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General Information About This Document 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) has prepared this Initial Study with 

Negative Declaration for the project located on US-95 in Riverside County, California. The 

Department is the lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The 

document tells you why the project is being proposed, what alternatives have been considered for 
the project, how the existing environment could be affected by the project the potential impacts 

of each of the alternatives, and the avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures. The 

Draft Initial Study circulated to the public for 30 days between January 16, 2019 and February 

18, 2019. No comments were received during this period. Elsewhere throughout this 

document, a vertical line in the margin indicates a change made since the draft document 
circulation. Minor editorial changes and clarifications have not been so indicated. 

Additional copies of this document and the related technical studies are available for 

review at the Caltrans District 8 Office, 464 West 4th Street, San Bernardino, CA 92401. 
The document can also be accessed electronically at the following website: http:// 

www.dot.ca.gov/dist8. 

For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in Braille, in large print, on audiocassette, or on 
computer <lisle To obtain a copy in one of these alternate formats, please call or write to Caltrans, District 8 Attn: 
Terri Kasinga, Chief, Public and Media Affairs 464 W. 4th Street, San Bernardino, CA 92401 (909) 383-4646 or 
call the California Relay Service 1 (800) 735-2929 (TTY), 1 (800) 735-2929 (Voice), or 711. 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

SCH #:20 19011030 
08-RIV-95 PM 14/36.20 

EA 08-IG000 
PN 0815000107 

INITIAL STUDY with Negative Declaration 

Submitted Pursuant to: (State) Division 13, California Public Resources Code 

Project Descriptio11 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) proposes to restore storm eroded embankments with 

rock slope protection and replace culverts on US-95 from PM 14 to PM 36.20. 

Date' d Approval 

THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
Department of Transportation 

..,._David:ri~ 

Deputy District Director 
District 8 Division of Environmental Planning 
California Department of Transportation 

The following person(s) may be contacted for additional information concerning this document: 
Antonia Toledo, MS 
Senior Environmental Planner 
California Department of Transportation 
District 8 Environmental Planning 
464 W.4th Street, 61h Floor, MS 820 
San Bernardino, California 92401-1 400 
(909) 806-2541 
Antonia. Toledo@dot.ea.gov 
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SCH#: 2019011030 

Negative Declaration 
Pursuant to: Division 13, Public Resources Code 

Project Description 

The project area extends along a 22.2-mile stretch between PM 14 and PM 36.20, near the San 
Bernardino County Line on US-95 in the unincorporated territory of Riverside County, 
California (Appendix A: Figure 1, Regional Vicinity Map). The project spans from 
approximately 16 miles north of the city of Blythe to Vidal (Appendix A: Figure 2, Project 
Layout & Local Vicinity Map). The Project alignment traverses portions of the following 
United States Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute topographic quadrangles: Big Maria 
Mountains SE, Big Maria Mountains NE, Poston, Parker SW, and Vidal, California (Appendix 
A: Figure 3, Topographic Map with USGS 7.5-Minute Quadrangle Index). The project crosses 
through several Ranges and Townships (Table 1, Townships, Ranges, and Sections in the 
Project Area). 

Table 1. Townships, Ranges, and Sections in the Project Area 

EA: 1GOOO Rlv$5, PM 14 ,(l to ~n eernardlll!>County flfle at PM 2e.2. 
All reported foc•tlorn and values are approidmate. 
PL5S datll ts adJ'"red In $Oll'le loc;itlom by Cl08RWI:, frcim CJ 08 a1s SupP'Ql't, or!gnally sourwd from Bl.M, 
R/W boundary datll rs t<!c:ord data [00$ely aH&mbled on f'IQI tnoualt lleld SUIVl!'f data to support eddJtronal R/W ai:qulslllon. 

The project consists of restoration of storm-eroded embankments with rock slope protection 
(RSP) and replacement of culverts on US-95 from PM 14 to PM 36.20. With this project, 
Caltrans proposes 1) construction of water embankment protection systems with RSP at eight 
(8) desert wash locations, construction of a concrete apron for drainage purposes and non­
erodible concreted RSP at the downstream edge of traveled way (ETW); 2) construction of 
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concrete aprons at the upstream ETW at RSP locations 2,4, & 8 to prevent undercutting of the 
Edge of Pavement (EP); 3) install Rumble Strips (RS) along the concrete aprons, to alert drivers 
of errant vehicles from running off the road; and 4) replace and upgrade 12 existing cnlverts, 
Staging areas are will occur at PM 22.6 and PM 26.2. 

Determination 
This Negative Declaration is included to give notice to interested agencies and the public that 
it is Caltrans' intent to adopt a Negative Declaration for this project. This does not mean that 
Caltrans' decision on the project is fmal. This Negative Declaration is subject to change based 
on comments received by interested agencies and the public. 

Caltrans has prepared an Initial Study for this project and, pending public review, expects to 
determine from this study that the project would not have a significant effect on the 
environment for the following reasons. 

The project will have no effect on: Aesthetics, Agriculture and Forest Resources, Air 
Resources, Geology and Soils, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, 
Hydrology and Water Quality, Land Use Planning, Mineral Resources, Noise, Population and 
Housing, Public Services, Recreation, Transportation and Traffic, and Utilities and Service 
Systems. 

In addition, the project would have no significant effect on Biological and Cultural Resources 
because the following measures would reduce potential effects to less than significant: 

Avoidance and Minimization Efforts 

BIO-1 

BIO-2 

BIO-3 

The project has identified two potential Staging Areas and approval of 
additional staging areas will require the Caltrans Biologist analyze potential 
project impacts and receive authorization for additional staging areas. Prior to 
the beginning of construction, the staging areas will be fenced with temporary 
desert tortoise fence and maintained throughout construction in order to prevent 
the work areas from extending beyond the approved temporary staging area, 
and to avoid encroachment into the native desert habitat. 

Pre-construction plant surveys will occur prior to the mobilization and 
commencement of construction by a qualified biologist. The qualified biologist 
will survey the project impact areas and flag special status plant species for 
avoidance and to minimize impacts. The qualified biologist will be designated 
to oversee compliance of all protective measures and will notify the resident 
engineer and District Biologist if project activities are not compliant. The 
resident engineer must stop work until corrective actions are taken and 
protective measures are implemented. 

Biological Resource Information Program: An education program will be 
developed and presented by a qualified biologist to all onsite personnel, who 
will be in the project limits for longer than 30 minutes, prior to the onset of 
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BIO-4 

BIO-5 

BI0-6 

BIO-7 

ground-disturbing activities. At a mmnnum, the program will include the 
following topics: distribution, general behavior, and ecology of the desert 
tortoise, sensitivity of the species to human activities, legal protection afforded 
to these species, penalties for violations of federal and state laws, notification 
procedures by workers or contractors if a tortoise is found in a construction 
area, and project features designed to reduce the impacts to these species and 
promote continued successful occupation of the project area. The program will 
consist of a class presented by a qualified biologist or a video, provided the 
qualified biologist is present to answer questions. Handout materials will be 
distributed for workers with important information about the regulated species 
for future reference and as a reminder of the program's content. Following the 
education program, the handouts will be posted at all construction field offices 
and on all information boards, where they will remain throughout the duration 
of the project. !fat any time a desert tortoise is observed in the project area, the 
Resident Engineer will cease operations immediately and will contact the 
Caltrans Environmental Stewardship & Monitoring Unit. 

Whenever project vehicles are parked outside of a fence that is intended to 
preclude entry by desert tortoises, workers will check regularly under the 
vehicle before moving the vehicles or equipment. If a desert tortoise is beneath 
the vehicle, the worker will notify the qualified biologist. If a qualified biologist 
is not present on-site, the Resident Engineer or supervisor must notify the 
Caltrans Biologist. Workers will not be allowed to capture, handle, or relocate 
tortoises. 

Immediately prior to the start of any ground-disturbing activities and prior to 
the installation of any desert tortoise exclusion fencing, clearance surveys for 
the desert tortoise will be conducted by the qualified Biologist. The entire 
project area will be surveyed for desert tortoise and their burrows by a qualified 
biologist before the start of any ground-disturbing activities according to the 
2018 Field Survey Protocol. If burrows are found, they will be examined by the 
qualified biologist to determine if any desert tortoises are present. If desert 
tortoises are present at the project site, then Caltrans will consult with US Fish 
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
(CDFW) to determine the appropriate protective measures. 

Temporary exclusion fencing will be installed outlining the perimeter of any 
construction staging, storage or batch plant areas to prevent entry by desert 
tortoises into the work site. Exclusion fencing will be installed following 
USFWS guidelines. The biologist will ensure that desert tortoises cannot pass 
under, over, or around the fence. The biologist must regularly check the fenced 
area and notify the Engineer should it become damaged and require repair. 

The qualified biologist will inform USFWS and CDFW of any injured or dead 
tortoises found on site (verbal notification within 24 hours and written 
notification within 5 days). 
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BI0-8 

B1O-9 

B1O-10 

CR-1 

CR-2 

CR-3 

CR-4 

David B ricker 

The qualified biologist will conduct regular on-site monitoring for the duration 
of the project and submit monthly monitoring reports for desert tortoise and 
compliance of protective measures. 

Except on maintained public roads designated for higher speeds or within desert 
tortoise-proof fenced area, driving speed will not exceed 20 miles per hour 
through potential desert tortoise habitat on unpaved ro_ads. 

Litter control measures will be implemented. Litter will be contained in 
containers to prevent attracting common ravens or other potential predators of 
the desert tortoise. Workers are prohibited from feeding all wildlife. 

If buried cultural resources are encountered during construction, it is Caltrans 
policy that work stop in that area until a qualified archaeologist can evaluate the 
nature and significance of the find. 

In the event that human remains are found, the county coroner shall be notified 
and ALL construction work activities within 50 feet of the discovery shall stop. 
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, if the remains are thought 
to be Native American, the coroner will notify the Most Likely Descendent 
(MLD). The person who discovered will contact the District 8 Native American 
Coordinator (DNAC) Gary Jones at (909) 383-7505. Further provisions of PRC 
5097.98 are to be followed as applicable. 

CA-RIV-5546 and SRI-2 shall be designated as Environmentally Sensitive 
Areas, where all project related activit ies or inadvertent disturbances shall be 
prohibited. The designation of Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs) will 
protect CA-RIV-5546 and SRI-2. 

Archaeological and tribal monitors shall be present during any construction or 
preconstruction-related activ ity in all areas designated as Archaeological 
Monitoring Areas. In the event that cultural deposits are uncovered, the 
archaeological monitor shall be empowered to implement protective measures 
outlined above in CR- I . 

Date 1 

Deputy District Director 
District 8, Division of Environmental Planning 
California Department of Transportation 
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Chapter 1 - Introduction 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND BACKGROUND: 

Project Title: 

Lead Agency Name and 
Address: 

Contact Person and Telephone 
umber: 

Project Location: 

Project Sponsor's Name and 
Address: 

General Plan Description: 

Zoning: 

Description of Project: 

Surrounding Land Uses and 
Setting: 

Rock Slope Protection and Culvert Replacement 

California Department of Transportation, District 8 
464 West 4th Street 
San Bernardino, CA 9240 1-1400 

Antonia Toledo, MS 
Senior Environmental Planner 
Email address: antonia.toledo@dot.ca.gov 

US-95 in Riverside County (PM 14-36.20) 

California Department of Transportation, District 8 
464 West 4th Street 
San Bernardino, CA 9240 I -1400 

According to the Eastern Riverside County Land Use Plan Map, 
the project area is mapped as primarily Open Space Rural and a 
portion of the project area is within the Palo Verde Valley Area 
Plan. According to the plan, most of the land along US-95 is 
classified as either open space rural or agricultural. The Bristol 
Mountains Wilderness Area is located close to US-95. Much of 
the land along US-95 is owned by the U.S. Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM). There are also Tribal Lands along the route 
and private unincorporated land. The project is situated in a 
remote area with few businesses and several small residential 
communities along the Colorado River not located in the 
i111mediate vicinity of the route. 

