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CEQA Environmental Checklist 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND BACKGROUND

Project Title: RCTA Crescent City Project 
Lead agency name: Redwood Coast Transit Authority
Address: 140 Williams Drive, Crescent City, California 95531
Contact person: Jeff Schwein Phone number: 530-781-2499
Project sponsor’s name: Redwood Coast Transit Authority
Address: 140 Williams Drive, Crescent City, California 95531
Project Location: Assessor Parcel Number 118020033000
General plan description: Public Facilities
Zoning: Public Facility (PF)
Description of project:

Please see Appendix A for the Site Plan. 

Surrounding land uses and setting:
The general vicinity of the project includes commercial, industrial, county resource, and
residential land uses.

Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g. permits, financial approval,
or participation agreements):
N/A
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NATIVE AMERICAN CONSULTATION

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with 
the project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code 
(PRC) section 21080.3.1? Yes No

If yes, ensure that consultation and heritage resource confidentiality follow PRC 
sections 21080.3.1 and 21080.3.2 and California Government Code 65352.4
Note: Conducting consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, 
lead agencies, and project proponents to discuss the level of environmental review, 
identify and address potential adverse impacts to tribal cultural resources, and reduce 
the potential for delay and conflict in the environmental review process. (See Public 
Resources Code section 21080.3.2.) Information may also be available from the 
California Native American Heritage Commission’s Sacred Lands File per Public 
Resources Code section 5097.96 and the California Historical Resources Information 
System administered by the California Office of Historic Preservation. Please also note 
that Public Resources Code section 21082.3(c) contains provisions specific to 
confidentiality.

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project. 
Please see the checklist beginning on page 4 for additional information.

 Aesthetics Agriculture and Forestry
Air Quality Biological Resources
Cultural Resources Energy
Geology/Soils Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hazards and Hazardous Materials Hydrology/Water Quality
Land Use/Planning Mineral Resources
Noise Population/Housing
Public Services Recreation
Transportation Tribal Cultural Resources
Utilities/Service Systems Wildfire
Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation (choose one):

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the 
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
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I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the 
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in 
the project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, 
and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or 
"potentially significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one 
effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to 
applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures 
based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the 
effects that remain to be addressed. 

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the 
environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed 
adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable 
standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are 
imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required. 

Print Name Signature Date 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
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CEQA Environmental Checklist 
DIST-CO-RTE: PM/PM: EA/Project No.:

This checklist identifies physical, biological, social and economic factors that might be 
affected by the proposed project.  In many cases, background studies performed in 
connection with the projects indicate no impacts.  A NO IMPACT answer in the last 
column reflects this determination.  Where there is a need for clarifying discussion, the 
discussion is included either following the applicable section of the checklist or is within 
the body of the environmental document itself.  The words "significant" and
"significance" used throughout the following checklist are related to CEQA, not NEPA, 
impacts.  The questions in this form are intended to encourage the thoughtful 
assessment of impacts and do not represent thresholds of significance.

AESTHETICS

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

Question CEQA Determination
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? No Impact
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but

not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a state scenic highway?

No Impact

c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the
existing visual character or quality of public views of the
site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that
are experienced from a publicly accessible vantage
point). If the project is in an urbanized area, would the
project conflict with applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality?

No Impact

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the
area?

No Impact

DISCUSSION

The nearest officially designated scenic vista is Highway 101 (Redwood Highway),
where it enters the Redwood National Forest in north-south direction, and ending just 
south of Elk Valley and Crescent City. There is one eligible scenic vista nearer to the 
project area, along Route 101, beginning south of Crescent City and ending at the 
northeast Highway 101 exit from Crescent City (California State Scenic Highway 
System Map 2024). The project will have no impact on these scenic vistas nor will it 
damage scenic resources, as there are no scenic resources within the vicinity or within 
the viewshed of the project area.
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The project will not substantially degrade the existing visual character of the site or its 
surroundings as the site and its surroundings are currently developed with primarily 
commercial and industrial uses similar to that of the project area.

The project does include the addition of paved asphalt surfaces to the project area – 
however, this will not create substantial light or glare, and the project area is already 
paved. The primary sources of light in the area are vehicles, street and parking lighting 
at nearby industrial, commercial, and residential structures, lighting, and air traffic. The 
proposed project will not create light that can affect nighttime or daytime views as the 
level of urbanization and lighting in the area exceeds that of the project.

Therefore, the project will have no impact on aesthetics as a result of the project. 

AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES

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

Question CEQA Determination
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland

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

No Impact

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

No Impact

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of,
forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section
12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources
Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Government Code section
51104(g))?

No Impact

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest
land to non-forest use?

No Impact

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

No Impact
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DISCUSSION

The project is situated on Halfbluff-Tepona-Urban Land (145), 0 to 2 percent slopes 
which has a farmland classification of prime farmland if irrigated (Web Soil Survey
2024). The land is not zoned for agricultural use nor is it under a Williamson Act 
contract – and, the portion of the project area that is located on prime farmland if 
irrigated is already entirely developed with the existing building and associated paved
and gravel parking areas.

Therefore, there will be no conversion of important farmlands and there will be no 
impact on agricultural resources as a result of the project.

Please see Appendix B for full Custom Soil Resource Report. 

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:

Question CEQA Determination
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable

air quality plan?
No Impact

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?

No Impact

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

No Impact

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

No Impact

DISCUSSION

The proposed project would not exceed any applicable NCUAQMD recommended 
CEQA thresholds of significance, would not result in cumulatively considerable 
emissions, and is consistent with the applicable air quality plan. The project is also 
consistent with the local policies set out in the City of Crescent City General Plan to plan 
and implement additional services within and to the City that are timely, cost-effective 
and responsive to growth and ridership demand, especially in areas of high intensity 
use and/or focused commuter-employment areas. 

The project’s operational emissions would not result in a violation of the NAAQS or 
CAAQS, would not result in substantial adverse air quality-related effects on the 
environment and would not adversely affect public health.   

Therefore, there will be no impact on air quality as a result of the project.



RCTA Crescent City Project Checklist Initial Study

Rabe Consulting Page 7 of 49

Please see Appendix C for Air Quality Technical Report including California Emissions 
Estimator Model (CalEEMod) for criteria pollutants emissions results for the project.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

Question CEQA Determination
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?

No Impact

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?

No Impact

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

No Impact

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?

No Impact

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

No Impact

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?

No Impact

DISCUSSION

The project area does not include suitable habitat for candidate, sensitive, or special
status plant or wildlife species nor does it include sensitive natural communities or 
riparian areas. The project is not located in a wildlife corridor and does not conflict with 
any local, regional, or state policies, ordinances, or conservation plans (California State 
Portal 2023; Habitat Conservation Program Search. CDFW 2024a).

Therefore, there will be no impact on biological resources as a result of the project. 

Please see Appendix D for Biological Reports from the California Natural Diversity 
Database (CNDDB), the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) inventory of rare and 



RCTA Crescent City Project Checklist Initial Study

Rabe Consulting Page 8 of 49

endangered plants, and USFWS Information for Planning and Consulting (IPaC) list of 
federally listed species.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

Question CEQA Determination
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance

of a historical resource pursuant to in §15064.5?
No Impact

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance
of an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?

No Impact

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

No Impact

DISCUSSION

Development activities on the project area would not impact any known tribal cultural 
resources, therefore there will be no impact to cultural resources as a result of the 
project.

Upon an unanticipated discovery of a potential tribal cultural resource, the project shall 
immediately stop all ground disturbance activities and contact all California Native 
American tribes that have informed the City they are traditionally and culturally affiliated 
with the geographic area of the proposed project. In addition, a qualified archaeologist 
will conduct an onsite archeological assessment to determine the presence of cultural 
resources and make recommendations based on findings. 

ENERGY

Would the project:

Question CEQA Determination
a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due

to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of
energy resources, during project construction or
operation?

No Impact

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

No Impact

DISCUSSION

Project construction would require energy resources primarily in the form of fuel 
consumption to operate heavy equipment, light-duty vehicles, machinery, and 
generators. Temporary power may also be provided for construction trailers and electric 
construction equipment. Energy use during construction would be temporary in nature 
and construction equipment used would be typical of similar-sized construction projects 
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in the region. Electrical power would be consumed to construct the proposed project, 
and the demand, to the extent required, would be supplied from existing electrical 
infrastructure in the area. Construction activities would require minimal electricity 
consumption and would not be expected to have any adverse impact on available 
electricity supplies or infrastructure.

Furthermore, in the interest of cost-efficiency, construction contractors would not utilize 
fuel in a manner that is wasteful or unnecessary, such as scheduling unnecessary 
deliveries of materials or operating diesel-fueled equipment while not in use. Therefore, 
proposed project construction would not result in potentially significant environmental 
effects due to the wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy, and 
construction impacts would be less than significant.

Operation of the project will utilize an existing transmission line to supply electricity to
the electric buses. Onsite solar arrays will reduce the energy demand from the nearby 
transmission line. 

Therefore, there will be a less than significant impact on energy as a result of the 
project. 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Would the project: 

Question CEQA Determination
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.

No Impact

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? No Impact
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? No Impact
iv) Landslides? No Impact

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? No Impact
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? 

No Impact

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? 

No Impact
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Question CEQA Determination
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of

septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste
water?

No Impact

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

No Impact

DISCUSSION

The project area is in a seismically active region of Northern California; however, 
proposed project would comply with State standards for building design through the 
California Building Standards Code (CBC) (CCR, Title 24) which requires all 
construction in California to comply with established minimum standards to safeguard 
the public health, safety, and general welfare (Building Standards Commission 2022). 
The seismic design features of the proposed project and emergency procedures and 
training would minimize the potential for people or structures to be adversely impacted 
from seismic ground shaking in the event of an earthquake.

Construction of the proposed project would involve ground-disturbing activities, such as 
excavation, trenching, and grading. These activities could result in erosion in the project 
area during construction, though soil exposure would be temporary and short-term in 
nature. Best management practices will be followed to reduce wind and water erosion 
during construction. After construction is completed, the project area will be covered by 
pavement and/or gravel. A small proportion of the site would consist of landscaping 
(rock or mulch). 

The project is not located within a CGS Seismic Hazards Program Liquefaction Zone 
and is not located on expansive soil (California State Geoportal 2022). The project area
and surrounding area is relatively flat and is not located within an area that has potential 
for landslides, including seismically induced landslides. There are no known unique 
paleontological resources or unique geologic features within the project area. Therefore, 
there will be no impact to geology and soils as a result of the project. 

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Would the project: 

Question CEQA Determination
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or

indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the
environment?

Less Than Significant 
Impact

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

No Impact
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DISCUSSION

Both indirect and direct emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) would result from the 
construction and operation of the project. 

Sources of GHG emissions during construction of the project will include heavy-duty on-
road and off-road equipment, deliveries of equipment and materials, trucks for soil and 
debris hauling, and general vehicular travel to and from the project area.  

The project planning objective is to minimize impacts on the environment and the local 
community by:

Operational measures, such as limiting equipment and vehicle idling time 
and shutting down equipment when not in use
Regular preventive maintenance to prevent emission increases due to 
engine problems
Use of newer, more fuel efficient or low-emitting diesel engines meeting 
federal/state emissions standards for construction equipment, whenever 
available

The measures described above would directly and indirectly minimize the emissions of 
GHGs during the project’s construction and they are in accordance with the current best 
practices. 

Operational emissions associated with the project would include pollutants associated 
with electricity consumption. Electric vehicles have zero tailpipe emissions and do not 
have upstream emissions to consider, such as the extraction, refinement, production, 
and transport of fuel. The electricity supplied to the project will be supplied through 
interconnection with an existing transmission line as well as onsite solar arrays. 
Emissions for the project primarily include those resulting from electricity production 
from the source electric power plant. A small number of employee vehicles that may be 
gas-powered will commute to and from the site daily. 

There is no potential for the proposed project to conflict with GHG reduction plans as 
GHG emissions are regionally cumulative in nature, and it is highly unlikely construction 
of any individual project, especially one of this size, would generate GHG emissions of 
sufficient quantity to conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or regulation.  

Unmitigated GHG emissions during both construction and operation of the project do 
not exceed industrial project thresholds and therefore, there will be a less than 
significant impact on GHG emissions as a result of the project. 

Please see Appendix C for Air Quality Technical Report including California Emissions 
Estimator Model (CalEEMod) for GHG emissions results for the project. 

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Would the project: 
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Question CEQA Determination
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 

environment through the routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials? 

No Impact

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? 

No Impact

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

No Impact

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? 

No Impact

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? 

No Impact

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

No Impact

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

No Impact

DISCUSSION

The area evaluated for hazards and hazardous materials impacts includes the project 
area. First Transit Inc. a 140 Williams Drive (project area address) is listed as a
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) site. The site was added for tracking 
purposes. There have been no violations or reports for this site. The project has no 
potential to affect nearby properties.  

Off-site facilities identified in regulatory agency databases were determined to not be 
considered an environmental concern to the project area based on the nature of the 
database(s), regulatory case status, nature of the case, reported distance of the 
facilities from the project area, and/or location relative to the project area with respect to 
topography or expected groundwater flow direction.

There will be no impact to hazards and hazardous materials as a result of the project. 

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Would the project: 
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Question CEQA Determination
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge

requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface
or ground water quality?

No Impact

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such the project
may impede sustainable groundwater management of
the basin?

No Impact

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;

No Impact

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

No Impact

(iii) create or contribute runoff water which would exceed
the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage
systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff; or

No Impact

(iv) impede or redirect flood flows? No Impact
d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of

pollutants due to project inundation?
No Impact

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

No Impact

DISCUSSION

Construction and operation of the proposed project would not utilize substantial 
amounts of groundwater nor deplete groundwater supplies and therefore no impacts are 
anticipated. 

Development of the proposed project would incrementally increase impervious surface 
coverage on the property since the existing gravel lots will be paved as a result of the 
project. Due to the size of the site and the amount of existing pavement, this increase 
would be negligible. 

According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance 
Rate Map (FIRM), the project area is classified as Zone X (Area of Minimal Flood 
Hazard) and is not located in a 100-year flood zone. The project area is also not located 
in a tsunami or seiche zone and there is no risk of pollutant release with project 
inundation (which is unlikely) (FEMA 2024). The proposed project would not alter the 
course of a stream or river. 
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Therefore, the project is not expected to conflict with or obstruct a sustainable 
groundwater management plan and there will be no impact on hydrology and water 
quality as a result of the project. 

Please see Appendix E for FEMA FIRMette Map. 

LAND USE AND PLANNING

Would the project: 

Question CEQA Determination
a) Physically divide an established community? No Impact
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? 

No Impact

DISCUSSION

The proposed project would does not include features such as a highway, above-
ground infrastructure, or an easement that would cause a permanent disruption to an 
established community or would otherwise create a physical barrier within an 
established community. The project would have no conflict with the General Plan and/or 
zoning regulations following the land use revision, and no significant environmental 
impact would occur from such a conflict (City of San Bernardino 2005).  

Therefore, there will be no impact on land use and planning as a result of the project. 

MINERAL RESOURCES

Would the project: 

Question CEQA Determination
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? 

No Impact

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? 

No Impact

DISCUSSION

Mineral resource sites within the State of California have been classified by the state 
geologist into Mineral Resource Zones (MRZ), according to the known or inferred 
mineral potential of such sites. The project area is not located in a MRZ and there are 
no known mineral resources on the project area or near the site. The project is not in an 
area with oil or gas reserves. 
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Therefore, the proposed project would not result in the loss of availability of a known 
mineral resource or locally important mineral resource recovery site, and no impact 
would occur as a result of the project. 

NOISE

Would the project result in: 

Question CEQA Determination
a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent

increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the
project in excess of standards established in the local
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards
of other agencies?

No Impact

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

No Impact

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private
airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport
or public use airport, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise
levels?

No Impact

DISCUSSION

The proposed project would result in negligible increases in ambient noise levels during 
the construction phase due to the nature of the existing setting. The immediate area is 
zoned Industrial and Commercial and is surrounded by developed commercial, 
industrial, and residential lots. Existing noise includes passenger vehicles often during 
daytime hours, air traffic to and from McNamara Field (the County airport, which is 
utilized primarily by small general aviation propeller aircraft but also supports a few
commercial aircraft), animals, and weather. Though minimal relative to existing noise, 
the project is expected to cause the ambient noise level for sensitive receptors within 
0.5 miles to increase due to increased vehicle traffic and operation of any tools or 
equipment.

Construction activities are the only temporary or periodic activities associated with the 
proposed project that emit noise. There is one sensitive receptor within 0.5 miles of the 
project, residents of Totem Villa Apartments, which lay approximately 450 feet to the 
north. Noise levels at the nearest sensitive receptor and all other sensitive receptors are 
considered within the normally acceptable noise level for single-family residences (50-
60 dBA). 

The project area is located approximately 2.5 miles southeast of Del Norte County
Airport (McNamara Field). According to the Del Norte County website, an airport land 
use plan has not been adopted for this area. 
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The project would not expose people residing or working in the vicinity of the project 
area to excessive noise levels. Therefore, there will be no impact on noise as a result of 
the project. 

Please see Appendix F for Sensitive Receptors Noise Technical Report. 

POPULATION AND HOUSING

Would the project: 

Question CEQA Determination
a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an 

area, either directly (for example, by proposing new 
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, 
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)? 

No Impact

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

No Impact

DISCUSSION

The project area is situated in an industrial and commercial area. The project area does 
not contain any residential structures and no people live on the site under existing 
conditions. The proposed project would not promote population growth either directly or 
indirectly. It is anticipated that local personnel would be used throughout the 
construction phase and that these activities would not promote population growth.
Implementation of the proposed project would not displace substantial numbers of 
existing housing or people and would not necessitate the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere. Therefore, there will be no impact on population and housing as a 
result of the project. 

PUBLIC SERVICES

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 following public services:

Question CEQA Determination
a) Fire protection? No Impact
b) Police protection? No Impact
c) Schools? No Impact
d) Parks? No Impact
e) Other public facilities? No Impact
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DISCUSSION

The project is located within the Crescent Fire Protection District and is serviced by the 
Crescent City Fire and Rescue Station, located approximately 0.8 miles southwest of 
the project area. The proposed project would adhere to all California Fire Code 
requirements. There would be no change in the expected need for fire protection 
facilities or services during construction and operation of the project.

Police protection is provided to the project by Crescent City Police Department and the 
nearest station is approximately 0.6 miles southwest of the project area. The temporary 
activities occurring during construction of the project would not result in an increase in 
the demand for police services, nor would the continuing activity associated with the 
operation of the project. 

The nearest schools to the project area are approximately 0.5 miles and farther. The 
project would not generate any school-aged children requiring public education. 
Therefore, the proposed project would not result in the need for new or physically 
altered school facilities. 

The proposed project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts 
associated with the provision of new or physically altered parks to maintain acceptable 
service ratios or other performance objectives.

The population and housing growth would not result from the proposed project during 
construction or operation; therefore, there are no other public services or public 
facilities, such as libraries or hospitals, for which significant impacts are anticipated.

Therefore, there will be no impacts on public services as a result of the project. 

RECREATION

Question CEQA Determination
a) Would the project increase the use of existing 

neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational 
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of 
the facility would occur or be accelerated?

No Impact

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

No Impact

DISCUSSION

The project area is located within the Crescent City General Plan planning area, within a 
land use area that is largely developed with commercial and industrial uses. There are 
few parks in the vicinity of the project area. The closest park or recreation facility to the 
project area is the fairground, directly south. There is also a county resource area to the 
east of the project area that is heavily forested. Construction and operation of the 
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proposed project would not include recreational facilities or require the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities as the project will not result in substantial 
employment or population growth that would exceed the capacity of existing parks or 
affect the level of service of existing park facilities.  

Therefore, there will be no impact on recreation as a result of the project. 

TRANSPORTATION

Would the project: 

Question CEQA Determination
a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy

addressing the circulation system, including transit,
roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?

No Impact

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

No Impact

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

No Impact

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? No Impact

DISCUSSION

Construction of the proposed project would generate an insignificant and temporary 
increase in traffic for deliveries of equipment and materials to the project area as well as 
construction worker traffic. Construction vehicles and equipment would be staged on the 
project area and would not affect transportation service levels in a manner that would 
conflict with City plans or policies related to transportation system performance. The 
proposed project would not increase hazards on area roadways due to a design feature 
or incompatible use.

The proposed project would not involve any physical changes to the access routes at or 
near the project area during construction or operation. Emergency access to the site 
would continue to be provided from the existing streets. Furthermore, there are no 
existing bicycle lanes or sidewalks along the project area’s frontage and access point.

Therefore, there will be no impact on transportation as a result of the project. 

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: 
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Question CEQA Determination
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

No Impact

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.

No Impact

DISCUSSION

Rabe Consulting has submitted a CHRIS Access Agreement Short Form.

Although it is not
anticipated that intact tribal cultural resources are present on the project area, the
potential for the recovery of buried cultural materials during proposed project
construction activities cannot be completely ruled out. In the event that cultural 
resources are discovered during project activities, all work in the immediate vicinity of 
the find shall cease and a qualified archaeologist meeting Secretary of Interior’s
standards shall assess the find and make recommendations (National Park Service
1983).

There will be no impact to cultural resources as a result of the project. Please see
Appendix G for Trib  correspondence.

