

































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































California Native Plant Society Inventory of Rare and Endangered Species Results

checkerbloom

ssp. rhizomata

Common Name Scientific Name CRPR CESA | FESA Blooming Period Habitat
Hgmboldt County Astr‘a_galus 1B.1 CE None (Mar)Apr-Sep Broadleafed upland forest, North Coast coniferous forest
milk-vetch agnicidus
Koch's cord moss Entosthodon kochii 1B.3 None None Cismontane woodland (soil)
Arctostaphylos .
Konocti manzanita manzanita ssp. 1B.3 None None | (Jan)Mar-May(Jul) Ch:_iparral, Simontaneiwoodiand; Lower montans
elegans coniferous forest
leafy-stemmed Mitellastra Broadleafed upland forest, Lower montane coniferous
mitrewort caulescens 42 None Hons (ManApr-Oct forest, Meadows and seeps, North Coast coniferous forest
maple-leaved Sidalcea 42 N NHE (Man)Apr-Au Broadleafed upland forest, Coastal prairie, Coastal scrub,
checkerbloom malachroides . P 9 North Coast coniferous forest, Riparian woodland
Mendocino Coast Castilleja 1B.2 N N Apr-A Closed-cone coniferous forest, Coastal bluff scrub, Coastal
paintbrush mendocinensis . one one pr-Aug dunes, Coastal prairie, Coastal scrub
R/litg:selah Sibeard Usnea longissima 4.2 None None Broadleafed upland forest, North Coast coniferous forest
minute pocket moss Fissidens 1B.2 None None North Coast coniferous forest (damp coastal soil)
pauperculus
mountain lady's- Cypripedium 42 None None | Mar-Au Broadleafed upland forest, Cismontane woodland, Lower
slipper montanum ) 9 montane coniferous forest, North Coast coniferous forest
Mt. Saint Helena Calystegia collina 42 NGiE NGie | Anrdun Chaparral, Lower montane coniferous forest, Valley and
morning-glory ssp. oxyphylla | R foothill grassland
North Coast Pleuropogon 181 cT None Apr-Jun Broadleafed upland forest, Meadows and seeps, North
semaphore grass hooverianus i P! Coast coniferous forest
S;i%g?ugﬁaSt Castilleja litoralis 2B.2 None None Jun Coastal bluff scrub, Coastal dunes, Coastal scrub
Oregon goldthread Coptis laciniata 42 NGiE Néiie (Feb)Mar-May(Sep- Meadows and seeps, North Coast coniferous forest
Nov) (streambanks)
oyal—leaved Viburnum ellipticum | 28.3 None None May-Jun Chaparral, Cismontane woodland, Lower montane
viburnum coniferous forest
Bacificgilla Gllrg_capltata ssp. 182 N None | Apr-Aug Chaparral (opemngs), Coastal bluff scrub, Coastal prairie,
pacifica Valley and foothill grassland
Pacific golden Chrysosplenium . L
saxifrage glechomifolium 4.3 None None Feb-Jun North Coast coniferous forest, Riparian forest
Lasthenia
perennial goldfields | californica ssp. 1B.2 None None | Jan-Nov Coastal bluff scrub, Coastal dunes, Coastal scrub
macrantha
Point Reyes Ceanothus Closed-cone coniferous forest, Coastal bluff scrub, Coastal
gloriosus var. 4.3 None None | Mar-May
ceanothus 4 dunes, Coastal scrub
gloriosus
PointiReyes Sidalcea calycosa 1B.2 None None Apr-Sep Marshes and swamps (freshwater, near coast)




California Native Plant Society Inventory of Rare and Endangered Species Results

lessingia

Common Name Scientific Name CRPR CESA FESA Blooming Period Habitat
- Erythronium Chaparral, Cismontane woodland, Lower montane
S bclendiiam.ily helenae 42 heng Riohie; | MSEMSy coniferous forest, Valley and foothill grassland
streamside daisy Erigeron biolettii 3 None None Jun-Oct Broadleafed upland forest, Cismontane woodland, North
Coast coniferous forest
Eastwcodisia Bogs and fens, Closed-cone coniferous forest, Coastal
swamp harebell iarhica 1B.2 None None | Jun-Oct prairie, Marshes and swamps (freshwater), Meadows and
seeps, North Coast coniferous forest
, Hemizonia congesta Coastal prairie, Lower montane coniferous forest, North
Tracy's tarplant ssp. tracyi 43 None None | (Mar-Apr)May-Oct & leval B i sl Tereel
white-flowered rein —— 4 Broadleafed upland forest, Lower montane coniferous
orchid Piparia candida 182 Naie None | (Mar-ApnMaySep forest, North Coast coniferous forest
woolly-headed gilia g'rlr"aeﬁ;’;?ta 5P 1B.1 None None | May-Jul Coastal bluff scrub, Valley and foothill grassland
woolly-headed Lessingia haloleuca | 3 Nisia Natis | JundtSer Broadleafed upland forest, Coastal scrub, Lower montane

coniferous forest, Valley and foothill grassland

QUADS USED (13): Albion, Elk, Navarro, Bailey Ridge, Cold Spring, Philo, Boonwville, Zeni Ridge, Ornbaun Valley, Yorkville, Hopland, Big Foot