The Colorado River is a 111ajor recreational/tourist attraction and 
a notable economic asset. A special policy area applies to the 
land adjacent to the river, both northerly and southerly of the 
City of Blythe. 

The project consists restoration of stor111-eroded e111bankments 
with rock slope protection (RSP) and replace111ent of culverts on 
US-95 fro111 PM 14 to PM 36.2. The scope involves construction 
of a water embankment protection syste111, with a concrete apron 
and RSP, at eight (8) desert wash locations; install Rumble Strips 
(RS) along the concrete aprons; and replace and upgrade twelve 
( 12) existing culverts. This project wi ll restore this transportation 
facility to its original condition - prior to da111age caused by flash 
flood events. Installing the improve111ents as part of one project 
will limit the number of road closures necessary to address 
111aintenance repairs as they come up. 

The project area extends along a 22.2-mile distance between Post 
Mile (PM) 14 and PM36.20 near the San Bernardino County Line 
on US-95 in the unincorporated territory of Riverside County, 
California (Appendix A, Regional Vicinily Map. The project spans 
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Other Public Agencies Whose 
Approval is Required: 

from approximately 16 miles north of the city of Blythe to Vidal 
(Appendix A: Figure 2, Local Vicinity Map). The Project 
alignment traverses portions of the following United States 
Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute topographic quadrangles: 
Big Maria Mountains SE, Big Maria Mountains NE, Poston, 
Parker SW, and Vidal, California (Appendix A: Figure 3, 
Topographic Map with USGS 7.5-Minule Quadrangle Index). The 
project crosses through several Ranges and Townships (Table I , 
Townships, Ranges, and Sections in the Project Area). 

California Department of Fish & Wildlife, Regional Water 
Quality Control Board. 

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project. Please see the 
CEQA checklist for additional information. Any boxes not checked represent issues that were considered 
as part of the scoping and environmental analysis for the project, but for which no adverse impacts were 
identified; therefore, no further discussion of those issues is in this document. 

□ Aesthetics □ Agriculture and Forestry 

l'8J Biological Resources l'8J Cultural Resources 

□ Greenhouse Gas □ Hazards and Hazardous 
Emissions Materials 

□ Land Use/Planning □ Mineral Resources 

□ Paleontology □ Population/Housing 

□ Recreation □ Transportation/fraffic 

□ Mandatory Findings of Significance 

Antonia Toledo, MS 
Senior Environmental Planner 
District 8, Division of Environmental Planning 
California Department of Transportation 

0 Air Quality 

0 Geology/Soils 

0 Hydrology/Water Quality 

0 Noise 

0 Public Services 

0 Utilities/Service Systems 

Datb 
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Chapter 2 - CEQA Environmental Checklist 

08-SBD-40 Rl 25-Rl 54.6 0815000201 

Dist.-Co.-Rte. P.M/P.M. Project ID# 

This checklist identifies physical, biological, social and economic factors that might be affected by the project. 
In many cases, background studies performed in connection with the projects indicated no impacts. A NO 
IMPACT answer in the last column reflects this determination. Where a clarifying discussion is needed, the 
discussion either follows the applicable section in the checklist or is placed within the body of the environmental 
document itself. The words 11 significant11 and "significance used throughout the following checklist are related 
to CEQA-not NEPA-impacts. The questions in this form are intended to encourage the thoughtful assessment 
of impacts and do not represent thresholds of significance. 

I. AESTHETICS: Would the project 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, 
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic 
highway? 

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site 
and its surroundings? 

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely 
affect day or nighttime views in the area? 

II. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES: Would the project: 

a) Convert Prime Fannlmxl, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide 
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program ofthc California Resources 
Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act 
contract? 

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as 
defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as 
defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned 
Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code section 
51 I04(g))? 

Potentially Less Than Less Than 
Significant Significant Significant 
Impact with Impact 

Mitigation 

□ □ □ 
□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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r 
Potentially Less Than Less Than No 
Significant Significant Significant Impact r Impact with Impact 

Mitigation 

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-
□ □ □ [ZI r forest use? 

e) Involve other changes in the existing etwironment which, due to their 
□ □ □ [ZI r location or nature, could result in conversion of Pannland, to non-

agricultural use or conversion of forest \a11d to non-forest use? 

f" 
I 

III. AIR QUALI_TY: Where available, the significance criteria established l, 
by the applicable air quality management or air pollution control district 
may be relied upon to make the following determinations. Would the f ~ 
project: 

L 
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air qualily 

□ □ □ [ZI 
plan? r , 
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantia\ly to an existing □ □ □ [ZI l -
or pr~jected air quality violation? 

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria □ □ □ [ZI r 
pollutant for which the project region is non~ attainment under an 
applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard (including releasing l 

emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)? 

r 
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? □ □ □ [ZI 

~ 

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number ofpcople'l □ □ □ [ZI r , 

l. 
IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the project: ,-

l, 
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat □ □ □ modifications, on any species identified as a candk\ate, sensitive, or 
special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or r 
by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and ' 
Wildlife Service? 

L, 

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other □ □ □ 
r 

sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, 
' 

regulations or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. lJ 
Fish and Wildlife Service? 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as □ □ □ L defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited 
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, 
hydrological interruption, or other means? 

F 
' d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or □ □ □ L migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or 

migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery 
sites? 

k e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological □ □ □ resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance? 

L 
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f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, 
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, 
or state habitat conservation plan? 

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES: Wot~d the project: 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical 
resource as defined in §15064.5? 

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance ofan 
archaeological resource pursuant to § 15064.5? 

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site 
or unique geologic feature? 

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal 
cemeteries? 

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS; Would the pr~ject: 

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, 
including the risk ofloss, injury, or death involving: 

i) Rupture ofa known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent 
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist 
for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer 
to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42? 

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? 

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

iv) Landslides? 

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would 
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or 
off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? 

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform 
Building Code ( 1994 ), creating substantial risks to life or property? 

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or 
alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for 
the disposal of waste water? 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

□ 

□ 

Less Than 
Significant 
with 
Mitigation 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

□ 

□ 
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Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

□ 

~ 

~ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

□ 

□ 

No 
Impact 

□ 

□ 
~ 

~ 

~ 

~ 

~ 

~ 

~ 

~ 

~ 

~ 

~ 



VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS: Would the project 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that 
may have a significant impact on the environment? 

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the 
purpose ofreducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: Would the project: 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the 
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? 

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through 
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release 
of hazardous materials into the environment? 

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous 
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or 
proposed school? 

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous material~ 
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a 
result, would it create a significant hazard to the public or the 
enviromnent? 

e) For a project located within an airport !and use plan or, where such a 
plan has not been adopted, within two miles ofa public airport or public 
use airport, would the project_result in a safety hazard for people residing 
or working in the project area? 

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project 
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area? 

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted 
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death 
involving wild land fires, including where wild lands are adjace11t to 
urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands? 

Potentlally 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 
with 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 
lmpact 

No 
Impact 

Caltrans has used the best available information based to 
the extent possible on scientific and factual information, to 
describe, calculate, or estimate the amount of greenhouse 
gas emissions that may occur related to this project. The 
analysis included in the climate change section ofthis 
document provides the public and decision-makers as 
much information about the project as possible. It is 
Caltrans' determination that in the absence ofstatewidc­
adopted thresholds or GJ-IG emissions limits, it is too 
speculative to make a significance determination regarding 
an individual project's direct and indirect impacts with 
respect to global climate change. Caltrans remains 
committed to implementing measures to reduce the 
potential effects of the project. These measures are outlined 
in the climate change section that follows the CEQA 
checklist and related discussions 
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I , 
Potentially Less Than Less Than No 
Significant Significant Significant Impact 
Impact ¼1th Impact 

Mitigation 

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY: Would the project: 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements'? □ □ ISi □ 
b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially □ □ □ ISi with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer 
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the 
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which 
would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits 
have been granted)? 

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, □ □ □ including through the alteration ofthe course ofa stream or river, in a 
manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-
site? 

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, □ □ □ including through the alteration of the course ofa stream or river, or 
substantially increase lhe rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner 
which would result in flooding on- or off-site? 

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of □ □ □ existing or planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial 
additional sources of polluted runoff'? 

f) Otheiwise substantially degrade water quality? □ □ □ ISi 

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a □ □ D' ISi 
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other 
flood hazard delineation map? 

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would □ □ □ ISi 
impede or redirect flood flows? 

i) Expose people or struchires to a significant risk of loss, injury or death □ □ □ ISi 
involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure ofa levee 
or dam? 

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow □ □ □ 

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING: Would the project; 

a) Physically divide an established community? □ □ □ ISi 

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation ofan □ □ □ ISi 
agency with jurisdiction over the project {including, but not limited to the 
general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 

t 
c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or nalural □ □ □ community conservation plan? 
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Potentially Less Than Less Than 
Significant Significant Significant 
Impact with Impact 

Mitigation 

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES: Would the project: 

a) Result in the loss of availability ofa known mineral resource that would □ □ □ be ofvalue to the region and the residents of the state? 

b) Result in the loss of availability ofa locally important mineral resource □ □ □ recovery site delineated on a locnl general plan, specific plan or other land 
use plan? 

XII. NOISE: Would the project result in: 

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of □ □ □ standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other agencies? 

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundbomc □ □ □ vibration or groundbornc noise levels? 

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project □ □ □ vicinity above levels existing without the project? 

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in □ □ □ the project vicinity above levels existing without the project? 

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a □ □ □ plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public 
use airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the 
project area to excessive noise levels? 

.I) For a project within the vicinity ofa private airstrip, would the project □ □ □ expose people residing or working in the-project area to excessive noise 
levels? 

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING: Would the project: 

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for □ □ □ example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for 
example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure)? 

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the □ □ □ construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction □ □ □ of replacement housing elsewhere? 
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XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES: 

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts 
associated with the provision ofnew or physically altered governmental 
facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in 
order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other 
performance objectives for any of the public services: 

Fire protection? 

Police protection? 

Schools? 

Parks? 

Other public facilities? 

XV. RECREATION: 

a) Would the project increase lhe use of existing neighborhood and 
regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical 
deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated? 

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the 
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might have an 
adverse physical effect on the environment? 

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/IB.AFFIC: Would the project: 

a) Contlict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing 
measures of effectiveness for the pertbrmance of the circulation system, 
taking into account all modes of transportation including mass transit and 
non-motorized travel and relevant components ofthe circulation system, 
including but not limited lo intersections, streets, highways and frcewdys, 
pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass lransit? 

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, 
but not limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures, 
or other standards established by the county congestion management 
agency for designated roads or highways? 

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in 
traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks? 

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves 
or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? 

Potentially Less Than Less Than 
Significant Significant Significant 
Impact with Impact 

Mitigation 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
□ □ □ 
□ □ □ 
□ □ □ 
□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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□ □ rgJ 
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f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans or programs regarding public 
transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the 
performance or safety of such facilities? 

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: Would the project: 

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional 
Water Quality Control Board? 

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater 
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of 
which could cause significant environmental effects? 

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage 
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental effects? 

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the prqject from 
existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements 
needed? 

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider whicl1 
serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the 
project's projected demand in addition to the provider's existing 
commitments? 

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to 
accommodate the project's solid waste disposal needs? 

