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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 4" 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. 4" 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: 1L.520/0820000090

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.

B1O-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
gualifications 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.

B10O-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.

B1O-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.

B10O-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.

B10O-24: The qualified biologist must monitor project activities daily to ensure that
measures are being implemented and documented.
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BI0O-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.

B10O-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.

B10O-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 owils,
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.

B10O-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.
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BI10-30: 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.

BI10-33: 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.

B10O-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
gualified recycler. Photometric studies are recommended to ensure the parameters
of this measure are adhered to.

B10O-35: Project personnel are prohibited from feeding wildlife or bringing pets onto
the job site.

Aot Hocitoelbaera 1/10/2025
Kurt Heidelberg v Date
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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Figure 2 Project Vicinity 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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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 (TCESs) 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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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 CDFW
Agreement (SAA)

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
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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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2.1.1 Aesthetics

Significant Less Than
Except as provided in Public Resources Code and Slgnl_ﬂcant Lgss_'_l’han No
i o . with Significant
Section 21099, would the project: Unavoidable s Impact
Mitigation Impact
Impact
Incorporated

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic
vista?

L] [] []

b) Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a
state scenic highway?

L] [] []

¢) 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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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.

Significant Less Than
gand Significant Less Than No
Would the project: . with Significant
Unavoidable S Impact
Mitigation Impact
Impact
Incorporated

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland,
or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared

pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and D |:| |:| &
Monitoring Program of the California Resources
Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural D |:| |:| &

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(qg)), timberland
(as defined by Public Resources Code section |:| |:| |:| |E
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Government Code
section 51104(g))?

d) Resultin the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use? D |:| |:| &

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

a), b), c), d) & €) No Impact

Alternative 1

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

¢) 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?

[]
L]
L]

[]
[]
[]

[]
L]
X

X X

a), b) & ¢) 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

guality 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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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 (COze) in Ibs/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 | PMz2s | CO: | CHs | N0 | BC | HEC | Diesel | Gasoline

Fuel 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
(Ibs/day)
Maxim

Aesr';ée 10.029 | 9.377 | 67.153 | 63.819 | 9.279 | 5.026 | 14399 | 0.399 | 0.690 | 0.482 | 0.464 | 544 192
(Ibs/day)
Annual

Average | 0.174 | 063 | 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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Pollutants Green House Gas (GHG)
CO2 CH4 N20 (Nitrous Oxide) BC HFC
Daily Average (Ibs./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 (Ibs./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 4™ Assessment, 100 Years GWP= Global Warming Potential ;CH4 = (25); N20= (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 CO:e (CO:2 Equivalent) per day: = 8,747.22 Ibs/Day

Alternative 2 - Project Construction GHG as COze (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

T0G | ROG | CcO | NO« | PM10 | PMas | CO2 | CHs | N:0 | BC | HEc | Diesel | Gasoline

Fuel Fuel
Daily

Average 4.838 | 4551 | 19.577 | 26.238 | 2.066 | 1.777 6559 | 0.155 | 0.329 | 0.280 | 0.181 227 73
(Ibs/day)
Maxim

Al\D/::(%e 9.169 | 8.573 | 61.395 | 58.362 | 5.293 | 4.564 | 13184 | 0.364 | 0.619 | 0.441 | 0.389 498 171
(Ibs/day)
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 N20 (Nitrous Oxide) BC HFC
Daily Average (Ibs./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 (Ibs./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 4™ Assessment , 100 Years GWP= Global Warming Potential ;CH4 = (25); N20= (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

7,851.24 Ibs/Day
428 Tons

Alternative 3 — Total Greenhouse Gas as CO2e (CO: Equivalent) per day:
Alternative 3 — Project Construction GHG as CO:e (CO: Equivalent) during the 109 days constr. activity
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Table 2-3 Alternative 4 — Bridge Replacement (Accelerated Bridge
Construction) Construction Emissions

Summary of Project Emissions and Fuel Consumption

ToG | ROG | coO NOx | PM10 | PMzs | CO: | CHs | N0 | BC | HEc | Diesel | Gasoline

Fuel 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
(Ibs/day)
Maxim

A'\D/z‘:%e 12.932 | 12.090 | 86,584 | 82.301 | 7.091 | 6.402 | 18585 | 0.514 | 0.875 | 0.622 | 0.550 | 702 241
(Ibs/day)
Annual

Average | 0206 | 0.194 | 0.830 | 1.114 | 0.084 | 0075 | 276 | 0.007 | 0.014 | 0.012 | 0.008 | 19,222 | 6,101
(tons/year)

Pollutants Green House Gas (GHG)
CO2 CH4 N20 (Nitrous Oxide) BC HFC
Daily Average (Ibs./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 (Ibs./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 4™ Assessment, 100 Years GWP= Global Warming Potential ;CH4 = (25); N20= (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 COze (CO2 Equivalent) per day: = 11,023.94 lbs/Day
Alternative 4 - Project Construction GHG as COze (CO: 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.
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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?

[]

X

[]

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?

¢) 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.
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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 B1O-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 BI10O-8 would be implemented.
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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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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 B10O-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 Bl10O-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 B10-8
through BI10O-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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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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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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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.

BI0O-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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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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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.

B10-22: 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.

B10O-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.

B10O-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.

B10-28: 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?DocumentlD=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 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 owils,
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.

B10O-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.

BI10-30: 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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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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BI10-31: 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.
¢) Map(s) showing the location of nests/colonies.

d) A description of physical (e.qg., 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).

BI10-32: 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.

B10O-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.

B10O-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
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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.

B10O-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?

[]

[]

[]

Y

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to 815064.5?

[]

[]

[]

Y

¢) Disturb any human remains, including
those interred outside of dedicated
cemeteries?

[]

[]

[]

Y

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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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.

¢) 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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2.1.6 Energy

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

a) Result in potentially significant environmental
impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy resources, |:| |:| & |:|

during project construction or operation?

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan |:| |:| |:| |E

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.

1L520 Initial Study « 32



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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2.1.7 Geology and Soils

Significant Less Than
9 Significant Less Than
Would the project: and with Significant No
' Unavoidable o Impact
Mitigation Impact
Impact
Incorporated

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

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of a known fault?
Refer to Division of Mines and Geology
Special Publication 42.

[]

[]

[]

X

i) Strong seismic ground shaking?

i) 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?

.

[ OO

[ OO

X XXX

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?

[]

[]

[]

B

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?

[]

[]

[]

X

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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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 Soill
impacts.

a), b), ¢) & 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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2.1.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Significant Less Than
9 Significant Less Than
— and . o No
Would the project: . with Significant
Unavoidable S Impact
Mitigation Impact
Impact
Incorporated

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either

directly or indirectly, that may have a significant |:| |:| |E |:|
impact on the environment?

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or

regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing |:| |:| |:| |Z|
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.

1L520 Initial Study « 37



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?

[l

[l

[l

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?

¢) 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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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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d) 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:

e 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.

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

e 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?

[]

[]

X

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;

(i) substantially increase the rate or amount
of surface runoff in a manner which would
result in flooding on- or offsite;

(iif) 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?

I

I | e e I B I

I | e e I B I

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

[]

[]

[]

XXX X XX

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.

1L520 Initial Study « 41




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,
aguatic 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
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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:
e Caltrans Specification Section 13, “Water Pollution Control”
e SWRCB Resolution No. 2001-046 (the Sampling and Analytical
Procedures [SAP] Plan)
e The Section 402 NPDES Statewide Storm Water Permit
e 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.

¢) 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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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

”nn

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 Ill.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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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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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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2.1.13 Noise

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

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in
the vicinity of the project in excess of standards H H [] X
established in the local general plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies?

b) Generation of excessive groundborne
vibration or groundborne noise levels? O O [ X

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

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 Noise impacts.

According to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Noise Analysis and
Abatement Guidance, the project is not considered a Type | 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.

1L520 Initial Study « 47



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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2.1.14 Population and Housing

Significant Less Than
9 Significant Less Than
S and . o0 No
Would the project: . with Significant
Unavoidable e Impact
Mitigation Impact
Impact
Incorporated

a) Induce substantial unplanned population
growth in an area, either directly (for example,
by proposing new homes and businesses) or |:| |:| |:| |E
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 D |:| |:| &

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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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?

OO o4t

O O O O

O O O O

XXX XX

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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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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2.1.16 Recreation

recreational facilities which might have an
adverse physical effect on the environment?

Significant Less Than
9 Significant Less Than
and . o No
. with Significant
Unavoidable e Impact
Mitigation Impact
Impact
Incorporated
a) Would the project increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regional parks or
other recreational facilities such that substantial ] ] ] X
physical deterioration of the facility would occur
or be accelerated?
b) Does the project include recreational facilities
or require the construction or expansion of ] ] [ X

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.
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2.1.17 Transportation

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

a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or
policy addressing the circulation system,

including transit, roadway, bicycle and [ [ [ X
pedestrian facilities?

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

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

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? ] L] ] X

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) & ¢) 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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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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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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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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2.1.19 Utilities and Service Systems

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

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 |:| |:| |:| |E
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 |:| |:| |:| |X|
multiple dry years?

¢) Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to |:| |:| |:| |E
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 D |:| |:| &
attainment of solid waste reduction goals??

e) Comply with federal, state, and local

management and reduction statutes and |:| |:| |:| |E

regulations related to solid waste?

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 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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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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2.1.20 Wildfire

Significant Less Than
If located in or near state responsibility areas or gand Significant Less Than No
lands classified as very high fire hazard severity . with Significant
oY Unavoidable e Impact
zones, would the project: Mitigation Impact
Impact
Incorporated
a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency |:| |:| |:| &

response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

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

¢) Require the installation or maintenance of
associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel
breaks, emergency water sources, power lines

or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or |:| |:| |:| &
that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts
to the environment?

d) Expose people or structures to significant
risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post- D |:| |:| &

fire slope instability, or drainage changes?

a), b), ¢) & 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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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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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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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

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 (CHa4), nitrous oxide (N20), tetrafluoromethane, hexafluoroethane, sulfur
hexafluoride (SFs), and various hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs). CO: is the most
abundant GHG; while it is a naturally occurring and necessary component of Earth’s
atmosphere, fossil-fuel combustion is the main source of additional, human-
generated CO: that is the main driver of climate change. In the U.S. and in
California, transportation is the largest source of GHG emissions, mostly COx.

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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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 (CAFE) standards for on-road motor vehicles sold
in the United States. The Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) calculates
average fuel economy levels for manufacturers, and also sets related GHG
emissions standards for vehicles under the Clean Air Act. Raising CAFE standards
leads automakers to create a more fuel-efficient fleet, which improves our nation’s
energy security, saves consumers money at the pump, and reduces GHG emissions
(U.S. DOT 2014). These standards are periodically updated and published through
the federal rulemaking process.

State
California has been innovative and proactive in addressing GHG emissions and

climate change by passing multiple Senate and Assembly bills and executive orders
(EOs).
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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 thereatter.

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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2020 levels. Of these, 79.4% were COz2, 11.5% were CHas, and 6.2% were N20; 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

3.0% Agriculture
HFCs, PFCs, SFs and NF3 10%

Commercial &
Residential
13%

(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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Figure 4. California 2020 Greenhouse Gas Emissions
by Economic Sector
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Figure 5. Change in California GDP, Population, and GHG Emissions since
2000
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AB 32 required ARB to develop a Scoping Plan that describes the approach
California will take to achieve the goal of reducing GHG emissions to 1990 levels by
2020, and to update it every 5 years. The AB 32 Scoping Plan and the subsequent
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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 e The SCS prepared as part of Connect
Governments 2020-2045 Regional SoCal complies with the emission
Transportation Plan/Sustainable reduction targets established by ARB and

Communities Strategy (September 3, 2020) 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:

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

¢ Enhance the preservation, security, and
resilience of the regional transportation
system

e Reduce greenhouse gas emissions and
improve air quality

e 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

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

1L520 Initial Study * 68



Chapter 3 ¢ Climate Change

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

San Bernardino Countywide Plan ¢ Policy NR-1.7: Greenhouse gas reduction
(September 2022) targets. We strive to meet the 2040 and
2050 greenhouse gas emission reduction
targets in accordance with state law.

e 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 e OnRoad-1 Alternative Fueled Transit

Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan (March Fleets

2021) e OnRoad-2 Encourage Use of Mass
Transit

e OnRoad-3 Transportation Demand
Management and Synchronization

e OnRoad-4 Expand Bike Routes

e OnRoad-5 Community Fleet
Electrification

o 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, CHa4, N20, and HFCs. CO2 emissions are a
product of burning gasoline or diesel fuel in internal combustion engines, along with
relatively small amounts of CHs4 and N20. A small amount of HFC emissions related
to refrigeration is also included in the transportation sector. (GHGs differ in how
much heat each traps in the atmosphere, called global warming potential, or GWP.
CO:2 is the most important GHG, so amounts of other gases are expressed relative
to COz2, using a metric called “carbon dioxide equivalent”, or COze. The global
warming potential of CO:z is assigned a value of 1, and the GWP of other gases is
assessed as multiples of COz2.)