Mtn., Cloverdale

Total Species: 78
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Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, codified in federal law
at 49 United States Code (USC) 303, declares that “it is the policy of the United
States Government that special effort should be made to preserve the natural beauty
of the countryside and public park and recreation lands, wildlife and waterfowl
refuges, and historic sites.”

Section 4(f) specifies that the Secretary of Transportation may approve a
transportation program or project . . . “requiring the use of publicly owned land of a
public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or
local significance, or land of an historic site of national, state, or local significance
(as determined by the federal, state, or local officials having jurisdiction over the
park, area, refuge, or site) only if:

e There is no prudent and feasible alternative to using that land; and

e The program or project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the
park, recreation area, wildlife and waterfowl refuge, or historic site resulting
from the use.”

Section 4(f) further requires coordination with the Department of the Interior and, as
appropriate, the involved offices of the Department of Agriculture and the
Department of Housing and Urban Development in developing transportation
projects and programs that use lands protected by Section 4(f). If historic sites are
involved, then coordination with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) is
also needed.

Responsibility for compliance with Section 4(f) has been assigned to Caltrans
pursuant to 23 USC 326 and 327, including determinations and approval of Section
4(f) evaluations, as well as coordination with those agencies that have jurisdiction
over a Section 4(f) resource that may be affected by a project action.

The activities associated with the project would occur within California State Parks-
Navarro River Redwoods State Park. Consultation with California State Parks is
ongoing; the draft Section 4(f) analyses are on the following pages.

Initial Study / Proposed Negative Declaration and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation 4
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Draft Section 4(f)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CATLIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY GAVIN NEWSOM., Govemnor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
NORTH REGION ENVIRONMENTAL

1656 Union Street

Eureka, CA 95501 Making Conservation
(707) 492-4064 a California Way of Life.
www.dot.ca.gov

TTY 711

November 8, 2024

Bill Maslach, District Superintendent
Sonoma-Mendocino District California State Parks
12301 North Highway 1

Mendocino, CA 95460

Dear Mr. Maslach:

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is proposing the Culvert Rehabilitation
and Fish Passage Project on State Route (SR) 128, between Post Mile (PM) 0.0, at the
intersection with SR 1, and PM 50.5, at the Sonoma County boundary. A portion of the project is
located within the Navarro River Redwoods State Park, within the Sonoma-Mendocino Coast
District of California State Parks.

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 was designed to preserve publicly
owned parklands, recreation areas, waterfowl and wildlife refuges, and historic significant
historic sites, and is applicable whenever a U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) action
involves the “use” of these sites. Because the proposed project is federally funded and proposes
the “use” of a State-owned Section 4(f) resource, concurrence from California State Parks—
Sonoma-Mendocino Coast District on the Section 4(f) determination is needed.

There is “use” of a Section 4(f) resource when a resource is Permanently Incorporated into a
transportation facility, when there is Temporary Occupancy of the resource that does not meet the
five criteria of temporary use (temporary duration, minor scope, no adverse physical impact or
interference with activities or purposes of the resource, land is fully restored, and documented
agreement with appropriate officials), or when there is Constructive Use of the resource (i.e.,

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

Cadlifornia Department of Transpertation — North Region Environmental
District 1 District 2 District 3
656 Union Street, Eureka, CA 95501 le Drive, Redding, CA 96001 (DO) 703 B Street, Marysville, CA 95901
et, Redding, CA 94001 (W. Venture)
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when the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected activities, features or
attributes that qualify the resource for protection are substantially impaired).

Under 49 USC 303(d)1, based on the “use” of the 4(f) resource, Caltrans has determined the
proposed Culvert Rehabilitation and Fish Passage Project would not result in a permanent,
adverse effect on the activities, features, or attributes of the park that make it eligible under
Section 4(f) and, therefore, would result in a de minimis impact to Navarro River Redwoods
State Park. A de minimis impact determination is not an exemption from Section 4(f); it is an
authorization for a minor use of a Section 4(f) property, without having to make a finding that
there are no feasible and prudent avoidance alternatives.

As part of the Section 4(f) process, the public must be afforded the opportunity to review and
comment on the 4(f) evaluation. As such, this evaluation is included as an attachment to the
CEQA Initial Study / Proposed Negative Declaration. The following sections provide project
information and supporting documentation for the de minimis determination.

