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Lead agencies may include 15 hardcopies of this document when submitting electronic copies of Environmental Impact
Reports, Negative Declarations, Mitigated Negative Declarations, or Notices of Preparation to the State Clearinghouse
(SCH). The SCH also accepts other summaries, such as EIR Executive Summaries prepared pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15123. Please include one copy of the Notice of Completion Form (NOC) with your submission and attach the
summary to each electronic copy of the document.
SCH #:
Project Title:

Requa Road at Hunter Creek Bridge Replacement Project

Lead Agency: County of Del Norte, Community Development Department
Contact Name:
Email:

Heidi Kunstal

hkunstal@co.del-norte.ca.us

Project Location: US Route 101/Requa Road, Klamath
City

Phone Number:

707-464-7254

Del Norte
County

Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).
The County of Del Norte (County) is proposing to improve public safety and increase hydraulic capacity by replacing the
existing bridge (No. 01C-0011) on Requa Road over Hunter Creek and construct the necessary roadway approach
improvements. The new bridge would have a length of 210 feet with a 150-foot main span and a 60-foot approach span
and would provide two 11-foot traffic lanes and 5-foot shoulder for a clear width of 32 feet, and barrier rails along both
sides. The structure type would be a two-span steel girder bridge supported by abutments and a pier on large diameter
driven cast-in-steel shell piles. The existing bridge would be removed and disposed of offsite. The bridge deck elevation
would be raised in order to have a minimum bridge deck elevation slightly higher than the 100-year Klamath River
backwater elevation to minimize future “redo” work and to accommodate future U.S. Route 101 and Requa Road grade
raise projects. Stormwater treatment is anticipated at the northeast and northwest areas of the project site and would be
installed during Phase 2 of the proposed project construction. Water from the bridge deck and roadway would be piped
to detention basins located within the Hunter Creek floodplain but outside of the normal flow areas.
Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.
Potentially significant effects were identified related to air quality, biological resources, hydrology and water quality,
cultural resources, and wildfire.
Mitigation Measure #1 - Air Quality/Dust Control - implementation of a dust control control program to limit fugitive dust
Mitigation Measures #2 & #3 - Special Status Fish Species and Limited Operations Period - implementation of protection
measures and limiting the work window for in-stream work to be protective special status fish species
Mitigation Measure #4 - Erosion and Sedimentation Control - preparation of a SWPPP and other measures
Mitigation Measure #5 - Prevention of Accidental Spills -preparation of site specific spill prevention plan
Mitigation Measure #6 - Replacement of Lost Riparian Habitat - Revegetation of lost vegetation at 3:1 ratio
Mitigation Measure #7 - Prevention of Spread of Invasive Species - identifies measure to prevent invasive spread
Mitigation Measures #8 through #13 - Measures to minimize or avoid impacts to Special Status, Amphibian and Reptile
Species, Special Status Birds and Migratory Birds and Raptors, Northern spotted owl, Pallid bat and Townsend's bat,
Ring-Tailed cat, and White-footed vole.
Mitigation Measure #14 - Cultural Resources - A cultural monitor will be present for all project activities when the
contractor is working on the bridge. Protocols are set if cultural resources are identified during construction.
Mitigation Measure #15 - Treated Wood Waste - All treated wood material will be properly removed and disposed.
Mitigation Measure #16 - Wildfire - Internal combustion engines must be equipped with an operational spark arrester.
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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.

No areas of known controversy. Substantial interaction between the County and stakeholders (public and agencies) has
occurred and is represented in the draft ISMND.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
California Coastal Commission
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (Region 1)
California State Regional Water Quality Control Board (North Coast Region)