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to 
solid waste? 

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the D 
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, 
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, 
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially reduce the 
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or 
eliminate important examples ofthe major periods of California history or 
prehistory? 

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but D 
cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" means that the 
incremental effects ofa project are considerable when viewed in 
connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current 
projects, and the effects of probable future projects)? 

c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause O 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

Less.Than 
Significant 
with 
Mitigation 
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□ 
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Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 
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□ 
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□ 
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Chapter 3 - Checklist Discussion 

I. Aesthetics 
a) No Impact. Visual impacts on scenic vistas are not anticipated, as there will be no change to the 
existing height of roadway or other structural elements thereof. The new shoulders and rumble strips 
will look the same characteristically as the existing roadway. The improvements will not have a 
significant impact on a scenic vista or obscure significant views. 

b) No Impact. Although US-95 is eligible for the State Scenic Highway System, it is not designated 
as a state scenic highway (Caltrans 2017) and is not noted in the County of Riverside General Plan as 
a County-designated Scenic Route. Most of the land along US-95 is undeveloped desert lands or 
agricultural farmland with the exception of the city of Blythe that has residential communities near 
the route. The project site does not contain any structures and will not damage any scenic resources or 
historic buildings. 

c) No Impact. The existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings will remain the 
same as existing conditions; therefore, the project will not substantially degrade the area. 

d) No Impact. The project will not implement or create any new sources of light or glare that will 
adversely affect day or night-time views in the area. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

No measures for Aesthetics are proposed 

II. Agriculture and Forest Resources 
a) No Impact. According to the. California Department of Conservation's Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program, there are farmlands or vacant lands that are mapped as Prime Farmlands, Unique 
Farmlands, Farmlands of Statewide Importance, or Farmlands of Local Importance but are located to 
the south, just outside of the project. 

b) No Impact. There are no properties within the study area under a Williamson Act contract. 

c) No Impact. There are no forest lands, timberlands, or timberland production areas adjacent or 
within the project site. The project will not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of 
forest land, timberland, or timberland zoned Timberland Production. 

d) No Impact. The project will not result in the loss or conversion of forest land. 

e) No Impact. There are no forest lands, timberlands, or agricultural lands within or adjacent to the 
project site. The project will not involve changes that will result in the conversion of farmland to non­
agricultural use or forest land to non-forest use. 
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Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

No measures are required for Agriculture and Forest Resources. 

III. Air Quality 
a) No Impact. California is divided geographically into 15 air basins for the purpose of managing the 
air resources of the state on a regional basis. Each air basin generally has similar meteorological and 
geographic conditions throughout. Local districts are responsible for preparing the portion of the SIP 
applicable within their boundaries. 

The project is located in the Mojave Desert Air Basin (MOAB) that is attainment and 
unclassified for criteria pollutants, Particulate Matter (PM2.s) and Ozone (03), PM10, Carbon 
Monoxide (CO), and Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2), Sulfur Dioxide (SO2) and Lead (Pb) according to the 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). The pollutants emissions from the project 
operations or construction activities will not be of concern in regard to human health. The Mojave 
Desert Air Quality Management District (MDAQMD) has the responsibility of managing the air 
resources for the portion of the Basin in which the project is located and is responsible for ensuring 
compliance with federal and state air quality standards. To achieve this goal, MDAQMD prepares 
plans for the attainment of air quality standards, as well as maintenance of those standards once 
achieved. 

Per the Air Quality Conformity Checklist, signed on 12/26/2017, this project is exempt per 40 CFR 
93.126 under project type: Improve Roadside Safety. The exempt status of the project remains the 
same from an air quality perspective. Hence, no air quality analysis is needed for this project. Further, 
transportation air conformity requirements do not apply on this exempt project per EPA Transportation 
Conformity Rule (1993) even though the project may have federal funding and nexus. The project is 
listed, as currently proposed, in the region's conforming Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG) 2016-2040, Regional Transportation Plan/ Sustainable Communities Strategy 
(RTP/SCS), and the 2017 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) regional 
transportation planning documents. The proposed emissions are consistent with applicable air quality 
plans. 

b) No Impact. 
Construction 
During construction, short-term degradation of air quality may occur due to the release of particulate 
emissions (airborne dust) generated by excavation, grading, hauling, and other construction-related 
activities. Emissions from construction equipment are also expected and will include CO, nitrogen 
oxides (NOx), volatile organic compounds (VOCs), directly emitted particulate matter (PM! 0 and 
PM2.5), and toxic air contaminants such as diesel exhaust particulate matter. Ozone is a regional 
pollutant that is derived from NOx and VOCs in the presence of sunlight and heat. 

Site preparation and roadway construction typically involve clearing; cut-and-fill activities; grading, 
removing, or improving existing roadways; building bridges; and paving roadway surfaces. 
Construction-related effects on air quality from most highway projects will be greatest during the site 
preparation phase because most engine emissions are associated with the excavation, handling, and 
transport of soils to and from the site. These activities could temporarily generate enough PMl0, 
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PM2.5, and small amounts of CO, SO2, NOx, and VOCs. However, since this project involves 
restoration of 8 storm-eroded embankments with rock slope protection (RSP) and replacement of 12 
culverts it should not be an issue. 

Sources of fugitive dust will include disturbed soils at the construction site and trucks carrying 
uncovered loads of soils. Unless properly controlled, vehicles leaving the site could deposit mud on 
US-95, which could be an added source of airborne dust after it dries. PMI0 emissions will vary from 
day to day, depending on the nature and magnitude of construction activity and local weather 
conditions. PMl0 emissions will depend on soil moisture, silt content of soil, wind speed, and the 
amount of equipment operating. Larger dust particles will settle near the source, while fine particles 
will be dispersed over greater distances from the construction site. 

In addition to dust-related PMIO emissions, heavy-duty trucks and construction equipment powered 
by gasoline and diesel engines will generate CO, SO2, NOx, VOCs, and some soot particulate (PM! 0 
and PM2.5) in exhaust emissions. Construction activities are not expected to increase traffic 
congestion in the area, therefore CO and other emissions from traffic will not increase slightly. These 
emissions will be temporary and limited to the immediate area surrounding the construction site. 

SO2 is generated by oxidation during combustion of organic sulfur compounds contained in diesel fuel. 
Under California law and ARB regulations, off-road diesel fuel used in California must meet the same 
sulfur and other standards as on-road diesel fuel (not more than 15 parts per mil1ion of sulfur), so SO2-
related issues due to diesel exhaust will be minimal. 

Some phases of construction, particularly asphalt paving, may result in short-term odors in the 
immediate area of each paving site(s). Such odors will quickly disperse to below detectable levels as 
distance from the site(s) increases. 

Most of the construction impacts on air quality are short-term in duration and, therefore, will not result 
in long-term adverse conditions. Implementation of the standard measures, such as compliance with 
MDAQMD Rule 403 to reduce on-site fugitive dust, will reduce any air quality impacts resulting from 
construction activities to no impact. 

Operation 
Because the project will not increase the number of travel lanes on US-95, no increase in vehicle miles 
traveled (VMT) will occur as result of project implementation, and traffic volumes will be the same 
under the Build Alternative and No-Build Alternative. Therefore, the project will not increase 
emissions for criteria pollutants and their precursors following the construction period. No operational 
impacts related to violation of air quality standards will occur. 

c) No Impact. As discussed above, project construction will generate criteria pollutants and their 
precursors. However, since the project is in an attainment area, such emissions will be short term and 
transitory, and fugitive dust will be limited through compliance with MDAQMD Rule 403. No net 
increase in operational emissions will occur, as traffic volumes will be the same under the Build 
Alternative and No-Build Alternative. Because project construction will result in short-term 
generation of emissions, but no increases will occur for project operation, impacts related to a 
cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutants will no impact. 
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d) No Impact. Although sensitive land uses are located within 500 feet of ARB defined sensitive land 
uses, no impacts related to exposure of sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentration will 
occur. California Air Resources Board (CARB) characterizes sensitive land uses as simply as possible 
by using the example of residences, schools, day care centers, playgrounds, and medical facilities. 
However, a variety of facilities are encompassed. For example, residences can include houses, 
apartments, and senior living complexes. Medical facilities can include hospitals, convalescent homes, 
and health clinics. Playgrounds could be play areas associated with parks or community centers. 1 

e) No Impact. According to the ARB, land uses associated with odor complaints typically include 
agricultural uses, wastewater treatment plants, food processing plants, chemical plants, composting 
areas, refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding facilities. Because the project will not 
include any of these types of uses, and no sensitive land uses are located along the project alignment, 
no impacts will occur. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

The following Air Quality measures will be implemented to minimize potential impacts located in 
Caltrans' provisions in Section 14-9, "Air Quality," of the 2018 Standard Specifications (SSPs) and 
Special Provisions: 

AQ-1 

AQ-2 

During construction, implement Caltrans' SSPs Sections 14-9.02 (Air Pollution 
Control), 14-9.03 (Dust Control), and MDAQMD Rule 403.2 (Fugitive Dust Control) 
to avoid and/or minimize potential impact to air quality. 

Implement and follow Erosion Control and Air Quality Best Management Practices 
(BMPs). 

IV. Biological Resources 
The information from this section is based on the Natural Environment Study Minimal Impact 
(NESMI) (Caltrans 2018) that was approved for the project on December 3, 2018. 

a, b, c, & d) Less Than Significant Impact. The project is located within the United States 
Geological Survey (USGS) topographic quadrangle maps, Big Maria Mountains NE, Big Maria 
Mountains SE, and Vidal with Colorado River to the east of the project site and the Big Maria 
Mountains to the west. The project limits are mostly undeveloped and support open desert-creosote 
scrub habitat. The terrain of the Big Maria Mountains varies from gently sloping Alluvial fans 
(bajadas) to numerous rough, craggy peaks disjointed by steep canyons. The northern boundary lies 
south ofa major drainage known as Big Wash, and the eastern edge parallels US-95 and the Colorado 
River. The west and south boundaries follow power lines and contours along the base of the mountains. 

The biological and physical conditions within the project limits vary to a certain extent, but are mostly 
characteristic of the flora, fauna, and physical conditions found within the Lower Colorado River 

1 California Environment Protection Agency, California Air Resources Board, Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A 
Community Health Perspective (2005), Page 2. www.arb.ca.gov/ch/!anduse.htm 
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Valley, within the Colorado Desert of the Sonoran Desert with the Big Maria Mountains and the 
Colorado River dominating the landscape. The area is mostly characteristic of creosote and bur sage 
dominating the valley floors and ascending from the valley and into the bajadas, various subtrees 
include mesquite, paloverde, desert ironwood, and desert wiilow. The project limits have a steady 
downhill slope with the northern project limits at PM 36.2 at an elevation of 550 feet, and the southern 
project limits at PM 14.0 at an elevation of350 feet above sea level. 

Natural Communities 
The Biological Study Area (BSA) is mostly within the Big Wash Watershed with the Big Maria 
Mountains flowing in southeasterly drainage from the northernmost portions of the project limits at 
the San Bernardino/Riverside county line (PM 36.2) to the south where Big Wash crosses the BSA at 
the southernmost portion of the project limits (PM 18.5) and enters flow into the Colorado River. The 
southernmost portion (PM 14.0) of the project lies within the Palo Verde Valley and is part of the Palo 
Verde Dam. The Palo Verde Dam is a diversion dam on the Colorado River in La Paz Connty, Arizona, 
and Riverside County, California, in the southwestern United States, approximately 9 miles n011heast 
of Blythe. The dam is earthen and rockfill, built solely to divert water into irrigation canals serving 
the Palo Verde Irrigation District. 

