal protections for 
those species, 
penalties for 
violations, and 
mitigation measures 
and (2) best practices 
for managing waste 
and reducing activities 
that can lead to 
increased 
occurrences of 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Environmental Implementation Timing/ 

Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Date / 
Initials 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

N 
YES O 

opportunistic species 
and the impacts these 
species can have on 
wildlife in the area. 
Interpretation shall be 
provided for any non-
English speaking 
workers, and the 
same instruction shall 
be provided for any 
new workers prior to 
their performing any 
job on the site. 

BIO-26: If during 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X 
Project activities January 2024 District Design, 
Southwestern Willow Environmental Constru 
Flycatcher, Least Planning / ction 
Bell’s vireo, or 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

Coastal California 
Gnatcatcher, or listed 
avian species is 
discovered within the 
Project site, all 
construction activities 
must stop within up to 
500 ft for listed avian 
species, and the 
Caltrans biologist and 
Resident Engineer 
must be notified. 
Coordination with 
CDFW, and/or 
USFWS will be 
required prior to 
restarting activities in 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

the vicinity of the 
observation. 

BIO-27: Project 
activities shall not 
result in impacts to 
nesting birds or result 
in the take or removal 
of nests or eggs. 
Preconstruction 
nesting bird surveys 
must be conducted 3 
days prior to 
construction by a 
qualified biologist 
experienced with: 
identifying local and 
migratory bird 
species; conducting 

85 NESMI Approved 

January 2024 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Final 

Design, 

Constru 

ction 

SSP 14-6.03A, 
14-6.03(D)1 

X 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

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 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

implemented 
avoidance and 
minimization 
measures to locate 
and avoid nesting 
birds. If an active 
avian nest is located, 
a no construction 
buffer (100 feet for 
non-passerine, 300 
feet for passerine, 
and 500 feet for 
raptors) shall be 
established and 
monitored by the 
qualified biologist as 
long as construction is 
occurring or until the 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Environmental Implementation Timing/ 

Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Date / 
Initials 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

N 
YES O 

nest is no longer 
active and may be 
demarcated by 
flagging, staking, or 
fencing. 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. 

BIO-28: Pre- 27 Final Environmental District Design / Pre- SSP 14-6.03A, X 
construction Document District Constru 14-6.03(D)1 
Burrowing Owl Environmental ction 
Surveys -The 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

following burrowing 
owl preconstruction 
surveys must be 
performed by a 
qualified biologist: one 
survey 14 to 30 days 
prior to Project 
activities; one survey 
24 hours prior to 
Project activities; and 
burrowing owl 
preconstruction 
surveys shall be 
conducted in 
accordance with the 
2012 Staff Report on 
Burrowing Owl 
Mitigation (Staff 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

Report) (See: 
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/ 
FileHandler.ashx?Doc 
umentID=83843&inlin 
e) 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 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

submitted to 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 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

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 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

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. 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

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. 
Permanent protection 
of mitigation land 
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(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

through a 
conservation 
easement deeded to 
a nonprofit 
conservation 
organization or public 
agency with a 
conservation mission, 
development and 
implementation of a 
mitigation land 
management plan to 
address long-term 
ecological 
sustainability and 
maintenance of the 
site for burrowing 
owls, and funding for 
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Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
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Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
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Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 
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Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

the maintenance and 
management of 
mitigation land 
through the 
establishment of a 
long-term funding 
mechanism such as 
an endowment. 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, 
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Project Phase: 
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Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 
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ECL: 
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Avoidance, 
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Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

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. 

BIO-29: 
Preconstruction 
Species Surveys – 
Caltrans should retain 
a qualified biologist 
with experience 
surveying for special 

28 Final environmental 

document 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Pre-

construc 

tion 

SSP 14-6.03A, 
14-6.03(D)1 

X 
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and/or 
Implementation 
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Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

status species, 
including but not 
limited to: loggerhead 
shrike, Los Angeles 
pocket mouse, 
Southern California 
legless lizard, and 
California glossy 
snake. Prior to 
commencing any 
Project-related 
ground-disturbing 
activities, the qualified 
biologist shall conduct 
surveys for where 
suitable habitat is 
present. Project 
related activities 

