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City County

Revised September 2011

I­40 Bridges and Rock Slope Protection Replacements

Caltrans District 8

Vivian Ho

vivian.ho@dot.ca.gov (909)292­6694

Unincorporated areas of San Bernardino County

Restore rock slope protection (RSP) at Ardis Ditch Bridges (PM R118.66, Bridge # 54­0201 L/R), Tank Tower Ditch 
Bridges (PM R119.50, Bridge # 54­0202 L/R), and Homer Wash Bridges (PM R120.47, Bridge # 54­0203 L/R), and to 
replace Woods Wash Bridges (PM R104.89, Bridge # 54­0802 L/R) on Interstate 40 (I­40) west of the City of Needles in 
San Bernardino County.

The proposed project would have no effect on Agriculture and Forestry Resources, Air Quality, Cultural Resources, 
Energy, Geology, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Geology and Soils, Land Use and Planning, Mineral Resources, 
Noise, Population and Housing, Public Services, Recreation, Transportation, Tribal Cultural Resources, Utilities and 
Service Systems, and Wildfire.
 
In addition, the proposed project would have less than significant effects to Aesthetics, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, and 
Hydrology and Water Quality.
 
With the following mitigation measures incorporated, the project would have less than significant effects to Biological 
Resources. BIO­General­10: ESA Fence Monitoring, BIO­General­11: ESA Fence Removal,BIO­General­12: Animal 
Entrapment, BIO­General­PSM­17: Grading, BIO­Reptile­1: Equipment Flagging, BIO­Reptile­2: Pre­Project Surveys, 
BIO­Reptile­3: Construction Monitoring, BIO­Reptile­4:Authorized Biologist Clearance Surveys, BIO­Reptile­6: Temporary
 Demarcation, BIO­Reptile­7: Permanent Fencing, BIO­Reptile­8: Rock Slope Protection, BIO­DT­1: Agency Notification 
and Reporting Requirements, BIO­DT­2: Desert Tortoise Temporary Impacts, BIO­Mitigation­1: Natural Communities 
Mitigation, BIO­Mitigation­2: Natural Communities Mitigation.



continued

If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.

No areas of controversy have been identified.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife Region 6 ­ Inland Deserts, Ontario
California Highway Patrol
California Natural Resources Agency
Colorado River Basin Regional Water Quality Control Board Region 7
California Transportation Commission
Department of Water Resources