The BSA includes undeveloped open space within the Sonoran Desert biome. Dominant vegetation 
communities within the BSA are consistent with Larrea tridentata-Ambrosia dumosa Shrubland 
Alliance (creosote bush - white burr sage scrub), Parkinsonia j/orida-Olneya tesota Woodland 
Alliance (Blue palo verde - Ironwood woodland), and Prosopis glandulosa Woodland Alliance 
(Mesquite bosque) with the presence and dominance of each of these habitats varying between 
individual sites. A few sites had what appeared to be very limited Pluchea sericea Shrubland Alliance 
(Arrowweed thickets) vegetation. 

Most of the different individual sites have received varying degrees of disturbance including clearing, 
trash deposition, and ORV use (including establishment of trails and small "riding courses"). These 
types of impacts are commonly observed on small sites that are located directly adjacent to well-nsed 
transportation corridors snch as US-95. The two Project staging areas consist of sites that have been 
mostly cleared in the past and have continual use by Caltrans Maintenance crews. 

Additionally, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) has proposed critical habitat for western 
yellow-billed cuckoo within the BSA, although the travelled lanes and graded shoulders are highly 
degraded and will not provide suitable habitat for western yellow-billed cuckoo. 

Plants Species 
The project is dominated with desert washes mostly flowing in a southeasterly direction, which empty 
into the Big Wash and eventually into the Colorado River. The project supports dense desert scrub 
vegetation with minimal human disturbances. Dominant vegetation communities within the BSA are 
consistent with Larrea tridentata-Ambrosia dumosa Shrubland Alliance (creosote bush - white burr 
sage scrub), Parkinsonia j/orida-Olneya tesota Woodland Alliance (Blue palo verde - Ironwood 
woodland), and Prosopis g/andulosa Woodland Alliance (Mesquite bosque) with the presence and 
dominance of each of these habitats varying between individual sites. Areas of the two Woodland 
Alliances (both mesquite bosque and blue palo verde-ironwood woodlands) are intermittently present 
throughout the BSA, mainly on those sites that are associated with larger wash channels. Dominant 
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perennial plant species detected on-site and in adjacent areas included creosote bush (Larrea 
tridentata), white bursage (Ambrosia dumosa), brittlebush (Encelia farinosa), blue palo verde 
(Parkinsonia jlorida), honey mesquite (Prosopis glandulosa), ironwood ( Olneya tesota), catclaw 
(Senegalia greggii), arrow weed (Pluchea sericea), and allscale saltbush (Atriplex polycarpa). 

Invasive Species 
Invasive Species (Executive Order 13112) states that Federal Agencies are not to authorize, fund, or 
carry out actions that it believes are likely to cause or promote the introduction or spread of invasive 
species in the United States. All actions related to this project are required to be conducted in 
accordance with Executive Order 13112. 

Animal Species 
A California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) California Natural Diversity Database 
(CNDDB), and USFWS Information for Planning and Consultation (IPAC) search was conducted for 
the BSA and potential sensitive species. 

The Focused Desert Tortoise and Burrowing Owl Habitat Assessment, completed in December 2018, 
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determined the project sites are located outside of all designated critical habitats, Areas of Critical ! · 
Environmental Concern (ACECs), Desert Wildlife Management Areas (DWMAs) and desert tortoise l 
recovery units as described in the Revised Desert Tortoise Recovery Plan for the Mojave Population 
of the Desert Tortoise (Gopherus agassizii). Two of the project sites (RSP-8 and northern-most r · 
staging/storage area), are located approximately 250 feet and over 0.5 mile east of the Chuckwal,la to L 
Chemehuevi Tortoise Linkage ACEC respectively. The focused desert tortoise and burrowing owl 
surveys resulted in negative survey findings. /' 

Additionally, special status biological resources known from the vicinity are considered to be currently 
absent from the project site based on an overall lack of suitable habitat, or as in the case of the desert 
tortoise, negative survey findings. In the case of the birds and bats, any of these species could 
temporarily and/or periodically occur on-site for foraging purposes and/or during migration, Nesting 
habitat (for most of the birds) and roosting habitat (for all of the bats), however, is lacking from the 
site and therefore these species, with the exception of a few birds, are considered to be absent from 
the site for nesting or roosting purposes. 

Vertebrate wildlife directly observed and/or detected otherwise during the surveys included a total of 
28 species. Three (3) common reptile species were observed on-site during the assessment. These 
included side-blotched lizard (Uta stansburiana), desert iguana (Dipsosaurus dorsalis) and gopher 
snake (Pituophis catenifer). The seventeen (17) species of birds observed onsite included, but were 
not limited to: red-tailed hawk (Buteo jamaicensis), American kestrel (Falco sparverius), ladder­
backed woodpecker (Dryobates scalaris), common raven (Corvus corax), verdin (Auriparus 
jlaviceps), rock wren (Salpinctes obsoletus), black-tailed gnatcatcher (Poliopti/a melanura), 
phainopepla (Phainopepla nitens) and white-crowned sparrow (Zonotrichia leucophrys). The eight 
(8) mammal species detected on-site included, but were not limited to: desert cottontail (Sylvilagus 
audubonil), round-tailed ground squirrel (Xerospermophilus tereticaudus), coyote (Canis latrans) and 
desert woodrat (Neotoma lepida). 

No direct impacts to other listed animal species are anticipated. 
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Regional Species and Natural Communities of Concern 
The CDFW CNDDB did not identify regional species or natural communities of concern that have the 
potential to occur within the BSA, thus the project will not affect regional species or natural 
comm unities of concern. 

A literature review of the CNDDB and lPAC resulted in the identification of (29) special-status 
biological resources known to occur in the vicinity (within an approximate 1-mile radius) of the project 
sites. These included: five (5) plants, three (3) vegetation communities, one (1) invertebrate, one (I) 
fish, one (I) reptile, fifteen (15) birds, and three (3) mammals. Although the locations of the RSP, 
culve1t replacements and staging/storage areas largely within previously disturbed roadside areas 
adjacent to the existing US-95, there remains a very low potential for some special status biological 
resources to occur on-site. As a result, implementation of the project is expected to result in a relatively 
small amount of minor disturbance to primarily disturbed and/or developed roadside areas. Due to a 
lack of suitable habitat, the majority of the special status biological resources reported from the vicinity 
of the project site are considered to be absent and are thus not expected to be affected by 
implementation of the project. 

Critical Habitat and Wildlife Movement Corridors 
The BSA is not within a Habitat Conservation Plan, a CDFW or a USFWS-designated wildlife 
movement corridor the; thus, construction of the project will not impede or constraint wildlife 
movement. Additionally, the BSA is located within proposed USFWS critical habitat for western 
yellow-billed cuckoo but the project is limited to the travelled lanes, graded shoulders, and temporary 
staging areas. The project impact areas do not provide suitable habitat and the project will have no 
impacts to western yellow billed cuckoo. 

Habitats and Natural Communities of Special Concern (SSC) 
Within the BSA there were no known historical occurrence for habitats and natural communities of 
special concern as described by the CDFW CNDDB occurrence report. Additionally, the general 
biological assessment .did not identify natural communities of special concern within the BSA and the 
project is taking place on the existing road. Therefore, Caltrans will not affect habitats or natural 
communities of concern. · 

The project crosses several desert washes mostly flowing in a southeasterly direction, which empties 
into Big Wash and eventually into the Colorado River. The project suppo1ts dense desert scrub 
vegetation with minimal human disturbances and is mostly dominated with creosote bush-white burr 
sage scrub alliance within the southern project limits and blue paloverde-ironwood woodland 
alliance within the higher elevation and northern project limits. Survey results indicated no habitats 
or natural communities of special concern exist within the BSA. 

Special Status and Listed Plant Species 
The CDFW CNDDB did not identify special status plant species that have the potential to occur within 
the BSA. The project will not impact suitable habitat for special status plant species given the project 
is limited to the paved roadway and graded shoulders, thus the project will not affect special status 
plant species and its habitat. 
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Listed and Species of Special Concern Status Occurrences 
US Fish and Wildlife Services identified southwestern willow flycatcher, yuma clapper rail, desert 
tortoise, razorback sucker, and proposed critical habitat for western yellow-billed cuckoo that may 
potentially occur within the BSA. Species with suitable or absent habitat, including a summary of their 
potential presence within the project impact areas were evaluated in the NESMI. In compliance with 
the USFWS Programmatic Biological Opinion (PBO) (8-8-10-F-59), issued on November 5, 2013, a 
streamlined USFWS consultation for desert tortoise is being conducted and will conclude prior to 
adoption of the final environmental document or project approval. The measures proposed thus far, 
for protection of the desert tortoise, are primarily based on the USFWS PBO. 

The CDFW CNDDB identified six listed and nine special status species that may potentially occur 
within the BSA which include, western yellow-billed cuckoo, gilded flicker (Colaptes chrysoides), 
desert tortoise, gila woodpecker (Melanerpes uropygialis), elf owl (Micrathene whitneyl), yuma 
clapper rail, summer tanger, cave myotis, brown-crested flycatcher, California leaf-nosed bat, yellow­
breasted chat, Townsend's big-eared bat, vermillion flycatcher, crissal thrasher, American badger, and 
pallid bat to have the potential to occur within the project impact areas. Species with suitable or absent 
habitat, including a summary of their potential presence within the project impact areas were evaluated 
in the NESMT. 

Desert Tortoise and its Critical Habitat Survey Results 
USFWS !PAC and CNDDB species lists both identified desert t01toise as a federal and state­
threatened species with the potential of occurring within the BSA. The project site is located within 
the Colorado Dese1t Recovery Unit as described in the Revised Desert Tortoise Recovery Plan for the 
Mojave Population of the Desert Tortoise (Gopherus agassizii). None of the culvert locations are 
located within designated critical habitat for the desert tortoise or in an Area of Critical Environmental 
Concern or Desert Wildlife Management Area. 

As mentioned earlier, the Focused Desert Tortoise and Burrowing Owl Habitat Assessment completed 
in December 2018 determined the project sites are located outside of all designated critical habitats, 
Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACECs), Dese1t Wildlife Management Areas (DWMAs) 
and desert tortoise recovery units as described in the Revised Desett Tortoise Recovery Plan for the 
Mojave Population of the Desert Tortoise (Gopherus agassizii). Two of the project sites (RSP-8 and 
northern-most staging/storage area), are located approximately 250 feet and over 0.5 mile east of the 
Chuckwalla to Chemehuevi Tortoise Linkage ACEC respectively. The focused desert tmtoise and 
burrowing owl surveys resulted in negative survey findings. 

Additionally, special status biological resources known from the vicinity are considered to be currently 
absent from the project site based on an overall lack of suitable habitat, or as in the case of the desert 
tortoise, negative survey findings. However, because of the existence of marginally suitable habitat in 
the project area, Caltrans is assuming presence of the desert tortoise to avoid potential impacts or take. 

Wetlands and Other Waters 
The project proposes placement ofRSP, concrete and shoulder backing where the roadway crosses at 
desert washes to restore the roadway since the roadway is built at-grade. 
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The Jurisdictional Delineation (JD) identified 34 jurisdictional drainages totaling 4.42 acres. Several 
ephemeral drainages traverse the study area and either flow generally west to east before reaching the 
Colorado River. The drainages typically exhibited unvegetated streambeds with steeply-sloping to 
vertically-incised banks. The substrate of a majority of the drainages was coarse gravelly sand with 
cobbles. The stream bed of the on-site jurisdictional drainages were largely unvegetated and the banks 
were dominated by creosote bush (Larrea tridentata,), honey mesquite (Prosopis glandulosa var. 
torreyana), smoke tree (Psorothamnus spinosus), cheesebush (Ambrosia salsola), white bur-sage 
(Ambrosia dumosa), allscale saltbush (Atriplex polycarpa), sweetbush (Bebbia juncae), fan-leaved 
tiquilia (Tiquilia plicata), button brittlebµsh (Enceliafrutescens), rush milkweed (Asclepias subulate), 
brittlebush (Encelia farinosa), and catclaw acacia (Senegalia greggii). Permanent impacts were 
assessed for jurisdictional areas where grouted rip-rap will be added and an approximate area of 0.32 
acres of Waters of the State will be impacted. Temporary impacts were assessed for a total of 1.2 acres 
of impacts to Waters of the State. 