1L520 Initial Study  173 



 

     

  
 

 
 

  
  
  

 

 

 

 

 

                                

                                

 

  
 

  

  

 

    
  
    

 
 

 

 
   

 

 

 

Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 
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and/or 
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Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

include construction, 
equipment and 
vehicle access, 
parking, and staging. 
Focused surveys 
should consist of 
daytime surveys and 
nighttime surveys no 
more than one month 
from the start of any 
ground-disturbing 
activities. The surveys 
should include 
mapping of current 
locations of special-
status wildlife species 
for avoidance and 
relocation efforts and 
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Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

to assist construction 
monitoring efforts. 
The survey should be 
conducted so that 100 
percent coverage of 
the project site and 
surrounding areas is 
achieved. 

If SSC are detected, 
the qualified biologist 
shall use visible 
flagging to mark the 
location where SSC 
was detected. The 
qualified biologist 
should take a photo of 
each location, map 
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Avoidance, 
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Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

each location, and 
provide the specific 
species detected at 
that location. The 
qualified biologist 
shall provide a 
summary report of 
SSC surveys to 
Caltrans before any 
Project-related 
ground-disturbing 
activities. The CDFW 
should be notified and 
consulted regarding 
the presence of any 
special-status wildlife 
species found on site 
during surveys. If an 
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Project Phase: 
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Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 
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ECL: 
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Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

Endangered Species 
Act-listed species is 
found prior to or 
during grading of the 
site, the USFWS 
should also be 
notified. Additional 
avoidance and 
minimization 
measures may need 
to be developed with 
CDFW/USFWS. 

BIO-30: Timing: Mud-
nest inspection and 
removal shall be 
performed after young 
are volant (flying) but 
before expected onset 

28 Final environmental 

document 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Pre-

Constru 

ction 

SSP 14-6.03A, 
14-6.03(D)1 

X 
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Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

of seasonal torpor to 
the greatest extent 
feasible to avoid 
direct impacts to bats. 
In many areas of the 
state, this removal 
window occurs 
between September 1 
and October 31, but 
local conditions could 
dictate otherwise and 
communication with 
an experienced bat 
biologist is highly 
recommended. 
Removal of previously 
occupied nests shall 
only occur if that 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 
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Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

night’s weather 
conditions are 
conducive to bat 
activity, that is, the 
conditions exclude 
severe winds, 
precipitation, or low 
nighttime 
temperatures 
(typically below 45˚F). 
If any of these 
conditions are 
present, then no 
removal can occur. 
Due to a higher 
potential for mortality, 
no removal should 
occur during the 
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Avoidance, 
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Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

hibernation season, 
which typically begins 
in November or 
December (depending 
on weather 
conditions) and 
continues through 
mid-February. 
However, dependent 
upon weather 
conditions and at a 
CDFW-approved bat 
biologist’s discretion, 
it may be possible to 
perform removal 
during winter if the 
forecast excludes the 
weather conditions 
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Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

described above. 
Mud-nests may be 
inspected and 
removed at night (i.e., 
beginning 
approximately 1.5 
hours after sunset to 
avoid disrupting the 
emergence) when 
bats typically leave 
the roost to forage. 
This may decrease 
the chances of bat 
occupancy in the 
mud-nests at the time 
of survey and 
therefore increase the 
chances of being able 
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Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
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and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

to remove most or all 
the mud-nests in a 
single visit. 

Inspection and 
Removal: Depending 
on site characteristics, 
access to swallow 
nests can be attained 
using a snooper truck, 
platform truck, 
scaffolding, man lift, 
bucket truck, or 
ladder. Safety reviews 
of access activities 
are strongly 
encouraged. Outside 
of bat maternity or 
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Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

hibernation season, 
prior to nest removal, 
a CDFW-approved 
biologist (with 
experience inspecting 
a range of structures 
for the presence of 
roosting bats) 
inspects each nest 
with a borescope 
inspection camera (or 
similar device) or by 
gently and carefully 
breaking open a small 
part of the nest to see 
inside. If bats are not 
present, the entire 
nest may be 
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Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