The CEQA Guidelines generally address greenhouse gas emissions as a cumulative
impact due to the global nature of climate change (Pub. Resources Code, 8
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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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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Table 3-1 Construction Emissions

Alternative Total Construction
Construction Emissions
Days (metric tons of
COZe)
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 120 661 Tons
Bridge Construction)

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

CEQA Conclusion

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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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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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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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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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

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 Dratft 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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Comment 1:

la

From: 50 SF Beain Redlands Uity Request
To: L8.11520 Comments @007

ce: 5CE SF Reqien Redinnds Uity Request
Subject: 7/5724- Lyte Cresk. fridge Seisric Retroft
Date: Tuesday, uly 8, 2024 1:43.50 K
Attachments: 2

20240709:31951 o

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.

Hella,

| just reviewed the documents regarding Lytle Creek Bridge Seismic Retrofit,

SoCalGas Distribution does not appear to have a conflict with this project. We do have
facilities in the area crossing State Route 210 at Pepper Ave and N California St. We Also
have Facilities on W Highland Ave that ends approximately 165" West of the RailRoad
overpass. Please feel free to reach out if you have any questions.

Please note on case to have Developer contact 811/ USA at DigAlert | Utility Locating
Calitornia | Underground Wire & Cable Locator prior to any excavation / demolition
activities so we can Locate & Mark cut our facilities.

If the Developer needs new gas service, please have them contact our Builder Services
group to begin the application process as scon as practicable, at

To avoid delays in processing requests and notifications, please have all
new Franchise corespondence sent to our Utility Request inbox, at

SCGSERegionRedlandsUtilityRequest@semprautilities.com

I cover the Southeast Reglon — Redlands.

SCGSE { i stilities.com would be your contact for
requests in the southeastern ends of LA County, Riverside County, San Bernardino &
Imperial Counties.

Southeast Region - Anaheim office which is all of Orange County and the southern ends
of Los Angeles County; therefore, any Map and/or Will Serve Letter requests you have in
these areas please send them to

il ', Qm

Northwest Region - Compton HQ For West and Central LA County, your Map Request
and Will Serve Lattars, will go to SCG-ComatonUtili autilities.com

Northwest Region - Chatsworth

Response to Comment 1:

la: 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.
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For any requests from the northern most parts of LA County all the way up to Visalia, San
Luis Obispo, Fresno and Tulare you would contact

DistributionUtilityR @

1 ;g
For Transmission requests, please contact SoCalGas Transmission, at
SoCalGasTransmissionUtili uest@semprautilities.co

Thank you,

Josh Rubal

Lead Planning Associate

Distribution Planning & Project Management
Redlands HQ - Southeast Region

{213) 231-7978 Office

m SoCalGas.
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Comment 2:

2a

From: Erent Merideth

To: D8 11520 Comments@®DOT

Subject: Highland Ave Lytle Creek Bridge Retrofit
Date: Friday, July 5, 2024 3:13:09 PM

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.
To whom it may concern at Caltrans Dist 8,

Please use this retrofit opportunity to improve the environment for people riding bicycles
between and through San Bernardino and Rialto. Drivers have full access to four lanes in cach
direction on the 210 freeway. Highland is the only east‘west route for bicycles for miles in
either direction. Existing infrastructure throughout the county is overbuilt for cars and
underserves road users not in a car, but the current environment for bicyclists in that area is
somehow even worse.

Highland Avenue provides access to Frisbee park, Renaissance Marketplace, and Lytle Creck
Road for cyclists heading west, and for cyclists heading east, Cal State San Bernardino and
downtown SB.

‘The Highland Avenue speed limit of 45 mph is too [ast for anyone to ride comfortably with
only a painted stripe separating motorized traffic from non-motorized traffic. Please consider

physical separation of the bike space from the car space via a combination of K-rails, bollards,

curbs, bullers.

Tinvite anyone at CalTrans to ride between the cities of San Bernardino and Rialto (I'll go
100!) to see how every thoroughfare between the two cities is a combination of hostile and
terrifying. We should be encouraging people to explore alternatives to cars, yet these
thoroughfares are punishing to anyone trying to travel by anything other than a car.

Thanks
Brent Merideth
909-723-4884

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
of bicyclists and pedestrians.
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Comment 3:

Main Office - 825 East Third Street, San Bemardino, CA 92415-0835 | Phone: 909 387 7610 Fax: 900.387.7911
< Y H 9 Noel Castillo, P.E.
SAN BERNARDING De[‘)::mlfnt of Pu\kln W"orks it

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

COUNTY %

August 12, 2024
Transmitted Via Email
File: 10(ENV)-4.01
California Department of Transportation, District 8
Attn: Antonia Toledo, Environmental Branch Chief
454 West 4th Street, MS-820
San Bernardino, CA 82401-1400
D8.1L.520.Comments@dot.ca gov

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 following comments are provided:

Permits Division (Johnny Gayman, Engineering Manager, 908-387-7995):
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
3a major district facilities: Island Levee (which is also a CORPS facility); Lytie Creek Wash and
Cajon Wash; and the Muscoy Levee (which is also a CORPS facility). This project will
require a District Permit if it does any work, construction or encroachment onto District right-
of-way. If you have any questions regarding this process, please contact the FCD Permit

L_  Section at (909) 387-7995.

Operations Support Division (Michael Fam, P.E., Engineering Manager, 909-387-8120):

2. From the information provided it appears that there may be some impact to the District right-
of way or facility located at the District's Lytle Creek (2-202-1C) and the 210-Fwy. Any
encroachments including, but not limited to: access for grading, grading on, access for

3b construct or repair, and stockpiling or staging on the District's right-of-way or facilities will

require a fully executed permit from the District prior to start of any construction 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 Bernardino County

Flood Control Permit Section at (909) 387-7995 for further information regarding this

L process.

BOARD OF SUPERY

Co Paut. Coox (Rex) Jussi Arminbarez  Daws Rows Cutr Haguan
Vice Chairman, Fiot Distrct. Seo Chai, T Fourth Distict

Jo Baca, Ji.
i Thd Disteict Filth Distict

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
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”.

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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3c
3d
3e

3f

39

r

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 2 of2

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 within Zone AE.

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

5. Prior to any encroachment on District right-of-way, a permit shall be obtained from the
District's Flood Control Operations Division. Other on-site or off-site improvements may be
required, which cannot be determined at this time.

6. We have reviewed the Hydrology section of the Initial Study/Miti N Dt
for the proposed project; however, due to the absence of FEMA hydrolugy or hydrauIK:
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, | would like to thank you again for allowing the San
Bernardino County Department of Public Works the opportunity to comment on the above-
referenced 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:ml

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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Comment 4:

From: Toledo on behalf of D8 11520
To:
ce: i i
Subject: RE: State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge - CEQA
Date: Thursday, July 18, 2024 3:55:00 Pt
Attachments: 10520 HES FINAL odf

ima0eQ0l.0n0

11520 Water Ouality Ouestionnaire.cdf

11520 Location Hydraulic Stud.pdf

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

Per your 7/16/24 email below, attached are the requested technical documents. Please note the
Qctober 2023 date identified for the Water Quality Questionnaire is an error in the Draft
Environmental Document (DED). The correct date for this document is April 2024, which will be
included as a correction in the Final Environmental Document (FED).

Regards,

Antonia Toledo, MS

Branch Chief, Env. Studies D

Caltrans Division of Environmental Planning
464 \. 4 Street, M5-820

San Bernardino, CA 92401-1400

Email: Antonia.Toledo@dot.ca.gov

Mobile: {909) 501-5741

Teleworking: Mondays, Tuesdays, and Fridays

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

Sent: Tuesday, July 16. 2024 7:53 AM

To: D8 11520 Comments@DOT <D8.1L520.Comments @dot.ca.gov>
Subject: State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge - CEQA

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.

Good Morning,

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

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

Response to Comment 4:

4a: Thank you for your comment letter. The electronic copies of
the requested technical studies were sent by Caltrans via emalil
on July 18, 2024 to the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife.
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4a

regulatory authority under Fish and Game Code.

To complete our review, we are requesting a capy of the following technical studies:

Lacation Hydraulic Study (October 2023]
Natural Environment Study (January 2024)
Water Quality Questionnaire (October 2023

Thanks,

Alisha Curtis, MPH

Caltrans Liaison/Senior Environmental Scientist (Specialist)
California Department of Fish and Wildlife

Inland Deserts Region | Habitat Conservation

3602 Inland Empire Blvd, Suite C-220, Ontario, CA 81764
Cell: 808-544-2522
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Comment 5:

Docusign Envelope I0: 44C80E2B-TB7C-410E-958F-AZSCESORS 863

State of California — Natural Resources Agenc GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor b
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE CHARLTON H. BONHAM, Director ‘

Inland Deserts Region

# 3602 Inland Empire Boulevard, Suite C-220
Ontario, CA 91764

wew wildlife ca gov

August 2, 2024
Sent via email.

Antonia Toledo

Senior Environmental Planner

California Department of Transportation, District 8
464 West Fourth Street, Sixth Floor, MS 820

San Bernardino, CA 92401-1400

Dear Antonia Toledo

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.”

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

CDFW ROLE

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

CDFW s also i ts as a ible Agency under CEQA. (Pub.
Resources Code, § 21069; CEQA Guidelines, § 15381.) CDFW expects that it may need
to exercise regulatory authority as provided by the Fish and Game Code. As proposed, for
example, the Project may be subject to CDFW's lake and streambed alteration regulatory
authority. (Fish & G. Code, § 1600 et seq.) Likewise, to the extent implementation of the
Project as proposed may result in "take” as defined by State law of any species protected
under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) (Fish & G. Code, § 2050 et seq.),
the project proponent may seek related take authorization as provided by the Fish and
Game Code.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY

Proponent: Caltrans District 8

Objective: The objective of the Project is to retrofit or replace Lytle Creek Bridge (Bridge
No. 54-0422). Project alternative activities include:

Alternative 1 — No Build.

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

1 CEQA is codified in the California Public Rescurces Code in section 21000 et seq. The "CEQA Guidelines
are fourd in Title 14 of the California Cade of Regulations, commencing with section 15000

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
BI0O-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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Docusign Envelopa ID: 44C3DE3E-7B7C-1DB-858F-A25CE0RE83

Antonia Toledo, Branch Chief

California Department of 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 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 Bridge Cor ion): This
alternative proposes to replace the existing bridge over Lytle Creek with a new 336-
foot-long and 72-foot-wide concrete bridge. The proposed 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 to allow 10-foot in direction. The
existing bridge would be removed completely and reconstructed, which requires a
full road closure and a traffic detour.

For all alternatives, there is roadway work which includes upgrading the guardrail to
current standard, and replacing the AC approach/departure roadway p located
at both ends of the structure. The 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 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.

Location: City of San Bernardino, in San Bermardino 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

CDFW offers the comments and recommendations below to assist Caltrans District 8 in
adequately identifying and/or mitigating the Project’s significant, or potentially significant,

direct and indirect impacts on fish and wildlife (biological) resources. Editorial comments or
other suggestions may also be included to improve the document. Based on the Project's

avoidance of significant impacts on bit with of mitigation
measures, CDFW concludes that a Mitigated Negative Declaration is appropriate for the
Project.