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Would the project: 

Question CEQA Determination
a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of new

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

No Impact

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

No Impact



RCTA Crescent City Project Checklist Initial Study

Rabe Consulting Page 20 of 49

Question CEQA Determination
c) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment

provider which serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected
demand in addition to the provider’s existing
commitments?

No Impact

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

No Impact

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

No Impact

DISCUSSION

The construction of utility infrastructure necessary to serve the proposed project would 
not result in any significant physical effects on the environment that do not already 
existing with current utilities. Furthermore, the proposed project would not result in an
increase in water demand or in the amount of wastewater generated. 

The City of Crescent City is responsible for the operation and management of the solid 
waste disposal system for the project area, which is routed to the Crescent City Transfer 
Station owned by Del Norte County. Construction waste would be recycled and 
composed wherever possible, such that only a relatively small volume of solid waste 
would require disposal at a solid waste landfill within the state. Solid waste disposal 
during construction and operation of the proposed project would comply with federal, 
state, and local statutes and regulations. 

There will be no impact on utilities and service systems as a result of the project. 

WILDFIRE

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

Question CEQA Determination
a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response

plan or emergency evacuation plan?
No Impact

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

No Impact

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

No Impact
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Question CEQA Determination
d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including 

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

No Impact

DISCUSSION

The project area and its adjacent area are not within a Fire Hazard Severity Zone 
(FHSZ) in the State Responsibility Area. It is within the Local Responsibility Area and is 
classified as a Moderate risk.

Construction and operation of the project is not expected to create risks of wildfire since 
the site is in an urbanized area of the city and is not adjacent to an area with slopes that 
can accelerate the spread of wildfire. 

The Crescent Fire Protection District would serve as first responders in case of any 
structural fire and medical emergency response service, as well as other emergency 
management and response programs. The nearest fire station that would respond to 
emergency calls at the project area would be Crescent City Fire and Rescue Station,
approximately 0.8 miles southwest from the project area. 

The project area would have one point of ingress and one point of egress from the west 
site of the site. As noted above, the project area is within an existing developed area of 
the city where roadways already exist and would not alter or impact any emergency 
access roads or evacuation routes.

There will be no impact to wildfire risks as a result of the project. 

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Question CEQA Determination
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?

No Impact

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)?

No Impact
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Question CEQA Determination
c) Does the project have environmental effects which will 

cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, 
either directly or indirectly?

No Impact

DISCUSSION 

All impacts to the environment, including impacts to habitat for fish and wildlife species, 
fish and wildlife populations, plant and animal communities, rare and endangered plants 
and animals, and historical and pre-historical resources were evaluated as part of this 
IS. As there are no potentially significant impacts as a result of the project, no mitigation 
is necessary for the project – however, best management practices will be implemented 
to further reduce effects to the environment. The project does not have impacts that are 
cumulatively considerable or that will cause substantial adverse impacts to the 
environment. 
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Appendices
APPENDIX A – SITE PLANS AND PHOTOGRAPHS

RTCA Crescent City 
Crescent C ity Dtvrv 

Del Norte County School District 



RCTA Crescent City Project Checklist Initial Study

Rabe Consulting Page 27 of 49

~ ~ 

' ==--=---=-~ . . ----··-·------.. .., _____ _ 
• --- A ·•-•--------~--

Q SHEETKETIIJJQ 

,., ... -m.,,. ___ ,..., 

.. , ... -...... -·---

~----...... 
.. --·---~-· 

......,-.., --------

35% • NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION 
'"'EXISTIHOCONmlONSAMO 

CONStlUJNTS 



RCTA Crescent City Project Checklist Initial Study

Rabe Consulting Page 28 of 49

■-'!:vcta.st MNSI 

-- - M..UA.MS ORM; ELftTRIC BUS 
OtARGINO INfRASTI;UCTURf .... _.., 

, • .,iu-"""_,,.,. ....... -
:::=-==-·-
: ::=-:..~·----
: :::..7:=--==-
·•--
.. - .. -.. ----
M--... -

.. ---~--
l~~?~: 
= -= --· 
li1Si512!l ---

~ 
En01.-ro. B- S~ril"s 
W d<, r -t 

T.-.c;lt • I.tit 

~ .. ::~~ii 



RCTA Crescent City Project Checklist Initial Study

Rabe Consulting Page 29 of 49

~ e3 
~COASJTIMSIT 

-- l.JAMS DAM: £L£CTRIC BUS 
IMO INfRASTillCTIJRf. 

AUi 

==·-
- ~ MM(J~ LECTRICBUS 

----=-.,:....== ;. RASTltuCTUkf --

,,,,, __ _ 
··-, ., __ , _ __ ....,., 

•"J--•·-

: :::=..--=.=·----
: ::::_-~=---· -
·-n---·-·--.. ---,. __ ,,._ 

l~~-=-7 



RCTA Crescent City Project Checklist Initial Study

Rabe Consulting Page 30 of 49

Photograph 1 Project Area
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City of Crescent City 
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Land Use Diagram 
May 21, 2001 
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APPENDIX B – CUSTOM SOIL RESOURCE REPORT
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Preface 

Soil surveys contain information that affects land use planning In survey areas. 
They highlight soil limitations tnat affect various land uses and provide lnfonnation 
about the properties of the so.is In the suNey areas. Soil surveys are designed for 
many dlfferent users. including tanners, ranchers, foresters, agronomists, urban 
planners, community officials, engineers, dcvek>pers. builders. and home buyers. 
Also, oonservatlonlsts, teachers, students, a.nd specialists In recreation, waste 
disposal, and potlution contrOI can use tne Sllf'\leys to help them understand. 
protect or enhance the environment. 

Various land use regulations of f ederal, State, and local governments may Impose 
special restrictions on land use or land treatment. Solt surveys identify sou 
properties that are used in making various land use or land treatment decisions. 
The Information Is intended to help tho land users identify and reduce the effects of 
soll llmltatlons on various land uses. The landowner or user ls responsible for 
identifying and oomptylng with existing laws and regulations. 

Although solt survey lnfomiatlon can be. used for general fann, local. and wider area 
planning. onsite investigation is needed to supplement this info,mation in some 
cases. Examples Include soO quality assessments (http://www.n.rcs.usda.gov/wps/ 
portal/nrcs/malnlsolls/heatthl) and certain conservation and engineering 
appOcatlons. For more detaited infonnation. contact your klcal USDA Service Center 
(htlps:lloffices.sc.egov.usda.govllocator/app?agency=nrcs) or your NRCS State Soil 
Scientist (http-Jlwww.nrcs.usda.govlwps/portaV,vcs/dotai1so1lsloontactusl? 
cld:nrcs142p2_053951 ). 

Great differences In so!I properties can occur w1thin short distances. Some salts are 
seasonalty wet or subiect to flooding. Some are too unstable l0 be used as a 
foundation for buildings or roads. Clayey or wet soils are poor1y suited to use as 
septic tank absorption fie.Ids. A high water table makes a soil poorly suited to 
basements or underground lnstallatlons. 

The National Cooperative Soil Survey ls a Joint effort of the United States 
Department of Agricutture and other Federal agencies. State agencies tneluding tne 
Agricultural Experiment Stations., and locaJ agencies. The Natural Resources 
Conservatioo Servrce (NRCS) has leade,ship for the Federal part of the National 
Cooperative Soil Survey. 

Information about sous Is updated penodJcally. Updated Information ls available 
through the NRCS Web Soil Survey, the site for official soil survey information. 

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination In all Its 
programs and activities on the basis of race, oolor. national origin. age. disability. 
and where applicable. sex. marital status, famlUal status, p.arental status, religion. 
sexual orientation, genetic information. polrtical beliefs, reprisal. o, because alt or a 
part of an lndivlduaJ's income Is derived from any public assistance program. (Not 
au prohJblred bases appty to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require 

alternative means for communication of program information (Braille, large print. 
audiotape, elC.) should contact USDNs TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice 
and TOD). To tile a oomplaint of discrimination, write to USDA. Director. Office of 
Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250-9410or 
call (800) 795-3272 (voice) o, (202) 720-6382 (TDD). USDA is an equal opportunity 
provider and employer_ 
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How Soil Surveys Are Made 

Soll surveys are made to provide information abOut the soils and miscellaneous 
areas in a specific area. They Include a description of the soils and miscellaneous 
areas and their locatlon on the landscape and tables that show soll prope-rties and 
llmrtations affecting various uses. Soil scien6sts observed the steepness, length, 
and shape of the slopes; the general panem of drainage; the kinds of crops and 
native plants; and the kinds of bedroek. They observed and deSctibed many soil 
profiles. A soD profile is the sequence of nawraJ layers, or horizons. 5n a soll. The 
profite extends from the surface down lnto the unconsolidated materiaJ In which the 
soil fo,mod or from tne surface down to bedrock. Tho unconsolklated material is 
devoid of roots and other living organisms and has not been changed by OOle, 
blologlca I acllvlty. 

Currently, soils a,e mapped acoordlng to the boundaries of major land resource 
areas {MLRAs). MLRAs are geographlcany associated land resource units tnat 
share oommon characteristics related to physiography, geology, climate, water 
resources, soils, biological resources, and land uses (USDA, 2006). Soll survey 
areas typblty consist of parts of one o, more MLRA. 

The soils and mlsceUaneous areas in a survey area occur In an orderly pattern that 
is related to the geok)gy, landforms. relief, climate, and naturaJ vegetation of the 
area. Each kind of soil and miscellaneous area Is associated with a particular klnd 
of landfOf'm or with a segment of the landform. By observing the soils and 
miscellaneous areas In the survey area and relating their position to specific 
segments of the la.ndform. a soil scientist develops a concept, or model. of how they 
were formed. Thus. during mapping. this model enab'8s the soil scientist to predict 
with a considerable degree of accuracy the kind of soil or miscellaneous area at a 
specific location on the landscape. 

Commonly, Individual softs on the landscape merge Into one another as their 
characteristic.s gradualty change. To construct an accurate soO map, however, soil 
scientists must detenn.lne the boundaries between the soils. They can observe onty 
a limited number of soil profiles. Nevertheless, these observations, supp~mented 
by an understanding of tho soll-vegetaOOn-tandscape relationship, a,e sufficient to 
verify predk:tlons of the kinds of soi1 In an area and to determine the boundaries. 

Soil scientists recorded the charactertstfcs of the soil profiles that they studied. They 
noted soil coki,r, texture, slze and shape of soil aggregates, kind and amount of rock 
fragments. distribution of plant roots. reaction. and othe< features that enable them 
to Identify soils. After describing the soils in the survey area and determining their 
properties. the soil scientists assigned the soils to taxonomic classes (units). 
Taxonomic classes are concepts. Eacn taxonomic class has a set of soil 
characteristic.s with precisely defined limits. The ciasses are used as a basis for 
comparison to classify solls systematicalty. Soil taxonomy. tne system or taxonomic 
classlficatlon used In the United States, Is based malnly on the k1nd and character 
of soil properties and the arrangement of horizons within the profile. After the so1I 
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scientists classified and named the sons in the survey area, they compared the 
individual soils with similar soils fn the same taxooomk: class in omer areas so that 
they could confirm data and assemble additional data based on experience and 
research. 

The Objective of eoll m,:ippfng ic not to delineote pure mop unit oomponente: the 
ob~tive is to separate the ta11dscape into landforms or la.ndform segments that 
have similar use and management requirements. Each map unit Is defined by a 
unique combination of soil components and/or miscellaneous areas in predictable 
proportk)ns. Some components may be h.ighly contrasting to the other components 
of Ule map unit The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way 
dfmtnlshes the IJ'Sefulness or accuracy of the data. The denneatlon of such 
landforms and landfonn segments on the map provides sufficient information for U'le 
development of resource plans. If intensive use of small areas Is plan11ed, onslte 
investJgatlon Is needed to define and locate the soils and miscellaneous areas. 

Soll scientists make many field observations m the process of producing a soil map. 
The frequency of observation is dependent upon several factors, lndudlng scale of 
mapping, intensity of mapping, design of map units. complexity of the landscape, 
and experience of the sou scientist. Observations are made to test and refine the 
soil-landscape mOdel and pccdictions and to verify the ciassiflcation of the soils al 
specific locations. Onoe the soil.landscape model Is re.fined, a significantly smal~ r 
number of measurements of Individual soil properties are made and recorded. 
These measurements may Inch.Kie field measurements, such as those for color, 
depth to bedrock. and texture, and laboratory measurements, such as those for 
content of sand. silt Clay. salt. and other components. Properties of eacn soil 
typlca0y vary from one point to another across the landscape. 

Observations for map unit components are aggregated to develop ranges of 
characteristlcs for the components. The aggregated values are presented. Direct 
measurements 00 not exist for every property presented fOf every map unit 
component. Values for some properties are estimated from combinations of other 
properties. 

While a soil survey is in progress, samples of some of the soils in the area genemlty 
are co0eCled for laboratory analyses and for engineering tests. Soil scientists 
lnterpret the data from these analyses and tests as well as the field-0bServed 
characteristics and the soil properties to determine the. expected behavior of the 
soils under different uses. Interpretations for all of the soils are field tested through 
observation of the soils in different uses and under dlfferent levels of management 
Some interpretations are modified to fit local conditions, and some new 
interpretations are developed to meet k>cal needs. Data are assemb~d from other 
sources. such as research information, production records, and field experience of 
specialists. For example. data on crop yields under defined levels of management 
are assembled from fa.rm records a.nd from field or plot experiments on the same 
kinds of soil. 

Predictions about soil behavior are based not only on soil properties but atso on 
such variables as climate and biological activity. Soil conditions are predictable over 
long periods of time, but they are not predictable from year to year. For example. 
soll scientists can predict with a fairly h.igh degree of accuracy that a given soil will 
have a high water table within certain depths In most years. but they ca.nnot predict 
that a high water table will atways be at a specific level In the soil on a specific date. 

After soil scientists located and identified the significant natural bodies of soil in the 
survey area, they drew the boundaries of these bodies on aerial photographs and 

identified each as a specific map unit. Aerial photographs show trees, buJlddlQS, 
fields, roads. and rtvers. all of which help In locating boundaries aocuratety. 
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Soil Map 

The soil map sedlon Includes the soil map ror the defined area of intel'est. a list or 
soil map unl1s on the map and oxtcnt of each map unfL and cartographic symbols 
displayed on the map. Also piesented are vaoous metadata about data used to 
produce the map, and a descripdon of each soil map unit. 
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Map Unit Legend 

Mep Unll Symbol Map UnH Nlime Aern ln AOI Petcent Of AOI 

145 Ha!lblull'-Tepona-Urbsn Land, 0 1.5 
10 2 percent slopes 

Totals fo, Nea or Inter.st 1.5 

Map Unit Descriptions 

The map units delineated on the detailed soil maps in a soil survey represent the 
solts or miscellaneous areas In the survey area. The map unit descriptions., atong 
with Ule maps, can be used to determine the com.position and properties of a unit 

A map unh delineation on a soil map represents an area dominated by one or more 
major kinds of soil or mfscellaneous areas. A map unit ls Identified and named 
according to the taxonomic ctassification of the dominant soDs. Within a taxonomlc 
class there are precisely defined limits for the properties of the soils. On the 
landscape, however. the soils are natural phenomena, and they have the 
characteristic variability of all natural phenomena➔ Thus, the range of some 
observed properties may extend beyond the llmrts defined for a taxonomic class. 
Areas of soils of a single taxonomic class rarely, if ever, can be mapped without 
including areas of other taxonomk: classes. Consequently, «Yery map unit is made 
up of the soOs or miscellaneous areas for which it Is named and some minor 
components that belong to taxonomic classes other than those of the major soils. 

Most minor soils have properties similar to thOSe of the domtnant soil or soils In the 
map unit, and thus they do not affect use and management. TOOS-e are called 
nonoontrasting, or similar. components. They may or may not be mentioned In a 
particular map unit descrtptlon. Other minor components, however, have properties 
and behavioral characteristics djvergent enough to affect use or to require different 
management These are called contrasting, or dissimilar. components. They 
generally are in smaJI areas and could not be mapped separately because of the 
scale used. Some smatl areas of strongly contrasting soils or miscellaneous areas 
are identified by a specfaJ symbol on the maps. If included In the data.base for a 
given area, the conb'asting minor components are kfentifiOd In the map unit 
descriptions abng with some characteristics of each. A few areas of minor 
components may not have been observed. and consequently they are not 
mentioned in the descriptions. especialty where the pattem was so compktx that it 
was rmpractical to make enough observations to tdentify all the soils and 
miscellaneous areas on the landscape. 

The presence of minor oomponents in a map unit in no way diminishes the 
usefulness 0t accuracy of the data. The oblectlve of mapping is not to del/ncate 
pure taxonomic Classes but rather to separate the landscape into landforms or 
landform segments that have sbnllar use and management requfrements. The 
dellneation of such segments on tne map provides sufficient information for the 
developme-nt of resource plans. If intensive use of small areas Is planned, however, 
onsite Investigation is needed to define and locate the soils and mi:scetlaneous 
areas. 

100.0% 

100.0% 
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An identifying symbol precedes the map unit name in the map unit descriptions. 
Eacn <1escrIpoon &nclu<1es general raas attout me unit and gives Imponam sou 
properties and qualities. 

Soils that have profiles that are almost alike make up a soi/ series. Except for 
differences In texture of the surface laye-r, au the soils of a series have ma~r 
horizons that are similar in composition. thickness, and arrangement. 

Soils of one series can differ in texture of the surface layer, slope, stoniness, 
salinity. degre,e of erosion, and other characteristics that affect their use. On the 
basis of such d!fferenoes, a soil series Is dMded Into soil phases. Most of the areas 
shown on the detailed soil maps are pha.Ses of soil series. The name of a soil phase 
commonty lndtcates a feature that affects use or management. For example, AJ:pha 
sift loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes, ls a phase of the Alpha series. 

Some map units are made up of two or more major soils or miscellaneous areas. 
These map units are complexes, associations., or undifferentiated groups. 

A complex consists of two or more soils or mlsceJlaneous areas in such an intricate 
pattern or in such small areas tha1 they ca.n.no1 be shown separately on the maps. 
The pattern and proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat similar 
in all areas. Alpha.Beta complex, 0 to 6 percent slopes, is an example. 

An association is made up of two or more geographicalty associated soils or 
misceOaneous areas that are shown as one unit on the maps. Because of present 
0t anticipated uses of the map units In the survey area. it was not considered 
prac6cal or necessary to map the soils or miscellaneous areas separately. The 
pattern a.nd relative proportion of the solls or miscellaneous areas are somewhat 
similar. Alpha.Beta association, O to 2 percent sk>pes. is an example. 

An undifferentiated group is made. up of two or more soils or mlsceBaneous areas 
thal could be mapped lnd~idually but are mapped as one unit because similar 
interpretations can be made for use and management The pattern and proportM>n 
of Ule soils 0t misce!Laneous areas in a mapped area are not uniform. An area can 
be made up of only one of the mafor soils or miscellaneous areas, or it can be made 
up of all of them. Alpha and Beta soils, 0 to 2 percent slopes. is an example. 

Some suNeys Include miscellaneous areas. Such areas have little or no soil 
material and support litue or no vegetation. Rock outcrop Is an example. 
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Humboldt and Del Norte Area, California 

14S--Halfbluff-Tepona-Urban Land, Oto 2 percent slopes 

Map Unit Setting 
National map unit symbOI: 23d0g 
Elevation: 10 to 120 feet 
Mean annual precipitation: 35 to 90 lnches 
Mean annual air temperature: 50 to 54 degrees F 
Frost-free period: 275 to 325 days 
Farmland classmcatlon: Prime farmland If irrigated 

Map Unit Composition 
Ha/fb/uff and slmltar scils: 35 percent 
Tepona and similar soils: 30 percent 
Urban land. residential: 25 percent 
Minor components: 1 O percent 
Estimates are based on obse,vations, desalptions. and transects of tl'le maplNlit. 