DESCRIPTION OF 4(F) RESOURCES

Navarro River Redwoods State Park, described as a redwood tunnel to the sea, is located along
an approximately 11-mile stretch of the Navarro River in Northern California that begins at the
Pacific Ocean and offers 600 acres of second growth redwoods, riparian, and coastal
environments. Major activities in Navarro River Redwoods State Park include fishing, kayaking,
canoeing, swimming, nature and wildlife viewing, camping, picnicking, geocaching, and hiking.
Important attributes include the Navarro Beach Campground located at the mouth of the Navarro
River on the Pacific Ocean and the Paul M. Dimmick Campground and Picnic Area which is 6
miles east of the junction of SR 128 and SR 1.

“Provide a safe and reliable fransportation network that serves all people and respects the environment”
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The purpose of the project is to rehabilitate existing drainage systems to good condition and
eliminate a fish passage barrier (Mustard Gulch). This project is needed to repair deteriorating
drainage systems in order to prevent erosion and potential roadway embankment failure and
restore fish acecess to habitat at Mustard Gulch that is necessary for survival and spawning during
various life stages.

The project as a whole proposes to rehabilitate and/or replace 103 culverts in total from PMs 0.0
to 50.5 on SR 128. There are 16 existing drainage facilities located within the Navarro River
Redwoods State Park (between PM 1.94 and PM 12.46) which Caltrans proposes to improve as a
part of this project.

Proposed activities at Mustard Gulch (PM 7.27) include removing the existing reinforced
concrete box culvert (4-foot wide by 4-foot high by 67-foot long), restoring the channel, and
constructing a bridge. Work would remove a fish barrier and reopen approximately 1.55 miles of
potential fish habitat. The proposed bridge would be a 34-foot-long, cast-in-place (CIP)
reinforced concrete bridge. The proposed bridge would be 36 feet wide consisting of two 12-foot-
wide lanes, two 4-foot-wide shoulders, and two Tyvpe 85 concrete barrier railings. Test Level 3
crash cushions would be installed at each comer of the railings. The bridge would be supported
by CIP diaphragm abutments, CIP wingwalls and driven HP piles (Figure 1). Construction is
anticipated to be completed in one season and would be completed via the half-width
construction method with one way-controlled traffic.

“Provide a safe and reliable fransportation network that serves all people and respects the environment”
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Proposed activities at the 15 drainage locations include replacing existing culverts utilizing the
cut and cover method. The culverts proposed to be replaced are at Post Miles 1.94, 1.99, 2.11,
2.29, 2.43, 2.59, 6.81, 7.01, 8.82, 10.08, 10.47, 10.64, 10.77, 12.30, and 12.46. The cut and cover
replacement method would dig a trench to remove the existing culvert, place the new culvert,
then cover the impacted area to restore the roadway. Work would occur from the roadway and
minimal vegetation would be removed. The culverts would be limited to areas within the existing
Caltrans right of way (ROW). If water is present at the time of construction, then a clear water
diversion would occur ensuring water remains outside of the work area during culvert
replacement. Work using this method would be completed from the roadway utilizing a one-way
reversible traffic lane closure. The anticipated duration of work at each location is estimated to

be 5to 20 days.
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Caltrans is proposing to acquire a Right of Entry permit in the State Park to account for the
channel work and restoration; however, the area would remain in State Park control and would
be restored after construction.

Although the project would temporarily close several small parking areas and access to a gated
road that provides access to the park and its resources, visitors to the park would still have access
to the rest of the Navarro River Redwoods State Park. Though the pullout, parking area, and
unofficial trail segments would be temporarily closed for the duration of the project, there would
be no change to these features, and they would be re-opened after construction. Visitors
accessing the State Park would experience traffic delays as well as increased noise in the
immediate vicinity for the duration of the drainage improvement work. However, the new bridge
at Mustard Gulch would add to the features by providing a location for the public to view fish
returning to the creek. As aresult, recreational resources within the Navarro River Redwoods
State Park would be minimally impacted.

Areas disturbed by vegetation and tree removal would be restored after construction. Caltrans’
Standard Measures and Best Management Practices would be implemented to reduce impacts to
tree roots. All feasible measures would be taken to preserve the trees growing adjacent to the
creek.

Based on the activities associated with the project, Caltrans determined the type of “use™ of State
Park resources would be de minimis because the project would not adversely affect the activities,
features, or attributes of the park that make it eligible under Section 4(f). Therefore, Caltrans
considers the requirements of Section 4(f) de minimis to be satisfied.

Please sign below to indicate California State Parks concurrence with Caltrans’ de minimis
determination for the activities located on State Park land associated with the Culvert
Rehabilitation and Fish Passage Project on SR 128.

“Provide a safe and reliable fransportation network that serves all people and respects the environment”
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