5h: 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
BI0O-36 in the Final ISMND, as recommended.
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Dosusign Envelope I0: 14CELE3E-TE7C-47 DE-05F-ADICESI BEEE3

Antonia Toledo, Branch Chief

California Department of Transportation, District 8
August 2, 2024

Page 3

I.  Project Description 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 CDOFW or
USFWs?

COMMENT #1: Californi Species Act ization (Fish & G. Code §
2081)

Page v-vi; Section 1.7, Page 6; Section 2.1.4 (a), Page 16-25; 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 Berardino Kangaroo Rat and Santa Ana River woollystar (addressed
in Comment 8)

Specific impact: Page 18 of the MND indicates that San Bernardino kangaroo rat (SBKR)
a CESA-listed species was captured during the 2023 trapping surveys and that "project
activities have the potential to impact SBKR habitat." Additionally, Mitigation Measures
BIO-14, BIO-15, BIO-16, BIO-17, BIO-18, and BIO-20 in the MND indicate handling and
relocation of SBKR, which constitutes CESA take, "by a biologist in possession of a federal
10(a)(1)(A) permit and a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with CDFW...for SBKR.”
Page 19 of the MND further states, “Final mitigation for this species... would require a
Section 2081(b} incidental take permit {ITP) from CDFW.” 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 anticipated to require coordination with United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
and possibly California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) for San Bemardino
Merriam’s Kangaroo Rat (SBKR}," making it unclear whether the Project is pursuing a
CESA authorization. Furthermore, due to Section 1.4 of the MND including geotechnical
borings under all alternatives, and Section 2.1.4 not clearly differentiating project impact
analyses from pre-project impact analyses, it can only be implied that measures cited
above apply to all alternative activities and therefore CESA take is anticipated during pre-
project activities.

Evidence impact would be significant: Take of CESA-listed species has been identified
within the MND. Take of any CESA listed species is prohibited except as authorized by
state law (Fish & G. Code, §§ 2080 & 2085). Consequently, if a Project, including Project
construction or any Project-related activity during the life of the Project results in take of
CESA-listed 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 Recommendations

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 will obtain take permitting, the MND may not
be able to determine whether the project can mitigate its impacts to less than significant
CDFW recommends the MND be revised and circulated to provide 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.

P ially Feasible Mitigatit CDFW the
inclusion of the below revisions to BIO-11, BIO-14, BIO-15, BIO-17, BIO-20, and BIO-21
in the final MND (edits are in strikethrough and bold) to ensure impacts to SBKR and their
habitats are mitigated to a level of less than significant.

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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Losusin Envelope 1D: A1CEDEE-/87C-11LE-955F-A2CESSELEE3

Antonia Toledo, Branch Chief

California Department of Transportation, District 8
August 2, 2024

Page 4

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. C i with approp agencies i ling CDFW shall may be
required prior to restarting activities.

BIO-14: Temporary SBKR exclusion fencing shall be constructed around the PIA as
determined by the qualified biologist in coordination with the Resident Engineer
(including ingress‘egress routes and staging areas) during 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 exclusionary fencing. The fencing will be
made of a smooth-faced material to prevent animals from climbing into the excluded
areas, such as Aqua 30 coextruded polyethylene liner, Animex™ fencing, or similar
material. The fencing will 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 rocky
soils, then the bottom 12 to 18 inches of the fencing will be folded out and sandbags
placed on the edges of the fencing. Installation of the exclusion fencing shall be
overseen by a qualified SEKR biologist or biological monitor.

Inspections of the exclusion fence shall be conducted daily. and any required
maintenance shall be performed immediately upon discovery or no later than one hour
before dusk on the day it was discovered. Once construction activities are complete,
the fencing will be removed. Fence installation and removal activities will be overseen
by a qualified SBKR biologist or biological monitor. 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 advance of the fence
installation crew/equipment. Any SBKR found during burrow excavation activities will
be released outside of the exclusion area into suitable habitat by the SBKR biologist. A
CESA Incidental Take Permit for SBKR shall be obtained prior to the start of
5a ground di: ing activities, i i ical surveys.

BIO-15: Following installation of the exclusionary fence, and prior to initial

ground disturbance (i.e., clearing 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 CDFW to conduct trapping studies for SBKR, and any
small mammals captured, including SBKR, will be released into adjacent suitable
habitat outside of the fence on the side nearest to the point of capture. The biologist will
live-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 biclogist will create a
temporary marking on all captured SBKR on the chest with a non-toxic marker to
identify any SBKR that reenter the exclusion area during the trapping effort. If there are
recaptures, the exclusion fence will be examined, repaired as necessary, and trapping
will be conducted until there are two consecutive nights with no SBKR captures, or until
the USFWS and CDFW have provided written approval to discontinue trapping. Once
the trapping effort has been complete, Project activities may commence within the
excluded areas. Inspections of the exclusion fence shall be conducted on a daily basis
and any required mair shall be i i 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 surveys.

BIO-17: A qualified biologist or biological monitor with SBKR expertise, subject to
USFWS and CDFW 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 subject to
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USFWS and CDFW approval. A CESA Incidental Take Permit for SBKR shall be
obtained prior to the start of ground disturbing activities, including geotechnical
surveys.

BIO-20: If a SBKR is injured as a result of Project-related activities, the permitted
SBKR biologist will i take itto an pproved wildlife tati
veterinary facility that has been identified before starting Project activities. Project
related injury or mortality of SBKR will be reported to USFWS and CDFW immediately
via phone call or email and a written report will be submitted to USFWS and CDFW
within three working days. Notification will include date, time, location of incident or
discovery of dead or injured animal, and any other pertinent information as required by
the Resource Agencies. A CESA Incidental Take Permit for SBKR shall be
obtained.

BIO-21: An annual report will be prepared by the SBKR biologist for submittal to
USFWS and CDFW that documents the Project's compliance with the SBKR- specific
avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures, effectiveness and practicality of
'such measures, and as needed recommendations for modification of the existing
measures to ensure continued protection of SBKR during Project activities. The report
will also provide summaries of WEAP trainings given. exclusion trapping results,
monitoring activities, and any observed SBKR, including injuries and mortalities, and
any other information as required by the Resource Agencies.

1I. Environmental Setting 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 #2: Burrowing Owl
Section 2.1.4 (a), Page 18-25

Issue: The MND does not adequately identify the Project's significant, or potentially
significant impacts to burrowing owl (Athene cuniculania), a Species of Special Concern
{SSC}.

Specific Impact: Project construction and activities may result in injury or mortality of
burrowing owl, disrupt natural burrowing owl breeding behavior. and reduce reproductive
capacity. Also, the Project may impact breeding, wintering. and foraging habitat for the
species. Habitat loss could result in local extirpation of the species and contribute to local,
regional, and State-wide declines of burrowing owl.

Why impact would occur: Page 16 of the MND indicates “focused studies for Special
status Species and a Delineation of Jurisdictional Waters and Wetlands were performed to
document the existing conditions of biological resources”; however. it does not indicate an
initial habitat assessment nor identifies which species had focused studies. Chapter 2 of
the Natural Environmental Study ? (NES} further details field reviews and specifies the
species of focused surveys, of which included: small mammal, vegetation, plants, bats,
and waters subject to Fish & G. Code § 1602. However, the analysis and subsequent
impacts to burrowing owl are not acknowledged nor discussed in either the MND or

Wis that the desktop analyses and general
biological field assessment for burrowing owl may not adequately assess the Project site
nor the surrounding area, and the potential for SSC to occur on or near the Project site.

2024, Natural =
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Burrowing owls could react to low level disturbances such as surveys, drive by, or minimal
ground disturbance/excavation.® The Project could generate noise and ground vibrations
more consistent with medium to high level disturbance. 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 S5C is a species, subspecies, or distinct population of an animal native to
California that currently satisfies one or more of the following (not necessarily mutually
exclusive) criteria:

« s 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 Act (ESA)-, but not CESA-, threatened,
or endangered; meets the State definition of threatened or endangered but
has not formally been listed;

is iencing. or formerly i , serious. yclic ]
declines or range i not that, if i or resumed, could
qualify it for State threatened or endangered status; and/or,

has naturally small populations exhibiting high susceptibility to risk from any
factor(s), that if realized, could lead to declines that would qualify it for 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 which
can be shown to meet the criteria for State listing. These SSC meet the CEQA
definition of rare, threatened, or endangered species (CEQA Guidelines, §
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 50, § 10.13). Sections 3503, 3503.5, and
3513 of the California Fish and Game Code prohibit take of all birds and their
active nests including raptors and other migratory nongame birds (as listed under
the Federal MBTA). It is unlaw/ful to take, possess, or needlessly destroy the nest
or eggs of any raptor

In California, burrowing owls are in decline primarily because of habitat loss, as well as
disease, predation, and drought. Burrowing owls 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.

Comments and Recommendations

Without information regarding accupancy of the site and how the site may be used by
burrowing owls (e.g., breeding, overwintering, foraging, etc.), the MND may not be able to
determine whether the project can mitigate its impacts to less than significant. CDFW
recommends the MND be revised and circulated to provide 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.

P i Feasible Mitigatis CDFW 1ds the
adoption of BIO-30 (NEW) below in the final MND to ensure impacts to $SC and their
habitats are mitigated to a level of less than significant.

3Francie, C D, CP. Orege, anc A Cruz 2008 Noise Poliution Changes Avian Commnities anc Species
Interactiors. Current Biolagy 19:1415-1418,
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BIO-30 (New): Pre-construction Burrowing Owl Surveys -The following burrowing
owl preconstruction surveys must be performed by a qualified biclogist: 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:
dfg.ca i ashx?D )= inline) prior to
vegetation removal or ground disturbing activities. If the preconstruction
surveys confinn occupied burrowing owl habitat, Project activities shall be
y halted. The shall i with CDFW and
prepare a Bun’owmg Owl Plan that shall be submitted to CDFW for review and
pp prior to Project activi and il the
of the Burrowing Owl Plan.

The g Owl Plan shall ibe p i monitoring.

i andfor mitigati acuons 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 if avoil
impacts to occupied burrowing owl habitat or burrows cannot be avonded Ihe
Burrowing Owl Plan shall also p
mitigation actions that will be i il i of burrow
exclusion (i.e., passive relocation) and c!nsure shall only be considered as a last
resort, after all other optlons have been evaluated as exclusion is not in itself an
ion method and has the possibility to result in

take.

The Burrowing Owl Plan shall identify It itigation for the t
or permanent loss of occupied burrow(s) and hablta( consistent with the
“Mmgatlon Impacts” section of the 2012 Staff Report and Caltrans shall

CDFW app igation prior to the initiation of Project
of mitigation land through a conservation easement
deededtoa nonproft conservation organization or publlc agency wnh a

conservation mission, and il ofa land
management plan to address long-ts logical ility and
maintenance of the site for burrowing owls, and funding for the mamtenance and
management of mitigation land through the eslahllshmem of a long-term funding
such as an If |mpacls to cannot be
avoided, infe ion shall be provi j or nearby suitable
habitat available to burrowing owls. If no suitable habitat is available nearby,
details regarding the creation and funding of amfclal burrows {numbers,
location, and type of ) and for
burrowing owls shall also be included in the Burrowing Owl Plan.

COMMENT #3: of

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 impacts 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 Jurisdictional Waters and Wetlands were performed to
document the existing conditions of biological resources": however, it does not indicate an
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initial habitat assessment nor identifies which species had focused studies. Chapter 2 of
the NES? further details field reviews and specifies the species of focused surveys, of
which included: small mammal, vegetation, plants, bats, and waters subject to Fish & G.
Code § 1602. However, the analysis and subsequent impacts to SSC bird and reptile
species are not acknowledged nor discussed within either MND document. CDFW is
concemned that the desktop analyses and general biological field assessment for SSC
birds and reptiles may not adequately assess the Project site nor the surrounding area,
and the potential for SSC to occur on or near the Project site. Additionally. the MND does
not identify Los Angeles pocket mouse and the NES?, while citing suitable habitat, does
not conduct appropriate analyses due to negative findings during the small mammal
surveys. 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 limited to, the following: Reptiles:
Southern California legless lizard (Annieila stebbinsi), California glossy snake (Arizona
elegans occidentalis). Birds: loggerhead shrike (Lanius judovicianus), Mammals: Los
Angeles pocket mouse (Perognathus longimembris brevinasus).

Recent surveys during the appropriate times of the year are needed to identify potential
impacts to biological resources; inform appropriate avoidance, minimization, and mitigation
measures; and determine whether impacts to biological resources have been mitigated to
alevel that is less than significant.