Description of Halfblull 

Setting 
Landform: Marine terraces 
Landform position /two-dimensional/: Backstope 
Land/om, position (three-dfmenslonaQ: Tread 
Down•s/ope shape: Linear 
Across-slope shape: linear 
Parent material: Marine deposits derived from sedimentary rock 

Typlcal profile 
A ~ Oto 11 Inches: fine sandy loam 
BA • 11 to 18 inches: fine sandy loam 
Bw . 18 to 35 inehes: sandy loam 
CB • 35 to 43 inches: sandy loam 
2C1. 43 to 55 Inches: loamy san(j 
2C2. 55 l o 6C Inches: loamy san(j 

Properties and qualltles 
Slope: O to 2 percent 
Depth to resttictlve feature: More than 80 Incnes 
Drainage class: Moderatefy well drained 
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to high 

(0.60 to 2.00 ln/hr) 
Depth to water table: At>out 30 to 39 Inches 
Frequency of flooding: None 
Frequency of ponding: None 
Maximum salinity: Nonsatlne to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm) 
Available water supply. O lo 6C Inches: Moderate (about 7 .9 inches) 

Interpretive groups 
Land capab/Jiry c/assiricat/on {irrigated): 1 
Land capablltly c/asslflcat/on (non/rrigaled/: 2s 
Hydro/ogle Soff Group: C 
Ecological site: F0048X118CA . Sitka spruce-redwood/sal.aLwestem brackenfem, 

marine terraces. marine deposits. fine sandy loam 
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Hydrlc sol/ rating: No 

Des.crlptlon of Tepona 

Setting 
Landform: Marine terraces 
Landlorm position (two-d/mensiOtlaJJ: ~ckSlope 
u,ndform position (thtee-dlmenslonaQ: Tread 
Down-slope shape: Linear 
Across-slope shape: linear 
Parent material: Marine deposits derived from sedimentary rock 

Typical profile 
0/ - 0 to 2 Inches: slightly decomposed plant material 
A1 ~2to 12 /nches: loam 
A2 • 12 to 25 Inches: very fine sandy toam 
Bw1 • 25 to 35 Inches: sandy toam 
Bw2 • 35 to 41 inches: sandy loam 
Cl . 41 to 49 Inches: sandy loam 
C2 • 49 to 6C incnes: sandy 10am 

Properties and quallUes 
Slope: O to 2 percent 
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 Inches 
Drainage ctass: Moderatety well drained 
Capac,ty of the most Hmi~'ng layer to transmft water (Ksat): Moderately high to high 

(0.60 to 2.00 In/hr) 
Depth to water table: About 30 to 39 fnelles 
Frequency of flooding: None 
Frequency of ponding: None 
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhosfcm) 
Available water supply: 0 to 6() Inches: High (about 9.4 Inches) 

lnterpretJve groups 
und capability c/asslficatlon (Irrigated): None specified 
und capabl1Ily c/asslficatlon (nonlrrlgated): 2s 
Hydro/ogle Soll Group: C 
Ecological site~ F0048X118CA. Sitka spruce-redwoOd/salallwestern brackenfem. 

marine terraces, marine deposits, fine sandy loam 
Hydrlc sol/ rating: No 

Oescrlpt&on of Urban Land, Resldentlal 

Setting 
undform: Alluvial fans 
u,ndform position (two-dimensional/: Backslope 
u,ndform position (thtee-dlmenslonaQ: Tread 
Down-slope shape: Linear 
Across-slope shape: Convex 

Interpretive groups 
und capability c/assificatlon {irrigated): None specified 
und capability c/assificatlon (nonlrrlgated/: 8 
Hydrlc sol/ rating: No 
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Minor Components 

Tlllawa 
Percent of map unit: 5 percent 
Landform: Marine terraces 
Landfomr position /two-dimensional/: Backslope 
Landfomr position /three.<fimenslonaQ: Tread 
Down•s/ope shape: Concave 
Across--slope shape: Concave 
Hydric soil rating: Yes 

nuas 
Percent of map unit: 3 percent 
Landform: Alluvlat fans 
Landfomr position /two-dimensional/: Backslope 
Landform position (three--dlmensional): Tread 
Down•s/ope shape: Linea, 
Across-slope shape: Convex 
Hydrlc sol/ rafing: No 

Hookton 
Percent of map unit: 2 percent 
Landform: Eros-Ion remnants 
Landfomr position /two-dimensional/ : Backslope 
Land/om, position (three.<fimenslonaQ: Tread 
Down.sJope shape: Linear 
Across--stope shape: Un.ear 
Hydrlc sol/ rating: No 
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1.0 Introduction 
Redwood Coast Transit Authority is proposing to implement the RCTA Crescent City Project. During both 
the construction and operation of the RCTA Crescent City Project, criteria pollutant and greenhouse gas 
(GHG) emissions would be generated. The purpose of this technical study is to analyze the potential air 
quality and GHG impacts that could occur during construction and operation of the project. 

The emissions and impacts discussions in this report are divided into four sections, as follows: 

Project Overview
Existing Setting
Air Quality (Criteria Pollutants)
Greenhouse Gases

This technical report concludes that impacts on air quality and climate change due to emissions from the 
project will be insignificant.  

2.0 Project Overview 

Based on the construction schedule, the project would be constructed in 2025 and the first year of 
operation is assumed to be 2026. Construction will generally occur during daylight hours, Monday 
through Friday.  

3.0 Regulatory and Regional Setting 
3.1  Regional Setting 
The project is located in the North Coast Unified Air Quality Management District (NCUAQMD) area in 
Del Norte County, California. The climate within the City is typical of other coastal areas found 
throughout the county, experiencing cool summers with frequent fog and mild winters with frequent 
rain. Predominant winds exhibit seasonal patterns, with strong north to northwesterly winds in the 
summer and an increase of southerly winds in the winter, as well as onshore and offshore winds year-
round. The average annual wind speed in eight miles per hour.  
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The City of Crescent City, as part of the North Coast Air Basin, is currently in attainment for all air quality 
standards within the State and maintains excellent compliance with National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards (NAAQS) and the California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) regulations.  

The State of California has been seeking to expand the availability of EV charging infrastructure and EVs, 
alternative fuel vehicles (AFVs), zero-emission vehicles (ZEVs) for high-mileage, on-demand public 
transportation services as well as residential and commercial entities throughout the State. The laws 
and incentives that have been enacted aim to improve air quality and reduce emissions by decreasing 
fossil fuel combustion, rates of oil and gas extraction, and gasoline refining activities. 

3.2  Regulatory Setting 
CARB is the state regulatory agency with authority to enforce regulations to both achieve and maintain 
the NAAQS and CAAQS. The local air district has the primary responsibility for the development and 
implementation of rules and regulations designed to attain the NAAQS and CAAQS, as well as the 
permitting of new or modified sources, development of air quality management plans, and adoption and 
enforcement of air pollution regulations. The NCUAQMD is the local agency responsible for the 
administration and enforcement of air quality regulations for the County.  

4.0 Air Quality 
The following section is an analysis of criteria air quality impacts associated with construction and 
operation of the proposed project. Descriptions of Redwood Coast Transit Authority-proposed 
mitigation measures that would reduce construction and operation generated air quality emissions are 
included in this section.  

4.1  Project Construction 
Construction of the project would generate criteria pollutant emissions similar to those associated with 
any public facility or commercial construction project.  

Onsite emissions would arise primarily from vehicles and equipment. Onsite fugitive dust emissions 
would also be generated during site earthwork and construction. Construction best management 
practices (BMPs) would be implemented for the project, including measures to minimize fugitive dust 
emissions, such as watering twice per day during grading. With the inclusion of these BMPs, emissions of 
all criteria pollutants would be below the daily thresholds during construction, and impacts would be 
less than significant.  

Off-site emissions would occur from construction worker vehicles driving to and from the work site, as 
well as trucks delivering materials to the site. These construction-related emissions are transient in 
nature.  

Construction emissions were estimated using project-specific information provided by Redwood Coast 
Transit Authority.  

4.1.1 Methodology  
The criteria pollutant for emissions from construction equipment comes from combustion of fuel to 
provide power for the operation of the equipment used for the construction activities. The result of the 
combustion generates criteria pollutant emissions—carbon monoxide (CO), volatile organic compounds 
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(VOC), nitrogen oxides (NOx), sulfur oxides (SOx), respirable particulate matter (PM10) and fine 
particulate matter (PM2.5).  

The fugitive dust emissions from construction activities are a result of earthmoving such as grading and 
vehicle travel during construction of the proposed project. The emissions are PM10 and PM2.5. Wind 
entrainment of fugitive dust can occur when stockpiled soils or recently disturbed soils are not 
adequately treated or covered.  

The criteria pollutant emission from motor vehicles results from the combustion of fuel in motor vehicle 
engines. The results are generation of CO, NOx, SOx, PM10, and PM2.5 emissions. Motor vehicle brake and 
tire wear results in the generation of PM10 and PM2.5 emissions.  

Criteria pollutant emissions were estimated using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod; 
2024). CalEEMod is a statewide land use emissions computer model designed to quantify potential 
criteria pollutant emissions associated with both construction and operations from a variety of land use 
projects. CalEEMod allows for the use of default data (e.g., emission factors, trip lengths, meteorology, 
source inventory) provided by the various California air districts to account for local requirements and 
conditions, and user-defined inputs.   

Emissions from equipment used during each phase of the project were modeled separately in the 
Construction module of CalEEMod. Exhaust emissions from the equipment were modeled using the 
modules building construction stage. For each phase of construction, the model defaults for the type of 
equipment, number of pieces of equipment, power rating and daily usage rate were adjusted by project 
specific information. Annual fugitive dust emissions were estimated using the default level of detail in 
CalEEMod. Emissions from motor vehicles were calculated by multiplying the vehicle-miles-traveled for 
each type of vehicle used during the construction phase by emission factors in pounds. Emissions from 
worker trips and delivery vehicles were estimated in the NCUAQMD.  

Details of the calculations and model input and output are provided in the Appendix. 

4.1.2 Emissions Estimates and Impacts 
The results for the emissions during the construction phase are detailed in Table 1 and in the Summary 
Report located in the Appendix. The values listed in Table 1 are unmitigated values. A five-day workweek 
was assumed with no overlap between the construction phases. The emissions are anticipated during 
the summer.  

Table 1. Air Quality Emissions during Construction (pounds per day and tons per year for annual) 

Time Period VOC NOx CO SO2 PM10 PM2.5 
Average Daily 
Maximum 
Emissions 

0.23 1.95 2.22 <0.005 0.34 0.20 

Annual 
Emissions 

0.05 0.36 0.40 <0.005 0.06 0.04 

Annual PM10 and PM2.5 would not exceed the applicable NCUAQMD thresholds. Nonetheless, Redwood 
Coast Transit Authority would be required to implement standard dust control measures required by 
NCUAQMD, including use of dust suppressants and control of vehicle speed on unpaved areas. 
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4.1.3 Construction Health Risk Impacts 
The only toxic air pollutant emissions of potentially significant quantity would be those associated with 
the construction of the proposed project from diesel-powered equipment exhaust. The Office of 
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment describes the health risk from diesel exhaust entirely in terms 
of the amount of particulate, or PM10, that is emitted. Currently, the health risk associated with diesel 
exhaust PM10 has a carcinogenic and chronic effect, but no short-term acute effect is recognized. The 
construction period of the project lasts a short period of time (approximately one season), relative to 
the length of time required for carcinogenic and chronic health impacts (i.e., 30 years). Therefore, 
project construction would not result in the exposure of sensitive receptors to substantial emissions of 
pollutants or toxic air contaminants, including emissions of diesel particulate matter (DPM) during 
construction, and the health risk associated with construction emissions would be less than significant.  

4.2 Project Operation 
Operational emissions associated with the project would include pollutants associated with electricity 
consumption. Electric vehicles have zero tailpipe emissions and do not have upstream emissions to 
consider, such as the extraction, refinement, production, and transport of fuel. The electricity supplied 
to the project will be supplied through an interconnection with an existing transmission line as well as 
the onsite solar arrays. Emissions for the project primarily include those resulting from electricity 
production from the source electric power plant. A small number of employee vehicles that may be gas-
powered will commute to and from the site daily.  

Emissions of all criteria pollutants during operation of the project would be below the daily thresholds, 
and impacts would be less than significant. 

4.2.1 Methodology 
Emissions from onsite motor vehicles used during operation were modeled using CalEEMod, with 
default values for industrial uses. Onsite vehicles used during operation include employee vehicles used 
for transportation to and around the site and are estimated to be approximately 2 vehicles per day, and 
the EV buses that will be charged at the site. The combustion of fuel in off-site vehicles would generate 
VOC, NOx, CO, SOx, PM10, and PM2.5 emissions. Motor vehicle brake and tire wear and travel on paved 
roads with entrained road dust results in PM10 and PM2.5 emissions.  

4.2.2 Emissions Estimates and Impacts  
Once operational, the proposed project would generate relatively low long-term emissions from vehicle 
trips and from energy sources (electricity). 

The results for the emissions during the operation phase are detailed in the Appendix. The values listed 
in the CalEEMod Summary Report are unmitigated values for off-site vehicles that would visit the site 
monthly for routine maintenance. The annual emissions during operations of all pollutants are well 
below their respective CEQA thresholds and the NCUAQMD’s recommended regional pollutant 
thresholds.  

4.3 Impacts to Sensitive Receptors 
One of the criteria identified by the CEQA Guidelines (Appendix G) to determine whether 
implementation of the project would result in significant air quality impacts is the exposure of nearby 
sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. As stated in Appendix G of the CEQA 
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Guidelines, the significance thresholds established by the applicable air district may be relied upon to 
make this determination. Sensitive receptors are defined as land uses where sensitive population groups 
are likely to be located (e.g., children, the elderly, the acutely ill, and the chronically ill). These land uses 
include residences, schools, childcare centers, retirement homes, convalescent homes, medical care 
facilities, and recreational facilities. Sensitive receptors that may be adversely affected by the project 
include surrounding residential land uses.  

The proposed project is in an area that has a relatively low population density. Land uses surrounding 
the project site consist commercial and industrial uses, natural resource land, and some residential 
development. The sensitive receptors that are in close proximity to the project are detailed in Table 2. 

Table 2. Sensitive Receptors 

Sensitive Receptor Distance from Project (ft) Direction from Project 

Nearest Schools (within 1 mile) 
Del Norte Unified School District 
Preschool 

2,200 ft Northwest 

Del Norte Community School 3,940 ft West 
Bass Maxwell Elementary 
School 

4,420 ft West 

Del Norte High School  4,620 ft Northwest 
Crescent Elk Middle School  3,900 ft Southwest 
Joe Hamilton Elementary 4,560 ft Southwest 
Nearest Residence(s) (in each direction) 
Totem Villa Apartments  450 ft North 
Residences west of Northcrest 
Drive 

1,480 ft West 

Residences south of M Street 3,000 ft South 
Residences east of Elk Creek 
and west of Sea Foam Drive 

7,700 ft East 

Nearest Hospitals/Medical Centers (within 1 mile)  
Del Norte County Behavioral 
Health 

3,560 ft South 

Del Norte County Community 
Health Center 

3,525 ft Northwest 

Sutter Coast Community 
Hospital 

3,300 ft North 

United Indian Health Services 4,230 ft Northwest 

 

All sensitive receptors except one are farther than 1,000 feet from the project area. The nearest 
sensitive receptor is the residents at Totem Villa Apartments. The project area is zoned Public Facility 
(PF). Due to the commercial and industrial nature of the vicinity surrounding the project and 
surrounding Totem Villa Apartments, the distance to other sensitive receptors, and the low-emissions 
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nature of the project, the impact on sensitive receptors will be negligible. The emissions are under the 
thresholds for CEQA. 

During construction, impacts on sensitive receptors, particularly from dust, would vary depending on the 
level and type of activity, the silt content of the soil, and prevailing weather. As discussed above, 
construction and operational emissions of criteria pollutants would be below the yearly thresholds and 
would not adversely affect nearby sensitive receptors. The proposed project is found to have a less than 
significant impact related to exposure of sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. 

4.4 Carbon Monoxide  
A carbon monoxide (CO) “hotspot” can occur when vehicles are idling at highly congested intersections. 
CO hotspots can adversely affect nearby sensitive receptors. CO hotspots are analyzed when a project 
increases traffic at an intersection or roadway which is already congested, a project involves adding 
signalization and/or channelization to an intersection, and sensitive receptors such as residences, 
schools, hospitals, etc. are located in the vicinity of the intersection or signalization. The project does 
not involve signalization or channelization of an intersection. Therefore, no CO hotspots will be created. 
As a result, no adverse effects to nearby sensitive receptors would occur. For these reasons, no impact 
with respect to CO hotspots would occur and further analysis of CO hotspots is not warranted. 

4.5 Project Site Cumulative Impacts  
Cumulative impacts result from the proposed project’s incremental effect, together with other closely 
related past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects whose impacts may compound or 
increase the incremental effect of the proposed project (Public Resource Code § 21083; California Code 
of Regulations, Title 14 §§ 15064(h), 15130, 15355). The following analysis of cumulative air quality 
impacts is based on assessment of cumulative air quality impacts by estimating via a three-step process: 

1. Evaluate localized impacts; 
2. Evaluate consistency with existing air quality plans; and  
3. Summarize air basin emissions. 

4.5.1 Localized Impacts  
The proposed project would generate criteria pollutant emissions during construction and operation of 
the project. Emissions related to the construction of the project would be temporary and would not 
exceed thresholds established by NCUAQMD. Emissions during the operation of the project would not 
exceed thresholds established by NCUAQMD. As such, the proposed project would not result in any air 
quality impacts during construction or operation of the transit center.  

4.5.2 Regional Impacts During Project Construction and Operation 
Past, present, and future development projects contribute to the region’s adverse air quality impacts on 
a cumulative basis. No single project is sufficient in size to, by itself, result in regional nonattainment of 
ambient air quality standards. Due to the large size of the North Coast Air Basin, the City of Crescent City 
has a relatively low impact on overall air quality. Rabe Consulting and Redwood Coast Transit Authority 
are not aware of any similar proposed plans or projects in this area. Therefore, the cumulative impact on 
air quality would be less than significant. 
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4.5.3 Consistency with Existing Air Quality Plans 
Operation of the proposed project would not exceed any established NCUAQMD emissions thresholds. 
The proposed project would not generate population, households, or substantial employment within 
the general area. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the growth forecast for the 
general area. The project would have no impact with respect to consistency with existing air quality 
plans. 

5.0 Greenhouse Gases 
This section provides an analysis of greenhouse gas (GHG) impacts associated with construction and 
operation of the proposed project. 

GHGs of concern include the following compounds: 

Carbon dioxide (CO2)
Nitrous oxide (N2O)
Methane (CH4)
Hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs)
Perfluorocarbons (PFCs)
Sulfur hexafluoride (SF6)

Only the first three of these six GHGs are combustion source related and will be emitted by the 
equipment and vehicles used for the project. The project is not expected to have emissions of HFCs, 
PFCs, and SF6. The primary GHG of concern for this project is CO2, as the emission rates of CH4 and N2O 
are orders of magnitude less than CO2. 

5.1 Project Construction 
GHG emissions will be generated by the equipment used for construction activities and from both onsite 
and off-site motor vehicles. 

5.1.2 Methodology 
This section presents the methodology and assumptions used to estimate GHG emissions from 
construction of the project. 

The combustion of fuel to provide power for the operation of equipment results in the generation of 
GHGs. The CO2, N2O, and CH4 emissions from off-road equipment use were estimated using the same 
methodology discussed above the criteria pollutants from construction equipment. GHGs emissions 
were estimated using CalEEMod (2024).  

The combustion of fuel in motor vehicle engines would also generate GHG emissions. GHG emissions 
from motor vehicles were using CalEEMod as described above for criteria pollutants from construction 
vehicles.  

5.1.3 Construction GHG Emissions and Impacts 
Table 3 and the CalEEMod Summary Report located in the Appendix provide the average daily maximum 
emissions (summer and winter) and annual emissions for construction related GHG emissions. Values 
are shown for unmitigated emissions. 

Table 3. GHG Emissions from Construction (lbs./day for daily; metric ton/year for annual) 
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Time Frame CO2 N2O CH4 
Daily Maximum (Summer) 2,556 0.02 0.11 
Annual Maximum 62.1 <0.005 <0.005 

There is not a quantitative threshold over which construction GHG emissions are considered 
“significant” under CEQA. Best practices to reduce GHG emissions will be implemented during the 
construction of this project. The project planning objective is to minimize impacts on the environment 
and the local community by: 

Operational measures, such as limiting equipment and vehicle idling time and shutting
down equipment when not in use;
Regular preventive maintenance to prevent emission increases due to engine problems;
Use of newer, more fuel efficient or low-emitting diesel engines meeting federal/state
emissions standards for construction equipment, whenever available;
Using disturbed land or land that has been previously degraded from prior use;
Using existing electrical distribution facilities, rights-of-way (ROW), roads, and other
existing infrastructure, where possible, to minimize the need for new electrical support
facilities;
Minimizing impacts on threatened or endangered species or their habitats, wetlands
and waters of the United States, cultural resources, and sensitive land use;
Minimizing water use.

The measures described above would directly and indirectly minimize the emissions of GHGs during the 
project’s construction and they are in accordance with the current best practices. Because these 
measures will be implemented for the project, the GHG impacts from construction activities would not 
be significant.  

5.2 Project Operation 
Direct operation related GHG emissions would be generated as a result of the project by means of 
vehicle use to, from, and around the site. Indirect GHG emissions would be generated due to electricity 
use. 

5.2.1 Methodology 
This section presents the methodology and assumptions used to estimate GHG emissions from the 
operation of the project. The CO2 emissions from motor vehicles used during operation were estimated 
using the same methodology described above for criteria pollutants from operation-related vehicles 
using the CalEEMod.  

Other sources of GHG emissions during the project’s operation would include emissions from employees 
traveling to and from the project site as well as fugitive dust emissions from vehicle travel. GHG 
emissions were estimated using CalEEMod.  

5.2.2 Operation GHG Emissions and Impacts 
GHG emissions during operation are shown in Table 4 and in the CalEEMod Summary Report located in 
the Appendix. The values shown are unmitigated. 
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Table 4. GHG Emissions during Operation 

Time Frame CO2 N2O CH4 
Daily Maximum (Summer) 1,202 <0.005 0.09 
Daily Maximum (Winter) 1,202 <0.005 0.09 
Annual Maximum  199 <0.005 0.02 

 

The project has an estimated GHG emission rate below the standard threshold. 

5.3 Total GHG Emissions 
Combining the total construction and operation GHG emissions discussed above, the project will emit 
the following: 

62.1 tonnes CO2e during construction + 5,970 (199 x 30 years) tonnes CO2e during operation, for a 
project total of 6,032.1 tonnes CO2e of greenhouse gases. 

As noted above, there is not a CEQA significance threshold for construction or operation related GHG 
emissions. Furthermore, NCUAQMD has not established trigger levels for emissions. The operation 
related GHG emissions from the proposed project would not have a significant impact on climate 
change.  