immediately removed 
so that it cannot be 
occupied or re-
occupied. If any bats 
are present, a small 
portion of the nest 
may be removed to 
create more light and 
additional airflow 
rendering the nest 
less desirable for 
roosting without 
making any bat(s) 
inside the nest visible 
to predators. The bat 
should depart the nest 
that evening. The 
altered roost 
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Environmental 
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and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

conditions are 
intended to minimize 
the likelihood of a bat 
returning to that roost. 
Any swallow mud-
nests where bats 
were observed shall 
be inspected again 
the following day and 
can be removed if 
absence of roosting 
bats is confirmed at 
that time. If the bat 
has not departed on 
its own, then 
additional pieces of 
the nest shall be 
removed to make it 
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Explanation here 
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Complete 
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for 

significant 
impacts 
under 
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N 
O 

more unsuitable, 
followed by additional 
inspections on 
subsequent days until 
the bat leaves. If bats 
are present during 
inspections and do 
not depart on their 
own after partial 
removal of nests (or if 
partial removal of 
nests is infeasible), 
additional options 
may be considered in 
consultation with 
CDFW and 
experienced bat 
biologists (e.g., those 
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PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

with a Scientific 
Collecting Permit to 
handle bats and 
relevant experience 
implementing bat-
related minimization 
and mitigation 
measures) on a case-
by-case basis. 
Emergence surveys 
that involve watching 
a roost site with 
appropriate effort (i.e., 
using methods and 
equipment to 
confidently detect 
emerging bats shortly 
prior to the removal of 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

mud-nests) are not 
appropriate during the 
fall and winter months 
because bats 
infrequently emerge 
from their roosts at 
this time of year. At 
any time of year, bats 
may emerge later 
than expected or not 
at all on a given night. 
Moreover, mud-nests 
observed for bat 
emergence may 
become occupied 
later in the night after 
the emergence 
survey, as bats select 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

the next day’s roosts. 
Consequently, the 
absence of bat activity 
on a given night 
cannot be construed 
as the absence of 
roosting bats. 

Exclusion Netting: 
Bird exclusion netting 
is strongly 
discouraged because 
of common 
entanglement of birds, 
bats, and other 
wildlife in the netting. 
Even with best 
practices, which are 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

described below, 
entanglement has still 
been an issue. If no 
other alternatives to 
netting are possible, 
then inspections shall 
be performed prior to 
installing the netting 
to ensure no bats are 
roosting in the mud-
nests or interstitial 
crevices between the 
mud-nests and the 
structure. The bird 
exclusion netting shall 
have a mesh size no 
greater than 0.25-inch 
and should be 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

secured tightly to 
prevent potential 
entanglement of bats 
in the netting. Daily 
inspections of bird 
exclusion netting shall 
also be performed 
after its installation to 
identify and repair 
damaged sections 
that could create 
entrapment hazards 
for bats and birds. 

BIO-31: Due to 29 Final environmental District Design / Pre- SSP 14-6.03A, X 
suitable habitat within document District Constru 14-6.03(D)1 
the Project site, a Environmental ction, 
qualified entomologist Planning / During 
familiar with the 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

species behavior and 
life history should 
conduct surveys to 
determine the 
presence/absence of 
Crotch’s bumble bee. 
Surveys should follow 
CDFW’s Survey 
Considerations for 
California 
Endangered Species 
Act (CESA) 
Candidate Bumble 
Bee Species. If no 
CESA-protected 
bumble bees are 
found during the 
surveys, but the 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Constru 

ction 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

habitat assessment 
identified suitable 
nesting, foraging, or 
overwintering habitat 
within the project site, 
it is recommended 
that a biological 
monitor be onsite 
during vegetation or 
ground disturbing 
activities. Survey 
results, including 
negative findings, 
should be submitted 
to CDFW prior to 
implementing Project-
related ground-
disturbing activities. 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

At minimum, a survey 
report should provide 
the following: 

a) A description and 
map of the survey 
area, focusing on 
areas that could 
provide suitable 
habitat for Crotch’s 
bumble bee. CDFW 
recommends the map 
show surveyor(s) 
track lines to 
document that the 
entire site was 
covered during field 
surveys. 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

b) Field survey 
conditions that should 
include name(s) of 
qualified 
entomologist(s) and 
brief qualifications; 
date and time of 
survey; survey 
duration; general 
weather conditions; 
survey goals, and 
species searched. 
c) Map(s) showing the 
location of 
nests/colonies. 
d) A description of 
physical (e.g., soil, 
moisture, slope) and 