This project will require 1602 Streambed Alternation Agreement from CDFW, 401 water certification 
from the R WQCB, and a 404 nationwide permit from USACE. During final design, exact impact areas 
will be calculated and permits processed. 

Section 404 of the Federal Clean Water Act 
Dredge and fill activities in USA CE jurisdictional waters of the United States require an USA CE 
Permit. Caltrans may be required to file Nationwide Permit #14 Linear Transportation Projects for 
reestablishing the shoulder backing at the desert washes. Nationwide Permit #14 Linear Transportation 
Projects allows Caltrans for activities intended for crossings of waters of the United States associated 
with the construction, expansion, modification, or improvement of linear transportation projects in 
waters of the United States. For linear transportation projects in non-tidal waters, the discharge cannot 
cause the loss of greater than l /2-acre of waters of the United States. For linear transportation projects 
in tidal waters, the discharge cannot cause the loss of greater than 1/3-acre of waters of the United 
States. Any stream channel modification, including bank stabilization, is limited to the minimum 
necessary to construct or protect the linear transportation project; such modifications must be in the 
immediate vicinity of the project. 

Caltrans may apply for Nationwide Permit #14 for placement of material/shoulder backing under the 
authority of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act if all the construction activities meet all conditions 
under Nationwide Permit # 14. 

Section 401 State Water Board Certification of the 2017 Nationwide Permits 
The Clean Water Act (CWA) section 401 Water Quality Certification action and General Order 
(General Order) was issued at the request of USA CE on March 19, 2017. This General Order 
conditionally certifies 14 Nationwide Permits for projects discharging to only waters of the United 
States. The State Water Board Certified Nationwide Permit #14 Linear Transportation, which allows 
activities required for crossings of waters of the United States associated with the construction, 
expansion, modification, or improvement of linear transportation projects in waters of the United 
States with the condition to provide notification requirements to the Colorado River Basin Water 
Quality Control Board. 

Section 1602 of the California Department of Fish and Wildl/fe 
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If the placement of material will be placed within waters of the State under the current California Fish 
and Game Code Sections 1600-1616, CDFW has authority to regulate work that will substantially 
divert or obstruct the natural flow-or substantially change or use any material from the bed, channel, 
or bank--of any river, stream, or lake. CDFW requires a Streambed Alteration Agreement and is 
applicable to all projects involving state or local government discretionary approvals. 

Caltrans will prepare and submit a Section 1602 \/otification of Lake or Streambed Alteration for the 
purpose of reestablishing shoulder backing at the desert washes. 

e) No Impact. The Coachella Valley Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (CVMSHCP) is the 
closest of such plans, but otherwise there are no such specific policies or ordinances protecting 
biological resources. Since US-95 is outside of the boundaries of the MSHCP there will be no impact. 

f) No Impact. Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACECs) are designated within California 
Desert National Conservation Lands (Bureau of Land Management-ELM 2016). These ACECs 
provide the special management and delivery mechanism where that management is necessary to 
achieve the overarching conservation goals for the nationally significant ecological, cultural, and 

. scientific values of the California Desert National Conservation Lands. Management decisions within 
these ACECs will take into account the larger landscape that makes up the California Desert National 
Conservation Lands that the ACEC falls within. 
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The BSA is not within a Habitat Conservation Plan, CDFW, or USFWS-designated wildlife corridor L 
and the construction of the project will not impede or constrain wildlife movement. Additionally, the 
BSA is located within proposed USFWS critical habitat for western yellow-billed cuckoo but the r 
project is limited to the travelled lanes, graded shoulders and temporary staging areas, the project L 
impact areas do not provide suitable habitat and the project will have no impacts to western yellow 
billed cuckoo. ! 

Project implementation will not conflict with provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, 
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation 
plan. No impacts are anticipated. This project lies immediately adjacent to critical habitat for desert 
tortoise. The subsequent protective measures, per the NESMI, must be followed for the desert tortoise 
along with other species of concern. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

To minimize impacts and avoid effects to the special status and listed plant species, the project will 
implement all applicable Caltrans Best Management Practices (BMPs) in addition to the following 
measures: 

BIO-I The project has identified two potential Staging Areas and approval of additional 
staging areas will require the Caltrans Biologist analyze potential project impacts and 
receive authorization for additional staging areas. Prior to the beginning of 
construction, the staging areas will be fenced with temporary desert tortoise fence and 
maintained throughout construction in order to prevent the work areas from extending 
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BI0-4 

BI0-5 

beyond the approved temporary staging area, and to avoid encroachment into the native 
desert habitat. 

Pre-construction plant surveys will occur prior to the mobilization and commencement 
of construction by a qualified biologist. The qualified biologist will survey the project 
impact areas and flag special status plant species for avoidance and to minimize 
impacts. The qualified biologist will be designated to oversee compliance of all 
protective measures and will notify the resident engineer and District Biologist if 
project activities are not compliant. The resident engineer must stop work until 
corrective actions are taken and protective measures are implemented. 

Biological Resource Information Program: An education program will be developed 
and presented by a qualified biologist to all onsite personnel, who will be in the project 
limits for longer than 30 minutes, prior to the onset of ground-disturbing activities. At 
a minimum, the program will include the following topics: distribution, general 
behavior, and ecology of the dese1t tortoise, sensitivity of the species to human 
activities, legal protection afforded to these species, penalties for violations of federal 
and state laws, notification procedures by workers or contractors if a tortoise is found 
in a construction area, and project features designed to reduce the impacts to these 
species and promote continued successful occupation of the project area. The program 
will consist of a class presented by a qualified biologist or a video, provided the 
qualified biologist is present to answer questions. Handout materials.will be distributed 
for workers with important information about the regulated species for future reference 
and as a reminder of the program's content. Following the education program, the 
handouts will be posted at all construction field offices and on all information boards, 
where they will remain throughout the duration of the project. If at any time a desert 
tortoise is observed in the project area, the Resident Engineer will cease operations 
immediately and will contact the Caltrans Environmental Stewardship & Monitoring 
Unit. 

Whenever project vehicles are parked outside of a fence that is intended to preclude 
entry by desert tortoises, workers will check regularly under the vehicle before moving 
the vehicles or equipment. If a desert tortoise is beneath the vehicle, the worker will 
notify the qualified biologist. If a qualified biologist is not present on-site, the Resident 
Engineer or supervisor must notify the Caltrans Biologist. Workers will not be allowed 
to capture, handle, or relocate tortoises. 

Immediately prior to the start of any ground-disturbing activities and prior to the 
installation of any desert tortoise exclusion fencing, clearance surveys for the desert 
tortoise will be conducted by the qualified Biologist. The entire project area will be 
surveyed for desert tortoise and their burrows by a qualified biologist before the start 
of any ground-disturbing activities according to the 2018 Field Survey Protocol. If 
burrows are found, they will be examined by the qualified biologist to determine if any 
dese1t tortoises are present. If desert tortoises are present at the project site, then 
Caltrans will consult with US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and California 
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Depaiiment of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) to determine the appropriate protective 
measures. 

Temporary exclusion fencing will be installed outlining the perimeter of any 
construction staging, storage or batch plant areas to prevent entry by desert tortoises 
into the work site. Exclusion fencing will be installed following USFWS guidelines. 
The biologist will ensure that desert tortoises cannot pass under, over, or around the 
fence. The biologist must regularly check the fenced area and notify the Engineer 
should it become damaged and require repair. 

The qualified biologist will inform USFWS ai1d CDFW ofany injured or dead tortoises 
found on site (verbal notification within 24 hours and written notification within 5 
days). 

The qualified biologist will conduct regular on°site monitoring for the duration of the 
project and submit monthly monitoring reports for desert tortoise and compliance of 
protective measures. 

Except on maintained public roads designated for higher speeds or within desert 
tortoise-proof fenced area, driving speed will not exceed 20 miles per hour through 
potential desert tortoise habitat on unpaved roads. 

Litter control measures will be implemented. Litter will be contained in containers to 
prevent attracting common ravens or other potential predators of the desert tortoise. 
Workers are prohibited from feeding all wildlife. 

V. Cultural Resources 
a & b) Less Than Significant Impact. Information from this section was drawn from the Historic 
Property Survey Report (HPSR), Archaeological Survey Report (ASR) and the Finding of Effect 
(FOE) documents approved for the project by Caltrans in November 2018. Caltrans uses a single 
process to fulfill both its NHPA Section I 06 and CEQA responsibilities. 

As discussed in the HPSR and associated documents, Caltrans followed the standard industry practice 
cultural resources identification and impact analysis practices outlined in the Caltrans Standard 
Environmental Reference (SER) Volume II. This process involved establishing an Area of Potential 
Effects (APE) for the Project, conducting background research, performing a cultural resources record 
search at the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) Information Center, 
conducting a sacred lands file search through the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), 
consultation with associated Native American tribes and individuals, a11d conducting intensive 
pedestrian field surveys. 

As a result of this process, Caltrans identified 26 cultural resources that required evaluation against 
National Register of Historic Places (NRI-IP) and California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) 
Criteria to determine whether they were eligible for listing on the NRI:-IP a11d/or CRHR. It was 
determined that three of these cultural resources located in the project APE will be considered NRHP 
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and CRHR-eligible for the purposes of the project, and are considered to be historical resources for 
the purposes ofCEQA: 

• SRI-2: This site consists ofa 12-by-12-m lithic scatter composed of nearly 100 quartz flakes. 
Roughly.two-thirds of these flakes are core flakes, with the remainder consisting of angular 
debris or indeterminate type flakes. 

• CA-RIV-5546 (P-33-005817): A complex archaeological site with a trail segment, an intaglio, 
six possible intaglios, one ceramic concentration, several lithic flaking stations and several 
scattered artifacts. 

• CHL-985 [Desert Training Center (DTC/C-AMA)]: The War Depmtment recognized the need 
to train troops in conditions to those similar in North Africa. The first commanding officer of 
the OTC was Major General George S. Patton. The facility trained troops for roughly two 
years, 1942-1944. 

These same three sites, SRI-2, CA-RIV-5546 (P-33-005817), and CHL-985 [Dese1t Training Center 
(DTC/C-AMA0] are considered archaeological sites for purposes of§ 15064.5 

The undertaking, and its associated activities, will take place adjacent to CA-RIV-5546 and SRI-2. 
Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs) and Archaeological Monitoring Areas (AMAs) will be 
established, for both sites, which will protect the sites in their entirety from project impacts. The ESAs 
will be monitored during construction by archaeological and Tribal monitors. With the establishment 
of ESAs, the project will not result in the physical destruction of cultural deposits within the APE 
associated with either site. Furthermore, with ESAs and AMAs established at and near the locations 
of the prehistoric sites, inadvertent disturbance to any potentially significant subsurface archaeological 
deposits will be prevented. 