5.4 Conclusion 
As described in this memo, the proposed project would not exceed any applicable NCUAQMD 
recommended CEQA thresholds of significance, would not result in cumulatively considerable emissions, 
and is consistent with the applicable air quality plan. The project is also consistent with the local policies 
set out in the City of Crescent City General Plan to plan and implement additional services within and to 
the City that are timely, cost-effective and responsive to growth and ridership demand, especially in 
areas of high intensity use and/or focused commuter-employment areas.  

The project’s operational emissions would not result in a violation of the NAAQS or CAAQS, would not 
result in substantial adverse air quality-related effects on the environment, would not adversely affect 
public health, and the impact would be less than significant.   
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1. Basic Project Information 

1.1. Basic Project Information 

Data Field Value 

Project Name 

Construction Start Date 

Operational Year 

lead Agency 

land Use Scale 

Analysis level for Defaults 

Windspeed (mis) 

Precipitation (days) 

location 

County 

City 

Air District 

Air Basin 

TAZ 

EDFZ 

Electric UUllty 

Gas Utility 

App Version 

1.2. Land Use Types 

lamJ Use Subtype 

General Light 
Industry 

1.00 

U1111 I 
Lot Acreage 

1000sqft 1.23 0.00 

RCTA Crescent City Project 

4/1/2025 

2026 

ProjecVslie 

County 

3.80 

0.00 

41.764232117623834, -124.19433808319357 

Del Norte 

Crescent City 

North Coast Unified APCD 

North Coast 

101 

0-8 

PacifiCorp 

2022.1.1.26 

2 /6 

Landsc.!pe Area (sq 
ft) 

0.00 

Special LJndscape I 

Area tsq It) 
PopulaUon Oesc11pUOll 
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1.3. User-Selected Emission Reduction Measures by Emissions Sector 

Measure TIUe 

Construction c-2· limit Heavy-Duly Diesel Vehicle Idling 

Construotion C-3 Use Local Construction Contractors 

Construction C-10-C Water Unpaved Construction Roads 

Construction C-11 Limit Vehicle Speeds on Unpaved Roads 

Transportallon T-14' Provide Electric Vehicle Charging Infrastructure 

Transportation T-30' use Cleaner-Fuel Vehicles 

Transpotlation T-32' Orient Projeot Toward Transit, Bicycle, or Pedestrian Facillly 

Transpottallon T-46' Improve Transit Access, Safety, and Comfott 

Energy E-10-B Establish Onslte Renewable Energy Systems: Solar Power 

• Quali1atlve ot supporting measure. Emission reductions not Included in the mitigated emissions results. 

2. Emissions Summary 

2.1. Construction Emissions Compared Against Thresholds 

ii>', ton 
I lb/day for da:z1~1Trr for annual). 

I i?Uii . . IWMWIE & sco2 NBco2 co:rr CH4 

Daily, 
Summer 
{Max) 

Unmlt. 1.86 

Mil. 1.86 

% 
Reduced 

Average 
Dally 
(Max) 

Unmll 0.27 

1.57 

1.57 

0.23 

14.1 

14.1 

15.6 

15.6 

< 0.5% < 0.5% 

1.95 2.22 

0.02 

0.02 

0.64 

0.64 

< 0.005 0.08 

7.13 

7.12 

7.77 

7.77 

< 0.5% <0.5% 

0.26 0.34 

0.59 

0.59 

0.07 

3 { 6 

3.44 

3.43 

0.12 

4.03 

4.03 

0.20 

2,556 2,556 0.11 

2,553 2,553 0.11 

<0.5% < 0.5% 

375 375 0.02 

0.02 

0.02 

0.26 

0.25 

5% 

< 0.005 0.01 

2,566 

2,563 

< 0.5% 

377 



RCTA Crescent City Project Air Quality and GHG Technical Report

17

Mil. 0.27 0.23 1.95 2.22 < 0.005 0.08 0 .26 0.34 0.07 0.12 0.20 - 375 375 0.02 < 0.005 0.01 376 

% - - - <0.5% - - - - - - - - <0.5% <0.5% - - - <0.5% 
Reduced 

Annual 
(Max) 

Unmit. 0.05 0.04 0.36 0.40 < 0.005 0.01 0.05 0.06 0.01 0.02 0.04 - 62.1 62.1 < 0.005 < 0.005 <0.005 62.3 

Mit. 0.05 0.04 0.36 0.40 < 0.005 0.01 0.05 0.06 0.01 0.02 0.04 - 62.1 62.1 < 0.005 < 0.005 <0.005 62.3 

% <0.5% <0.5% <0.5% <0.5% - - <0.5% <0.5% - <0.5% <0.5% - <0.5% <0.5% <0.5% <0.5% 5% <0.5% 
Reduced 

2.4. Operations Emissions Compared Against Thresholds 

Criteria Pollutants ( lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

IJI//MN~m❖& NOx co so2 PM10E l#:i!M·ll4MMMl4Uiiii4Mi·ll4UHll=i3-fi·H3¥113·HMr11 _____ G·&MI 
Dally. 
summer 
(Max) 

Unmlt. 0.03 0.02 0.01 0.10 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 <0.005 < 0.005 0.67 1,201 1,202 0.09 < 0.005 0.05 1,205 

Mil. 0.03 0.02 0.01 0.10 < 0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.67 13.7 14.4 0.07 < 0.005 0.05 16.4 

% - - - - - - - - - - - - 99% 99% 28% 78% - 99% 
Reduced 

Dally, 
Winter 
(Max) 

Unmlt. 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.11 < 0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.67 1,201 1,202 0.09 < 0.005 <0.005 1,205 

Mil. 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.11 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.67 13.6 14.3 0.07 < 0.005 <0.005 16.3 

% - - - - - - - - - - - - 99% 99% 28% 76% - 99% 
Reduced 

Average 
Daily 
(Max) 

Unmlt. 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.09 < 0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.67 1,200 1,201 0.09 < 0.005 0.02 1,204 

Mil. 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.09 < 0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.67 12.4 13.1 0.07 < 0.005 0.02 15.1 

4 / 6 



RCTA Crescent City Project Air Quality and GHG Technical Report

18

% 
Reduced 

Annual 
(Max) 

RCTA Crescent Ci ty Project Summary Report, 8/13/2024 

99% 99% 28% 78% 99% 

Unmit. < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 

Mil. < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 

< 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.11 

< 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.11 

199 

2.05 

99% 

199 

2.17 

99% 

0.02 

0.01 

28% 

< 0.005 < 0.005 199 

< 0.005 < 0.005 2.49 

% 
Reduced 

6. Climate Risk Detailed Report 

6.2. Initial Climate Risk Scores 

i Climate Hazard Exposure Score 

Temperature and Ex1reme Heat NIA 

Extreme Precipitation 3 

Sea Level Rise 

Wildfire 

Flooding 

Drought 

Snowpack Reduction 

Air Quality Degradation 

NIA 

NIA 

NIA 

NIA 

78% 99% 

Sens1tIvlty Score 

NIA NIA NIA 

0 0 NIA 

0 0 NIA 

0 0 NIA 

NIA NIA NIA 

NIA NIA NIA 

NIA NIA NIA 

NIA NIA NIA 

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated oo a scale ol 1 to 5. with a score ol 5 representing the 
greatest exposure. 
The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 
representing lhe greatest ability lo adapt. 
The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores do not include implementation of climate risk reduction 
measures. 

6.3. Adjusted Climate Risk Scores 

i Climate Hazard I Exposure Score Senstt1vIty Soore AdapUve Capacity Score Vulnerabtllly Score J 

Temperature and Ex1reme Heat NIA NIA NIA NIA 

5 16 
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Extreme Precipitation 

Sea Level Rise 

Wildfire 

Flooding 

Drought 

Snowpack Reduction 

/>Jr Quality Degradation 

3 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

NIA 

NIA 

NIA 

NIA 

3 

2 

2 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

The sensitivity score refleclS the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, wim a score of 5 representing the 
greatest exposure. 
The adaptive capacity of a project refers to ilS ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 
representing the greatest ability to adapt. 
The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential Impacts and adaptive capacity assessrnenlS for each hazard. Scores include Implementation of climate risk reduction 
measures. 

7. Health and Equity Details 

7.3. Overall Health & Equity Scores 

GalEnviroScreen 4.0 Score for P,oject Location (a) 58.0 

Heal thy Places Index Score for Project Location (b) 30.0 

Project Located In a Designated .Disadvantaged Community (Senate Bill 535) No 

Project Located in a Low-Income Community (Assembly BIii 1550) Yes 

Project Located in a Community Air Protection Program Community (Assembly Bill 617) No 

a: The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (I.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts In the state. 
b: The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state. 
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Project. 
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tree lines to the east and to the north. 

There is a ditch that borders the west side . There are no wetlands on or adjacent 
to 
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mean sea level.  
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CNDDB  
There are 69 
results 48 

 The CNDDB 
d -

. Table 1 
 

Table 1  

 Number of Species in 9 Quad Area 
Federally E E  2 
Federally T E  0 
Federally E Threatened 0 
Federally E  2 
State Candidate Threatened 0 

 2 
CNPS S S  69 

 
 

Scientific Common Status General Habitat 

Habitat 
Present in 

Action 
Area  

Species 
Present 

in Action 
Area 

Plants 
 A

violet 
State Rare 

2B.2 

Moist meadows, marshes, 

Eurasia. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 
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Scientific Common Status General Habitat 

Habitat 
Present in 

Action 
Area  

Species 
Present 

in Action 
Area 

 
A ’s hair 
lichen 

State Rare 
 

2B.1 

O
  

. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Arctic 

 
State Rare 

2B.2 

-
elevations 

moorland in the mountains. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
B
crowberry 

State Rare 

2B.2 

S
 

. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
B

 
State Rare 

1B.2 

C

400 meters. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Cascade 

 
State Rare 

2B.2 

Marshes, wet meadows and 
 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 

Coast 
 

State Rare 

1B.2 
m

and north c
 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
C  State Rare 

2B.2 

O
 mostly in 

southwestern British 
Columbia to northwestern 

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

Gilia 
 

D -eyed 
 

State Rare 

1B.2 

D

between  in coastal 

south to San Mateo County, 
 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 
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Scientific Common Status General Habitat 

Habitat 
Present in 

Action 
Area  

Species 
Present 

in Action 
Area 

 

Del Norte 
 

State Rare 

2B.2 

Sandy to 

. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 

Del Norte 
 

State Rare 

2B.3 

Wetlands and coastal and 
salt-marsh areas 

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 

Fibrous 
 

State Rare 

2B.3 rivers. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
-  State Rare 

2B.2 

I
woods at low to moderate 
elevations. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
 State Rare 

Plant 
2B.2 

I
woodlands, at low to mid-
elevations 

British Columbia to northern 
 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
 State Rare 

2B.2 

D
 in 

western North America.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

  
State Rare 

2B.3 

Wetlands in north coastal 
 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 cochlearia 
State Rare 

2B.3 

O

bird . 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 
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Scientific Common Status General Habitat 

Habitat 
Present in 

Action 
Area  

Species 
Present 

in Action 
Area 

 
’s 

 
State Rare 

2B.3 

Dry woodlands, woodland 

 
in the 

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
 

State Rare 

2B.2 
and 

 in the coastal 

northwestern 
 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
orned 

butterwort 
State Rare 

2B.2 
.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
’

lily 
State Rare 

1B.3 

Y

 in 

Norte Counties in  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
’s 

 
State Rare 

1B.2 woods or brushy areas in 
 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 montia 
State Rare 

2B.2 

Moist to wet habitat, 

meadows in western North 

Columbia to northern 
.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 sandwort 
State Rare 

1B.3 

S
and woodland habitat 

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Koehler’s 

 

State Rare 

1B.3 
 

substrate.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

No 
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Scientific Common Status General Habitat 

Habitat 
Present in 

Action 
Area  

Species 
Present 

in Action 
Area 

not 
present 

 

 State Rare 

2B.2 

Wet meadows and  
in western North American.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
’s 

violet 
State Rare 

2B.1 

B
 

lowlands to middle 
elevations. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
ittle-leaved 

 
State Rare 

 
C

.  
No, 

preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
’s 

 
State Rare 

2B.2 

Coastal salt marshes and tidal 
on 

. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 

Maidenhair 
 

State Rare 

2B.1 

M

. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
 State Rare 

2B.2 

D

sea. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
McDonald’s 

 
Federally 
and State 

1B.1 

R

, endemic to Red 
Mountain in Mendocino 
County 
in Del Norte County.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Mendocino 

 
State Rare 

1B.2 

S  in 

-
communities. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 
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Scientific Common Status General Habitat 

Habitat 
Present in 

Action 
Area  

Species 
Present 

in Action 
Area 

 
Minute 

 
State Rare 

1B.2 

S
, also 

in British Columbia, 

and  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 Northern 
clustered 

 

State Rare 

2B.2 

, 
 and in wet 

meadows. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Northern 
meadow 

 

State Rare 

2B.2 

M
. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Nuttall’s 

 
State Rare 

2B.1 

W  
in 

. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
O -
leaved lewisia 

State Rare 

2B.2 

S -

-
elevations in southwestern 

Norte County, 
. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

  
State Rare 

2B.2 coastal scrub, and dune 
swales. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

  
State Rare 

2B.2 
 in northwestern 

. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
 State Rare 

1B.2 

O
 

. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 
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Scientific Common Status General Habitat 

Habitat 
Present in 

Action 
Area  

Species 
Present 

in Action 
Area 

 

Perennial 
 

State Rare 

1B.2 

C
dunes, and coastal scrub 

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 

-
verbena 

State Rare 

1B.1 

O
beaches and dunes, usually at 
or near sea level. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Sand dune 

 
Federally 

State Rare 

1B.1 

O

 

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
’s 

arrowhead 
State Rare 

1B.2 

S
 

and in the Central 
Valley. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Scouler’s 

 
State Rare 

2B.2  in western North 

Colorado. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 

Seacoast 
 

State Rare 

2B.2 

W
woodlands 

States. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Seaside 
bittercress 

State Rare 

2B.1 

M
 

. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
 State Rare 

2B.1 

Sandy or stony seashores in 
. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 
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Scientific Common Status General Habitat 

Habitat 
Present in 

Action 
Area  

Species 
Present 

in Action 
Area 

Silene 
  

State Rare 

1B.2 

C
 

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
S

 
State Rare 

2B.3 

S
road ditches, abandoned 

. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Sheldon’s 

 
State Rare 

2B.2 streams in western North 
America. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 

Short-leaved 
evax 

State Rare 

1B.2 

S

Francisco Bay area to 
 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
 

State Rare 

1B.2 

 and 
 in northwest 

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

  
State Rare 

2B.2 

 
 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Small 

 
State Rare 

2B.3 

S  

. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 Smith River 
 

State Rare 

1B.2 

in low 
elevation canyons in Del 

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
S -

-head 
 

State Rare 

2B.2 

O -
 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

No 
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Scientific Common Status General Habitat 

Habitat 
Present in 

Action 
Area  

Species 
Present 

in Action 
Area 

and occasionally on coastal 
hardwoods. 

not 
present 

 
Thurber’s 

 
State Rare 

2B.1 

M

associated with rivers and 
streams. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Tracy’s 

 
State Rare 

2B.3 

 west 

the coast  southwestern 

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Twisted 
horsehair 
lichen 

State Rare 

1B.2 

C
western North America. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 

Vanilla-  State Rare 

2B.3 

Moist to wet meadows, 

. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Waldo 

 
State Rare 

2B.2 

R

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Waldo wild 

 
State Rare 

2B.2 

S
Klamath Mountains in 

and Del Norte County, 
 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Western lily Federally 

and State 

1B.1 

C
and 

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 

Western 

violet 

State Rare 

1B.2 

Semi-

. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 
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Scientific Common Status General Habitat 

Habitat 
Present in 

Action 
Area  

Species 
Present 

in Action 
Area 

 
White-

orchid 

State Rare 

1B.2 

C l and mixed 
 in coastal 

. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
’s 

-
 

State Rare 

1B.1 

S
coastal strand, roadsides, and 

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
 State Rare 

2B.2 

C
coastal s 

. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 

 , it was determined that the 
69 

 

 

CNDDB  
There are 45  
to the CNDDB results.  40 

 and 
threatened Fish 

 (CDFW) 
. d 

-
. Table 3 

  

Table 3  

 Number of Species in 9 Quad Area 
 0 
 2 
 2 

 
0 

Federally  1 
Federally Threatened 8 
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 Number of Species in 9 Quad Area 
 1 

State Threatened 4 
 3 

 1 
 45 

 

Table 4  

Animal Type Number of Species in 9 Quad Area 
 5 

Birds 21 
Fish 10 
Crustaceans 0 
Insects 2 
Mammals 6 

 1 
 

Table 5  

Scientific Common Status General Habitat 

Habitat 
Present 
in Action 
Area  

Species 
Present 
in Action 
Area 

Amphibians 

 
Foothill 
yellow-

 Concern 

Streams and rivers in 

 

 – in the 

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

  
Concern 

C -

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 
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Scientific Common Status General Habitat 

Habitat 
Present 
in Action 
Area  

Species 
Present 
in Action 
Area 

 
Del Norte 
salamander 

CDFW Watch 
 

T

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 Northern red-
 

Concern 
and e

or slow-
intermittent streams. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Southern 
torrent 
salamander Concern 

C

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

Birds 

 
-

 
 

CDFW Watch 
 

orest and 

mixed, or deciduous, 

more northern and 

.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

s 

 
 

Federally 

CDFW Fully 
Protected 

Breeds in coastal areas, 

reservoirs, or other bodies 

seabirds. Nests in tall trees 

water.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 
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Scientific Common Status General Habitat 

Habitat 
Present 
in Action 
Area  

Species 
Present 
in Action 
Area 

 
 CDFW Watch 

 
coastal waters, in areas that 

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Double-
crested 
cormorant 

CDFW Watch 
 coastal 

bays, marine islands, and 

visibility). 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
B  State 

Threatened 
O

 – in North 
American and Eurasia. Nests 

.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 

Northern 
s owl 

Federally and 
State 
Threatened 

with 
, heavy 

and 

within and beneath the 
 – British 

Columbia to northern 
.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

sis 

Yellow rail 

Concern 

Breeds in e

marshes and wet meadows 
and winters 

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 
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Scientific Common Status General Habitat 

Habitat 
Present 
in Action 
Area  

Species 
Present 
in Action 
Area 

 

American 

 

Federally and 
State Delisted 

O
savannah, and coastal areas 

s in North 
America.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
B  

Concern 

F
, nests behind or 

, 
caves. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
B -

 
CDFW Watch 

 
M

cottonwood 

wooded suburban areas.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 

C
(Aleutian 
Canada) 

 

Federally 

 

Nests 

watercourses winters in in 

-
and non- . 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
 

Federally and 
State Delisted 

B

western Mexico and 

Columbia, Canada 

-scrub 
wetlands, and coastal dune 
and scrub areas.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 
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Scientific Common Status General Habitat 

Habitat 
Present 
in Action 
Area  

Species 
Present 
in Action 
Area 

 
Cassin’s 

 
Concern 

Nests 
on 

 

seacoasts.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
F -tailed 
storm-  

Concern 

Nests 
burrows on island or on 

inland
 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 

Marbled 
murrelet 

Federally 
Threatened, 
State 

 

Breeds in coastal areas such 
as bays and sounds and 

old-
in 

coast.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Northern 
harrier 

CDFW 

Concern 

Nests 

and . 
.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Rhinoceros 

 
CDFW Watch 

 
Nests on 

islands with dense 
 close to 

shore.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
R  CDFW Watch 

 
F

 

 
 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 
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Scientific Common Status General Habitat 

Habitat 
Present 
in Action 
Area  

Species 
Present 
in Action 
Area 

 
T  

Concern 

Winters in ice-  

coastal and nests on 

islands.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 

Western 
 

Federally 

Concern 

Nests in -

winters 
on beaches, dry mud or salt 

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
White-tailed 

 
CDFW Fully 
Protected 

mostly in lowland situations
n
marsh.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

Fish 

 

Coho salmon 
- southern 

northern 
 

Federally 

State 
Threatened 

Smaller rivers and 

coast and over the 

the ocean.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 

Steelhead  

Concern 

Ocean, in rivers, and in 
, and 

 in southern 

.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

s 

 

C
salmon - 
southern 

coastal 

Concern 

M

. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 
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Scientific Common Status General Habitat 

Habitat 
Present 
in Action 
Area  

Species 
Present 
in Action 
Area 

 

Coast 
cutthroat 
trout Concern 

S
clear, well-

bottoms. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Eulachon 

Concern 

Near shore and in coastal 
inlets and rivers 

southwest  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 

reen 
- 

northern DPS Concern 

Coastal estuarine waters 

to Mexico. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
 Federally 

Enda
State 
Threatened 

O
both in seawater and 

 

North America. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

  
Concern 

In burrows in sandy river 
bottoms, in shallow areas 

silt, mud, and sand, and in 

clear  

America and Asia. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Tidewater 

 
Concern 

B

and marshes. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 
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Scientific Common Status General Habitat 

Habitat 
Present 
in Action 
Area  

Species 
Present 
in Action 
Area 

 
Western 

 Concern 

S -

 in the 

. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

Insects 

 
Western 
bumble bee 

State 
Candidate 

 

Mixed woodlands, 

montane meadows and into 

 
southern British Columbia 

, and 
northern New Mexico.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

  

Federally 
Threatened 

O

montane meadows. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

Mammals 

 
Fisher 

Concern 

D mixed 

dense overhead cover in 
northern North America. 
Avoids areas human 
disturbance. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Townsend’s 

-eared bat 
Concern 

mestone caves, lava 
tubes, and human-made 
structures in coastal 
lowlands, cultivated valleys, 
and hills covered with 

 across the 

western Canada.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

is 

marten 
Federally 
Threatened, 
State 

Old-

with dense shrub cover, 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

No 
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Scientific Common Status General Habitat 

Habitat 
Present 
in Action 
Area  

Species 
Present 
in Action 
Area 

Concern 
dense understory cover. 

not 
present 

 
Sonoma tree 
vole 

Concern 

umid coastal old-

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Southern sea 
otter 

Federally 
Threatened
CDFW Fully 
Protected 

M

bays and estuaries. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Steller sea 
lion 

Federally 
 

Near the outer continental 
 

. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
 , it was determined that the 

45  
 

 
  

ESA-  
On July 18, 2024  
2024- 0118525 (Project N RCTA Crescent City Project). 
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Table 5  

 Common Federal 
Status 

General Habitat* Habitat 
Present 
within 

Area 
(Yes/No) 

Species 
Present 

Area 
(Yes/No) 

Mammals 

 marten 
Threatened Dense deciduous, mixed, or 

.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not present  

No 

Birds 

 

Northern 

owl 

Threatened 
with 

, heavy 

and 

within and beneath the 
 – 

Columbia to northern 
.  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not present  

No 

 
Yellow-
billed 

 

Threatened deciduous 

willow. Nests in dense 
. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not present  

No 

 

Marbled 
murrelet 

Threatened Breeds in coastal areas such 
as bays and sounds and 

old-
in 

coast. 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not present  

No 

 

Western 
snowy 

 

Threatened Nests in -

beaches, dry mud or salt 
rivers, 

 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not present  

No 
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 Common Federal 
Status 

General Habitat* Habitat 
Present 
within 

Area 
(Yes/No) 

Species 
Present 

Area 
(Yes/No) 

 
Northwest
ern Pond 
Turtle 

Threatened 
 habitats 

well as man-made or man-

-
 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not present  

No 

Insects 

 
Monarch 

 
Candidate 

 
No, 

preferred 
habitat is 

not present  

No 

Flowering Plants 

  
 ear the 

mountains in northern 
  

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

 
Western lily  C

a and 
 

No, 
preferred 
habitat is 

not 
present 

No 

(USFWS 2024  
 
Based on - have 

 10 
and these 10   

Surveys and Site Visits 
A site visit was conducted on July 20, 2024 by  to assess habitat 

 

. As there is no 
-listed CNDDB 
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Direct and Indirect Impacts 
  

 
 

  an 
 a  . s  For 

 . 
. 

as reversible when the disturbance has concluded whereas 
  

 
the transit center. 

transit center. 