1L520 Initial Study  195 



 

     

  
 

 
 

  
  
  

 

 

 

 

 

                                

                                

 

  
 

  

  

 

    
  
    

 
 

 

 
   

 

 

 

Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

biological (e.g., plant 
composition) 
conditions where 
each nest/colony is 
found. A sufficient 
description of 
biological conditions, 
primarily impacted 
habitat, should 
include native plant 
composition (e.g., 
density, cover, and 
abundance) within 
impacted habitat (e.g., 
species list separated 
by vegetation class; 
density, cover, and 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

abundance of each 
species). 

BIO-32: If Crotch’s 
bumble bee is 
detected, Caltrans in 
consultation with a 
qualified entomologist 
should develop a plan 
to fully avoid impacts 
to Crotch’s bumble 
bee. The plan should 
include effective, 
specific, enforceable, 
and feasible 
measures. An 
avoidance plan 
should be submitted 
to CDFW prior to 

30 Final environmental 

document 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Pre-

Constru 

ction 

SSP 14-6.03A, 
14-6.03(D)1 

X 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

implementing Project-
related ground-
disturbing activities 
and/or vegetation 
removal where there 
may be impacts to 
Crotch’s bumble bee. 
BIO-33: If Crotch’s 
bumble bee is 
detected and if 
impacts to Crotch’s 
bumble bee cannot be 
feasibly and fully 
avoided during 
Project construction 
and activities, 
Caltrans should 
coordinate with 

30 Final environmental 

document 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

During 

Constru 

ction 

SSP 14-6.03A X 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Action(s) Taken to 

Implement Measure/if 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Minimization, and/or Environmental Implementation Timing/ checked No, add Date / N 
Mitigation Measures Page Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: Explanation here Initials YES O 

CDFW to obtain 
appropriate permits 
for incidental take of 
Crotch’s bumble bee 
and provide 
appropriate mitigation 
for impacts to 
Crotch’s bumble bee 
habitat. Caltrans shall 
mitigate for impacts to 
Crotch’s bumble bee 
habitat at a ratio 
comparable to the 
Project’s level of 
impacts. 

BIO-34: Permanent 30 Final environmental District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X 
Artificial Nighttime document District Design 
Lighting - Caltrans 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

shall ensure that all 
proposed permanent 
artificial nighttime 
lighting for the Project 
is fully shielded, cast 
downward and 
directed away from 
surrounding open-
space, reduced in 
intensity to the 
greatest extent 
possible, and does 
not result in lighting 
trespass including 
glare into surrounding 
areas or upward into 
the night sky (see the 
International Dark-Sky 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

Association standards 
at http://darksky.org/). 
Caltrans shall ensure 
use of LED lighting 
with a correlated color 
temperature of 2,700 
Kelvins or less, proper 
disposal of hazardous 
waste, and recycling 
of lighting that 
contains toxic 
compounds with a 
qualified recycler. 
Photometric studies 
are recommended to 
ensure the 
parameters of this 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Action(s) Taken to 

Implement Measure/if 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Minimization, and/or Environmental Implementation Timing/ checked No, add Date / N 
Mitigation Measures Page Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: Explanation here Initials YES O 

measure are adhered 
to. 

BIO-35: Project 30 Final IS Biological Resident Engineer Constru X 
personnel are Resources Section / Contractor ction 
prohibited from (2.1.4) 
feeding wildlife or 
bringing pets onto the 
job site. 

GHG-1:The 29 Final IS GHG CEQA X 
contractor must Evaluation Section and 
comply with Climate Change 
SCAQMD’s rules, Section (Ch 3) 
ordinances, and 
regulations regarding 
air quality restrictions. 