The Desert Training Center/California-Arizona Maneuver Area is ·an extremely large historic 
landscape composed of numerous site types (i.e., maneuver areas, divisional camps, small unit training 
areas, air facilities and crash sites, campsites, ranges, railroad sidings and deposits, hospitals and 
medical facilities depots, airfields, ranges, bivouacs) and features (i.e., anti-tank ditches, camouflage 
areas, foxholes, minefields, observation positions, obstacles, refuse scatter and dumps, roads, rock 
features, rock insignias or cairns, rock walls, slit trenches, tank tracks, and tank traps) spread out over 
an extensive and discontiguous I 8,000-square mile area. While the project APE crosses through the 
OTC/AMA, there are no elements of the Desert Training Center/California-Arizona Maneuver Area 
identified within the Project APE. Therefore, the project will have no appreciable impact on the 
OTC/AMA. 

For the purposes of fulfilling its NHPA Section 106 responsibilities, Caltrans consulted with the State 
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) regarding its findings for the project. By letter dated January 2, 
2019, SHPO concurred with Caltrans finding of No Adverse Effect for the project. Because Caltrans 
uses a single process for completing both its NHPA Section 106 and CEQA responsibilities, Caltrans 
used the same documentation (HPSR and associated documents) as the basis for its CEQA 
determinations. Because the project will not have an impact on the OTC/ AMA, and the potential 
impacts to CA-RIV-5546 and SRI-2 have been avoided through establishment of ESAs and 
construction Monitoring, Caltrans has determined that the project will result in a less than significant 
impact on the three Historical Resources in the APE. 
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Additionally, a request was sent to the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) on August 
23, 2017 requesting a Sacred Lands File Search. On October 10, 2017 the NAHC responded with 
negative results. The NAHC response included a list of tribes culturally affiliated with area that should 
be contacted. 

Initially, Caltrans had determined that the level of Environmental Document was expected to be a 
Categorical Exemption/Exclusion (CE/CE); however, it was later determined that the level of 
documentation for compliance under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) must be 
elevated, requiring consultation under Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52). Subsequently, on April 3, 2018 
letters were sent to the following individuals requesting consultation under AB 52: 

• Anthony Madrigal, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission 
Indians 

• Mike Darrell Mike, Chairperson, Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians 

• Dennis Patch, Chairman, Colorado River Indian Tribe 

• Timothy Williams, Chairperson, Fort Mojave Indian Tribe 

• Charles Wood, Chairperson, Chemehuevi Reservation 

On April 20, 2018 a response was received from Mr. Madrigal, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
for the Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians, requesting to be a consulting party under the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Mr. Madrigal reiterated in his letter that the Twenty­
Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians were aware of culturally sensitive areas to the Tribe within or in 
the vicinity of certain work locations. 

On April 30, 2018 a copy of the draft HPSR and associated documents and record search were sent to 
Mr. Madrigal. On May 9, 2018 a response was received from Sarah Bliss, Twenty-Nine Palms Band 
of Mission Indians, requesting confirmation regarding the location of two prehistoric cultural 
resources and confirmation that all work for the project will occur within the Caltrans ROW and will 
not occur on any tribal land. A response was sent that day confirming the locations of the two 
prehistoric sites (CA-RIV-5546 and SRl-2) and that all work will be occurring within the Caltrans 
ROW. No further responses or requests have been received to date. A copy of the HPSR and associated 
documents were sent on October 4, 2018 to Mr. Madrigal for review to determine whether the Band's 
concerns had been addressed. 

On October 26, 2018 a response was received from the Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians 
Director of the Tribal Historic Preservation Office (THPO) Anthony Madrigal. In the letter Mr. 
Madrigal stated that after a review of the HPSR the THPO concurred that SRI-2 and CA-RIV-5546 
are considered eligible for listing the NRHP. The THPO also concurred that CHL-985 [Desert Training 
Center (DTC)] is also eligible though no components of the DTC were found within the APE making 
evaluation not possible for this undertaking. The THPO also recommended that any ESA fencing 
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should not be removed until the end of construction and approved by the project archaeologist and 
tribal monitor. The request of the Colorado River Indian Tribes to monitor was noted. In addition, the 
tribe requested notification if any archaeological resources are discovered during construction. The 

tribe will be notified of any new resources encountered during construction or construction 
monitoring. 

The Colorado River Tribe responded in a May 4, 2018 letter. Mr. Etsitty, Acting Director of the Tribal 
Historic Preservation Office for the Colorado River Indian Tribe (CRIT), responded that the Tribe is 
requesting an informal meeting to discuss the project and are also requesting tribal monitoring for any 
ground disturbing activities as a condition of project approval. In the letter the tribe also requested that 
when possible prehistoric resources be avoided when feasible. If not feasible the prehistoric resources 
should be reburied in a nearby area after consultation with the tribe. The Tribe also requested 
information regarding monitoring opportunities for the project. 

On May 9, 2018 a phone conservation occurred between Mr. Etsitty and Victoria Stosel, Associate 
Environmental Planner, Archaeologist. Mr. Etsitty expressed concerns that some of the work locations 
on US-95 were situated within the CRIT Reservation. In response to this concern, a map, showing the 
right of way line and project locations, was emailed to Mr. Etsitty on May 9, 2018. The map 
documented that all work was occurring within the Caltrans ROW, and not on tribal land. Mr. Etsitty 
also expressed concerns regarding sites situated between the Riverside Mountains to the Colorado 
River (an area that is outside the APE). A brief description of the results of the record search was 
discussed. All of Mr. Etsitty's comments and concerns were addressed in the HPSR prepared for the 
project, which was sent to the Tribe on October 4, 2018, along with a letter confirming his request to 
monitor. No response was received from the Tribe. Following some revisions to the project cultural 
resources documentation, a final copy of the HPSR and attachments was sent to the CRIT THPO on 
December 6, 2018. No response has been received to date. 

On April 13, 2018 a second consultation letter was sent to the individuals that did not respond to the 

initial contact letter. No responses from the Fort Mojave Indian Tribe or Chemehuevi Reservation 
have been received to date. 

Through this process, no tribal cultural resources other than those discussed above under Cultural 
Resources were identified in the APE. 

c) No Impact. Based on the work associated with restoration of storm eroded embankments with rock 
slope protection and replacement of culverts on US-95 all within Caltrans ROW, and the area which 
was previously disturbed from construction of the existing roadway, it is expected that the project will 
have no effect on paleontological resources. 

d) No Impact. As a result of the robust identification effort discussed above, no human remains have 
been identified within the project area. Given that the depth of construction is estimated at less than 
three feet and the area is previously disturbed from construction of the existing roadway, it is 
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anticipated that implementation of the project will not result in the discovery of or impacts on human 
remains. In addition, with the implementation of the measures listed below, impacts to potentially 
undiscovered human remains will be avoided or minimized. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

The following standard Caltrans design features (CR-I & CR-2) and project-specific measures (CR-
3 & CR-4) will be included to avoid and/or minimize potential impacts. 

CR-1 If buried cultural resources are encountered during construction, it is Caltrans policy 
that work stop in that area until a qualified archaeologist can evaluate the nature and 
significance of the find. 

CR-2 

CR-3 

CR-4 

In the event that human remains are found, the county coroner shall be notified and 
ALL construction work activities within 50 feet of the discovery shall stop. Pursuant 
to Public Resources Code Section 5097 .98, if the remains are thought to be Native 
American, the coroner will notify the Most Likely Descendent (MLD). The person who 
discovered will contact the District 8 Native American Coordinator (DNAC) Gary 
Jones at (909) 383-7505. Further provisions of PRC 5097.98 are to be followed as 
applicable. 

Prior to soil disturbance, CA-RIV-5546 and SRI-2 shall be designated as 
Environmentally Sensitive Areas, where all project related activities or inadvertent 
disturbances shall be prohibited. 

Archaeological and tribal monitors shall be present during any construction or 
preconstruction-related activity in all areas designated as Archaeological Monitoring 
Areas. In the event· that cultural deposits are uncovered, the archaeological monitor 
shall be empowered to implement protective measures outlined above in CR-1. 

VI. Geology and Soils 
a. i & ii) No Impact. None of the project segments are near an Alquist-Priolo Special Studies Zone; 
therefore, no impacts are anticipated, The project site, however, as most of Southern California, is in 
a seismically active area. According to the California Division of Mines and Geology (CDMG) 
Preliminary Fault Activity Map, the nearest recently active faults are within the Riverside County fault 
zones approximately 60 miles west of the project. These and other faults can generate significant 
seismic events (greater than 5.0 magnitude). 

Compliance with the most current Caltrans procedures regarding seismic design, which is standard 
practice on all Caltrans projects, is anticipated to avoid or minimize any significant impacts related to 
seismic ground shaking. Seismic design will also meet city and county requirements under the 
Uniform Building Code. Therefore, through the incorporation of standard seismic design practices, 
the project will result in no impact because project construction and operation will have no opportunity 
to rupture a known earthquake fault or cause seismic shaking. 
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a. iii) No Impact. The Riverside County General Plan Safety Element (Riverside County 2016) 
Riverside County Geology (2013) California Geological Survey Map (2008) does not identify any 
geologic hazards for the project. The project area is rated from low to very high for liquefaction 
susceptibility according to the Riverside County Geology (2013)/California Geological Survey Map 
(2008). Compliance with the most current Caltrans procedures regarding seismic design, which is 
standard practice on all Caltrans projects, is anticipated to avoid or minimize any significant impacts 
related to liquefaction and seismic risk. Seismic design will also meet city and county requirements 
under the Uniform Building Code. Therefore, through the incorporation of standard seismic design 
practices, the project will result in no impact because construction or operation will not cause any 
seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction. 

a. iv) No Impact. Landslides are mass movements of the ground that include rock falls, relatively 
shallow slumping and sliding of soil, and deeper rotational or transitional movement of soil or rock. 
Impacts associated with landslides or mudslides are not anticipated. Based on a review of geologic 
mapping, there will be a low probability for a landslide along the project route. No impacts will occur. 

b) No Impact. Grading and grinding during the construction phase of the project will displace soils 
and temporarily increase the potential for soils to be subject to wind and water erosion. The disturbed 
soil area is defined by Caltrans as consisting of areas of exposed, erodible soil that are within the 
construction limits and that result from construction-related activity. Construction site BMPs, which 
are standard practices for erosion and water quality control, will be used on the project site and will 
include the use of street sweeping, temporary soil binder, temporary cover for materials storage, and 
equipment parking at staging areas and side slopes. Fiber rolls and gravel bag berms will be used for 
materials storage and on the east side edge of the new shoulder during the rainy season during 
construction. During high wind events, temporary covers will also be used. Construction methods 
related to water conservation practices, vehicle and equipment cleaning, fueling, and maintenance will 
be followed. 

State jurisdictions require that an approved Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) be 
prepared for projects that involve greater than one acre of disturbance. A SWPPP specifies BMPs that 
will minimize erosion and keep all products of erosion from moving off site into receiving waters. 
Earthwork in the project area will be performed in accordance with the most current edition of the 
Caltrans Standard Specifications, the project SWPPP, and the requirements of applicable government 
agencies; therefore, the project will result in less-than-significant impacts. 

c) No Impact. The Riverside County General Plan Safety Element (Riverside County 2016) Riverside 
County Geology (2013) California Geological Survey Map (2008) does not identify any geologic 
hazards for the project. Any earthwork in the project area will be performed in accordance with the 
most current edition of the Caltrans Standard Specifications; therefore, the project will result in no 
impacts. 

d) No Impact. The Riverside County General Plan Safety Element (Riverside County 2016) Riverside 
County Geology (2013) California Geological Survey Map (2008) does not identify any land within 
the project limits as susceptible to landslides or liquefaction, which implies the absence of expansive 
soil. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated. 
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c) No Impact The project will not affect existing or proposed septic tanks or alternate wastewater 
disposal systems, nor will the use of septic tanks be involved during construction. Therefore, no 
impacts will occur. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

No measures are proposed for Geology and Soils. 

VII. Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
Please see Climate Change section, starting on page 41, following the CEQA Checklist responses. 