Evidence impact would be significant: 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 cmena for State listing. These species meet the CEQA definition of rare,

species (CEQA § 15380). A SSC is a species,
subspeues or dlsllncl population of an animal native to Califoria that currently satisfies
one or more of the following {not necessarily mutually exclusive} criteria

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

+ islisted as ESA-, but not CESA-, threatened, or endangered; meets the State
definition of threatened or endangered but has not formally been listed;

. s or formerly serious.

declines or range retractions (not reversed) that, if continued or resumed, could

qualify it for State threatened or endangered status; and/or

has naturally small populations exhibiting high susceptibility to risk from any

factor(s). that if realized. could lead to declines that would qualify it for CESA

threatened or endangered status.

.

lmpacls on SSC could require a mandatory finding u{s4gn|fcance under CEQA (CEQA

§ 15085). Compliance with CEQA is p on a complete and accurate
description of the environmental setting that may be affected by the proposed Project
COFWis that the of the existing seting with respect

to biological resources has not heen adequately analyzed in the MND. CDFW is
concerned that without a complete and accul rate descnpllun of the existing envlmnmental
setting. the MND likely provides an analysis of Proje :
environmental impacts and whether those lmpaas have been mitigated to a Iavel that is
less than significant. Section 15125(c) of the CEQA Guidelines states that knowledge of
the regional setting of a Project is critical to the assessment of environmental impacts, that
special emphasis should be placed on environmental resources that are rare or unique to
the region, and that significant enviranmental impacts of the proposed Project are
adequately investigated and discussed. Absent a thorough species impact analysis 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
information, then the mitigation measure should be updated, as provided below, to address
a scenario in which the site is determined to be occupied.
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y Feasible : CDFW
adoption of BIO-: 31 (NEW) be\ow in the final MND to ensure impacts to SSC and thelr
habitats are mitigated to a level of less than significant

BIO-31 (NEW): 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 Callfomla glossy snake. Prior to

ing any Project-related g d. i 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 biclogist should take a photo of
each location, map each location, and provide the specific species detected at
that lacation. The qualified biologist shall prowde a summavy reporl of SSC
surveys to Caltrans before any Project The
CDFW should be notified and lted g the of any special-
status wildlife species found on site durlng surveys If an Endangered Species
Act-listed species is found prior to or during grading of the site, the USFWS
should also be notified. i and may
need to be developed with CDFW/USFWS.

1ll. Mitigation Measure or Alternative and Related Impact Shortcoming

Would the Project have a substantial adverse effect, enher directly or lhrough

habitat modifications, on any species it asa or special
status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by CDFW or
USFWs?

COMMENT #4: Nesting Birds
Section Biological Resources (a), Page 16, 18; Appendix C

Issue: The Project may have impacts on nesting birds, including CESA-listed birds, SSC,
and commeon birds that are subject to Fish and Game Code Sections 3503, 3503.5, and
3513, and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918.

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

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 potentially result in the incidental loss of breeding 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.*

*Patricell, G. L., & Blickley, J. L. 2006. Avian Communication in Urban Noise: Gauses and Corsequences of
Vocal Agjustment. Tre Auk, 123(3), 639-549. ritps fidol.org/10.1642/0004-
E036(2006)123(639:ACIUNC]2.0.C0. 2

5 Haffwerk, W., L.J.M_ Holleman, C. M Lesselis, H. Slabbekaorn. 2011. Negative Impact of Traffic Noise on
Avian Reproductive Success. Journal of Applied Ecology 48:210-218
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Noise has also been shown to reduce the density of nesting birds® and songbird
abundance.” Additionally, noise exceeding 70 dB(A) may affect feather and body growth of
young birds.?

The timing of the nesting seasen varies greatly depending on several 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 earlier and later in the year than historical
nesting season dates. CDFW recommends the completion of nesting bird survey
regardless of time of year to ensure compliance with all applicable laws pertaining to
nesting and to avoid take of nests.

The duration of a pair to build a nest and incubate eggs varies considerably, therefore,
CDFVWY 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 monitoring may be ineffective for detecting nesting birds. This may
result in take of nesting birds. Project ground-disturbing activities such as grading and
vegetation clearing may result in habitat destruction. causing the death or injury of adults,
juveniles, eggs, or hatchlings. In addition, the Project may remove habitat by eliminating
native vegetation that may support essential foraging and breeding habitat.

Evidence impact would be significant: It 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 thereto. 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 take, possess, or destroy any birds in the orders Falconiformes or
Strigiformes (birds of prey) to take, possess, or destroy the nest or eggs of any such bird
except as otherwise provided by Fish and Game Code or any regulation adopted pursuant
thereto.

y Feasible
Measure or Altemahve and Related Impact Shortcommg)

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

BIO-29: Project activities shall not result in |mpa¢ts to neshng birds or resull in
the take or removal of nests or eggs. HRropeet
Sept3b—th ion nesting blrd

surveys must be conducted 3 days prior to conslruc(lon by a quallfec blologlst
experienced with: ldenlllymg local and Y bir bird
surveys using approp! survey Y nestmg surveying techniques,
recognizing breeding and nesting behaviors, Iocating nests and breed
temlones and |dent|fymg nestmg stages and nest success; determining/

p and ; and monitoring
the efficacy ol i and minimizati to locate and
avoid nesting birds. If an active avian nest is located, a no construction buffer (100 feet
for nonpasserine, 300 feet for passerine, and 500 feet for raptors) shall may be
established and monitored by the qualified biologist as long as construction is

©Francis, .., C P Ortega, and A Cruz 2009, Noise Pollution Changes Avian Communties ard Species
Interactions. Current Biology 19:1415-1419.

7 Bayne, E.M., L. Habib, and S. Boutin. 2008, Impacts of Chranic Anthropogenic Noise from Energy-Sector
Activity on Abundance of Songbirds in the Boreal Forest Conservation Biology, Volume 22 No. 5, 1186—
1183. Accessed viz hitps.//conbio.onlinelibrary wiley.com/doi10.11114.1523-1739.2008.00873.x

oKleist, N J, R P Guralnick, A Cruz, G A Lowry. and C. D. Francis. 2018 Chroric Anthropogenic Noise
Disrupts Glucocerticod Signaling and has Multiple Effects on Fitness in an Avian Community. Proceedings
of the National Academy of Scierces 115: EG46-E657
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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 medified as

needed by the qualified biologist if any nesting bird shows behavioral responses
- resulting from Project related activities.

COMMENT #5: Coastal California Gnatcatcher

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

Issue: The project may impact suitable habllat for coastal California gnatcatcher (Polioptita
), a er d species and California SSC). The Project

site contains suitable habitat for caasla\ California that was not
analyzed in the MND nor the NES2.

Specific impact: 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, juveniles, or eggs; nest abandonment: and reduced nest success.

Why impact would occur: Page 18 of the MND states "the BSA does not have suitable
riparian/dense riparian habitat capable of supporting these federally listed bird species:
Coastal California Gnatcatcher...” However, the range and distribution of the gnatcatcher
is closely aligned with coastal scrub vegetation, including Riversidean coastal sage scrub
communities,® not riparian habitat. Page 20 of the MND states “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.” Scale brcom scrub, as described by A
Manual of Cafifornia fon, is also as 1 and coastal sage scrub
under other classification systems.!” While the NES? 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, CDFWV is concerned that the impacts analysis was predicated on the wrong
habitat type.

Evidence impact would be significant: Coastal California gnatcatcher is an ESA listed
species and a California SSC. ESA-listed 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. CEQA
provides protection not only for State and federally listed species, but for any species
including. but not limited to SSC whlch can be shown to meet the criteria for State listing.
SSC's meet the CEQA i rare, , or species (CEQA
5e Guidelines, § 15065). Take of SSCs could require a mandatory finding of significance
(CEQA Guidelines, § 15065)

Coastal California gnatcatchers are non-migratory, territorial, and have been found not to
disperse far from their natal nests.’2 Thus, the preservation of sensitive natural
communities which they have been documented to utilize is paramount. Coastal California
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
California gnatcatcher and their habitat may be impacted, directly or indirectly, on and
within a reasonable distance of a proposed CEQA Project activity.

®U.S Fish and Wildlife Service. 2010. 5-Year Review: Coastal Calfornia Gnatcatcher. Accessed:

BZonaw: nonpublishi1683
R CNPS 2024 A Manual of Caltoma \iegetation, Cnline Edtion. hitp /ivews.crps. orgicnpsivegetation/;
searched on July 23, 2024. Calfornia Natve Plant Society, Sacramento, CA.
1 Baley, E. A. and P. J. Mook, (1998). Dispersal capabiliy of the Calfornia Gnatcatcher. 2
landscape analysis of distribution data. Western Birds 28:351-360
12 yandergast A G, Kus B.E, Preston KL etal. 2019, Distinguishing recent dispersal from historical
genetic connectivity in the coastal California gnatcatcher. Sci Rep 9, 1356. hitps:/idoi org/10.1038/s41598-
018-37712:2
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C and R

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 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.

y Feasible Mitigati CDFW the
adoption of BIO-32 (NEW) below in the final MND to ensure impacts to SSC and their
habitats are mitigated to a level of less than significant

BIO-32 (NEW): Prior to grading or other ground-disturbing activities are
proposed, a qualified biologist shall survey all potential nesting vegelatlon within
and adjacent to the site for nesting coastal Californi: g to
United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) 2019 survey protocol
guidelines, Caltrans shall complete focused surveys to be conducted prior to

ground di: i of three (3) surveys shall be
conducted at least one week apart to determine presencelahsence of coastal
California gnatcatcher. Surveys shall be by the Di

at the appropriate time of day/night, during appropriate weather i no
more than 3 days prior to the initiation of project activities. Survey ion shall
take into consideration the size of the project site; denslty, and complexity of the
habitat; number of survey partici survey ploy and shall
be sufficient to ensure the data is and Written and

mapped qualitative descriptions of plant

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 following the

field surveys, prior to ground disturbing activities. The results of the focused

surveys shall be provmed to CDFW and USFWS for review and approval prior to
of ground di:

COMMENT #6: Bats
Section 2.1.4 (a), Page 16. 18; Appendix C

Issue: The Project site contains suitable habitat for bats that was not analyzed in the MND
nor the NES?.

Why impact would occur: Year-round occupancy of cliff swallow (Petrochelidon
pyrrhonota) mud-nests by several bat species has been observed throughout California.’™
Page 81 of the NES? 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
hehaviors of bats and result in direct mortality or possible abandonment of a roost (e.g.,
maternity roost).

Evidence impact would be signi Bats are

are afforded protection by State law from take and/or harassment (Flsh & G. Code, § 41 50;
Cal. Code of Regs. § 251.1). Several bat species are considered SSC. A SSC isa
species, subspecies, or distinct population of an animal native to California that currently
satisfies one or more of the following (not necessarily mutually 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 State
definition of threatened or endangered but has not formally been listed;
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» is experiencing, or formerly experienced, serious (noncyclical) population
declines or range retractions (not reversed) that, if continued or resumed, could
qualify it for State lhreatened or endangered status: andfor

has naturally small high ibility to risk from any
factor(s), that if realized, could lead to declines that would qualify it for CESA
threatened or endangered status.

Impacts on SSC could require a mandatory finding 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 to be mitigated below a si level. , the Project tohavea
substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on a species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status species by CDFW.

Feasible Mitigation Measure: CDFW recommends following
the California Bat Working Group Guidance Document — Bats in Swallow Nests' and the
adoption of BIO-33 {NEW) below in the final MND to ensure impacts to bats are mitigated
to a level of less than significant.

BIO-33 (NEW): 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 hetween September 1 and Octoher 31, hut
local iti could dictate with a
bat biclogist is highly of p nests
shall only occul that night’s weather conditions are conduclve to bat activity,
that is, the conditions exclude severe winds, precipitatiol r low nighttime
temperatures (typically below 45°F). If any of these conditions are present, then
5f no removal can occur. Due to a higher potential for mortality, no removal should
occur during the hnbematmn season, wmch typically begins in November or
D on weather ) and i through mid-
February. However, upon weamer it 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 1.6
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 revlews of access actlvmes are strongly

Outside of bat season, prior to nest
remaval, a CDOFW-approved biclogist Mlth 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 addltlonal pleces of the nest shall be removed to make
it more unsuitable, followed by on days until
the bat leaves. If bats are present during inspections and do not depart on their

® Calfomia Sat Working Group 2022. Bats in
Availzble: hitps:#aw.calbatwg orgfresources!

vallow Nests (rev. 4 April 2022). Accessed 2024 July 18
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own after partial removal of nests {or if partial removal of nests is mleaslnle)
additional options may be considered in consultation with CDFW a
experienced bat biologists (e. 9. those with a Sclennfc Collectlng Perrmk to
handle bals and relevant bat-r
ona by basis. surveys that involve

iching 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 entanglemem of birds, bats, and other wildlife in the netting. Even with
best which are il below, 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 0.26-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.