GHG-2: The project 29 Final IS GHG CEQA X 
will incorporate the Evaluation Section and 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Action(s) Taken to 

Implement Measure/if 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Minimization, and/or Environmental Implementation Timing/ checked No, add Date / N 
Mitigation Measures Page Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: Explanation here Initials YES O 

use of energy efficient Final IS Climate 
lighting. Change Section (Ch 3) 

GHG-3: Bids will be 29 Final IS GHG CEQA X 
solicited that include Evaluation Section and 
use of energy and Climate Change 
fuel-efficient fleets in Section (Ch 3) 
accordance with 
current practices. 

GHG-4: The project 29 Final IS GHG CEQA X 
will maintain Evaluation Section and 
equipment in proper Climate Change 
tune and working Section (Ch 3) 
condition. 

HW-1: Should any 37 Final IS Haz. Waste District Design / Final X 
previously unknown CEQA Evaluation District Design, 
hazardous Section Environmental Constru 
waste/material be Engineering / ction 

1L520 Initial Study  203 



 

     

  
 

 
 

  
  
  

 

 

 

 

 

                                

                                

 

  
 

  

  

 

    
  
    

 
 

 

 
   

  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

  

    

Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Action(s) Taken to 

Implement Measure/if 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Minimization, and/or Environmental Implementation Timing/ checked No, add Date / N 
Mitigation Measures Page Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: Explanation here Initials YES O 

encountered during Resident Engineer 
construction, Caltrans / Contractor 
Hazards Procedures 
for construction will be 
followed 

HW-2: Prior to and 37 ISA Checklist dated District Design / Pre- and SSP 14-9.02, X 
during construction, in July, 2023 District During 14-11.14, 7-
order to avoid Environmental Constru 1.02K(6)(j)(ii), 
potential impacts from Engineering / ction 7-1.02K(6)(j)(iii) 
hazardous materials, Resident Engineer 
the following Caltrans / Contractor 
SSPs would be 
performed. 

• SSP 14-9-02 

NESHAP 

Notification 

applies, as 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

well as SSP 

14-11.14, for 

any treated 

wood waste. 

• SSP7-

1.02K(6)(j)(ii) 

Submit Lead 

Compliance 

Plan as an 

informational 

submittal 

• SSP 7-

1.02K(6)(j)(iii) 

Treatment of 

Unregulated 
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      I 

Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

Earth Material 

Containing 

Lead 

NOI-1: To minimize 
any potential 
construction 
generated noise 
impact, the project 
would comply with 
Caltrans’ SSP 14-8.02 
Noise Control, which 
states that noise from 
construction work 
would not exceed 86 
decibels (dBA) at 50 
feet from the job site 

N/A Noise Memo dated 
11/29/22 

District Design / 

District 

Environmental 

Engineering / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

14-8.02 X 
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I 

Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Date / 
Initials 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

N 
YES O 

from 9:00 pm to 6:00 
am. 

TRA-1: Prior to 
construction, a 
Transportation 
Management Plan 
(TMP) will be 
prepared to minimize 
potential impacts on 
emergency services 
and commuters 

51 District Design / 

District Traffic 

Management / 

District 

Environmental 

Planning / 

Resident Engineer 

/ Contractor 

Final 
Design, 
Constru 
ction 

X 

during construction. 

WQ-1: Prior to the 
start of construction a 

N/A Caltrans NPDES 
Construction General 

Contractor Constru 
ction 

X 

SWPPP shall be Permit, NPDES 
developed by the 
contractor and be 

CAS000002 
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     I 

Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Action(s) Taken to 

Implement Measure/if 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Minimization, and/or Environmental Implementation Timing/ checked No, add Date / N 
Mitigation Measures Page Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: Explanation here Initials YES O 

approved by Caltrans 
to avoid/or minimize 
potential impacts to 
water quality. 

WQ-2: The SWPPP N/A Caltrans NPDES Contractor Constru N/A X 
control measures Construction General ction 
shall address the Permit, NPDES 
following categories CAS000002 
soil practices, wind 
erosion control 
practices, and non-
storm water 
management and 
waste management 
and disposal control 
practices. 