VIII. Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
a & b) No Impact. Implementation of the Build Alternative is not expected to result in the creation 
of any new health hazards or expose people to potential new health hazards, because the project 
involves restoration of storm eroded embankments with rock slope protection and replacement of 
culverts. No storage of toxic materials or chemicals will occur, and the project is not anticipated to 
increase the potential hazardous materials in the project area. The Initial Site Assessment (ISA) 
Checklist completed for this project on October 10, 2018 determined that the potential for hazardous 
waste involvement was low. 

Aerially Deposited Lead (ADL) from the historical use of leaded gasoline exists along roadways 
throughout California. If encountered, soil with elevated concentrations of lead as a result of ADL on 
the state highway system ROW within the limits of the project will be managed under the July 1, 2016, 
Aerially Deposited Lead Agreement between Ca/trans and the Cal/fornia Department of Toxic 
Substances. 

This Aerially Deposited Lead Agreement allows such soils to be safely reused within the project limits 
as long as all requirements of the Aerially Deposited Lead Agreement are met. The ISA Checklist 
prepared for the project indicated that soils within the project limits are affected by non-hazardous 
levels of ADL. The soils can be reused without restriction on the project or relinquished to the 
construction contractor. SSP 7-1.02K, Earth Material Containing Lead, will be included in the Plans, 
Specifications, and Estimates (PS&E) package for this project along with a Contract Bid Item for Lead 
Compliance Plan. 

Following construction of the project, operations are not expected to result in the creation of any new 
health hazards or expose people to potential new health hazards because the action involves, 
restoration of storm eroded embankments with rock slope protection and replacement of culverts. 
Additionally, no new structures or facilities will be constructed. As such, the project will result in no 
impacts. 

c) No Impact. There are no schools within one-quarter mile of the project site; therefore, no impacts 
will occur. · 

d) No Impact. The DTSC EnviroStor database identified two sites near the project: Air Training 
School and the Blythe AAF BEA Site# l which are approximately ten miles southwest ofUS-95 and 
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the southern end of the project limits. Both sites are far enough away from the project that it will be 
of no concern for either project construction or operation; therefore, no impacts will occur. 

e & I) No Impact. Although the southern end of the project is within sixteen miles of the Blythe 
Airpmt and ten miles of W R Byron Airport the project will not result in a safety hazard for people 
residing or working in the area. Additionally, the project will not contain any skyward features that 
will interfere with any air traffic flight paths or other airport activities. There are no private airstrips 
near the project. No impacts will occur. 

g) No Impact. The project is not anticipated to interfere with any adopted local emergency response 
plans or emergency evacuation plans. Applicable traffic controls (e.g., flag person, signage), as 
identified in the Transportation Management Plan (TMP), will be implemented to minimize any 
potential interference with any adopted emergency response plan or evacuation plan (measure TRF-
1). 

h) No Impact. The project area consists of rural desert flora and fauna, with very limited sources or 
potential to result in a fire hazard. Further, the project is not located in an urbanized area or adjacent 
to residences. Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

The following measures will be implemented to avoid and/or minimize potential impacts related to 
hazardous waste residue and aerial deposited lead (ADL): 

HAZ-1 

HAZ-2 

During final design, include one or both of the following SSPs in the PS&E package 
for removal of yellow or white traffic stripes: 

• SSP 14-11.12 Remove Yellow Traffic Stripes and Pavement Markings with 
Hazardous Waste Residue 

• SSP 84-9.03C, Remove Traffic Stripes and Pavement Marking Containing 
Lead 

During final design, SSP 7-l .02K(6)(J) (111) will be added to the PS&E package and 
Bid Item 070030 for Lead Compliance Plan to avoid and/or minimize potential impacts 
related to ADL. 

IX. Hydrology and Water Quality 
a) Less Than Significant Impact. The potential temporary effects of the project on the quality of the 
water in the area will come from runoff during construction, including erosion. The National Pollution 
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permits issued by the R WQCB set limits on discharges, 
schedules for compliance, special conditions, and monitoring programs. These permits also limit 
discharges, set water quality standards, and establish a monitoring program of the waste discharge. 
Permitting of underground storage tanks and cleanup of waste discharge is also enforced by RWQCB. 
Grading and trenching during the construction of the project will require the limited removal of 
vegetation and moving of soils. This will temporarily increase the exposure of soils to wind and water 
erosion and could increase the amount of sediments entering downstream drainages and waterways. 
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Sediments can adversely affect water quality and negatively affect fish, aquatic plants, and other 
organisms. 

All major reconstruction and new construction within Caltrans' ROW must conform to Caltrans' 
Statewide NPDES Permit No. CAS000003 and to the General NPDES Permit for Construction 
Activities No. CAS000002. ·These permits regulate stormwater and non-stormwater discharges 
associated with year-round construction activities. In addition to these permits, the Colorado River 
Basin R WQCB, which has jurisdiction in this area, may have separate project-specific Water 
Discharge Requirements (WDRs) to protect water quality. 

The project contractor will be required to apply stormwater pollution control measures during the 
entire duration of the project and follow the Water Pollution Control Best Management Practices 
(BMPs) specified in the approved Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to minimize 
impacts on receiving waters. Measures must be incorporated to contain all vehicle loads and avoid any 
tracking of materials that may fall or blow onto Caltrans ROW. The project contractor will be required 
to develop, implement, and maintain the following: 

A SWPPP conforming to the requirements of: 
• Caltrans Specification Section 13, "Water Pollution Control" 
• SWRCB Resolution No. 2001-046 (the Sampling and Analytical Procedures [SAP] Plan) 
• The Section 402 NPDES Statewide Storm Water Permit 
• The General NPDES Permit for Construction Activities 

The project will utilize stormwater controls, as required, to minimize the amount ofroadway pollution 
from the project area during construction. Compliance with the NPDES requirements will further 
reduce such polluting ilnpacts. Projects within Caltrans' ROW are obligated to comply with the latest 
Caltrans and R WQCB water quality standards relative to the treatment of post-construction 
stormwater runoff. Determination and implementation of BMPs within the ROW are defined based 
on the evaluation of existing site constraints, constituents of concern at the receiving waters, soil 
conditions, and hydraulic conditions. Prior to approval of the final design of the project, applicable 
post-construction BMPs will be identified to ensure that applicable Caltrans selection and siting 
criteria have been achieved. Deployment ofBMPs will reduce long term water quality impacts due to 
implementation of the project. Therefore, less-than significant water quality impacts are anticipated. 

b) No Impact. The project will be within an area of rural dese1t without infrastructure or utilities. It 
is not expected to substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with 
groundwater recharge. The project is not expected to affect the amount of water consumed regionally 
through increased withdrawals from groundwater sources. 

c - I) No Impact. 

Temporary 
Pollutants of concern during construction include sediments, trash, petroleum products, concrete 
waste, sanitary waste, and other chemicals. 2 During construction activities, excavated soils will be 
exposed, and there will be an increase in potential for soil erosion compared to existing conditions. In 

2 Calfrans Statewide Stormwater Management Plan (July 2016). 
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addition, chemicals, liquid products, and petroleum products may be spilled or leaked during 
construction and have the potential to be transported via storm runoff into receiving waters. 
Construction activities as part of the project will disturb soil and increase the potential for soil erosion 
and suspended paiticles that can be generated from vehicles operating on the roadway. The disturbed 
soil area is defined by Caltrans as consisting of areas of exposed, erodible soil that are within the 
construction limits and that result from construction-related activity. 

The project area is not within an MS4 area. An MS4 Area is an area where stormwater discharge is 
regulated byNPDES Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) permit issued by the State Water 
Board. These areas are mainly cities and counties. Construction site BMPs used on the project site 
will include the use of street sweeping, temporary soil binder, temporary cover for materials storage, 
and equipment parking at staging area and side slopes. Fiber rolls ai1d gravel bag berms will be used 
for materials storage and on the east side edge of the new shoulder during the rainy season during 
construction. During high wind events, temporary covers will also be used. Construction methods 
related to water conservation practices, vehicle and equipment cleaning, fueling, and maintenance will 
be followed. 

At this stage in project design it is unknown if the project will result in temporary and permanent 
impacts on jurisdictional drainages; therefore, the project may be required to obtain a Section 
401 Water Quality Certification and a Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement which could 
include additional measures to avoid and/or minimize potential impacts. 

Permanent 
An increase in impervious area will increase the volume of runoff during a storm, which will more 
effectively transpo1t pollutants to receiving waters. Increases in impervious areas can also cause a 
decrease in infiltration, can increase the volume ofrunoff during a storm event, and can lead to changes 
in receiving waters from erosion and accretion. The increase in volume and velocity of water related 
to the increase in impervious area, although unknown, is expected to have a very low, nominal impact 
on the existing drainage system. The anticipated alteration of absorption rates is not considered 
substantial, due to a less-than substantial replacement ratio of existing landscaping with impermeable 
road surfaces. According to the Storm Water Data Repmt the project new impervious surface is .77 
acres. No substantial changes in drainage patterns associated with modifications to the highway are 
anticipated to occur. 

'The project is not expected to have any significant impacts on water quality with implementation of 
measures WQ-1 through WQ-4. All stormwater generated within the project limits will be routed into 
existing overflow areas; the existing, highly permeable granular soils allow for rapid infiltration of 
runoff from impermeable surfaces. Therefore, a less-than-significant impact will occur as a result of 
increased runoff, altered drainage patterns, or water quality degradation. 

g - i) No Impact. The project will not result in a significant floodplain encroachment, as defined in 
23 CFR 650.105. Additionally, the project will not involve the development of housing. The roadway 
improvements do not have the potential to expose people or property to a substantial risk of loss, 
injury, or death involving flooding; therefore, no impacts in this regard are expected. 
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j) No Impact. Due to the distance and height of surrounding terrain, and the distance from the Pacific 
Ocean and other large bodies of water, potential for inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow is 
considered very unlikely. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

The following standard measures will be included for Hydrology and Water Quality: 

WQ-1 

WQ-2 

WQ,3 

WQ-4 

Prior to the start of construction, a SWPPP shall be developed by the contractor and 
approved by the Department to avoid and/or minimize potential impacts to water 
quality. 

The SWPPP control measures shall address the following categories: soil stabilization 
practices; sediment control practices; sediment tracking control practices; wind erosion 
control practices; and non-storm water management and waste management and 
disposal control practices. 

The contractor shall be required to comply with water pollution control provisions and 
SWPPP and conform to the requirements of the Department's Standard Specification 
Section 7-1.0lG "Water Pollution," of the Standard Specifications. 

If necessary, soil disturbed areas of the project site will be fully protected using soil 
stabilization and sediment control BMPs at the end of each day, unless fair weather is 
predicted. 

X. Land Use and Planning 
a & b) No Impact. According to the Eastern Riverside County Land Use Plan Map, the project area 
is mapped as primarily Open Space Rural and a portion of the project area is within the Palo Verde 
Valley Area Plan. Most of the land along US-95 is classified as either open space rural or agricultural. 
The Bristol Mountains Wilderness Area is located close to US-95. Much of the land along US-95 is 
owned by the U.S/. Bureau of Land Management (BLM). There are also Tribal Lands along the route 
and private unincorporated land. The project is situated in a remote area with few businesses and 
several small residential communities along the Colorado River not located in the immediate vicinity 
of the route. 

c) No Impact. Project implementation will not conflict with provisions of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural .Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state 
habitat conservation plan. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

No measures are required for Land Use and Planning. 

XI. Mineral Resources 
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a & b) No Impact. No classified or designated mineral deposits of statewide or regional significance 
are known to occur within the project area. Also, the project is located outside of mineral resource 
recovery sites; therefore, no impacts are anticipated to occur. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

No measures are required Mineral Resources. 