COMMENT #7: Crotch’s Bumble Bee

Issue: The project may impact suitable habitat for Crotch's bumble bee {Bombus crotchir),
a CESA candidate species, and has the potential for take pursuant to Fish & G. Code, §
2081(b). This species was not acknowledged in the MND yet was discussed in the NES?
Additionally, suitable habitat was not sufficiently analyzed.

Specific impact: 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.

Why impact would occur: Page 84-85 of the NES? 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 small mammal burrows but may also nest
under perennial bunch grasses or thatched annual grasses, under-brush piles, in old bird
nests, and in dead trees or hollow logs.'""* Overwintering sites utilized by Crotch's
bumble bee mated queens include soft, disturbed soil*®, or under leaf litter or other debris.®
Ground di and removal with Project ion during
the breeding season could result in the incidental loss of breeding success or otherwise
lead to nest abandonment in areas adjacent to the Project site. Indirect, permanent
impacts include conversion of habitat through the introduction of invasive species. Without

sufficient or mitigation measures, the Project activities may resuit
in unmmgaled lempnral or permanen( loss of colonies, and suitable nesllng and inragmg
habitat

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

3 A Petizon 10 tne State of
Califorria Fsh and Game Comrmission to List Four Spec-s of Burblecees as Encangered Species.

1 Gouison, D. 2010 Bumbisbees: behavior, ecology, and consenvazon, Oxfore Uriversiy ress,

New Yark 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 full protection of a threatened
species under CESA. Take of any endangered, threatened, candidate species that results
from the Project is prohibited, except as authorized by State 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 $1/52. This means that the Crotch's bumble bee is
considered critically 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 Conservation Priority.'?

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

C and

Itis recommended to conduct desktop analyses and field reviews to appropriately evaluate
Project impacts. Absent a thorough species analysis and avoidance, minimization 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
information, then the mitigation measure should be updated, as provided below, to address
a scenario in which the site is determined to be occupied.

Feasible Mitigati following
the Survey Consit ions for California Speaes Act (CESA) Candidate
Bumble Bee Species™ and the adoption of BIO-34 (NEW), BIO-36 (NEW), and BIO-36

(NEW) below in the final MND to ensure impacts to Crotch's bumble bee and their habitats
Sg are mitigated to a level of less than significant.

BIO-34 (NEW): 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 Consit i for Calit i

Species Act (CESA) Candidate Bumble Bee Species.” If no CESA-pmlec(ed
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
and brief I ions: 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 descrlplmn of physlcal (e.g., soil, moisture, slope) and biological (.. -g-,
plant where each y is found. A

ion of i ily i habitat, should
include native plant composition (e.g., density, cover, and abundance) within

7 California Depatmert of wsh and Wildlife 2017. Califomia Terrestrial and Vernal Pno\ \wenebra es of

Consenvation Priority. m.dfg ca qeviFileHandler. zshx?Document|D=1482488in|
' California Department nF F\sh and Wilclfe 2023 Survey Considerations for Calfornia Fndangerrd

Species Act (CESA) Candidate Bumble Bee Species. Bumble Bee Survey Guidelines {ca qov;

§
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impacted habitat (e.g., species list separated by vegetation class; density,
cover, and abundance of each species).

BIO-35 (NEW): 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
An i plan should be il to CDFW prior to
i ject-related gt d-di i ivities and/or
removal where there may be impacts to Crotch’s bumble bee.

BIO-36 (NEW): 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 ratic comparable to the Project’s level of
impacts.

B COMMENT #8: Santa Ana River Woollystar

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

Issue: The project may impact suitable habitat for Santa Ana River woollystar (Erastrum
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 woollystar 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.

‘Why impact would occur: Page 17 of the MND acknowledges that there is suitable
habitat for this species; however, states that “none of these plant species ...were found
within the BSA during the 2023 rare plant focused surveys...and would result in no effect.”
While a floristic survey was conducted and had negative findings, CDFW recommends
careful consideration of the high potential to occur based on occurrence data, suitable
habitat present on site, and the dispersal nature of the species. CNDDB occurrences as
well as occurrences from Lytle Creek Conservation Bank document recent occurrences
adjacent to the Project site.'® Additionally, the species “thrives in open areas that receive a
lot of sun and where there are infrequent flood events that contribute to seed dispersal
Santa Ana River woolly-star grows in sandy areas and is a pioneer species, meaning that
it will take over previously unutilized habitat."?®

Evidence impact would be significant: Take of any CESA listed spedies is prohibited
except as authorized by state law (Fish & G. Code, §§ 2080 & 2085). Consequently, if a
Project, including Project construction or any Project-related activity during the life of the
Project results in take of CESA-listed species, CDFW recommends that the Project

seek iate at ion prior to Project i ion. This may include
an incidental take permit or a consistency determination (Fish & G. Code, §§ 2080.1 &
2081).

y Feasible Miti (
Measure or Alternative and Related Impact Shortcoming)

Mitigation Measure: To address the above issues and help the Project applicant avoid
unlawfully taking of special status plant species, CDFW recommends the inclusion of the
below revisions to BIO-6 and BIO-7 in the final MND (edits are in strikethrough and bold).

1 Wildlands. 2020. Lytle Greek Consenvation Bank, 2019 Montering Report
2 CDFW. 2015. Santa Anz River Woollystar.
hitps Avildlite ca qoviConservato

etorum
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BIO-6: Within the Spring 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:

dfg.ca. ashx? 18959) by a qualified
biologist experienced in conducting floristic botanical field surveys,
of plant and plant ecology and

plar

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 pelsonnel for work avoldance Speua\ status plant species detected

thatieat Kiple-ph local t be fenced with ESA fencing with
an appropriate buffer for visual identification to for work
avoidance.

BIO-7: If a special status plant species is found within the job site and cannot be
avoided fanced. but can survive transplantation, the qualified biologist must cantact the
Caltrans biologist to determine the time and suitable franslocation 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 prlor to work and translocation
occurring. Additional and acti at the time if such
L—  asituation occurs.

COMMENT #9: Editorial Commentary to Measures Proposed in the MND
Section 2.1.4 Biological Resources, Page 16-25; Appendix C

Issue: The project proposed multiple general BIO measures to ensure minimization
and avoidance of special status species. COFWW recommends the inclusion of the below
revisions to BIO-3, BIO-4, BIO-6, BIO-9, BIO-26, and BIO-29 as well as the adoption of
BIO-37 (NEW) in the final MND (edits are in strikethrough and bold).

BIO-3: To address impacts to CDFWV Sensitive Natural Communities, this area
shall be avoided and would-be delineated as an ESA with an appropriate buffer in
the plans andier described in the specifications.

BIO-4: If the CDFW Sensitive Natural Communities cannot be avoided, then this
habitat viill be restored on site via planting and:or seed mix. Planting and/or seed
mixes used for restoration of Project areas where CDFW Sensitive Natural
Communities are impacted shall contain a diverse array of appropriate native
plant species. Plantings and seed mixes applied shall be irigated as necessary
to ensure germination and establishment. Caltrans shall establish success
criteria and maintain {as needed) and monitor locations where planting or seed
es are applied for a imum of one-year to ensure successful germi
and establishment. Addi aml months or years ni maimzmmne and monitoring
shall occur if i fail iate Project impacted
areas within one-year of planllng or seed mix applucatlon

BIO-5: A qualified biologist must present a biological resource information
programWEAP for San Bemardina Kangaroo Rat, 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. 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,
5 i penalties for violations, and mitigation measures and (2) best practices for
managing waste and reducing ac! s 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,
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and the same instruction shall be provided for any new workers prior to their
performing any job site.

BIO-27: A qualified biologist must present a biological resource information
programWEAP for special status specieshabitat prior to Project activiies to

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 thase 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 wi 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 site.

BIO-9: To address impacts to special status wildiife species, including but not limited to
SBKR, artificial lighting shall be fully shielded and directed downward at the job site
to minimize light spillover onto the Lytle Creek WWash, if project activities occur
between dusk and dawn

BIO-25: To address impacts to nesting birds and roosting bats, artificial lighting

must be fully shielded and directed downward at the work site to minimize light
spillover outside of the construction footprint if Project activities occur at-night between
dusk and dawn.

BIO-37 (NEW): 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 inta surrounding areas or upward into the nigh
sky (see the ional Dark-Sky iation standards at i)
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.

ENVIRONMENTAL DATA

CEQA requires that information developed in environmental impact reports and negative
declarations be incorporated into a database which may be used to make subsequent or

ions. (Pub. Resources Code, § 21003, subd. (¢).)
Accardingly, please report any special status species and natural communities detected
during Project surveys to the California Natural Diversity Database {CNDDB). The CNNDB
field survey form can be filled out and submitted online at the following link:
https /iwildiife ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Submitting-Data. The types of information reported to
CNDDB can be found at the following link: vy 2 gov/Data/CNDDB/Plants-

-Animals.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT FILING FEES

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

CONCLUSION
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CDFW appreciates the opportunity to comment on the MND to assist Caltrang District 8 in
identifying and mitigating Project impacts on bialogical resources.
Questions regarding this letter or further coardination should be directed to COFPW Senior
Environmental Scientist {Specialist), Alisha Curtis, at (809) 544-2522 or by e-mail at
alisha curtis@wildlife.ca.gov.
Sincerely,

Tontarisis
ng Flsiortly

aElisworth
Environmental Program Manager

Attachments: (A) Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Plan

ce:  Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse. Sacramento

1L520 Initial Study « 106




Chapter 4 « Public Involvement and Draft IS Circulation

Dosusign Evseiope (D: 44CADESE-TBTC-41 DE-0560F-A25CESOBSEE)

State of California —

lat1r3] Resourses Aceroy GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE CHARLTON H. BONHAM, Director (&
Inland Deserts Region

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

A: Mitigation and P Plan
CDFW recommends the following language to be incorporated into the Final MND for the
Project.
Biological Resources (BIO)
Mitigation Measure (MM) Timing | Responsible
Party
BIO-3 | To address impacts to COFW Sensitive Natural Prior to Project

Communities, this area shall be avoided and wouwld-be. commencing | Proponent
delineated as an ESA with an appropriate buffer inthe | ground- or

plans and/or described in the specifications. vegetation
disturbing
activities.

BIO-4 | If the CDFW Sensitive Natural Communities cannot be Prior to Project
avoided, then this habitat will be restored on site via commencing | Proponent
planting and/or seed mix. Planting and/or seed mixes ground- or
used for restoration of Project areas where CDOFW vegetation

itive Natural C ities are impacted shall disturb
contain a diverse array of appropriate native plant activities.

species. Plantings and seed mixes applied shall be
irrigated as necessary to ensure germination and
establishment. Caltrans shall establish success
criteria and maintain {as needed) and monitor
locations where planting or seed mixes are applied for
a minimum of one-year to ensure successful

ination and i it months or
years of maintenance and monitoring shall cccur if

o
Project impacted areas within one-year of planting or
seed mix application.
BIO-5 | A qualified biologist must present a biological resource Prior to Project

i ion prog; P for San ino Kangaroo Proponent

Rat, bat species, sensitive plants. and nesting birds prior to | ground- or

Project activities to all personnel that will be present within | vegetation

the Project limits for longer than 30 minutes at any given disturbing

time. The WEAP shall include, but not limited to: (1) activities,
information about the bution and habitat needs of
any special-status species that may be present, legal
protections for those species, penalties for violations,

and and (2) best p i for
managing waste and reducing activities that can lead
to il of istic 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 site.