1L520 Initial Study  208 



 

     

  
 

 
 

  
  
  

 

 

 

 

 

                                

                                

 

  
 

  

  

 

    
  
    

 
 

 

 
   

  

 

 

   

 
 

 
 

     

    

 
 

 
 

     

I 

I 

Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Action(s) Taken to 

Implement Measure/if 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Minimization, and/or Environmental Implementation Timing/ checked No, add Date / N 
Mitigation Measures Page Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: Explanation here Initials YES O 

WQ-3: The contractor N/A Caltrans NPDES Contractor Constru N/A X 
shall be required to Construction General ction 
comply with water Permit, NPDES 
pollution control CAS000002 
provisions and 
SWPPP and conform 
to the requirements of 
Caltrans’ Standard 
Specifications Section 
13, “Water Pollution 
Control”. 

WQ-4: If Necessary, N/A Caltrans NPDES Contractor Constru N/A X 
soil-disturbed areas of Construction General ction 
the project site will be Permit, NPDES 
fully protected using CAS000002 
soil stabilization and 
sediment control Best 
Management 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

Practices (BMPs) at 
the end of the day, 
unless fair weather is 
predicted. 

WQ-5: Validation of 
Final Spoil 
Stabilization. Final soil 
stabilization of the 
construction site is a 
condition of the 
Construction General 
Permit (CGP). The 
CGP defines final 
stabilization (of soil 
disturbed by 
construction activity) 
to be the condition in 
which a project site 

N/A Caltrans NPDES 
Construction General 
Permit, NPDES 
CAS000002 

Contractor Constru 
ction 

N/A X 
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Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures Page 

Environmental 
Analysis Source 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Implementation 

of Measure 
Timing/ 
Phase SSP or NSSP: 

Action(s) Taken to 
Implement Measure/if 

checked No, add 
Explanation here 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Date / 
Initials YES 

N 
O 

does not pose any 
additional sediment 
discharge risk than it 
did prior to beginning 
project construction. 
The CGP presents 
three methods for 
demonstrating the 
final soil stabilization 
criteria stated in the 
CGP which are stand-
alone and at the 
discretion of the 
permittee (Caltrans). 
To qualify for 
termination of the 
construction general 
permit coverage, all 
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I 

Date of ECR: January 2025 08-SBd-210 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
Date of approved FED: January 2025 PM 

(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8 
Project Phase: 

Seismic Retrofit)PA/ED (FED) 
PS&E Submittal______ % EA 08-1L520 
Construction 

PN 080000090 
Generalist: 

Jeanine Porter 
ECL: 

TBD 

Avoidance, 

Responsible for 
Development 

and/or 
Action(s) Taken to 

Implement Measure/if 

PS&E 
Task 

Complete 

Mitigation 
for 

significant 
impacts 
under 

CEQA? 

Minimization, and/or Environmental Implementation Timing/ checked No, add Date / N 
Mitigation Measures Page Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: Explanation here Initials YES O 

the conditions listed in 
Conditions for 
Termination of 
Coverage in Section 
III.H.4 of the CGP 
must be met. 

WQ-6 A temporary 1 Location Hydraulic X 
creek diversion Study (Oct 2023) 
system may be 
utilized for 
Alternatives 2 and 4 
where work would be 
conducted in the 
channel area. 
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Appendix D Distribution List 

A public notice of this IS and/or a Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration 
was distributed to federal, state, regional, and local agencies, elected officials, and utilities 
and service providers. In addition, all property owners and occupants within a 500-foot 
radius of the project limits were provided the public notice. The Distribution List of Public 
Agencies, Elected Officials, and Service Providers is followed by the list of Interested 
parties, Property Owners, and Members of the Public. 

Public Agencies, Elected Officials, and Service Providers 

Supervisor Joe Baca Captain Mark Pederson Captain Brian Zeigler 
San Bernardino County SBD County Sherriff’s Dept. SBD County Sherriff’s Dept. 
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue 655 East Third Street 17780 Arrow Boulevard 
Fifth Floor San Bernardino, CA 92415-0061 Fontana, CA 92335 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0110 

David Drake Michael Fam San Bernardino County Fire 
Flood Control Engineering Water Resources Division 6 
SBD County Flood Control SBD County Flood Control 200 East 3rd Street 
825 East Third Street 825 East Third Street San Bernardino, CA 92410 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 San Bernardino, CA 92415 