 
 

 

1.  

 

 
. 
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habEtiL Pll!as@ not chai. 1md 50 CFR 402.12{@} of th regu atlons f:mplem Ung s@ , ti.an 7 Df ihe 
At:t. th!! aorn acy of 1h spl!cfl!S I .st sho11Jd b(' varified .:rfmr- 90 days. TI1.ls •e ifi mlo can ae 
compl@t!!i:l mm.all., or intom1all al.":S .rod. Thi! rvice 1:ecom1mmd.,;, thaL ve m .cailon. -

compl@t!!d b vlsltlng che n>ac el!isilf' m rogu! . ut!llVals, llnrlng rojl!a pl,1rrrung amI 
tmplemtmial!fon, for u [)da1e.s to spocles J.lr$ts. and In om1allion. An updated ll:s.t may be roquested 
through th IPaC stem b compl@l:lng the same prQcess used m rooof e 1th enclosed list. 

The purpose of me Ac1 ls to pro id@ a m ans hl!nt,by thr atl'.!1100 ailcl end:mgered . pecles. and die 
ocos. rems upon blch ch@ dE!p@nd m21 b cons,~1"1/l!d_ Und s ons 7 a)Cl) 21nd 7(a}(1) or 1lh 
A.ct and. ils lmplemenling rnguJaifora (.::,0 CFR 402 !!f .seq.), fl!<k!rnJ a;gencles. ar reqll!i d. lo 
utlllzl!· ch r amhodtll"!S to, cany m11 programs. for th., conserva • on o ' ll11reauml!CI and! 1mdang@r@d 
specil!S 21nd ro clerormlne wlmlher projects ma a tllct lhrea1eJ100 and l!m:!ang@rnd spl! II! anci/or 
cleslgn.am.oo crltlcal habitat 

A Biological ss.es.smmu ls roq,ul d fo coru:cruc on pmjl:!ru (cr omg: undertakings hav n.g 
slmilar physic:!!l tmpacis) !hat am majo Federal ac Oil!. slgniflcantl ' affec!lug lhie qua.Hr · or lb 
human f!ll\liron.menca.,; cfefi11ed in ihe Na:tlo al E11viron.mi:!ntal Poli Acu {42 U.S.C.. 43.12(2) 
(c}). For proj@ds ochor llmn. major oonsrruct on aal itltJS, 1he S~rvirn :sugg@Sts tbai a bfological 
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eval1Jation similar to a Bio ogical .SSJl!!.Sm m b 11ropamd ro cfu1errnine wheth@ till! project may 
affoc:1 Hs1ed o.r p:roposl:!d sp cll:!S iIDd/o:. des:lgm1rnd m pmpo_~ critical habl1a1_ R@rnmml!llded 
ronrnnrs, o' a molog!caJ Asst?ss.ml!ffl am described at 50 CFR 402_ 12. 

I: a .Fecl'.i!ral ag.ooc cfu1.e mines, ba.sec:I ori th<! Bi,ological A...sessme;m or biological i:!val11.1;u[on mac 
llstt?d Sfl l:! il:!S and/or des.ig.namd cri tical lrabl1a1 may be aff@crod b me proposed proj1mt die 
agm Is roquhl'I d ro consult Ith th S12rvlc purs1L1anr ito 50 CFR 402:. rn addillion, '111 S c12 

J:'l!'()flmmends. that. camlldau~ species, propos12d sped~ and proposed llcal habiiat Iii addressed 
chln me mnsuhatlon. Mor lriforrnaclon an !he regulations and. procedures fo: . soc 011 

com 11Itacion, i111cludlng lhi! mle of J)l!nnlt ar Ileen @ ap[)nlcams.. can be found hn !he "End,mgerod 
Spccl!!!,i Gr:mswratlon tfamlboo ' at: 

https.:ff .h .go irns/clefa1L1Wfllestdocumen:t<;J cl,ulig@md.•spocli!S-c:ons11lcal:1lon,. 
handbook.pelf 

Mlg,a or Birds~ [n addrtion IO l'eSJ)OTISiblli @'S. IO protect dlrearl!fled and endangered sp12cics 
11ndf\f the Eudlang12red Species . .ct ES.A.) . ch@re arn ilddiid.onal rnspo11.<,llllJ.ilies u:rufl!r die 
Migraca Bird 'frna Ace (MBTA and th<! .Bal.d and. Golden Eagle Procecdon Ace (BGEPA) m 
p:roroct aal!I f! lrlln:ts from proJ@ct-rola!ed b:npacts. A11 acl!I ii)'; inwntlooal arunlntenl!lonal, 
resulting iri take of ,migrato birds, including eagles:, Is pro Jl'biwd unfe...s millen ise p1mnltted ti 
1M U.S. Fish and Wildll e Se •. @ (50 C.F.R. Sec 10.11. and Hi U.S.C Se . 668(a)). Fo:r more 
info maHon rngardling lhese Acis !iel'i!' htcp.s.~ • f\ .h,,,.•s.go /pmgramlmigmor .. bird•p m1[1/what-

'l!!-do. 

Too MBIA has no pro lslon fo allo Ing tak" o m.lgrarory birds. I.hat ma. r be un1nwntl!anail 
killool or .lnj1.1red b oth!!rwls I.awful activHles. Ii ls. thl°l r~pom:ii:11 .hi)' o che projeo proponent m 
oompl will th Acts. lb , id@11tifying pocemlal impacts. io mlgrato blnl and eagJes ltl in 
applicable PA d.ocum ms {whoo UU! is, a 1Fed.!r.d umms) or a Birrl/Eaglf! Can.~:n rm Pl;m 
( . ·hm 1Jb.@lie! is no fed ra1 n us.). Proponents should 1mplf!m 11t conse . , aclon me~ur@S ito a\roidi 
ar minlmlz.e m£> procluctlori O proJ@cr-rolatecl SlresSOl'!i O'.r nunlmlz.e me exposure of birds and 
lhelr resourms. to dm proje t-l'f!lacec:I stro!.Sors. for morn in o iNll.lon ori avian :stro!.Sors and 
.recommend12d oo.nse al!lon rmias11res, S!!@ htip :r/www.h s.govtllb .1JJ•lcotl12ctlor1 lhroats~biros 

In addlliori rn l\.fB'IA and BG EPA Exeru On:l 13186: Responsibilities ofFede.ro! .Agenc·es 
lO Prote I Mlgrmmy Biros obligates aM .Fed@rl!l'l ag!Ylcles lha:1 ~ga;gf! In or au1ho:ri2.e actMt es 
1hm might affect migramr , birds, ta mlnimlz those edects and mu;ourage c.cm i:! lion m~uros 
d:Jm 1H irnpro '@ bird populalioll5. •!:'.m . th•<! o~d 13 Hl6 provides, or the promcrioo of bmh 
migraror • birds and ml,g,amry blr<I hallitaL For in oimaaon Mgan:ling th<! impfomenration of 
Ex.@curiv Ord 13186 pl.case t hlJJps'.J/ '- s.go /pan:ne.r:fcou:n.cU..con~rvaclon-
mlgrntory-birds.. 

W12· approcla:tl!' )lOllr cone : o t11ooamn12d an.d i!nd;mgeroo species. T lli! S - ice encourages. 
Federal a_gendes. to inciud!:! coru.e . al.Jon of thrnatenerl and emlangerod !il)l!d@s inm their pm @CI 

phoning w fiunhl!r tlw purpows of the Act. Plea5e include tile Com tadori Code In che h"ad@r af 
1thls. le~t lil any mqllest for co~u1ta. on o corres.ponmmce ahom our pmject chat •ou sulrimJ t 
to our office. 
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A11acl1men1(s): 

,. ot 1c:ial Spocil!S Us1 

.. USFWS National Wildlife RB ges. and Fisll H,uch12ri1 

"' Bald & GoldeII Eag,Le5, 

• Mlgrato Binls 

• Wooands. 

OFFICIAL SPECIES LIIST 
n"US I SL provlded pll~uanl ro Soclioil 7 o 1th EndlangE!fed Spoc es Aa, and fulfUls !he 
requir~m o . i:'t!deral agencies. to "Nquest. o ihe Secreta o 1ihe [merior I onnal.lon whether
an peci@S which (!; .lis1ecl or proposed rn Iii U.~t!!rl ,nay oe p enc in die ar!!a of a propo~d 
acl.lon", 

n.ns species list Is provided b : 

Arcatai Fisl1 nd WUdllf@ Offl.ct 
1655 flei ridon Road 
Areal CJ\ 9'.5521--'1573 
(707) 822~7101 

PROJrECT SUMMARY 
Pnfocl Corle: 2024-1:1118525 
Pro ect Name: 
Project Ty~: 

RCTA Crescr!m CII Pmj@a 
e ColJ!Sljr - Ato c, Grmmd 

Pro occ Descrip on: Dev!llopmem o rie transit Ol!lilter at th!! sli~ of an 11xl!> g mainienance 
velllde parking area_ 

Pro occ ILocatlon: 
n1e i!ppro lmaro localioil of 1th pmJeo can he , . C! ed in Google Maps: ~ 
WW\li•_googlH:orn/mapsJ@4 L 7641D21l.- l24_194172391159732.14z. 

Coum l!S: Del o:rw, County Cal fomia 

.. . 

□ 
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ENDANGE'RED SPECIES ACT SPiECIES 
Th@m is a toral of 1 Cl mre.aieMd, I:! dangei<ed, o candlflam S])t!d@s. on rhis ~p@d s llsL 

Spocles on lhls, Hs.t ~houl:d b coll5idel'I!d i11 an effocl5 aoaJysls fo ro r proj@a and cou1:I tndm:le 
:spl!Cies llmr@ lst in ,mother gl!Ograpl:uc aM,L For .:u:t1plC'. mrrain tlsh ma appear on l(he sp cics 
list bl!!Glll.9l! a prnj@a could a( ec1. downstream ~~cfos. 

lPaC doll'.!i. 11101 dl'.spfa l.i.sced sp~ I or cri cal habli.:u:s under th sole jurisdiction o NOAA 
Fishert1!$,l , as, US,FWS do nm ha E! 1.he :nnho 10 sp ak on oohaJ.f of NOAA and !he 
D pattmeul o( Commerce. 

S1!'4! ith12- "Critic.ii hab11at!i" s!:!ctl1m be.lo for tho.se critical hablrar:s i1ta[ J.i!! wlmlJ • o . jlanl.alJ 
1i111thin your p.mjecl area 1.mde . this omce's jurisdiction. Pli:!111Se oomac1 die desig11arl!!d FW"S offirn 
.If ou, h.a CJl.lll'.SCIOD!'... 

1. NOAA Flshl!des. alsQ known as r.he: Natlon::iJ. Ma ne Flshl!!lil.es. 5@1'\ ce (NMFS), is an 
afflce o the a onal Oci:!"ant arn:I Atmospheric J\dmlrustradnn 11hl11 th Dep:mmeru of 
Comm 
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MAIMMALS 
NA.ME STAWS 

Pacific Mart 11, Coastal Dlsi:incl Pop11latlo eg,rnmt Marte"S ca1Iri11a Threatened 
There i!. final ,;rJllcal llahU,u I'm dlls ~p e:;. •Olli loraL1a11 does ,oc overlap lh,e 0111Jcal lmbll.I 
Sr-,ecle pm ,le: lm~Uf,:11§; l\e:s IIPV, em1~1111,lpjes[UJ 

Bl.RDS 
J'I.IE ST.A'.JlJS 

Marll1!!d Murrolet Brach nnnp#ms mamror11cu5 Tll • atenecl 
l1111J!Uladori:. . . . A. ~ :A. OR, WA) 
There l!i fill! a\llk'al l1nblu, to1 d1,1s spe es. 'loUJ' lll'Cllr.illlJ dol!!I c ove.11.!p lru! .illcal tuml!M.. 
_ p!!C1e5 l)mr.le: lmpg/lec116.fw~gl!•ieim,•s{}edesl446i' 

Ncmhem Spom!d 0\ I S!"l'ix occida1ralis c.aur.im:i l111ooamn1ad 
There i!. final ,;rJllcal luibl1a.1 for til ls ~pecie:;. ,0111 IDcaLiull does 111u ove, lap lh,e Ol'lllcal hnbUaa_ 
Spe,:1.es l}l'tl(lle! lt!l~lw>,g1;rv/ffl>/".Spf;cigs..m23 

Wesm . Sm, Plo r Omradri,us nivosu.~ r1lvasus 
PGJILlfru.ian:. P'a.:lfJc -~ p0pu.l:D1011 Dl' . 'A CA, OR, WAj, lt..te,x oo tw th.111 SO lies of 
l'ilC.li'l mllSI) 
There i!. final ,;rJllcal llahl1a.1 lru tills ~pecie:;. ou IDcaLiull dues oc ove, lap lh,e Clllllcal hnllUa 
Spe,:1.e~ l'Jl'll(l le: IU!Q>11e;;ps,,(w, ilPWcrnl~Pf:&1§.f/P'BS 

T.l:i:reat@nl!d 

Y!:!Jlo - Jbtll,l!d Cuckoo Caccyzus ame-rica.nu.~ T.l1reat@n cl 
.P~ 1Jo ,: fltel1~m ' .S. D'JIS 
There Is lilll a11kal l1nblia1 I.or itds spe es. 'l'oUJ' ill'Clldllli do!!!i ,in ove.tl.!p me llriaical habliaL 
Sl)f!Cle prnr.le: 111ps:/lec116.rwj.,p;ll"~l!l('Jl{SBedl!5 .ll 

REPTILIES 
['iAME 

Norihwesmm Po11d. Tl.lnl.e AclitJim1ys marmorata 
No crl cill habirar lllls been ®.l:i n red for lfl~ s.peda. 
. p!!C1e5 llfar,te: lmps://ecl!S..fw~gB•legt/s[!!!Oe!>.l1lu 

FISHES 

ARJS 

:Propo!';@cl 
Tihrealf!nl!d 

['iAME SIA'.IUS 

TI® . atel' Goh Ettcycfogotlius ne berryi Ern:la11gr!md 
There Is rillal a11l.c.al liahlu1 for dLis p es. YoUJ' ill'CllcJo do!!!i mn otttl.!p tru! o:illcal habliaL 

Spe,:1.es ptanle! IJ J1 p:;4Je<:os,,fw, l&Pll/eQ>.!5L'!We<J27 

INSECT.S 
ME 

Monarch .Bu:uerU Daml'Lls pJeJtippns 
o crt ml habirar: It been d.esigJ"l red l'ar dr~ s.pec.les.. 

. rus 
Candtdai@ 
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ATIJ 

FLOWERING PLANITS 
ME SI JU 

La. slc!> Lupine Lupinm cot1s1.anG!!i End.mg red 
.P~ fiil : 
l'here Ona! crI11£Bl il blTll1 for lhls sp es. (ljJ,' r.oc.aui:m i!loi!i il l rn..-e:d .ll lllr ai1I al hilhl@.L 

peck,~ p, ;inle! ]nQ;IS,,li"'ll-.., l,,..1, IIPY'.i~e:;'2976 

\\rf:!s· Enc&lngered 
No c-..1 llal!(jLEit I ~ ~11 ~grmed ra 1h~ s;prc1e . 

pr,de~ prollle: h11ps.:/1!!CC6..J11, i..go il!!l!l/;,peele,.,9]13 

CRITICAL HABITATS 
TH!ER.E. ARIE. NO CRITICAL l:'IA.BJTAT-S, V.'lTHlN YOUR :PROJECT AREA UNDER THI_ OFF!CIE 
JURIBOlCTJON. 

YOU ARE STILi... REQUiRED ID DIIT RM1 E IF 't'OURPROJECT(_S) tAY HAVE EFFECTS:• AU. 
ABOVE LISTED SVE.Cl . 

USFWS NATIONAL WIILDLIFE IREFUGE LANDS 
AIND FISH HATCHERIES 
An acti i pmpoSl:ld on lands rrumaged I> • ith12 National Wildlli e Refuge sys.t12m mll'>t undergi!l a. 
'Cotnpatllii Ile Di;it rmln.a 0111 conduc;wd Iii r.lm Refl!lgQ . .Pl!lasl! crmnac1 che Jmll [dual Rotu QS 10 

d Cl.l.SS .!ll quC!:SI' ns o concerns. 

THERE ARE NO REFUGE D OR Fl H HATClrliE:RlES WIIB YOUR PROJECT AREA. 

BALD & GOLDEN1 EAGLES 
B.i.ld .• md g.olcfon Bag_lQS iiln!' p:rornc:rnd um:ler thie Bail'.d and Go.ldi!n Eagle Prm:ecclonAcr1 aml cbe 
Mlgram , .Bird TrBat Accl. 

An pu II o rg ruz.acl!m who pl.am; or condo is ;i.c;l!l.. llfos that m l'l!Slll!t 1111 impacts ro bald o 
goldl!n 11.:iglf:!S, or iheir hablr:ns3, lmuJdl follow approp .ace ,l'l!gula o s :ma consldi!r 
.lmpl@m nting approprl.al.l! CCIIIS.ill'.\l",3l an ml!asclll'@s as d criD(!d !Cl ·ch Unks 'oola . Sp c[flcally. 
pfoas~ re (! di '' Suppl.l!memal I nf.ormalion on Ml~raim:y B lrds '1Il E!lgJ@s" . 

1. The Bald and G.old@fl .Eagle Prm@ctlon Act of 1940. 

2. The MIEraco.rv Birds Tmai;,y Act of 191El. 

3. 50 CE R.. Sec. 10.12 a11d 1.6 U.S.C. Sec.. 668(a.) 
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Th r aro Ii i«!ly !Ya!d e1Lgtcs prns!!m in m.1r pmjoct area. f'o additltmal :lnformatlo . 011 bafd 

mgles refer m Bald Ea~le NP§\jn~ and Sgnsjtly)t,;• ro t111roao Aql.ylL)• 

Fo gulrla□c on hoo co solwdule acmimtis or lmpli,mimt avoidance and mJrumizar on me_as.uro.s. 
to reduce Impacl.S m migracor birds. on our 1st, ,,e the PROB. BJl ITV OF :PRIESENCE 
SUMMARY belm 10 Sil! wh!!n dli!Sol! birds are mo:;r II y LO b@ ,p:t sem and b.oo dlng in your 
proj@cr a a. 