BIO-6 | Within the Sprng-seasen appropriate identification Prior to Project
periods for special-status plants, prior to ion, & i POl
preconstruction survey must be conducted according to ground- or
the CDFW 2018 Protocols for Surveying and vegetation

ing Impacts to Special-status Plant i disturbing
(found at: activities.
hitps:/inrm.dfg.ca.q il ashx?D: =

18959) by a qualified biologist experienced in conductin:
flaristic botanical field surveys, knowledgeable of
plant taxonomy and plant community ecology and
classification, familiar with the plants of the area,
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including special-status and locally significant plants,
and familiar with the apprapriate 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
plants in a single location must be fenced with ESA fencing
with an appropriate buffer for visual identification to

ion personnel for work avoidance

BIO-7 | Ifa special status plant species is found within the job site | Prior to Project
and cannot be avoided fenced, but can survive commencing | Proponent
transplantation, the qualified biologist must contact the ground- or
Caltrans biologist to determine the time and suitable vegetation
translocation area for the plant species to be moved. If | disturbing

CESA-listed plants are present and impacts cannot be | activities.
fully avoided, a CESA authorization shall be obtained
priar ta work and translocation occurring. Additianal
requirements and actions must be detemnined at the time if
such a situation oceurs.
BIO-9 | To address impacts to special status wildiife species, Prior to Project
including but nat fimited to SBKR, antificial lighting shall be | commencing | Proponent
fully shielded and directed downward at the job site to | ground- or

ize light spillover onta the Lytle Creek Wash, if vegetation

s occur hetween dusk and dawn. disturbing
activities.
BIO-11 | Ifduring Project activiies a SBKR is discavered vithin the | Prior to Project
Project site, all construction activities must stop and the | commencing | Proponent

Cattrans biologist and Resident Engineer must be notified. | ground- or
Coardination with appropriate agencies including CDFW | vepetation

shall may be required prior to restarting activities. disturbing
ativities
BI0-14 | Temporary SBKR exclusion fencing shall be constructed | Prior to Project
around the PIA as determined by the qualified biologistin | commencing ' Proponent
coordination with the Resident Engineer (including ground- or

ingressiegress routes and staging areas) during Project | vegetation
construction within suitable habitat where there s no barrier | disturbing
to SBKR movement (e.q., rip rap). No Project actisities will | activities.
be sllowed outside of the SEKR exclusionary fencing. The
fencing will be made of a smooth-faced material to prevent
animals from climbing into the excluded areas, such as
Aqua 30 coextruded polyethylene liner, Animex ™ fencing,
or similar material. The fencing will 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 installatian is not
passible due to extremely racky sails, then the bottom 12 to
18 inches of the fencing will be folded out and sandbags
placed on the edges of the fencing. Installation of the
exclusion fencing shall be averseen by a qualified SBKR
biolagist or biological manitor.

Inspections of the exclusion fence shall be conducted

daily, and any required maintenance shail be performed
immediately upon discovery of no later than one hour
before dusk on the day it was discovered. Once
construction activities are complete. the fencing will be
remaved. Fence installation and removal activities will be
overseen by a qualified SBKR biologist or biological
monitor. If potential SBKR burrows are found within the
proposed pathway of the exclusion fencing construction,
then the qualified SBKR biologist will either help the
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Tencing 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 advance of the fence
installation crewiequipment. Any SBKR found during
burrow excavation activities will be released outside of the
exclusion area into suitable habitat by the SBKR biologist.
A CESA Incidental Take Permit for SBKR shall be
obtained prior to the start of ground disturbing
activities, including geotechnical surveys.

BIO-15 | Following installation of the exclusionary fence, and prior to | Prior to Project
initial ground disturbance (i.e., clearing and grading), the | commencing | Proponent
fenced Project impact area will be trapped by a biologist in | ground- or

possession of a federal 10(a)(1)(A) permit and a vegetation
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with CDFW to disturbing
conduct trapping studies for SBKR. and any small activities.

mammals captured, including SBKR, will be released into
adjacent suitable habitat outside of the fence on the side
nearest to the point of capture. The biologist will live-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 will create a temporary marking on all captured
SBKR on the chest with a non-toxic marker to identify any
SBKR that reenter the exclusion area during the trapping
effort. If there are recaptures, the exclusion fence will be
examined, repaired as necessary, and trapping will be
until there are two ive nights with no

SBKR captures, or until the USFWS and CDFW have
provided written approval to discontinue trapping. Once the
trapping effort has been complete. Project activities may
commence within the excluded areas. Inspections of the
exclusion fence shall 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 Incidental Take
Permit for SBKR shall be obtained prior to the start of
ground disturbing activities, including geotechnical
[ surveys. N

BIO-17 | A qualified biologist or biological monitor with SBKR Prior to Project
expertise, subject to USFWS and CDFW approval, will be | commencing | Proponent
present when construction or ground-disturbing activities ground- or
(including exclusion fence or ESA fencing installationand | vegetation
removal) that could result in take of SBKR occurs in or disturbing
adjacent to habitat for SBKR. Following removal of SBKR | activities.
habitat within the areas inside the exclusion fence, the
presence of the qualified biolagist or biological monitor
may reduce to one or more days per week subject to
USFWS and CDFW approval. A CESA Incidental Take
Permit for SBKR shall be obtained prior to the start of
ground disturbing activities, including geotechnical
surveys.
BIO-20 | Ifa SBKR is injured as a result of Project-related activities, | Priorto Project
the permitted SBKR biologist will immediately take it to an | commencing | Proponent
agency-approved wildlife rehabilitation or veterinary facility | ground- or
that has been identified before starting Project activities. vegetation
Project related injury or mortality of SBKR will be reported
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to USFWS and CDFW immediately via phone call or email | disturbing
and a written report will be submitted to USFWS and activities.
CDFW vithin three viorking days. Notification will include
date, time, location of incident or discovery of dead or
injured animal, and any other pertinent information as
required by the Resource Agencies, A CESA Incidental
Take Permit for SBKR shall be obtained.

BIO-21 _An annual report will be prepared by the SBKR biologist for | Prior to Project
subittal to USFWS and CDFW that documents the commencing Proponent
Project's compliance with the SBKR- specific avoidance, | ground- or
minimization, and mitigation measures, effectiveness and | vegetation
practicality of such measures, and as needed disturbing

recommendations for modification of the existing measures | activities.
to ensure continued protection of SBKR during Project
activities. The report will also provide summaries of WEAP
trainings given, exclusion trapping results, monitoring
activities, and-any observed SBKR, including injuries and
mortalities, and any other information as required by
the Resource Agencies.

BIO-25 To address impacts to nesting birds and roosting bats, Prior to Project
artificial lighting must be fully shielded and directed commencing  Proponent
downward at the work site to minimize light spillover ground- or
outside of the construction footprint if Project activities vegetation
occur at-night between dusk and dawn. disturbing

activities.

BIO-27 A qualified biologist must present a biological resource Prior to Project
information programAVEAP for special status commencing  Proponent
speciesihabitat prior to Project activities to all personnel | ground- or

that will be present wiithin the Project limits for longer than | vegetation
30 minutes at any given time. The WEAP shall include, disturbing
but not limited ta: {1) information about the activities.
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 site.

BIO-29 Project activities shall not result in impacts to nesting | Prior to Project
birds or result in the take or removal of nests or eggs. | commencing Proponent
1 Projact activit -the-rest ; ground- or
generally regarded as Feb 1 — Sept 30, then vegetation
Pprecanstruction nesting bird surveys must be conducted | disturbing
3 days prior o construction by a qualified biclogist activities.

experienced with: identifying local and migratory bird
sspecies; 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; det; g/ establishing

an
and itoring the efficacy of i

and minimization measures to locate and avoid nesting
birds, If an active avian nest is located, a no construction
buffer (100 feet for nonpasserine, 300 feet for passerine,
and 500 feet for raptors) shall may-be established and
monitored by the qualified biologist as long as
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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-30 | Pre-construction Burrowing Owl Surveys -The Prior to Project
(NEW) ing ing owl p ‘uction surveys must | commencing | Proponent
be performed by a qualified biologist: one survey 14 to | ground- or
30 days prior to Project activities: one survey 24 hours | vegetation
prior to Project activities; and burrowing owl disturbing
preconstruction surveys shall be conducted in activities.
accordance with the 2012 Staff Report on Burrowing
Owl Mitigation (Staff Report) (See:
p dfg.ca.gov/Filet ashx D=

83843&inline) prior to vegetation removal or ground

i i ivities. | P uction surveys
occupied burrowing owl habitat, Project

shall be i i halted. The qualified
biolegist shall coordinate with CDFW and prepare a
Burrowing Owl Plan that shall be submitted to CDFW
for review and approval prior to commencing Project

d il ing the of the

an
Burrowing Owl Plan.

The Burrowing Owl Plan shall describe proposed

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

inimization and y mitigation actions
that will be i Proposed il ion 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 avoi inimization, or mitigation method
and has the possibility to result in take.

The Burrowing Owl Plan shall identify compensatory

itigation for the yor loss of

(s) and habitat i with the

“Mitigation Impacts” section of the 2012 Staff Report
and Caltrans shall implement CDFW approved

itigation prior to the initiation of Project activiti
F p ion of mitigation land through a
conservation easement deeded to a nonprofit
conservation organization or public agency with a
conservation mission, development and

ion of a mitigation land plan

to address long-ts i i ility 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
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nearby suitable habitat available to burrowing owls. If
no suitable habitat is available nearby, det
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 Owl Plan.
BIO-31 | Preconstruction Species Surveys —Caltrans should Prior to Project
(NEW; | retain a qualified biologist with experience surveying | commencing | Proponent
for special status species, including but not limited to: | ground- or
loggerhead shrike, Los Angeles pocket mouse, vegetation
Southern California legless lizard, and California disturbing
glossy snake. Prior to commencing any Project-related | activities.
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 ohe manth fram
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.

I 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 i

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
cD
BIO-32 | Prior to grading or other ground-disturbing activities Prior to Project
(NEW) |are proposed. a qualified biologist shall survey all commencing | Proponent
potential nesting vegetation within and adjacent to the | ground-or
site for nesting coastal California gnatcatcher vegetation
according to United States Fish and Wildlife Service disturbing
(USFWS) 2019 survey protocol guidelines. Caltrans activities.
shall complete focused surveys to be conducted prior
to ground disturbance activities. A minimum of three
(3) surveys shall be conducted at least one week apart
ta determine presencefabsence of coastal California

Designated Biologist at the appropriate time of
dayinight, during appropriate weather conditions, no
more than 3 days prior ta the initiation of project
activities. Survey duration shall take into
consideration the size of the project site; density, and
complexity of the habitat; number of survey

ici and shall
complete

be sufficient to ensure the data collecte
and accurate. Written and mapped
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of plant ities (i ing 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 following the
field surveys, prior to ground disturbing activities. The
results of the focused surveys shall be provided to
CDFW, and USFWS for review and approval prior to

ies.

of ground

BIO-33 | Timing: Mud-nest inspection and removal shall be Prior to Project
{NEW) |performed after young are volant {flying) but before commencing | Proponent

expected onset of seasonal torpor to the greatest ground- or

extent feasible to avoid direct impacts to bats. In many | vegetation

areas of the state, this removal window occurs disturbing

between September 1 and October 31, but local activities.

iti could dictate ise ane icati
with an experienced bat biologist is highly
Removal of previ 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 46°F). If any of these
conditions are present, then no removal can occur.
Due to a higher potential for mortality, no removal
sshould occur during the hibernation season, which

on weather conditions) and continues through mid-
February. However, dependent upon weather
condit

during ter if the forecast excludes the weather

bove. Mud-nests may be
inspected and removed at night (i.., 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 matemity or hibernation season, prior
to nest removal, a CDFW-approved biologist (with

i i ing a range of 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
nestto see le. 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 i again the
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Tollowing 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
ion with CDFW and i bat
biologists (e.g.. those with a Scientific Collecting
Permit to handle bats and relevant experience
implementing bat-related minimization and mitigation
by

surveys that invalve 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 he performed after its installation to identify
and repair damaged sections that could create
hazards for bats and birds.

BIO-34 | Due to suitable habitat within the Project site, a Prior to Project
{NEW) ed entomologist familiar with the species commencing | Proponent
behavior and life history should conduct surveys to | ground- or
determine the presencelabsence of Crotch's bumble | vegetation
bee. Surveys should follow CDFW'’s Survey disturbing

r forn| Species Act | activities
(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 recammended that a biological monitor be
onsite during vegetation or ground disturbing
activities. Survey results, including negative findings,
should be submitted to COFW prior to implementing
Project-related ground-disturbing activities. At
minimum, a survey report should provide the
follawing:
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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 condmons that should |nc|ude name(s)
of qualified and brief

date and time of survey; survey duration: general
weather conditions; survey goals, and species
searched.

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

d) A descnptlon of physmal (e.g.. soi monsture, slope)
(e.g., pl

where each nest/colony is lound A suff nt

of 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).

