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Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).
The Tulucay Creek Bridge Replacement Project is located along State Route 121/ Soscol Avenue, at Post Mile 6.4-6.5 in
Napa, California. The purpose of the Project is to restore the structural integrity of the Tulucay Creek Bridge to provide
safe continued use by the traveling public. The Project proposes to replace the existing two-span, concrete Tulucay
Creek Bridge (Bridge 21-0003) with a single-span, precast, pre-stressed, concrete box bridge. The existing bridge is 45
feet long and 77 feet wide and has four 12-foot lanes (two in each direction), two 6-foot outside shoulders (one in each
direction), and a 9-foot median. Two build alternatives are being considered: Alternative 2 proposes a new bridge 77 feet
long, 100 feet wide, including the bridge rails and would have four 12-foot lanes (two in each direction), two 8-foot
shoulders, two 10-foot sidewalks, and a 14 foot median. Alternative 3 would be the same as Alternative 2 except the
bridge would be 96 feet wide and the southbound sidewalk would be 6 feet wide as opposed to 10 feet.
One of the potential consequences of the Project would be the potential adverse effect to an archaeological site due to
the proposed excavation and construction of the Project's new abutments, utility relocation, and drainage.

Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.

The Project would have less than significant impact to cultural resources with mitigation incorporated. Proposed
mitigation measures may include the following:
MM-CULT-1: Worker Environmental Awareness Training. All construction personnel will attend a mandatory
environmental education program delivered by an agency approved archaeologist prior to working on the Project.
MM-CULT-2: Phase III Data Recovery Plan. If archaeological resources cannot be avoided, a Phase III Data Recovery
Plan will be implemented by a qualified archaeologist for the significant archaeological site that is directly affected. Data
Recovery will only occur in the portions of the site being directly affected by the Project.
MM-CULT-3: Archaeological Monitoring Plan. An Archaeological Monitoring Plan will be implemented during
construction. This would include establishing an Archaeological Monitoring Area (AMA) and having an archaeologist and
Tribal representative monitor job site activities within the archaeological monitoring area to reduce the Project’s impacts
to the resource within the Project limits. No work can be conducted within the AMA unless the archaeological.
Additional mitigation measures may be included depending on consultation with affected tribes and SHPO.
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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.

One area of controversy known to the Lead Agency concerns the cultural resources associated with the Project. A known
archaeological site is located within the Project footprint. Under Section 106, a Memorandum of Agreement and Finding
of Effect would be required in order for the Project to proceed. Caltrans would consult with the State Historic Preservation
Office on an Adverse Effect determination for the identified archaeological resource and develop a memorandum of
agreement for the treatment of the site. Consultation with appropriate tribes is ongoing regarding the treatment of the
site.
Additionally, Tulucay Creek is designated critical habitat and there are known anadromous fish occurrences within the
Project area. Habitat restoration and enhancement would be required and no new fish passage barriers would result from
the Project. Additionally, fish passage elements would be developed with coordination and input from appropriate
resource agencies and would be finalized in a later Project phase.
At this time, no other controversies are known by the Lead Agency, Caltrans District 4.

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

Below is a list of the responsible agencies on the Project:
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
California Transportation Commission
National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration Fisheries
State Historic Preservation Officer
Regional Water Quality Control Board - San Francisco Bay
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