Chief, Daniel Munsey Jeremy Johnson Mayor Helen Tran 

SBD County Fire Protection District SBD County Public Works-Traffic City of San Bernardino 

157 W. 5th Street, 2nd Floor 825 East Third Street, 290 North “D” Street 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0451 San Bernardino, CA 92415 San Bernardino, CA 92401 

Charles McNeely Kimberly Calvin San Bernardino Police Dept. 
City Manager SBD City Council Member, 6th Ward City Information Center 
City of San Bernardino 290 North “D” Street Vanir Tower 
290 North “D” Street San Bernardino, CA 92401 290 North “D” Street 
San Bernardino, CA 92401 San Bernardino, CA 92401 

Arron Brown Mayor Deborah Robertson Barbara McGee 
City Manager City of Rialto City Clerk 
City of Rialto 150 S. Palm Avenue City of Rialto 
150 S. Palm Avenue Rialto, CA 92376 290 W. Rialto Avenue 
Rialto, CA 92376 Rialto, CA 92376 

Chief Brian Park Chief Mark Kling Community Development Dept. 
Rialto Fire Department Rialto Police Department City of Rialto 
131 Willow Avenue 128 N. Willow Avenue 150 S. Palm Avenue 
Rialto, CA 92376 Rialto, CA 92376 Rialto, CA 92376 
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Omnitrans Headquarters 
1700 W. Fifth Street 
San Bernardino, CA 92411 

Lynna Monell 
Clerk of the Board 
San Bernardino County 
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 

Southern California Gas 
1981 W. Lugonia Avenue 
Redlands, CA 92374-9720 

Southern California Gas 
P.O. Box 3003, SC8031 
Redlands, CA 92373-0306 

AT & T Substructure 
AT & T California 
1452 Edinger Avenue, 3rd Floor 
Tustin, CA 92780 

Omintrans 
San Bernardino Transit Center 
599 W. Rialto Avenue 
Rialto, CA 92401 

AT & T Network Operations Fontana Water Company 
3073 Adams Street, Room 202 15966 Arrow Boulevard 
Riverside, CA 92504 Fontana, CA 92335-3891 

City of Rialto Water Department 
Andrew Coleman 
325 W. Rialto Avenue 
Rialto, CA 92376 

Southern California Edison 
Jack Neill 
2885 W. Foothill Boulevard 
San Bernardino, CA 92410 

San Bernardino County 
Dept of Public Works 
825 E. Third Street 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 

San Bernardino County 
County Administrative Office 
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 

Southern California Gas 
155 S. “G” Street 
San Bernardino, CA 92410 

West Valley Water District 
PO Box 920 
Rialto, CA 92377 

Interested Parties, Property Owners, and Members of the Public 

Gurvinder Butter Crystal Hope James Roe 
6832 Massy Harris Way PO Box 2071 325 W. 6th Street 
Eastvale, CA 92880 Corona, CA 92878 San Bernardino, CA 92401 

Riverside Highland Water Co. State Sand & Gravel Co. Kevin Johnston 
1450 E. Washington Street 14150 Vine Place 2288 Buena Vista Avenue 
Colton, CA 92324 Cerritos, CA 90703 Livermore, CA 94550 
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List of Technical Studies 

Hazardous Waste Reports 

o Initial Site Assessment Checklist (July 2023) 

Historical Property Survey Report (June 2023) 

o Historic Bridge Inventory 

o Archaeological Survey Report 

o Native American Consultation 

Location Hydraulic Study (October 2023) 

Natural Environment Study (January 2024) 

Scenic Resource Evaluation/Visual Impact Assessment Questionnaire (February 2023) 

Water Quality Questionnaire (April 2024) 

To obtain a copy of one or more of these technical studies/reports or the Initial Study, 

please send your request to: 

Antonia Toledo 
California Department of Transportation 
464 W. 4th Street, 6th Floor, MS 820, San Bernardino, CA 92401 

Or send your request via email to: antonia.toledo@dot.ca.gov Or call: (909) 501-5741 

Please provide the following information in your request: 

Project title 

General location information 

District number-county code-route-post mile 

Project ID number 
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