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Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).
The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) has prepared this Initial Study with Proposed Negative
Declaration (IS/ND) for the State Route (SR) 121 Bridge Railing Upgrade Project (Project). Caltrans proposes to upgrade
the bridge railings at Yellow Creek Bridge (approximately 44 linear feet) (post mile [PM] 6.52) and at Arroyo Seco Bridge
(approximately 164 linear feet) (PM 8.43) on SR 121 in Sonoma County, California. The Project would also include
widening Yellow Creek Bridge approximately 6 inches on each side (for a total of approximately 12 inches) and Arroyo
Seco Bridge approximately 8 inches on each side (for a total of approximately 16 inches) to accommodate the updated
bridge railings, removing the metal beam guardrail and alternative flared terminal systems, and installing Midwest
Guardrail System and alternative in-line terminal systems, constructing concrete anchor blocks, and installing vegetation
control.

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

As summarized in Chapter 3.3.17 Transportation, the Project would conflict with the District 4 Pedestrian Plan for the Bay
Area (Pedestrian Plan) (Caltrans 2021a), which analyzed existing pedestrian travel and potential future improvements on
SR 121. Within the Project limits, the Pedestrian Plan identified Yellow Creek Bridge and Arroyo Seco Bridge as Tier 3
priorities, which are the lowest intensity of need. The Project would not improve pedestrian facilities within the Project
limits and therefore would not address needs identified in the Pedestrian Plan. The Project would also conflict with the
Caltrans District 4 Bike Plan for the San Francisco Bay Area (Bike Plan) (Caltrans 2018), which analyzed existing bicycle
travel and potential future improvements on SR 121, and the Sonoma County Transportation Authority (SCTA)
Countywide Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan (SCTA Bike and Pedestrian Plan) (Sonoma County Transportation
Authority 2014). Within the Project limits, the Bike Plan, as well as the SCTA Bike and Pedestrian Plan, proposes Class II
Bikeways along Yellow Creek Bridge. Within the Project limits, the Bike Plan proposes a Class I Bikeway and the SCTA
Bike and Pedestrian Plan proposes a Class II Bikeway along Arroyo Seco Bridge. Class I Bikeways, also known as bike
paths or shared-use paths, are facilities with exclusive (separated) ROW for pedestrians and bicyclists, away from the
highway and with cross flows by motor traffic minimized. Class II Bikeways are bike lanes established along streets and
are defined by pavement striping and signage to delineate a portion of a highway for bicycle travel. Bike lanes are
typically one-way facilities, typically striped adjacent to motor traffic traveling in the same direction. The Project would not
improve bicycle facilities within the Project limits and, therefore, would not address the policies identified in the Bike Plan
and the SCTA Bike and Pedestrian Plan. The Project would also conflict with Director’s Policy (DP) 37, Complete Streets
(Caltrans 2021b). This DP requires that the Project, which is a capital project, provide “complete streets” facilities for
pedestrians walking and bicyclists biking within the Project footprints. The Project would not provide complete streets
facilities and justification would be documented with final approval by the Caltrans District 4 Director.
Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
The Project is anticipated to receive a Biological Opinion from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) for California
red-legged frog (Rana draytonii; CRLF). Approval of funding for the Project is required by the California Transportation
Commission for each phase of the Project. No other permits, licenses, agreements, certifications, or approvals are
anticipated to be required for the Project.