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.

ic studies are to ensure the

parameters of this measure are adhered to.

| BIO-35 | If Crotch’s bumble bee is detected, Caltrans in Prior to Project
{NEW) | consultation with a qualified ist should Proponent
develop a plan to fully avoid impacts to Crotch's ground- or
bumble bee. The plan should include e"ective, vegetation
specific, and feasible
avvldance plan should he submmed to CDFW pnor to | activities.
activities and/or vegetamm removal where there may
be impacts to Crotch’s bumble bee.
BIO-36 | If Crotch’s bumble bee is detected and if impacts to Prior to Project
(NEW) |Crotch’s bumble bee cannot be feasibly and fully commencing | Proponent
avoided during Project construction and activities, ground- or
Caltrans should coordinate with CDFW to obtain vegetation
appropriate permits for incidental take of Crotch’s disturbing
bumble bee and pravide appropriate mitigation for activities.
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-37 | Permanent Artificial Nighttime Lighting - Caltrans shall Prior to Project
(NEW) |ensure that all p artificial ni Proponent
lighting for the Project is fully shielded, cast ground- or
downward and directed away from surrounding open- | vegetation
space. reduced in intensity to the greatest extent disturbing
possible, and does not result in lighting trespass activities.
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https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/sustainability/resilience/
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/sustainability/initiative/
https://oceanservice.noaa.gov/hazards/sealevelrise/sealevelrise-tech-report.html
https://oceanservice.noaa.gov/hazards/sealevelrise/sealevelrise-tech-report.html
http://www.climateassessment.ca.gov/
https://www.transportation.gov/mission/sustainability/corporate-average-fuel-economy-cafe-standards
https://www.transportation.gov/mission/sustainability/corporate-average-fuel-economy-cafe-standards

Chapter 4 « Public Involvement and Draft IS Circulation

2023. Climate Action. January.
https://www.transportation.gov/priorities/climate-and-sustainability/climate-
action. Accessed: November 13, 2023.

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA). 2021. Final Rule to Revise
Existing National GHG Emissions Standards for Passenger Cars and Light
Trucks Through Model Year 2026. December.
https://www.epa.gov/regulations-emissions-vehicles-and-engines/final-rule-
revise-existing-national-ghg-emissions. Accessed: November 13, 2023.

2023a. Data Highlights. Inventory of U.S. Greenhouse Gas Emissions and
Sinks: 1990-2021. https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/inventory-us-
greenhouse-gas-emissions-and-sinks. Accessed: November 13, 2023.

2023b. Inventory of U.S. Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Sinks: 1990-2021.
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/inventory-us-greenhouse-gas-emissions-and-
sinks. Accessed: November 13, 2023.

U.S. Global Change Research Program. 2023. Fifth National Climate Assessment.
https://nca2023.qglobalchange.gov/chapter/front-matter/. Accessed: November
21, 2023.

1L520 Initial Study « 118


https://www.transportation.gov/priorities/climate-and-sustainability/climate-action
https://www.transportation.gov/priorities/climate-and-sustainability/climate-action
https://www.epa.gov/regulations-emissions-vehicles-and-engines/final-rule-revise-existing-national-ghg-emissions
https://www.epa.gov/regulations-emissions-vehicles-and-engines/final-rule-revise-existing-national-ghg-emissions
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/inventory-us-greenhouse-gas-emissions-and-sinks
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/inventory-us-greenhouse-gas-emissions-and-sinks
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/inventory-us-greenhouse-gas-emissions-and-sinks
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/inventory-us-greenhouse-gas-emissions-and-sinks
https://nca2023.globalchange.gov/chapter/front-matter/

Appendix AlList of Preparers

The following personnel contributed to the preparation of this document:
California Department of Transportation
- Antonia Toledo, Environmental Studies D, Branch Chief
- Jeanine Porter, Associate Environmental Planner
- Todd Kindred, Staff Transportation Engineer
- Fatima Islam, Transportation Engineer/Environmental Engineering
- 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

1L520 Initial Study « 119



Appendix B Title VI Policy Statement

il FC e STATF 73 ARG 0T 0 aaFrICY P IR TS S L TR W SRR Bl
California Department of Transportation

OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR
P.0. BOX 942573, ME—47 | SACRAMENTO, CA 94273-0001
[P16) 6548130 | FAX [¥18] 653-5776 TIY 711

wwrw Jologgoy

September 2023
NON-DISCRIMINATION POLICY STATEMENT

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

Caltrans will make every effort to ensure nondiscimination in all of its services,
programs and activities, whether they are federally funded or not, and that services

and bensfits are fairly distnbuted fo all people, regardless of race, color, or national
ongin. In addition, Caltrans will facilitate meaningful participation in the transportation
planning process in a non-dsciminatory manner.

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

For information or guidance on how to file a complaint, or obtain more information
regarding Title VI, pleasse contact the Title VI Branch Manager at [(714) 639-46392 or visit
the following web page: hitos.//dot.ca.goviprograms/civibrights Mitle-vi.

To obtain this information in an alternate format such as Braille or in a language other
than English, please contact the California Department of Transportation, Office of
Civil Rights, at PO Box $42874, M5-7%, Sacramento, CA $4274-0001; (714) 87F-47 68
(ITY 711); or at Idle Vigdot cg.gowv.

A
q*a ol <o
TONY TAVARES
Director

“Provide o sofe and refable trarsportation network fhot s=rves ol people ond respects the emdronment™
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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 Agency Date Expiration Notes

Type Received

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

[pate of ECR: January 2025 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 . PM
(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8
B emED (heD) Seismic Retrofit)
[] PS&E Submittal % EA 08-1L520
[] Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psgE | o
Task s[gnlﬂcant
Responsible for _ Complete Impacts
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measure/if 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
|[AQ-1: The project 12 Final IS Air Quality District/Design/ Final SSP 14-9 X
would be constructed CEQA Evaluation District Design,
in compliance with Section Environmental Constru
Caltrans’ Standard Engineering/ ction

Specifications,
Section 14-9 “Air
Quality” and Caltrans’
specifications for the
control of
construction-

Resident Engineer/
Contractor
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Date of ECR: January 2025 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58d-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 ) PM
(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8
B eAED (FeD) Seismic Retrofit)
[] PS&E Submittal % EA 08-1L520
[] Construction PN 080000090
‘ Generalist:
Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psee | for
significant
. Task .
Responsible for . Complete Impacts
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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
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
qualified
archaeologist can
evaluate the nature
and significance of

Engineer/Contract
or
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Date of ECR: January 2025 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58d-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 ) PM
(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8
B eAED (FeD) Seismic Retrofit)
[] PS&E Submittal % EA 08-1L520
[] Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
‘ Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psee | for
. Task s[gn|f|cant
Responsible for . Complete Impacts
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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 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 District Environmental Studies/District Design,
are found, the county Cultural Resources Design/Resident Constru
coroner shall be Engineer/Contract | ction
notified and ALL or
construction activities
within 50 feet of the
discovery shall stop.
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Date of ECR: January 2025 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58d-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 ] PM
(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8
Project Phase: : : :
||Z| PA/ED (FED) SelsmIC RetI’OfI'[)
[] Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
‘ Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psgE | . for
significant
i Task impacts
Responsible for . Complete p
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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

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

1L520 Initial Study « 125




Date of ECR: January 2025 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58d-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 ) PM
(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8
B eAED (FeD) Seismic Retrofit)
[] PS&E Submittal____ % EA 08-1L520
[] Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psgE | . for
Task s[gn|f|cant
Responsible for Complete Impacts
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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
BlO-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 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58d-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 ] PM
(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8
Project Phase: : : :
||Z| PA/ED (FED) SelsmIC RetI’OfI'[)
[] Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
‘ Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psgE | . for
significant
i Task impacts
Responsible for . Complete p
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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

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 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58d-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 ] PM
(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8
B eAED (FeD) Seismic Retrofit)
[] Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psee | for
Task s[gn|f|cant
Responsible for Complete Impacts
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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-3: To address 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X
impacts to CDFW January 2024 District Design,
Sensitive Natural Environmental Constru
Communities, this Planning / ction
area would be Resident Engineer
delineated as an ESA / Contractor
in the plans and/or
described in the
specifications.
[BIO-4: If the CDFW 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X
Sensitive Natural January 2024 District Design,
Communities cannot Environmental Constru
be aVOided, then this Planning / ction
habitat will be Resident Engineer
restored on site via / Contractor
planting and/or seed
mix.
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Date of ECR: January 2025 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58d-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 ] PM
(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8
B eAED (FeD) Seismic Retrofit)
[ ] PS&E Submittal % EA 08-1L520
[] Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
for
I?rii‘kE si.gnificant
Responsible for . Complete Impacts
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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
BI1O-5: A qualified 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X
biologist(s) shall January 2024 District Design,
present a biological Environmental Constru
resource information Planning / ction
program/WEAP for Resident Engineer
SBKR, bat species, / Contractor
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.
B10O-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 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58d-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 ] PM
(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8
Project Phase: : : :
||Z| PA/ED (FED) SelsmIC RetI’OfIt)
[] PS&E Submittal % EA 08-1L520
[] Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
‘ Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psgE | . for
significant
i Task impacts
Responsible for . Complete p
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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
for special-status Environmental Constru
plants, prior to Planning / ction

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

Resident Engineer
/ Contractor
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Date of ECR: January 2025 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58d-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 ] PM
(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8
Project Phase: : : :
||Z| PA/ED (FED) SelsmIC RetI’OfIt)
[] Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
‘ Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psgE | . for
significant
i Task impacts
Responsible for . Complete p
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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

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 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58d-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 ] PM
(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8
Project Phase: : : :
||Z| PA/ED (FED) SelsmIC RetI’OfI'[)
[] Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
‘ Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psgE | . for
significant
i Task impacts
Responsible for . Complete p
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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

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 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58d-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 ] PM
(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8
B eAED (FeD) Seismic Retrofit)
[ PS&E Submittal % EA 08-1L520
[] Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psgE | . for
Task s[gn|f|cant
Responsible for Complete Impacts
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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-7: If a special 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X
status plant species is January 2024 District Design,
found within the job Environmental Constru
site and cannot be Planning / ction

lavoided, 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

Resident Engineer
/ Contractor
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Date of ECR: January 2025 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58d-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 ) PM
(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8
B eAED (FeD) Seismic Retrofit)
[] PS&E Submittal % EA 08-1L520
[] Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psee | for
. Task s[gn|f|cant
Responsible for . Complete Impacts
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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
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 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X
impacts to SBKR January 2024 District Design,
habitat, special status Environmental
plants, and CDFW Planning /
|Sensitive Natural Resident Engineer
Communities, this
area would be
delineated as an ESA
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Date of ECR: January 2025 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58d-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 ] PM
(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8
B eAED (FeD) Seismic Retrofit)
[] PS&E Submittal % EA 08-1L520
‘IZI Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psgE | . for
Task s[gn|f|cant
Responsible for Complete Impacts
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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
in the plans and/or
described in the
specifications.
[B10-9: To address 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X
impacts to special January 2024 District Design,
status wildlife species, Environmental Constru
including but not Planning / ction
gr:t]ilftii(ijaltcl)igsh?ilggR ’shaII Resident Engineer
be directed at the job / Contractor
site to minimize light
spillover onto the
Lytle Creek Wash
when activities occur
at night.
[BIO-10: To address 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X
impacts to SBKR and January 2024 District Design,
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Date of ECR: January 2025 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58d-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 ] PM
(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8
B eAED (FeD) Seismic Retrofit)
[] PS&E Sut_)mittal_ % EA 08-1L520
[] Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psgE | . for
Task s[gn|f|cant
Responsible for Complete Impacts
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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
their critical habitat, Environmental Constru
avoid construction Planning / ction
activities outside of Resident Engineer
designated work / Contractor
areas and within
critical habitat.
[BIO-11: If during 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X
Project activities a January 2024 District Design,
SBKR is discovered Environmental Constru
within the Project site, Planning / ction

all construction
activities must stop
and the Caltrans
biologist and Resident
Engineer must be
notified. Coordination
with appropriate
lagencies, including

Resident Engineer
/ Contractor
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Date of ECR: January 2025 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58d-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 ] PM
(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8
B eAED (FeD) Seismic Retrofit)
[] Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psgE | . for
Task s[gn|f|cant
Responsible for Complete Impacts
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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 and USFWS,
shall be required prior
to restarting activities.
[B1O-12: To prevent 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X
inadvertent January 2024 District Design,
entrapment of animal Environmental Constru
species during project Planning / ction