Batd Ea.g!e flafiaeems lem::-ocepha{us 
This Ls Ml a Biird '111 C'..onse 110 Concern BC. , In this ania. ~ . "'"al1'.tl1li auenLli:rn 
1Jecau5e u[ 1he, gl Alli ot for pm,mrlal Sfiloep!lllili1il!S Lrn off:lfulre are.as from ~rt.}]11 

iypei: or ifev!;Ja miNII! a .ial r.i~ 

BREEDIM SEAS-0 

Breeds Mar 1 lo 

Aug31 

IJlms' {lero;, D'f½SRVli'C!l,'giecte;.o I~ 

PROBABILITY OF PRESENCE SUMIMARV 
n1e graphs bl!iow pro oo mir Dl!Sl understandin o: hen hlrd:s o co:11cern are most l!lkel to be 
proserrt 111 01.1r project ama. Th1ls lntonnatlon can bi;, 1.1sed ro ta lor and sdiedu1te our pmJec1 
act! · .li!l@S to avoid Ol' minlml:w impacrs co hlrds.. Plea.-.e make s.urn ou mad "SuppJ@memaL 
lnfom1.11.Lon 011.Migra1oo:.;Blrds and,Eag)eL. spoclficall. th FAQ sect.in tl lJBd "Proper 
ln1i!rpn1ca1Jou aml Use of Your MigraLOry Bird Report"' b oro mlng or attempting 10 ln:t ret 
thls repcm. 

Proll 'hllll • of Pl'@Si@nr,11 { ) 

Gft1e.n lb_ar.s.: !he bird's relaii re prob_abllil)' of pt"e.Sence in tbl!! 10 m ~r[d c:ell(s) 011r project 
o erlaps during that week of 1th!!! rear. 

Breeding S@af,0)1 ( ) 
Yl!Uo • ball$; Ill)!! 1 esclma~ o 1he mt:!fram lll!l oo . Web lb@ bird breeds acro . .-.:s i i:s e.olire 
:rang@. 

Sor.-e" Effort ( I) 
Venlcal [bfack Unes· th numb@r of su . t> :s, perfoimed for th.u sp!!cll!S In. Lh@ 10km grld ct:!l.l(s) 
our projea. aJl!a o @rJaps. 

NoD ta(- ) 
wee.k is ma m as. !:Laving no dara i. th re ~reoo no !.U @y 12-vents o d1m WE'ek. 

S!IE IES JAN FE;;S OCf O\r D 

11 -H I >-
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r,lnn. 

\luln=hlil 

Additional information. can h tou11d using Lile lo1Jow1ng IIJllks: 

• Eagle Man.ag~m nt htrps.:://www.l:ws.gov/program/eagle-.rnanag rnent 

• Mea.sllres or avoiding and mi11imizitng impacts to M,ds. Lun,s:llww Jws.govlllbrary/ 

roJle:cU9osfavaldJ Cl~--apd-mJ oiro liln~-1 ncid®tal-take-m11:rawt,v:-hlub 
N□tlon. ~cl11 001.1S anon m11asures o h~ ht1ps,:Uwww. fw5.t:gv/s ws.!,dgfaµluf lest 
d.orum11ms/nalionw.ld.!!-.s.tanda.rd,.can.~rvl!Il11n-mf!.lsures.pdf 

S'upplem ru.al Jnformatlon fo.r .I grato . • Birds a:ru:I Eag1es 1n lPaC hnps://www. s..oovl 
med"ili!iLWUIE!ID1!Dlill;;in(mmac:io11;mw:,atca-bir;ds•and;b-atcb1nd-1:glde1tta~)e5;-mro,' -ocCU[; 
pmjecr-aaicm 

MIGRATO1RY BIRDS 
Glrraln biJdl'. arn protected undi:ir the .ig am Bird Treat Aot1 and llm Bald and Golden Eagle 
Prorocl!lon Ac.t2 . 

An p on or org:mh:u .oil , llo plan!=.- o. conducrs a.cu. til.e.s. that ma resul t. hi rnp.Jas to 
mlgra.co:ry Mrds. @:!l~l!.S., and m Ir halilc:ns:3 should foUa app pr!ale regula ons 11ml cons d r 
Impl.em11nllng ap ropr!ale co1t,mva1b:m measl.lJ'@s.,. a.s. d'@scrlb!:!d l.11 th link.~ oolow. pt:! lfican , 
pr ast:!' revi!!w die "Sui;igJeme:tJ,taJJ11rotmado1t.011LMl,&rarocy BJ crs ,mclEagle,s."' . 

1. Th M gramry Birds Tmani ct ot 1918. 

2. Tl1e Bald and Go!de!ll Easle Procectirm Aa o Jl.940, 

3 . 50C.F .. R. S c. 10.l2and UiU.S.C. SE!. 688(ai) 

.Fo g1Jldancf! on hen to chf!dule ac-d IIli:is or Im pl(!ffif!.ilL ,l\'oidance ancl ml.11imJzailcm measuros. 
to reclm:@ lmpac1s IO [gr.nor birds 011 • our lis1, s!!e •Lhr:i: PROBA.BlUTY OF PRESENCE 
S MMARY lrolo Hi 5t!C when ches.<! birds al'e rnos.t I kcl 10 he pros:em ancl 1:>reool 11,g In our 
1proj@cr ar~ai. 

. Jen's Mumml11g.b1rd Sdasphnms sasiri 
ThL-.16.;, IBJrd oJ secv111I011 C;iocem (BCC 1lm1:11.1g!Loot L~ n"° ow cooUDetlf U 
llMA!ask.a. 

l11Q1S•,•1eroa h,,,~i1•,111_,1...,%11 

BREEDING 
SEASO 

Broo:ls Foo 1 ro 
Jul 1-
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NAME 
IBllEElll C 
SE, SON 

Anr:li!m. Mumilet 5 rnJilibonmtpltus omiquus Broods Ma l 0 
Th~ isa 81,dof 5en'.iilimCu1!11le (BCC) !l11ouglioo1. l1Ji Ilg,!! I~ COOLlnl!ll(a) USA to S p 10 

"'ul I • . 
lllljl!l~,'ero6.fws._g,ni,.,Jocpl~Jl!!C n!l29 

.B.-i.M E.igle HaUaeews leucocepimlus 
'ltiJ;; is miu Bird of 
bec.allSe of !be glJ!' Aa or far pomnl I 
od' de,elfiP!DeTII o, aclJ\·llie~. 

llllili!~llew,.F.l'l}J1ffl'l§:Dts;n,:crm1626 

Bla k Oyst l'Cll1dw .Haemamp1Js badunani 
To Is &IHI of !ll!l'l'.llionCuOCi!lll (llCCJ,lliruu~ 1oor Ii:;; range n UiW! coo1lnl!fifill U A 

rtd las.b 

IJIIJ)ll'lt'ern; fw~Oi!l~li;pe;clf:\/9691 

Brood:!; Mar l ro 
Aug 31 

.B~Aprb 
mOct31 

.Bl.a ft. C pse.loides nige.r :Broods Jun 15 
This is Bird of Coosel'lf.lllOll Caooem (liCC) dr,011ghoo1 ils rail~ ill 1iw, COO L1 e,lll81 USA [O Sep 10 
;,nd Al 
MQ5;/{WJ§ thi-'B0\14'E-P{Ioc,;(§!'8813 

Bla n1~tane Anmaria me:!anocepha!a :Broods, 
n-us iS a 181,d o f servilllon Cuoo-em (EiC<: lll1 uugh0iii1' llli ,.inge m tliW! coollnl'!llfll1 U A fil.'ill\\•hero 
and IBSlui. 
hl!D§~.!lew;.ti, 5.f,ffile,::p/sjll!clf;VJ 1)55Z 

.B andt's Cormorant Uri.le: peniciUarus 
Thi!; Is a SI,d o Coo~ervdlUffi Cm.cem (llCC) lliri:rughou1· ii!! range 1n tl;ie cooI loenml U A 

tdAl.lika. 

l!ilJlll 'llern; h,.$.p1!1~1:iJlC"&fe;.m900 

Gil ' o la Gull Larus coli{ornicus 
Thl!i l!i Blrcl o f Coosen1a11Lo.11 CiilflCt!ltl (llCCJ 1k1to11ghooc L~ n~ In 11be cooL111e,rual U. A. 
and I 

lwmwea h:r➔11mtcrE1SPCfleiliW?? 

Broods.'1.p b 
roSep 15 

Breeds M.ir 1 10 

Jul 31 

c.-isslri's A11kfo1 Ptychoromplms ale:iaicus Bl1l'!'!d:s M.ir 2 l 
'lttls ls Blidor . eiv.11!1.onCatMil!lll illCC) ool lni partlmlar Bird Cu71Sl!J',aJiDIJ ~lallS to Sep 21 

le! fu.J I m~ ro llmemal USA 
IUl[Jlol:/lgro;,r.., 11.M>leCI!/fil)e( -L6!!!61 

Cassin's r'lnc:11 Haemorhoos cassinii Breeds May lS. 
~ is 8i,d of Coo!;el'Vdlion Cuuccm (El.CC) !lit ou~1001 ILi r;,nge m tl;ie 1!:'00Llnemal U A ro Jul. 15 

tdAlaw. 

IJff4kl'Uern; tYr'!;,JiM!l~1$pN:ff::iJ944M 

Ol@Slllu t-b□cl«!d Chlckadtl! P.a~ile rofesce:ns rnfesc.e:ns l8roods, M:l 1 m 
This is. !l.lnl f Sl!IVallOJ\ Cul}C!!ffl tliCC} ool;' ln parllru.l a.r (l ln] c~ailllo Reglo, Jul 31 
le! Rs) d~ ro Uaemal USA 
IU!m:i?!11GIOO§ CW5 sPYtecal5PC"Glex \19 JJ 
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lE 

nark's G ·bt:? Aeclmwpjwrus clarldi 
nus IS BINI of CooSM'llllOO Coocem (BCCJ m1.1gt,00L il~ lail,Gt Ill !be COOLI l,lllill U A 
nd.AJAska. 

llll)l!i~ltetu!i.!\oi g,wlec11l5;T1;:,CI !0575 

BREEDIN 
BASON 

B xl!s Jun 1 w 
Aug 31 

E ·enlng Gro.sheak. Cocco1hn:11.iSl12S wsperrinus Bl'OCld's Ma • 15 
This 15 a Bird of Sl!f\lllllan Coooem (BCCJ ftlughooc us r.;11ge 1be coolimi!'Iltill U A m Aug 10 
.and Ala5k.l. 

IIWll!'/l•ae; ~ :IW),11eQlll~le.,'lljl?!i 

L@s.se . YellowLeg!. Tringa /1avipes 
'Jbls, a liird ill Coo allon CurllC (BCC) • Ollghotir 115 II~ Ill uie DOOr.lcrNIIBI U 
andAb~. 

Mamled G~'icLimosa ferfaa 
This 15 Bird of Collsen'aiJ.oo Co e (BCC liolllghOUc iL~ r.ill I ibe coollnental U 
ai7.dAl:a!.ka. 

lmflli;l/eol!i.f' . 11,0Wegi/.5J1ECle1.'94.IH 

Oak Ilcm11uw .Baealoplms inomarus 
This 15 a Blrd of sen'aiJ.oo Co em (BO:: n:u1gh111.;r il!i ,;a, ge ifl thie malinenral U 
and Ala 

IIOW!'k'~Q/li f"YoG!ll1leylsffl;lsl541{i5b 

OIJve-sirfad Flyca1cher Cm1wpus ooperi 
Tok Slrd of CooSl!tvJIJ011 Ci.lllCffll (BCC) , aughoor L!. .. 11ge In i!lll' i::oo.tlnerlllll USA 
andAla k.a. 

b&uti'(tew D:!MJ9l!IGJ'.ll /mcclW3:Jli 

Bre.ocl!s Mar 15 
lO JuJ 15 

Bl'l'ol.-:ids Ma 20 
roJ\:ug31 

Red Kno1 Ca.lidri!i: 1murus rosclaarr Breocls 
11ils IS a Sird of Coo. l!f\lJUoo Cooo (BCC r-augl1ooc IS r.;11g,e ll nbe coolinemal U cA. el!;@whe 
nd.o\l.lik.a. 

lm:Jlli~l/el'O!;.Ft.,,:s-£m•lec111,.yiecl.i!5J8SOO 

Rufous l'f11mml~b1rd 5.elasphonJ.s rofus 
This Is BINI of Oiclsen'illloo Co , (BCCJ rn11gl100L l!i llJ!e ID 1h,e cooliai!'Iltill U A 
andA!a~. 

Short-bl lled Do ·icch r LimriodFomus g ise,1.15 
Th a liird Cotise-wa!Jo11 CuilC['l'll (BCC) ·oul!,hoor •I!. 11ge In Rlie cootlui!llllll U 
and Ala :I.a. 
ih5Wll'{lfmi lia:¥m!tec111>PC{Jt5/'.94M 

WL'.'S112m Grnbe aechnwpliorus oecidentaUs 
This Is Si rd of Coosenollll.oo Co 1!111 (BCC, ftllughlllit l!i oge I ibe ,Lineiual U A 

dAl:aEJ,;,a. 

lmw:1tero,,.r-..,;;;.11,,>'l'lecp15Jl!lCLes/614J. 

BreedsAp 1 
[O Jl!ll 1.5 

BOOl!ds Jun 1 m 
J-\ug l() 

Bl'l!!Eld!s Jun 1 m 
AugJl 
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l:!1<.1:-.l::.UI I.., 

.E E. ON 

'I/ i:!Slem Gull Lan.J.s occidentaUs. Broc.--d!s p 21 
Th0, iS a B Jrd Coosi!!N.llloi!I C mll!ll! t B C 01rougl1001 i lS fl~ In !be li lletlW ll toAu.g25 
an.dAlafu. 
~llt(l,S~J'i!f.116-ho.i!'.ar..@WA181..li/ 5per.c 

W'i.llet Jrrnga •mlpal'mata .Bl:1!.00ls 
1 ,i5 i.s B ird o f Coosc aoon Cooo • ( B • 011 oughoo1 kis fl~ l n lhe Llil el91!wli.ere 
ai,dAJ.i.<Jc.a. 

U!IJlti'll~ tws,aw •~~!ei,1!.l)i69 

Wrmulr Clramaea fasciaw 
Th~ i.s . B.ird o f Coosen<.!IIIOJI C oooe ( l'ICC dr.-o ghoul I L~ ,tall~ !he COOl.ll11!'.111 a1 u. 

Brook Mar 1 
toAuglO 

andAlas;k-.a. 

lu!Pt:i;t,e® th'eumteculmcsleat\QWiB 

PROBABILITY O:F PRESENCE SUMMARY 
Toe graphs lu:!lm\• pro1,\l.de our lilest um:! 1"Stamling of whl!n bird:!. of ro11C@m.a.ro mo r like.I • to~ 

pml!!lt In •our proj c:t ar@a. Th s !nfonnat1011 can b@ 1.1sl!d to It ilor am:l sc:bedu ll our _proj l'CI. 

aclD .I es. •m :wo d or mlnl rnlze pacrc to birds.. Please make s.uro oil road "SugpJgmeornl 
lniormardoi:1 on Ml~tamey Birds and Eaglgs". spoclflca11y th fAQ section tli.led "Proper 
Jm:erpr!!mi!iori and Use or You . Mig mo , B.lnl Repon" b@fo using o alti!mpting m im@rp 
this repon. 

Pr obia'bl.l of P ~llCI!' (■) 

Greeri bm; I.be bird's relalh•e p:robabll.i , o· presen~!;! n ·th 10km grid c:@lt(s) our pro oe1. 

m flaps during cl1ac wllek of th!!' year. 

Brei! 
Y@llo esrima.1 o: chc l!l hlch die Iii n1 bffl!!ds across t,;; end.re 
range. 

Sun.•e Effort (]) 
Vlll1ical bl ck llni?S: th Ill.Im oor ot" 51Il'V@ s p!!rlonned for 11har spll lc:s 1111 the 10km grlcl cl!H(s) 

olJ proj@cr a ,a, ove.rla.ps_ 

NoD l.ai ( - ) 

no datm i£ th!!n! •ero no 5W'Vil!J l:!v1mts o ch.au,,mek. 

5.PE IES JA FEB ti\R APR MA J ' JUL AUG SEP OCT O D 
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hllien's 
Elumminep,nl 
EIOCR"'l§t""dr 
(CON) 

Andrn !,lum,l,; 

EIOC~•de 
(CON) 

Elahl i;,,p 
Nnn-BCC 
\i'ul11<'1"i1bir 

I I I I I 

Bt>ck 0)-.iorr.adJK I I 
BC Rang.,.-.dt, 
(CD:<I) 

Elbd T Wll<IOOO, 

9CC lbongl"111dr 
(CON) 

Br.:md1'.s Camnr:aii 
lllJC Rangr,,-, dr 
(CON) 

CaiLIJJIS Cull 
EICC Rq"" de 
!CON) 

C...,an',, A~ 
EICC. . BCII 

c.w:tn's Rn::b 
BC.C Rang...,., ,t,, 
(CON) 

Cho!smUL-b3!:t..d 
Clucbdrr 
BOC - BfJt 

Cl'.u:k's ,Gm,;, 
BCC 'Rq,...., dc 
tCO.'f) 

SPECIE:S, 

1 1 f I I I 

JAN FEB tAR A.PR MAY 

~~:z f i l l 1111 i l l l 
(CON) 

~=: +H I t I I ~ I I 
(CON) 

I H + l+ I ~ H I I I- I I -H I .. 

I I I I I II ' 

I I 11 I 11 I 

I 11 I 

I I I I I ti • 

1 1 I I 11 I 

I • 

OCT OV DE• 

1 1 1 I I I I If I I 

H+~ I + I-• 



RCTA Crescent City Project

39 | 

0 '!limausr. 
__ Rar,..,.,dr 

(CON 

OIL,......it'IHI 
Flyr.a!mr 

C fbmi;.....,d, 
(CO 

+I++ H 1 

I I I I I 11 11 1 

-l I- I +IHI I HI .. 

I I I I I I I 111 1 1 11 I 1 1 11-

II I I 11 11 1 I I I I I I I 11 I I I i l I I I I ► 

Rwoos 
klumml"!l>lrd ~I H -1-- I -H l ~ 1 ~ I I • 

. b,gt-,.-ldr 
(COO 

11 I I ' I I I I I 11 I I I 1 1 . 
ri•hl ll,d 

o .... 1wiu 

- Rais"" do 
[CON) 

v.rs, mOffle 
.EICC fta\!:..,., di, 
(CON 

iJlet 
Rms...,1dr. 

(C . 
I I I 11 I 111 1 1 111 

I 11 I I 

AdditLonal hnforma on can b!! found 1.1si11 . the foUmor.r!:ng links: 

'" Eagle Mrngetmmt https://www.fws.gov/pro~ram/eacle-managemem 

,. Measures • o iii oiding and minlrnlzl11g impacts co bi~ds .lltms:lfwww.fws.govtllhrarv/ 
collocrlOTI;S.!aypldJC1G,:and-m nim :zln~-inciden ral-rake-micracozy-birds 

,. atlan Ide cons. • anon rnoosums o bl.rd!s. hups::/twww.fws.govisirosldefollllilf les/ 
dorurn!!nts/uadonwlde-s.tandarckons.erva(lon-measuro.s.J!df 

" Suppll!mc1u.al l11fonnal!lon fo Mlg:ram • E :rds and Eagl@S in IIPaC hmis·ifw:ww fw> WW 

I I 

.. rood a.ls.uw;ilememal;in o ,a fo11>-migtatOQ'•birrls-and;;hakband-gpld1m-,ea~le,=may-occ11r~ 
project-action 

WE.TiLANIDS 
lmpacrs to NWI wetlands and oth aquaiic habitats ma subji:!ct ii> rngulatEon und(! S1:10 o 
404 of che Clean \ a.t , Acr, or othC! rat Fed raJ sta1ut@!i. 
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. b,gt-,.-ldr 
(COO 

11 I I ' I I I I I 1 1 I I I 1 1 . 
ri•hl ll,d 

o .... 1wiu 

- Rais"" do 
[CON) 

v.rs, mOffle 
.EICC fta\!:..,.,di, 
(CON 

iJ let 
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(C . 
I I I 11 I 1111 1 1 1 1 
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AdditLonal hnforma on can b!! found 1.1si11 . the foUmor.r!:ng links: 

'" Eagle Mrngetmmt https://www.fws.gov/pro~ram/eacle-managemem 

,. Measures • o iii oiding and minlrnlzl11g impacts co bi~ds .lltms:lfwww.fws.govtllhrarv/ 

collocrlOTI;S.!aypldJC1G,:and-m nim :zln~-inciden ral-rake-micracozy-birds 
,. atlan Ide cons. • anon rnoosums o bl.rd!s. hups::/twww.fws.govisirosldefollllilf les/ 

dorurn!!nts/uadonwlde-s.tandarckons.erva(lon-measuro.s.J!df 

" Suppll!mc1u.al l11fonnal!lon fo Mlg:ram • E :rds and Eagl@S in I IPaC hmis·ifw:ww fw> WW 

I I 

.. rood a.ls.uw;ilememal;in o ,a fo11>-migtatOrJ1•birrls-and;;hakband-gpld1m-,ea~le,=may-occ11r~ 
project-action 

WE.TiLANIDS 
lmpacrs to NWI wetlands and oth aquaiic habitats ma subji:!ct ii> rngulatEon und(! S1:10 o 
404 of che Clean \ a.t , Acr, or o thC! rat Fed raJ sta1ut@!i_ 

IPAC USER CONTACT INFO'RMATIOIN 
gen : R.:too Ci:ms.uliilng 

Name: Andr a Rabe· 
Addr s: 42.l Comm!!rda1 Stroot 
a , : Kla.ma11l Falls 
SratG!:: OR 
Zip: 917601 
Em;iJ] androa@raooconsulting.com 
Phone: -418912137 
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PROJECT AREA

4111 |||

1: 18,055 
I SOOm 

1,000 ft 

Map Legend 

8. 

' ' 

Flat Rook 

□ 

Peficsn 
Ro ck 

Essential Connectivity Areas • Ca lifornia Essentia l Habitat Connectivity (OEHC) [ds620] 

2 

. 3 

. 4 

Wore Permeable 

■ 5 Less Permeable 

Terrestrial Connectivity • ACE [ds2734] 

errestrial Connectivity ACE [ds2734l 

■ 5 - Irreplaceable and Essential Corridors 

■ 4 • Conservation Planning Linkages 

3 - Connections with Implementation 

Flex1b1lity 

■ 2 • Large Natural Hab a: Areas 

1 • Limited Connect:Mty Opportuni<y 
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CNDDB 9-

Element Type Scientific Name Common Name Federal Statu:State Status CDFW Status CA Rare Plant 

Animals -Amphibians Ascaphus truel Pacific- tailed frog None None SSC -

Animals - Amphibians Plethodon elongatus Del Norte salamander None None WL -
An imals -Amphibians Rana aurora northern red-legged frog None None SSC -

Animals - Amphibians Rana boylil pop. 1 foothill ye llow-legged frog- nort None None SSC -
Animals - Amphibians Rhyacotrlton varlegatus southern torrent salamander None None SSC -
An imals - Birds Acclpiter striatus sharp-shinned hawk None None WL -

Animals - Birds Circus hudsonlus northern harrier None None SSC -

Animals - Birds Elanus leucurus white-tailed kite None None FP -

Animals - Bfrds Hallaeetus leucocephalus bald eagle Delisted Endangered FP -
Animals - Birds Brachyramphus marmoratus marbled murrelet Threatened Endangered - -

Animals - Birds Cerorhlnca monocerata rhinoceros auklet None None WL -
Animals - Birds Fratercu la cirrhata tufted puffi n None None SSC -

Animals - Birds Ptychoramphus aleutlcus Casslns auklet None None SSC -
Animals - Bi rds Branta hutchlnsil leucoparefa cackling (=Aleutian Canada) go, De listed None WL -

Animals - Bfrds Cypseloides nfger black swift None None SSC -
Animals - Birds Charadrlus nl11osus ni11osus western snowy plover Threatened None SSC -
Animals - Bfrds Falco peregrrnus anatum American peregrine falcon Dellsted Dellsted - -
Animals - Birds Riparia rlparia bank swallow None Threatened -
Animals - Birds Hydrobates lurcatus fork-tailed storm-petrel None None SSC 

Animals - Birds Pandion haUaetus osprey None None WL 

Animals - Bfrds Poec Ile atrl cap Illus black-capped chickadee None None WL -
Animals - Bi rds Pelecanus occidentalis caUforn Californ ia brown pelican Deltsted Dellsted - -
An imals - Bfrds Nannopterum auritum double-crested cormorant None None WL -

An imals - Bi rds Bonasa umbellus ruffed grouse None None WL 

Animals - Birds Coturnlcops noveboracensis yellow rail None None SSC -
Anima ls - Birds Strlx occidentalis caurlna Northern Spotted OWl Threatened Threatened - -

An imals - Fish Acipenser medlrostrls pop. 2 green sturgeon - northern DPS None None SSC -
Animals - Fish Eucyc logoblus new"berry i tidewater goby Endangered None SSC -
Animals - Fish Spirinchus thaleichthys longllnsmelt Proposed End.Threatened - -
Animals - Fish Thaleichthys pacl fl cus eulachon Threatened None SSC -

Animals - Fish Entosphenus tridentatus Paci fic lamprey None None SSC -
Animals - Fish Lampetra richardsoni western brook lamprey None None SSC 
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Animals - Fish Oncorhynchus clarkll clarkil coast cutthroat trout None None SSC -

Animals - Fish Oncorhynchus kisutch pop. 2 coho salmon- southern Oregon Threatened Threatened - -
Animals - Ffsh Oncorhynchus mykiss lrldeus p steelhead - Klamath Mountains None None SSC -
Animals - Fish Oncorhynchus tshawytscha poi chlnook salmon - southern Ore1 None None SSC -
Animals - Insects Born bus occldentalis western bumble bee None Candidate End- -

Animals - Insects Speyeria zerene hlppolyta Oregon sllverspot butterfly Threatened None -
Animals - Mammals Arborlmus pomo Sonoma tree vole None None SSC -
An imals - Mammals En hydra lutrls nereis southern sea otter Threatened None FP -

Animals - Mammats Martes caurlna hurnbotcitensls Humboldt marten ThreateneCI EnClangereCI SSC -
Animals - Mammals Pekanla pennant] Fishe r None None SSC -
Animals - Mammals Eumetopias )ubatus Steller sea lion Dellsted None - -
Animals - Mammals Corynorhlnus townsendil Townsends big-eared bat None None SSC -
Animals - Reptiles Actlnemys marmorata northwestern pond turtle Proposed Th re None SSC -

Plan ts - Bryop hytes Fissldens pauperculus minute pocket moss None None - 1B.2 

Plants - Lichens Sulcarla splrall fera twisted horsehair lichen None None 1B.2 

Plants - Lichens Caliclum adspersum spira l-spored gi lded-head pin lh None None 2B.2 

Plants - Lichens Ramallna thrausta angels hair lichen None None - 2B.1 

Plants - Vascular Saglttaria sanfordll Sanfords arrowhead None None - 1B.2 

Plants - Vascular Asplenium trichomanes ssp. tri , maidenhair spleenwort None None - 2B.1 
Plants - Vascular Hesperevax sparsiflora va r. brmshort-leaved evax None None - 1B.2 

Plants - Vascular Lasthenla caUfornica ssp. macr perennial goldflelds None None 1B.2 

Plants - Vascular Packera bolanderl var. bolande1 seacoast ragwort None None - 2B.2 

Plants -Vascular Pyrrocoma racemosa var. cong1Del Norte pyrrocoma None None - 2B.3 

Plants - Vascular Arabls aculeolata Waldo rockcress None None - 2B.2 

Plants - Vascular Arabls mcdonaldlana McDonalds rockcress Endangered Endangered 1B.1 

Plants -Vascular Boechera koehleri Koehlers st ipltate rockcress None None 1B.3 

Plants -Vascular Cardamlne angulata seaside bitterc ress None None 2B.1 

Plants - Vascular Cochlearia groenlanCllca Greenland cochlearia None None - 2B.3 

Plants - Vascular Erysimum concinnum bluff wallflower None None - 1B.2 

Plants - Vascular Streptanthus howellll Howells jewelflower None None - 1B.2 

Plants - Vascular Downlngia wlllamettensis Cascade downlngla None None 2B.2 

Plants - Vascular Sabullna howellif Howells sand wort None None - 1B.3 

Plants - Vascular Sllene hoolr.eri Hookers catchfly None None - 2B.2 
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Plants - Vascular Silene scouleri ssp. scouter! Scoulers catchfly None None - 2.B.2 

Plants- Vascular Silene serpentlnicola serpentfne catchfly None None - 1B.2 

Plants - Vascular Sedum pa tens Smith Riverstonecrop None None - 1B.2 

Plants -Vascular Carex arc ta northern clustered sedge None None - 2B.2 
Plants - Vascular Carex lentlcu larls var. Limnophil lagoon sedge None None - 2B.2 

Plants - Vascular Carex lyngbyel Lyngbyes sedge None None - 2B.2 

Plants - Vascular Carex pratlco la northern meadow sedge None None - 2B.2 

Plants - Vascular Carex serpentlcola serpentfne sedge None None - 2B.3 

Plants - Vascular Carex sheldonil Sheldons sedge None None - 2B.2 

Plants -Vascular Carex viridula ssp. viriduta green yellow sedge None None - 2B.3 

Plants - Vascular Empetrum nigrum black crowberry None None - 2B.2 

Plants- Vascular Vaccinium scoparium little-leaved huckleberry None None - 2B.2 
Plants - Vascular La thyrus Japonlcus seaside pea None None - 2B.1 

Plants - Vascular Lathyrus palustrls marsh pea None None - 2B.2 

Plants- Vascular Gentiana setigera Mendocino gentian None None - 1B.2 

Plants -Vascular Phacella argentea sand dune phacelia Threatened None - 1B.1 

Plants - Vascular Romanzoffia tracyl Tracys romanzoffia None None - 2B.3 

Plants - Vascular Pingulcula macroceras homed butteiwort None None - 2B.2 

Plants - Vascular Erythronium hendersonll Hendersons fawn Uly None None - 2B.3 

Plants - Vascular Erythronlum howellil Howells fawn lily None None - 1B.3 

Plants - Vascular Erythronium oregonum giant fawn lily None None - 2B.2 

Plants -Vascular Erythronlum revolutum coast fawn lily None None - 2B.2 

Plants -Vascular Ulium occldentale western lily Endangered Endangered - 1B.1 

Plants -Vascular Sidalcea malviflora ssp. patula Siskiyou checkerbloom None None - 1B.2 

Plants - Vascular Sidalcea oregana ssp. exlmia coast checkerbloom None None - 1B.2 

Plants- Vascular Monotropa unitlora ghost-pipe None None - 2B.2. 

Plants - Vascular Lewisia opposltifolia opposite-leaved lewisla None None - 2B.2 

Plants - Vascular Montia howellll Howells montla None None - 2B.2 

Plants- Vascular Lyslmachla europaea arctic starflower None None - 2B.2 

Plants -Vascular Abronia umbellata var. brevlflor pin I< sand-verbena None None - 1B.1 

Plants - Vascular Oenoth era wolfll Wolfs evening-primrose None None - 1B.l 

Plants - Vascular Piperla candida white-flowered rein orchld None None - 1B.2 

Plants - Vascular Castil leja elata Siskiyou paintbrush None None - 2B.2 

Plants- Vascular Castilleja lltoralis Oregon coast paintbrtJsh None None - 2B.2 

Plants - Vascular Kopslopsls hoo l<eri small groundcone None None - 2B.3 

Plants - Vascular Anthoxanthum nitens ssp. nltenvanilla-grass None None - 2B.3 
Plants - Vascular Calamagrostis crasslglumls Thurbers reed grass None None - 2.B.l 

Plants - Vascular Gflla capitata ssp. pacifica Pacific glUa None None - lB.2 

Plants - Vascular Grlia millefoLiata dark-eyed gill a None None - 1B.2 

Plants -Vascular Polemonlum carneum Oregon polemonium None None - 2B.2 

Plants - Vascular Eriogonum nudum var. paralinu Del Norte buckwheat None None - 2B.2 

Plants - Vascular Eriogonum pendulum Waldo wi ld bUCkWheat None None - 2B.2 

Plants - Vascular Potamogeton fo liosus ssp. fib ril fibrous pondweed None None - 2B.3 

Plants - Vascular Moneses unlflora woodnymph None None - 2B.2 

Plants -Vascular Sangulsorba offlcinalis great burnet None None - 2B.2 

Plants -Vascular Cascadia nuttalUI Nuttalls saxifrage None None ,- 2B.1 

Plants -Vascular Viola langsdorffi l Langsdorfs violet None None - 2B.1 

Plants - Vascular Viola palustris alpine marsh violet None None - 2B.2 

Plants - Vascular Viola prlmuUfoUa ssp. occident, western white bog violet None None - 1B.2 
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. Given these results, there will be no impact from noise on the 
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APPENDIX E – FEMA FLOOD HAZARD LAYER FIRMETTE
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APPENDIX F – SENSITIVE RECEPTORS NOISE REPORT
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RCTA Crescent City Project 

impacts associated with the proposed project. Due to the proximity of the project site to 
areas -related noise impacts was required as part of the 
project’s environmental review. 

 
Sound technically described in terms of the loudness (amplitude) and frequency (pitch) of the sound. 
The standard unit of measurement is decibels (dB). 
frequencies. The “A- A , with the normal 
scale  from 3-140 dBA. 

as to which humans can be impacted by noise 
low levels (annoyance)  (nuisance) 

individual's response include and the 
 Land uses that 

are “  
are not limited to,  

Noise level decreases as the distance from the noise to receptors increases. 
source will decrease by approximately six decibels over hard surfaces and nine decibels over 

  

The noise analysis discusses sound levels in terms of Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) and 
Equivalent Noise Level (Leq). -hour day. CNEL is a noise 

 
pm) me (10 pm to 7 am).  

Leq  Leq can 
which has 
of dBA.  
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project area in detailed in Table 1. 

Table 1  

 Distance from Project ( )  

Nearest Schools (within 1 mile) 
District 

Preschool 
 Northwest 

Del Norte Community School  West 
Bass Maxwell Elementary 
School 

 West 

 4,  Northwest 
  Southwest 

Joe Hamilton Elementary  Southwest 
Nearest Residence(s) (in each d ) 
Totem Villa Apartments  45  North 
Residences west of Northcrest 
Drive 

 West 

Residences south of M Street  South 
Residence
west of Sea Foam Drive 

 East 

Nearest Hospitals/Medical Centers (within 1 mile)  
Del Norte County Behavioral 
Health 

3,  South 

Del Norte County Community 
Health Center 

 Northwest 

Community 
Hospital 

 North 

United Indian Health Services  Northwest 

 

 
 

hours,  to and from McNamara Field (the County primarily by small 
 , animals, and weather. 

t is surrounded by industrial and commercial 
 

 

The proposed project would result in increases in ambient noise levels  
due to the nature of the project. The project site is zoned Public Facility (PF) and the immediate area is 
zoned for commercial and industrial uses. The site is surrounded by developed, commercial and 
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industrial parcels. includes 

.  

The project is expected to cause the ambient noise level for s within 0.5 miles to 
increase due to increase  and  and equipment. 
receptor within 0.5 miles of the project, residents of Totem Villa Apartments, which lay approximately 
450 feet to the north.  

The City of Crescent City does not have noise ordinances or acceptable noise levels in place for 
  – nor does the County of Del 

Norte have a . Therefore, the ol 
standard acceptable noise levels (Table 2) will be considered in this analysis.  

Table 2.  

Land Use category 
Normally 

Acceptable 
(dBA, CNEL) 

Acceptable 
(dBA, CNEL) 

Normally 
Unacceptable 
(dBA, CNEL) 

Clearly 
Unacceptable 
(dBA, CNEL) 

-  50-60 55-70 70-75 Above 70 
Schools, Libraries, Churches, 
Hospitals,  50-70 60-70 70-80 Above 80 

  50-75 70-80 Above 75 -- 

Services. 

 
  

proposed project would result in temporary increases in ambient noise levels in the 

rce and receptor, and 
 

 
-

from various types of equipment  Table 3 
and Table 4. 
 
Table 3.   

 

Noise Source 

Noise Level (dBA)a 

50 Feet 100 Feet 

Steamroller 83 77 

 82 76 

Street Paver 80 74 

 83 77 

Street Compressor 67 61 
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Front-end Loader 79 73 

Street Cleaner 70 64 

 72 66 

Cement Mixer 72 66 
a six-  -  M

 
 

 

Table .  

 

 

Noise Level (dBA, Leq) 

50 Feet  

 84 82 

 89 86 

Foundations 78 77 

Structural 85 83 

 89 86 

 

Table 4 also accounts for the use of noise- s. The sound level 

levels up to 86 dBA at a reference distance of 50 feet. 
percent -hour   

noise levels will be  as the only 
of the project will not experience noise levels that exceed the ol’s 
standards (shown in Table 5).  

 
are shown in the table below. The noise level at the 

  are reduced by 6 dBA over hard 
surfaces per each 50 feet to the residence 500 feet away. 
12 dBA, which is below (50-60 dBA, 
CNEL). The table below shows the   as 
a noise source.  

Table 5  
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Receptor 
Distance from 
Receptor to 

 

 

 Ground 
 

 
Haul 

 

 

Schools 

School District 
Preschool 

 < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB 

Del Norte 
Community 
School 

 < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB 

Bass Maxwell 
Elementary 
School 

 < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB 

School  
 < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB 

Middle School  
 < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB 

Joe Hamilton 
Elementary 

 < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB 

Residences  
Totem Villa 
Apartments  

45  < 35 dB < 30 dB < 35 dB < 18 dB < 29 dB 

Residences west 
of Northcrest 
Drive 

 < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB 

Residences south 
of M Street 

 < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB 

Hospitals/Medical Centers  
Del Norte County 
Behavioral Health 

 < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB 

Del Norte County 
Community 
Health Center 

 < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB 

Community 
Hospital 

 < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB 

United Indian 
Health Services 

 < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB < 0 dB 

 

 

exceed the normally acceptable noise levels. No 
 to reduce 
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APPENDIX G – CHRIS and TRIBAL CORRESPONDENCE
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August 27, 2024 

 
FROM: Redwood Coast Transit Authority 

140 Williams Drive 
Crescent City, CA 95531 

 
TO:  Rose Clayburn / Tribal Heritage Preservation Officer 
 Yurok Tribe of the Yurok Reservation, California 
 P.O. Box 1027, Klamath, CA - 95548 
 

RE: Tribal Cultural Resources under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52 (Gatto, 2014). Formal 
Notification of determination that a Project Application is Complete or Decision to Undertake a Project, 
and Notification of Consultation Opportunity, pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (hereafter 
PRC). 

Dear Officer Clayburn: 

The Redwood Coast Transit Authority has decided to undertake the following project: Redwood Coast 
Transit Authority Electric Bus Charging Infrastructure Project. 

Below please find a description of the proposed project, a map showing the project location, and the 
name of our project point of contact, pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (d). 

 
Development of the proposed project includes paved driveways for access and circulation, an asphalt-
paved lot with car and transit vehicle parking aisles separated by concrete islands that serve as improved 
pedestrian walkways, EV charging infrastructure, solar arrays, lighting, and landscaping. 
  
The project area consists of a 1.23-acre portion of an 84.77-acre lot (Parcel ID 118020033000) at 140 
Williams Drive in Crescent City (Del Norte County), California. The site is situated on the north end of the 
Del Norte County Fairgrounds and is currently used as a maintenance vehicle parking area with a bus wash 
bay. 
 
Please see the map below. 
 
The project location is: 140 Williams Drive, Crescent City, CA 95531. 
 
If you have questions regarding this project, please direct them to Andréa Rabe at 541-891-2137 or 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 

Pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (b), you have 30 days or until September 27, 2024, from the receipt of this 
letter to request consultation, in writing, with Redwood Coast Transit Authority by contacting Rabe 
Consulting at 421 Commercial Street, Klamath Falls, Oregon 97601 or via email at 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 

 



~ 

I 

j 

. --""'-·- -ft.LIA.IS DRIVE ElfCTIUC BUS 
-- CHARGING INFRASTRUCTURE 

·---- .---_ II; __ ..,._.,_ ._, .. __ , __ _ 
-----0.V 

• --a..-. .. ___ _ ----...... -.·--.. _,·-- - -• -----·--•->M.-·---·-· .... --__ _,, __ 
Q MSICE'IMOTQ 

·-·-----· __ ,.. ___ , .. __ 

"""" 

G:'2SZ2S ---

~--·-

35% - NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION 

, ... 

,., EXISTING COIIDmONS AND 
CONSTRAINT'S 



Very Respectfully,

Andréa Rabe
Senior Environmental Consultant 
Rabe Consulting 
andrea@rabeconsulting.com
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August 27, 2024 

 
FROM: Redwood Coast Transit Authority 

140 Williams Drive 
Crescent City, CA 95531 

 
TO:  Joseph James / Chairperson 
 Yurok Tribe of the Yurok Reservation, California 
 190 Klamath Boulevard, Klamath, CA - 95548 
 

RE: Tribal Cultural Resources under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52 (Gatto, 2014). Formal 
Notification of determination that a Project Application is Complete or Decision to Undertake a Project, 
and Notification of Consultation Opportunity, pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (hereafter 
PRC). 

Dear Chair James: 

The Redwood Coast Transit Authority has decided to undertake the following project: Redwood Coast 
Transit Authority Electric Bus Charging Infrastructure Project. 

Below please find a description of the proposed project, a map showing the project location, and the 
name of our project point of contact, pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (d). 

 
Development of the proposed project includes paved driveways for access and circulation, an asphalt-
paved lot with car and transit vehicle parking aisles separated by concrete islands that serve as improved 
pedestrian walkways, EV charging infrastructure, solar arrays, lighting, and landscaping. 
  
The project area consists of a 1.23-acre portion of an 84.77-acre lot (Parcel ID 118020033000) at 140 
Williams Drive in Crescent City (Del Norte County), California. The site is situated on the north end of the 
Del Norte County Fairgrounds and is currently used as a maintenance vehicle parking area with a bus wash 
bay. 
 
Please see the map below. 
 
The project location is: 140 Williams Drive, Crescent City, CA 95531. 
 
If you have questions regarding this project, please direct them to Andréa Rabe at 541-891-2137 or 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 

Pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (b), you have 30 days or until September 27, 2024, from the receipt of this 
letter to request consultation, in writing, with Redwood Coast Transit Authority by contacting Rabe 
Consulting at 421 Commercial Street, Klamath Falls, Oregon 97601 or via email at 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 
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Very Respectfully,

Andréa Rabe
Senior Environmental Consultant 
Rabe Consulting 
andrea@rabeconsulting.com
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August 27, 2024 

 
FROM: Redwood Coast Transit Authority 

140 Williams Drive 
Crescent City, CA 95531 

 
TO:  Cynthia Ford / THPO 
 Tolowa Dee-ni’ Nation 
 (707) 487-9255 X1701, Smith River, CA - 95567 
 

RE: Tribal Cultural Resources under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52 (Gatto, 2014). Formal 
Notification of determination that a Project Application is Complete or Decision to Undertake a Project, 
and Notification of Consultation Opportunity, pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (hereafter 
PRC). 