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

Resident Engineer
|/ Contractor
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Date of ECR: January 2025 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58d-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 ] PM
(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8
Project Phase: : : :
||Z| PA/ED (FED) SelsmIC RetI’OfI'[)
[] Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
‘ Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psgE | . for
significant
i Task impacts
Responsible for . Complete p
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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

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 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58d-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 ] PM
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[ ] PS&E Submittal % EA 08-1L520
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Generalist:
Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psgE | . for
Task s[gn|f|cant
Responsible for Complete Impacts
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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
[B1O-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 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A, X
construction, an January 2024 District Design, | 14-6.03(D)1
SBKR exclusionary Environmental Constru
fencing will be Planning / ction
installed around the Resident Engineer
Project Impact Area, / Contractor
including ingress and
egress routes and
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[] Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
‘ Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psgE | . for
significant
i Task impacts
Responsible for . Complete p
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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

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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TBD
Mitigation
psgE | . for
significant
i Task impacts
Responsible for . Complete p
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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

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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Responsible for . Complete p
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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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Generalist:
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ECL:
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. Task .
Responsible for . Complete Impacts
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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
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
be present when
construction or
ground-disturbing
activities (including
exclusion fence or

Resident Engineer
/ Contractor
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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 willbe | 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X
either removed from January 2024 District Design,
the Project site on a
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‘ Generalist:
Jeanine Porter
ECL:
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psgE | . for
. Task s[gn|f|cant
Responsible for . Complete Impacts
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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
daily basis or will be Environmental Constru
deposited in wildlife- Planning / ction
proof containers on Resident Engineer
site to prevent / Contractor
attraction of potential
predators to the
SBKR.
BIO-17: Pipes or 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X
conduit 1.5 inches or January 2024 District Design,
larger in diameter and Environmental Constru
any Unﬁ”ed h0|es and P|anning / Ction
trenches will be Resident Engineer
inspected for SBKR / Contractor
each morning prior to
the start of daily
construction activities.
Unburied pipes or
conduit laid in
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psgE | . for
significant
i Task impacts
Responsible for . Complete p
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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

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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Project Phase: : : :
[] Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
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TBD
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psee | for
. Task s[gn|f|cant
Responsible for . Complete Impacts
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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
and CDFW within 24
hours.
BIO-18: If a SBKR is 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A, X
injured as a result of January 2024 District Design, | 14-6.03(D)1
Project-related Environmental Constru
activities, Caltrans will Planning / ction
immediately halt Resident Engineer
construciton activities / Contractor
and consult with
CDFW and USFWS
within 24 hours.
BIO-19: After the start | 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A, X
of each calendar year, January 2024 District Design, | 14-6.03(D)1
and at least seven Environmental Constru
days prior to initiating Planning / ction
action activities, Resident Engineer
Caltrans will submit to / Contractor
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Responsible for . Complete p
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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 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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Responsible for . Complete p
Development Action(s) Taken to under
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Mitigation Measures | Page Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: Explanation here Initials | YES | 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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psgE | . for
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Responsible for . Complete p
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Mitigation Measures | Page Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: Explanation here Initials | YES | 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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Generalist:
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psee | for
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Responsible for Complete Impacts
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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
qualified biologist and
Resident Engineer
must be notified.
Coordination and
potential reinitiation
with the Service will
be required prior to
restarting activities.
BI0O-20: Prior to the 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X
start of construction, January 2024 District Design,
Caltrans will Environmental Constru
contribute to funds to Planning / ction
the Cajon Creek Resident Engineer
Conservation Area, or / Contractor
other Service
approved mitigation
area, for the
enhanced and/or
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Mitigation Measures | Page Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: Explanation here Initials | 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
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.

Resident Engineer
|/ Contractor
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Generalist:
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psgE | . for
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Responsible for . Complete p
Development Action(s) Taken to under
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Mitigation Measures | Page Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: Explanation here Initials | YES | O
B10-22: Should pre- 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X
construction bat January 2024 District Design,
habitat assessments Environmental Constru
warrant further Planning / ction

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

Resident Engineer
/ Contractor
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bridge before the
hibernation season
(Sept1 - 0Oct 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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Mitigation Measures | Page Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: Explanation here Initials | YES | O
completion of
construction.
BIO-23: To address 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X
impacts to nesting January 2024 District Design,
birds and roosting Environmental Constru
bats, artificial lighting Planning / ction
must be directed at Resident Engineer
the work site to / Contractor
minimize light
spillover outside of
the construction
footprint if Project
activities occur at
night.
B1O-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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. Task .
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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.
B10O-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

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
ime. The WEAP shall

Resident Engineer
/ Contractor
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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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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.
B10-26: 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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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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the vicinity of the
observation.
BIO-27: Project 85 NESMI Approved District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A, X
activities shall not January 2024 District Design, | 14-6.03(D)1
result in impacts to Environmental Constru
nesting birds or result Planning / ction

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

Resident Engineer
/ Contractor
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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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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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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.
BI1O-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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following burrowing Planning /

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

Resident Engineer
/ Contractor
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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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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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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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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.

1L520 Initial Study « 168




Date of ECR: January 2025 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58d-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 ] PM
(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8
Project Phase: : : :
||Z| PA/ED (FED) SelsmIC RetI’OfIt)
[] Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
‘ Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psgE | . for
significant
i Task impacts
Responsible for . Complete p
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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 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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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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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 owils. If no
suitable habitat is
available nearby,
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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.
B10-29: 28 Final environmental District Design / Pre- SSP 14-6.03A, X
Preconstruction document District construc | 14-6.03(D)1
Species Surveys — Environmental tion
Caltrans should retain Planning /
a qualified biologist Resident Engineer
with experience / Contractor
surveying for special
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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
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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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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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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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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.
B10-30: Timing: Mud- | 28 Final environmental District Design / Pre- SSP 14-6.03A, X
nest inspection and document District Constru | 14-6.03(D)1
removal shall be Environmental ction
performed after young Planning /
are volant (flying) but
before expected onset
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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

1L520 Initial Study « 178




Date of ECR: January 2025 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58d-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 ] PM
(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8
Project Phase: : : :
||Z| PA/ED (FED) SelsmIC RetI’OfIt)
[] Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
‘ Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psgE | . for
significant
i Task impacts
Responsible for . Complete p
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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

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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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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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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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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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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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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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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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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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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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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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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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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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.
B10-31: 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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species behavior and Resident Engineer | Constru
life history should / Contractor ction

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
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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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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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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
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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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abundance of each
species).
B10-32: If Crotch’s 30 Final environmental District Design / Pre- SSP 14-6.03A, X
bumble bee is document District Constru | 14-6.03(D)1
detected, Caltrans in Environmental ction

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

Planning /
Resident Engineer
/ Contractor
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implementing Project-
related ground-
disturbing activities
and/or vegetation
removal where there
may be impacts to
Crotch’s bumble bee.
B10-33: If Crotch’s 30 Final environmental District Design / During SSP 14-6.03A X
bumble bee is document District Constru
detected and if Environmental ction
impacts to Crotch’s Planning /
bumble bee cannot be Resident Engineer
feasibly and fully / Contractor
avoided during
Project construction
and activities,
Caltrans should
coordinate with
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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.
BI1O-34: Permanent 30 Final environmental District Design / Final SSP 14-6.03A X
Artificial Nighttime document District Design
Lighting - Caltrans
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shall ensure that all Environmental
proposed permanent Planning /

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

Resident Engineer
/ Contractor
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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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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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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
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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 ction 7-1.02K(6)(j)(iii)

hazardous materials,
the following Caltrans
SSPs would be

performed.

e SSP 14-9-02
NESHAP
Notification
applies, as

Engineering /
Resident Engineer
/ Contractor
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well as SSP
14-11.14, for
any treated
wood waste.
e SSP7-
1.02K(6)(j)(ii)
Submit Lead
Compliance
Plan as an
informational
submittal
e SSP7-

1.02K(6)(j)(iii)
Treatment of
Unregulated
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Earth Material
Containing
Lead
NOI-1: To minimize N/A Noise Memo dated District Design / 14-8.02 X

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

11/29/22

District
Environmental
Engineering /
Resident Engineer
/ Contractor
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from 9:00 pm to 6:00
am.
TRA-1: Prior to 51 District Design / Final X
construction, a District Traffic Design,
Transportation Management / Constru
Management Plan District ction
(TMP) will be Environmental
prepar.ed.to minimize Planning /
potential Impacts on Resident Engineer
emergency services / Contractor
and commuters
during construction.
\WQ-1: Prior to the N/A Caltrans NPDES Contractor Constru X
start of construction a Construction General ction
SWPPP shall be Permit, NPDES
developed by the CAS000002
contractor and be
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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
following categories
soil practices, wind
erosion control
practices, and non-
storm water
management and
waste management
and disposal control
practices.

Permit, NPDES
CAS000002
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\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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Practices (BMPs) at
the end of the day,
unless fair weather is
predicted.
WQ-5: Validation of N/A Caltrans NPDES Contractor Constru | N/A X
Final Spoil Construction General ction

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

Permit, NPDES
CAS000002
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Mitigation Measures | Page Analysis Source of Measure Phase SSP or NSSP: Explanation here Initials | YES | 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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Date of ECR: January 2025 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 08-58d-210
Date of approved FED: January 2025 ] PM
(State Route-210U Frontage Road Lytle Creek Bridge 20.8/20.8
Project Phase: : : :
[ ] PS&E Submittal % EA 08-1L520
[] Construction PN 080000090
Generalist:
‘ Jeanine Porter
ECL:
TBD
Mitigation
psgE | . for
significant
i Task .
Responsible for . Complete Impacts
Development Action(s) Taken to under
Avoidance, and/or Implement Measurel/if 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
[1.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

San Bernardino County

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue

Fifth Floor

San Bernardino, CA 92415-0110

David Drake

Flood Control Engineering
SBD County Flood Control
825 East Third Street

San Bernardino, CA 92415

Chief, Daniel Munsey

SBD County Fire Protection District
157 W. 5t Street, 21 Floor

San Bernardino, CA 92415-0451

Charles McNeely

City Manager

City of San Bernardino
290 North “D” Street

San Bernardino, CA 92401

Arron Brown

City Manager

City of Rialto

150 S. Palm Avenue
Rialto, CA 92376

Chief Brian Park
Rialto Fire Department
131 Willow Avenue
Rialto, CA 92376

Captain Mark Pederson

SBD County Sherriff's Dept.

655 East Third Street

San Bernardino, CA 92415-0061

Michael Fam

Water Resources

SBD County Flood Control
825 East Third Street

San Bernardino, CA 92415

Jeremy Johnson

SBD County Public Works-Traffic
825 East Third Street,

San Bernardino, CA 92415

Kimberly Calvin

SBD City Council Member, 6t Ward
290 North “D” Street

San Bernardino, CA 92401

Mayor Deborah Robertson
City of Rialto

150 S. Palm Avenue
Rialto, CA 92376

Chief Mark Kling

Rialto Police Department
128 N. Willow Avenue
Rialto, CA 92376
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Captain Brian Zeigler

SBD County Sherriff's Dept.
17780 Arrow Boulevard
Fontana, CA 92335

San Bernardino County Fire
Division 6

200 East 3rd Street

San Bernardino, CA 92410

Mayor Helen Tran

City of San Bernardino
290 North “D” Street

San Bernardino, CA 92401

San Bernardino Police Dept.
City Information Center
Vanir Tower

290 North “D” Street

San Bernardino, CA 92401

Barbara McGee

City Clerk

City of Rialto

290 W. Rialto Avenue
Rialto, CA 92376

Community Development Dept.
City of Rialto

150 S. Palm Avenue

Rialto, CA 92376



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, 3 Floor

Tustin, CA 92780

Omintrans

San Bernardino Transit Center
599 W. Rialto Avenue

Rialto, CA 92401

AT & T Network Operations
3073 Adams Street, Room 202
Riverside, CA 92504

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

Fontana Water Company
15966 Arrow Boulevard
Fontana, CA 92335-3891

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
6832 Massy Harris Way
Eastvale, CA 92880

Riverside Highland Water Co.

1450 E. Washington Street
Colton, CA 92324

Crystal Hope
PO Box 2071
Corona, CA 92878

State Sand & Gravel Co.
14150 Vine Place
Cerritos, CA 90703
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James Roe
325 W. 6t Street
San Bernardino, CA 92401

Kevin Johnston
2288 Buena Vista Avenue
Livermore, CA 94550



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. 4 Street, 6" 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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