Dear THPO Ford: 

The Redwood Coast Transit Authority has decided to undertake the following project: Redwood Coast 
Transit Authority Electric Bus Charging Infrastructure Project. 

Below please find a description of the proposed project, a map showing the project location, and the 
name of our project point of contact, pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (d). 

 
Development of the proposed project includes paved driveways for access and circulation, an asphalt-
paved lot with car and transit vehicle parking aisles separated by concrete islands that serve as improved 
pedestrian walkways, EV charging infrastructure, solar arrays, lighting, and landscaping. 
  
The project area consists of a 1.23-acre portion of an 84.77-acre lot (Parcel ID 118020033000) at 140 
Williams Drive in Crescent City (Del Norte County), California. The site is situated on the north end of the 
Del Norte County Fairgrounds and is currently used as a maintenance vehicle parking area with a bus wash 
bay. 
 
Please see the map below. 
 
The project location is: 140 Williams Drive, Crescent City, CA 95531. 
 
If you have questions regarding this project, please direct them to Andréa Rabe at 541-891-2137 or 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 

Pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (b), you have 30 days or until September 27, 2024, from the receipt of this 
letter to request consultation, in writing, with Redwood Coast Transit Authority by contacting Rabe 
Consulting at 421 Commercial Street, Klamath Falls, Oregon 97601 or via email at 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 
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Very Respectfully,

Andréa Rabe
Senior Environmental Consultant 
Rabe Consulting 
andrea@rabeconsulting.com
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August 27, 2024 

 
FROM: Redwood Coast Transit Authority 

140 Williams Drive 
Crescent City, CA 95531 

 
TO:  Jeri Thompson / Chairperson 
 Tolowa Dee-ni’ Nation 
 12801 Mouth of Smith River Road, Smith River, CA - 95567 
 

RE: Tribal Cultural Resources under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52 (Gatto, 2014). Formal 
Notification of determination that a Project Application is Complete or Decision to Undertake a Project, 
and Notification of Consultation Opportunity, pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (hereafter 
PRC). 

Dear Chair Thompson: 

The Redwood Coast Transit Authority has decided to undertake the following project: Redwood Coast 
Transit Authority Electric Bus Charging Infrastructure Project. 

Below please find a description of the proposed project, a map showing the project location, and the 
name of our project point of contact, pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (d). 

 
Development of the proposed project includes paved driveways for access and circulation, an asphalt-
paved lot with car and transit vehicle parking aisles separated by concrete islands that serve as improved 
pedestrian walkways, EV charging infrastructure, solar arrays, lighting, and landscaping. 
  
The project area consists of a 1.23-acre portion of an 84.77-acre lot (Parcel ID 118020033000) at 140 
Williams Drive in Crescent City (Del Norte County), California. The site is situated on the north end of the 
Del Norte County Fairgrounds and is currently used as a maintenance vehicle parking area with a bus wash 
bay. 
 
Please see the map below. 
 
The project location is: 140 Williams Drive, Crescent City, CA 95531. 
 
If you have questions regarding this project, please direct them to Andréa Rabe at 541-891-2137 or 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 

Pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (b), you have 30 days or until September 27, 2024, from the receipt of this 
letter to request consultation, in writing, with Redwood Coast Transit Authority by contacting Rabe 
Consulting at 421 Commercial Street, Klamath Falls, Oregon 97601 or via email at 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 
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Very Respectfully,

Andréa Rabe
Senior Environmental Consultant 
Rabe Consulting 
andrea@rabeconsulting.com
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August 27, 2024 

 
FROM: Redwood Coast Transit Authority 

140 Williams Drive 
Crescent City, CA 95531 

 
TO:  Kathy Dowd / THPO 
 Resighini Rancheria, California 
 P.O. Box 529, Klamath, CA - 95548 
 

RE: Tribal Cultural Resources under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52 (Gatto, 2014). Formal 
Notification of determination that a Project Application is Complete or Decision to Undertake a Project, 
and Notification of Consultation Opportunity, pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (hereafter 
PRC). 

Dear THPO Dowd: 

The Redwood Coast Transit Authority has decided to undertake the following project: Redwood Coast 
Transit Authority Electric Bus Charging Infrastructure Project. 

Below please find a description of the proposed project, a map showing the project location, and the 
name of our project point of contact, pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (d). 

 
Development of the proposed project includes paved driveways for access and circulation, an asphalt-
paved lot with car and transit vehicle parking aisles separated by concrete islands that serve as improved 
pedestrian walkways, EV charging infrastructure, solar arrays, lighting, and landscaping. 
  
The project area consists of a 1.23-acre portion of an 84.77-acre lot (Parcel ID 118020033000) at 140 
Williams Drive in Crescent City (Del Norte County), California. The site is situated on the north end of the 
Del Norte County Fairgrounds and is currently used as a maintenance vehicle parking area with a bus wash 
bay. 
 
Please see the map below. 
 
The project location is: 140 Williams Drive, Crescent City, CA 95531. 
 
If you have questions regarding this project, please direct them to Andréa Rabe at 541-891-2137 or 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 

Pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (b), you have 30 days or until September 27, 2024, from the receipt of this 
letter to request consultation, in writing, with Redwood Coast Transit Authority by contacting Rabe 
Consulting at 421 Commercial Street, Klamath Falls, Oregon 97601 or via email at 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 
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Very Respectfully,

Andréa Rabe
Senior Environmental Consultant 
Rabe Consulting 
andrea@rabeconsulting.com
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August 27, 2024 

 
FROM: Redwood Coast Transit Authority 

140 Williams Drive 
Crescent City, CA 95531 

 
TO:  Fawn Murphy / Chairperson 
 Resighini Rancheria, California 
 158 East Klamath Beach Rad, Klamath, CA - 95548 
 

RE: Tribal Cultural Resources under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52 (Gatto, 2014). Formal 
Notification of determination that a Project Application is Complete or Decision to Undertake a Project, 
and Notification of Consultation Opportunity, pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (hereafter 
PRC). 

Dear Chair Murphy: 

The Redwood Coast Transit Authority has decided to undertake the following project: Redwood Coast 
Transit Authority Electric Bus Charging Infrastructure Project. 

Below please find a description of the proposed project, a map showing the project location, and the 
name of our project point of contact, pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (d). 

 
Development of the proposed project includes paved driveways for access and circulation, an asphalt-
paved lot with car and transit vehicle parking aisles separated by concrete islands that serve as improved 
pedestrian walkways, EV charging infrastructure, solar arrays, lighting, and landscaping. 
  
The project area consists of a 1.23-acre portion of an 84.77-acre lot (Parcel ID 118020033000) at 140 
Williams Drive in Crescent City (Del Norte County), California. The site is situated on the north end of the 
Del Norte County Fairgrounds and is currently used as a maintenance vehicle parking area with a bus wash 
bay. 
 
Please see the map below. 
 
The project location is: 140 Williams Drive, Crescent City, CA 95531. 
 
If you have questions regarding this project, please direct them to Andréa Rabe at 541-891-2137 or 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 

Pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (b), you have 30 days or until September 27, 2024, from the receipt of this 
letter to request consultation, in writing, with Redwood Coast Transit Authority by contacting Rabe 
Consulting at 421 Commercial Street, Klamath Falls, Oregon 97601 or via email at 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 
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Very Respectfully,

Andréa Rabe
Senior Environmental Consultant 
Rabe Consulting 
andrea@rabeconsulting.com
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August 27, 2024 

 
FROM: Redwood Coast Transit Authority 

140 Williams Drive 
Crescent City, CA 95531 

 
TO:  Lawanda Green / THPO 
 Elk Valley Rancheria, California 
 2332 Howland Hill Road, Crescent City, CA - 95531 
 

RE: Tribal Cultural Resources under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52 (Gatto, 2014). Formal 
Notification of determination that a Project Application is Complete or Decision to Undertake a Project, 
and Notification of Consultation Opportunity, pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (hereafter 
PRC). 

Dear THPO Green: 

The Redwood Coast Transit Authority has decided to undertake the following project: Redwood Coast 
Transit Authority Electric Bus Charging Infrastructure Project. 

Below please find a description of the proposed project, a map showing the project location, and the 
name of our project point of contact, pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (d). 

 
Development of the proposed project includes paved driveways for access and circulation, an asphalt-
paved lot with car and transit vehicle parking aisles separated by concrete islands that serve as improved 
pedestrian walkways, EV charging infrastructure, solar arrays, lighting, and landscaping. 
  
The project area consists of a 1.23-acre portion of an 84.77-acre lot (Parcel ID 118020033000) at 140 
Williams Drive in Crescent City (Del Norte County), California. The site is situated on the north end of the 
Del Norte County Fairgrounds and is currently used as a maintenance vehicle parking area with a bus wash 
bay. 
 
Please see the map below. 
 
The project location is: 140 Williams Drive, Crescent City, CA 95531. 
 
If you have questions regarding this project, please direct them to Andréa Rabe at 541-891-2137 or 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 

Pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (b), you have 30 days or until September 27, 2024, from the receipt of this 
letter to request consultation, in writing, with Redwood Coast Transit Authority by contacting Rabe 
Consulting at 421 Commercial Street, Klamath Falls, Oregon 97601 or via email at 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 
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Very Respectfully,

Andréa Rabe
Senior Environmental Consultant 
Rabe Consulting 
andrea@rabeconsulting.com
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August 27, 2024 

 
FROM: Redwood Coast Transit Authority 

140 Williams Drive 
Crescent City, CA 95531 

 
TO:  Dale Miller / Chairperson 
 Elk Valley Rancheria, California 
 2332 Howland Hill Road, Crescent City, CA - 95531 
 

RE: Tribal Cultural Resources under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52 (Gatto, 2014). Formal 
Notification of determination that a Project Application is Complete or Decision to Undertake a Project, 
and Notification of Consultation Opportunity, pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (hereafter 
PRC). 

Dear Chair Miller: 

The Redwood Coast Transit Authority has decided to undertake the following project: Redwood Coast 
Transit Authority Electric Bus Charging Infrastructure Project. 

Below please find a description of the proposed project, a map showing the project location, and the 
name of our project point of contact, pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (d). 

 
Development of the proposed project includes paved driveways for access and circulation, an asphalt-
paved lot with car and transit vehicle parking aisles separated by concrete islands that serve as improved 
pedestrian walkways, EV charging infrastructure, solar arrays, lighting, and landscaping. 
  
The project area consists of a 1.23-acre portion of an 84.77-acre lot (Parcel ID 118020033000) at 140 
Williams Drive in Crescent City (Del Norte County), California. The site is situated on the north end of the 
Del Norte County Fairgrounds and is currently used as a maintenance vehicle parking area with a bus wash 
bay. 
 
Please see the map below. 
 
The project location is: 140 Williams Drive, Crescent City, CA 95531. 
 
If you have questions regarding this project, please direct them to Andréa Rabe at 541-891-2137 or 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 

Pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (b), you have 30 days or until September 27, 2024, from the receipt of this 
letter to request consultation, in writing, with Redwood Coast Transit Authority by contacting Rabe 
Consulting at 421 Commercial Street, Klamath Falls, Oregon 97601 or via email at 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 

 



~ 

I 

j 

. --""'-·- -ft.LIA.IS DRIVE ElfCTIUC BUS 
-- CHARGING INFRASTRUCTURE 

·---- .---_ II; __ ..,._.,_ ._, .. __ , __ _ 
-----0.V 

• --a..-. .. ___ _ ----...... -.·--.. _,·-- - -• -----·--•->M.-·---·-· .... --__ _,, __ 
Q MSICE'IMOTQ 

·-·-----· __ ,.. ___ , .. __ 

"""" 

G:'2SZ2S ---

~--·-

35% - NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION 

, ... 

,., EXISTING COIIDmONS AND 
CONSTRAINT'S 



Very Respectfully,

Andréa Rabe
Senior Environmental Consultant 
Rabe Consulting 
andrea@rabeconsulting.com
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August 27, 2024 

 
FROM: Redwood Coast Transit Authority 

140 Williams Drive 
Crescent City, CA 95531 

 
TO:  Cheryle Kennedy / Tribal Chairwoman 
 Confederated Tribes of the Grand Ronde Community of Oregon 
 9615 Grand Ronde Rd., Grand Ronde, OR – 97347-9712 
 

RE: Tribal Cultural Resources under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52 (Gatto, 2014). Formal 
Notification of determination that a Project Application is Complete or Decision to Undertake a Project, 
and Notification of Consultation Opportunity, pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (hereafter 
PRC). 

Dear Chairwoman Kennedy: 

The Redwood Coast Transit Authority has decided to undertake the following project: Redwood Coast 
Transit Authority Electric Bus Charging Infrastructure Project. 

Below please find a description of the proposed project, a map showing the project location, and the 
name of our project point of contact, pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (d). 

 
Development of the proposed project includes paved driveways for access and circulation, an asphalt-
paved lot with car and transit vehicle parking aisles separated by concrete islands that serve as improved 
pedestrian walkways, EV charging infrastructure, solar arrays, lighting, and landscaping. 
  
The project area consists of a 1.23-acre portion of an 84.77-acre lot (Parcel ID 118020033000) at 140 
Williams Drive in Crescent City (Del Norte County), California. The site is situated on the north end of the 
Del Norte County Fairgrounds and is currently used as a maintenance vehicle parking area with a bus wash 
bay. 
 
Please see the map below. 
 
The project location is: 140 Williams Drive, Crescent City, CA 95531. 
 
If you have questions regarding this project, please direct them to Andréa Rabe at 541-891-2137 or 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 

Pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (b), you have 30 days or until September 27, 2024, from the receipt of this 
letter to request consultation, in writing, with Redwood Coast Transit Authority by contacting Rabe 
Consulting at 421 Commercial Street, Klamath Falls, Oregon 97601 or via email at 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 
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Senior Environmental Consultant 
Rabe Consulting 
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August 27, 2024 

 
FROM: Redwood Coast Transit Authority 

140 Williams Drive 
Crescent City, CA 95531 

 
TO:  David Harrelson / Program Manager and THPO 
 Confederated Tribes of the Grand Ronde Community of Oregon 
 9615 Grand Ronde Rd., Grand Ronde, OR – 97347-9712 
 

RE: Tribal Cultural Resources under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52 (Gatto, 2014). Formal 
Notification of determination that a Project Application is Complete or Decision to Undertake a Project, 
and Notification of Consultation Opportunity, pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (hereafter 
PRC). 

Dear Program Manager Harrelson: 

The Redwood Coast Transit Authority has decided to undertake the following project: Redwood Coast 
Transit Authority Electric Bus Charging Infrastructure Project. 

Below please find a description of the proposed project, a map showing the project location, and the 
name of our project point of contact, pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (d). 

 
Development of the proposed project includes paved driveways for access and circulation, an asphalt-
paved lot with car and transit vehicle parking aisles separated by concrete islands that serve as improved 
pedestrian walkways, EV charging infrastructure, solar arrays, lighting, and landscaping. 
  
The project area consists of a 1.23-acre portion of an 84.77-acre lot (Parcel ID 118020033000) at 140 
Williams Drive in Crescent City (Del Norte County), California. The site is situated on the north end of the 
Del Norte County Fairgrounds and is currently used as a maintenance vehicle parking area with a bus wash 
bay. 
 
Please see the map below. 
 
The project location is: 140 Williams Drive, Crescent City, CA 95531. 
 
If you have questions regarding this project, please direct them to Andréa Rabe at 541-891-2137 or 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 

Pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (b), you have 30 days or until September 27, 2024, from the receipt of this 
letter to request consultation, in writing, with Redwood Coast Transit Authority by contacting Rabe 
Consulting at 421 Commercial Street, Klamath Falls, Oregon 97601 or via email at 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 
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Very Respectfully,

Andréa Rabe
Senior Environmental Consultant 
Rabe Consulting 
andrea@rabeconsulting.com
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August 27, 2024 

 
FROM: Redwood Coast Transit Authority 

140 Williams Drive 
Crescent City, CA 95531 

 
TO:  Christopher Bailey / Cultural Protection Specialist 
 Confederated Tribes of the Grand Ronde Community of Oregon 
 8720 Grand Ronde Rd., Grand Ronde, OR – 97347-9712 
 

RE: Tribal Cultural Resources under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52 (Gatto, 2014). Formal 
Notification of determination that a Project Application is Complete or Decision to Undertake a Project, 
and Notification of Consultation Opportunity, pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (hereafter 
PRC). 

Dear Cultural Protection Specialist Bailey: 

The Redwood Coast Transit Authority has decided to undertake the following project: Redwood Coast 
Transit Authority Electric Bus Charging Infrastructure Project. 

Below please find a description of the proposed project, a map showing the project location, and the 
name of our project point of contact, pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (d). 

 
Development of the proposed project includes paved driveways for access and circulation, an asphalt-
paved lot with car and transit vehicle parking aisles separated by concrete islands that serve as improved 
pedestrian walkways, EV charging infrastructure, solar arrays, lighting, and landscaping. 
  
The project area consists of a 1.23-acre portion of an 84.77-acre lot (Parcel ID 118020033000) at 140 
Williams Drive in Crescent City (Del Norte County), California. The site is situated on the north end of the 
Del Norte County Fairgrounds and is currently used as a maintenance vehicle parking area with a bus wash 
bay. 
 
Please see the map below. 
 
The project location is: 140 Williams Drive, Crescent City, CA 95531. 
 
If you have questions regarding this project, please direct them to Andréa Rabe at 541-891-2137 or 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 

Pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (b), you have 30 days or until September 27, 2024, from the receipt of this 
letter to request consultation, in writing, with Redwood Coast Transit Authority by contacting Rabe 
Consulting at 421 Commercial Street, Klamath Falls, Oregon 97601 or via email at 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 

 



~ 

I 

j 

. --""'-·- -ft.LIA.IS DRIVE ElfCTIUC BUS 
-- CHARGING INFRASTRUCTURE 

·---- .---_ II; __ ..,._.,_ ._, .. __ , __ _ 
-----0.V 

• --a..-. .. ___ _ ----...... -.·--.. _,·-- - -• -----·--•->M.-·---·-· .... --__ _,, __ 
Q MSICE'IMOTQ 

·-·-----· __ ,.. ___ , .. __ 

"""" 

G:'2SZ2S ---

~--·-

35% - NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION 

, ... 

,., EXISTING COIIDmONS AND 
CONSTRAINT'S 



Very Respectfully,

Andréa Rabe
Senior Environmental Consultant 
Rabe Consulting 
andrea@rabeconsulting.com
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August 27, 2024 

 
FROM: Redwood Coast Transit Authority 

140 Williams Drive 
Crescent City, CA 95531 

 
TO:  Delores Pigsley / Chairperson 
 Confederated Tribes of Siletz Indians of Oregon 
 201 SE Swan Avenue, Siletz, OR 97380-0549 
 

RE: Tribal Cultural Resources under the California Environmental Quality Act, AB 52 (Gatto, 2014). Formal 
Notification of determination that a Project Application is Complete or Decision to Undertake a Project, 
and Notification of Consultation Opportunity, pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (hereafter 
PRC). 

Dear Chair Pigsley: 

The Redwood Coast Transit Authority has decided to undertake the following project: Redwood Coast 
Transit Authority Electric Bus Charging Infrastructure Project. 

Below please find a description of the proposed project, a map showing the project location, and the 
name of our project point of contact, pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (d). 

 
Development of the proposed project includes paved driveways for access and circulation, an asphalt-
paved lot with car and transit vehicle parking aisles separated by concrete islands that serve as improved 
pedestrian walkways, EV charging infrastructure, solar arrays, lighting, and landscaping. 
  
The project area consists of a 1.23-acre portion of an 84.77-acre lot (Parcel ID 118020033000) at 140 
Williams Drive in Crescent City (Del Norte County), California. The site is situated on the north end of the 
Del Norte County Fairgrounds and is currently used as a maintenance vehicle parking area with a bus wash 
bay. 
 
Please see the map below. 
 
The project location is: 140 Williams Drive, Crescent City, CA 95531. 
 
If you have questions regarding this project, please direct them to Andréa Rabe at 541-891-2137 or 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 

Pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (b), you have 30 days or until September 27, 2024, from the receipt of this 
letter to request consultation, in writing, with Redwood Coast Transit Authority by contacting Rabe 
Consulting at 421 Commercial Street, Klamath Falls, Oregon 97601 or via email at 
rabeconsulting98@gmail.com. 

 



~ 

I 

j 

. --""'-·- -ft.LIA.IS DRIVE ElfCTIUC BUS 
-- CHARGING INFRASTRUCTURE 

·---- .---_ II; __ ..,._.,_ ._, .. __ , __ _ 
-----0.V 

• --a..-. .. ___ _ ----...... -.·--.. _,·-- - -• -----·--•->M.-·---·-· .... --__ _,, __ 
Q MSICE'IMOTQ 

·-·-----· __ ,.. ___ , .. __ 

"""" 

G:'2SZ2S ---

~--·-

35% - NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION 

, ... 

,., EXISTING COIIDmONS AND 
CONSTRAINT'S 



Very Respectfully,

Andréa Rabe
Senior Environmental Consultant 
Rabe Consulting 
andrea@rabeconsulting.com
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