XII. Noise 
a) No Impact. Although there are several small residential communities along the Colorado River 
near the alignment, there are no noise-sensitive receptors located within or near the project. The project 
is not adjacent to or within a community. No construction noise impacts will occur because there are 
no residences or businesses in the immediate vicinity of the project. Additionally, construction noise 
will be short-term and intermittent during the 120-day construction period and construction will be 
conducted in accordance with Caltrans Standard Specifications Section 14.8-02 (measure NOI-1) 
which states the contractor shall comply with all local sound control and noise level rules, regulations, 
and ordinances that apply to any work performed pursuant to contract. 

The project is a Type III Project under 23 CFR 772.7; therefore, Caltrans Engineering determined it 
is exempt from noise analysis and a noise study report was not required for the project (Memorandum, 
October 26, 2018). Per23 CFR 772.7([) a highway agency is not required to complete a noise analysis 
or consider abatement measures. The project will not expose people to or generate noise levels in 
excess of standards established in a general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other 
agencies. There will be no noise impact. 

b) No Impact. Any ground-borne noise or vibration will be limited to the 120-day construction period 
and will be short in duration. Because there is no noise- or vibration-sensitive uses located in the 
immediate project vicinity and because the project will comply with Caltrans' Standard Specifications 
as outlined in NOI-1, no impacts will occur. 

c) No Impact. No receptor locations will experience a substantial increase over their corresponding 
existing noise levels; therefore, there will be no impact. 

d) No Impact. Implementation of the project may result in shmt-term increased noise levels within 
the project vicinity due to construction activities. Although some residences are located in the vicinity 
of the project, there should not be any significant increases in ambient noise levels during construction 
and will not result in any adverse impacts. Additionally, construction will be conducted in accordance 
with Caltrans Standard Specifications Section 14.8-02. 

e) No Impact. The project is not located within two miles of an airport and there are no habitable 
structures near the project. Therefore, no noise impacts related to air traffic will occur. 

t) No Impact. The project is not located within or in the vicinity of a private airstrip and no habitable 
structures are proposed as part of the project. Therefore, no noise impacts related to air traffic will 
occur. 
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Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

The following Noise measures will be implemented to minimize potential impacts located in Caltrans' 
provisions in Section 14-8, "Noise Control," of the 2018 Standard Specifications and Special 
Provisions. 

NOi-\ 

NOI-2 

The contractor shall comply with all local sound control and noise level rules, 
regulations, and ordinances that apply to any work performed pursuant to contract. 

Each internal combustion engine, used for any purpose on the job or related to the job, 
shall be equipped with a muffler or a type recommended by the manufacturer. No 
internal combustion engine shall be operated on the project without the muffler. 

XIII. Population and Housing 
a) No Impact. The project is a maintenance project and will not induce population growth in an area, 
either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, 
through extension of roads or other infrastructure), and will therefore have no impact. 

b & c) No Impact. ROW will not be acquired for this project, as all work will be done within Caltrans' 
ROW. Accordingly, no residents or businesses will need to be relocated as a result of implementing 
the Build Alternative. The project will not necessitate the relocation of any existing developments 
and/or people. Therefore, no impacts will occur. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

No measures are required for Population and Housing. 

XIV. Public Services 
Fire Protection: No Impact. The Riverside County Fire Department provides fire protection in the 
project vicinity. The project will not affect the level of services needing fire protection. 

The project involves maintenance improvements to an existing highway. The project will not result in 
an increase in population, and therefore will not increase the demand for community services. No fire 
stations will be acquired or displaced. The project will not induce growth or increase population in the 
study area or the greater community beyond that previously planned for and will not result in the need 
for additional fire protection. 

Police Protection: No Impact. The Riverside County Sheriffs Department, and CHP, as appropriate, 
provide police protection in the project vicinity. The project will not affect the level of service along 
US-95. 

Implementation of a construction-period TMP (TRF-1), which is prepared for all Caltrans highway 
projects, will ensure that access is maintained to and from the project area and that the police service 
providers are notified prior to the start of construction activities; therefore, there are no anticipated 
impacts. 
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As mentioned previously, the project will not induce population growth in the area beyond that 
previously planned for and will not result in the need for additional police protection. No impacts from 
operation of the project will occur. The improved highway will likely improve emergency access 
through the project area, which will be a beneficial impact. 

Schools: No Impact. No schools are located near the project vicinity. Because the project scope is 
not population-inducing, it will not result in the need for new or physical expansion of any school. 

Parks: No Impact. No state or regional parks border the alignment and will not be affected by either 
construction or operation of the Build Alternative. No national parks exist that directly border the 
project limits. The majority of the surrounding land directly to the south of the alignment is owned by 
BLM. Additionally, no new ROW is expected for this project therefore there is no potential for impacts 
to parks. 

Other Public Facilities: No Impact. There are no public facilities in the immediate project area and, 
as such, there will be no impacts on public facilities as a result of construction or operation of the 
project. 

A voidauce, Minimization, and Mitigation Measnres 

No measures are required for Public Services. 

XV. Recreation 

a & b) No Impact. Project implementation does not have the capacity to generate a substantial 
increase to any existing neighborhood, regional parks, or other recreational facilities such that 
substantial physical deterioration will occur, nor will it require the construction or expansion of 
existing recreational facilities. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measnres 

No measures are required for Recreation. 

XVI. Transportation/Traffic 

a & b) No Impact. The project is a maintenance project that involves restoration of storm eroded 
embankments with rock slope protection and replacement of existing culverts. The project will not 
increase traffic because no new land uses are proposed. The project will accommodate existing traffic 
demand, but it will not create new demand, directly or indirectly. The project will also not reduce 
congestion and/or improve the level of service of traffic. The project will riot conflict with an 
applicable congestion management program, including but not limited to level of service standards 
and travel demand measures, or other standards established by the county congestion management 
agency for designated roads or highways. No impacts are anticipated. 

c) No Impact. Due to the nature and scope of the project, no change in air traffic patterns will result. 
Accordingly, no impacts are expected to occur in this regard. 
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d) No Impact. The project will not increase hazards due to a design feature; the current curve and 
height dimensions will remain the same as existing roadway features. 

e) Less Than Significant Impact. Construction activities have the potential to result in temporary, 
localized, site-specific disruptions during the 120-day construction period. This could lead to an 
increase in delay times for emergency response vehicles during construction; however, the project will 
include the preparation and implementation ofa TMP (measure TRF-1), which will avoid or minimize 
any potential impacts. Impacts will be less than significant during the construction period. 

t) No Impact. The project will not conflict with any adopted policies, plans or programs regarding 
public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities. Accordingly, no impacts in this regard are expected. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measnres 

No measures are required for Transportation/Traffic. 

XVII. Utility and Service Systems 
a) No Impact. Construction of the project will not generate the need for additional wastewater 
treatment. No impacts will occur. 

b) No Impact. Due to the nature and scope of the improvements, project implementation will not 
require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities. Accordingly, no 
impacts will occur. 

c) Less Than Significant Impact. The project scope involves replacement, and in some cases 
upgrading, of existing culverts. The overall project scope, however, does not propose development 
that will require construction of new storm water drainage facilities or further expansion of existing 
ones. Although, several culverts are being upgraded, impacts related to those expansions are accounted 
for in the potentially impacted resource areas such as Biological, and Hydrology and Water Quality 
sections. Therefore, a less than significant impact is anticipated. 

d) No Impact. Due to the nature and scope of the improvements, the project will not require a water 
supply. No impacts will occur. 

e) No Impact. The project will not require wastewater treatment. As a result, there will be no impact. 

t) No Impact. The project will require the use of a local landfill to dispose of demolition materials 
during construction. The use of local landfills will be temporary during construction. It is Caltrans' 
policy to recycle materials whenever possible. The project will be served by a landfill with sufficient 
capacity to serve its solid waste disposal needs during construction; therefore, there will be no impact. 

g) No Impact. The project will be in compliance with all federal, state, and local solid waste statutes 
and regulations; therefore, there will be no impact. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measnres 
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No measures are required for Utility and Service Systems. 

XVIII. Mandatory Findings of Significance 
a) Less Than Significant Impact. 

Biological Resources 
CDFW CNDDB and USFWS IPAC species lists did not identify state or federally listed plant species 
that may potentially occur within the BSA; therefore, the project will not impact state or federally 
listed plant species. These lists identified desert tortoise as a federal and state-threatened species with 
the potential to occur within the BSA. However, none of the culvert locations are located within 
designated critical habitat for the desert tortoise or in an Area of Critical Environmental Concern 
(ACEC) or Desert Wildlife Management Area (DWMA). 

Focused surveys completed in December 2018, for desert tortoise and burrowing owl, resulted in 
negative findings. Additionally, the project sites are located outside of all designated critical habitats, 
ACECs, DWMAs, and desert tortoise recovery units. 

Although Caltrans has determined the project impacts are minimal, the project is located adjacent to 
suitable habitat and no physical barriers are present to constrict movement of the desert t01toise. 
Further, because of the existence of marginally suitable habitat within the project area, Caltrans is 
assuming presence of the desert tortoise to avoid potential impacts or take. To avoid potential impacts 
to desert tortoise and biological resources in general, Caltrans will implement measures BIO-I through 
BIO- I 0. Therefore, the potential to degrade the quality of the biological environment is less than 
significant. 

Historical Resources 
The HPSR completed for this project concludes that three cultural resources located within the APE 
will be considered NRHP and CRHR-eligible. SRI-2, CA-RIV-5546 (P-33-005817), and CHL-985 
[Desert Training Center (DTC/C-AMA)] are considered to be historical resources for the purposes of 
CEQA. 

The undertaking, and its associated activities, will take place adjacent to CA-RIV-5546 and SRI-2. 
Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs) and Archaeological Monitoring Areas (AMAs) will be 
established, for both sites, which will protect the sites in their entirety from project impacts. The ESAs 
will be monitored during construction by archaeological and Tribal monitors. With the establishment 
of ESAs, the project will not result in the physical destruction of cultural deposits within the APE 
associated with either site. Furthermore, with ESAs and AMAs established at and near the locations 
of the prehistoric sites, inadvertent disturbance to any potentially significant subsurface archaeological 
deposits will be prevented. 

The Desert Training Center/California-Arizona Maneuver Area is an extremely large historic 
landscape composed of numerous site types and features spread out over an extensive and 
discontiguous I 8,000-square mile area. While the project APE crosses through the OTC/ AMA, there 
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are no elements of the Desert Training Center/California-Arizona Maneuver Area identified within 
the Project APE. Therefore, the project will have no appreciable impact on the DTC/AMA. 

Because measures CR-1 through CR-4 will be implemented, potential impacts to these cultural 
resources will be Jess than significant. 

b) Less Than Significantlmpact. The project's impacts are either temporary and/or avoidable. In the 
case of temporary impacts, Caltrans standard measures will be implemented to avoid and/or minimize 
potential impacts. In the case of biological and cultural resources, specific measures will be 
implemented to minimize potential impacts or avoid impacts altogether. Caltrans project 10010 on 
SR 62 PM 124-142 will construct a water embankment protection system with RSP at 10 desert wash 
locations. A draft environmental document is being prepared for 10010 and construction activities 
may overlap at some point during construction of this project. Caltrans will coordinate construction 
activities to minimize potential impacts to traffic and emergency services. Any potentially significant 
impacts to resources of concern, created by 10010, will be mitigated or minimized by specific 
measures identified by that project. 

Therefore, cumulatively considerable impacts will be less than significant. 

c) No Impact. Due to the rural character of the area, the project will not have environmental effects 
that will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

No measures are proposed 
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Climate Change 
Cl imate change refers to long-term changes in temperature, precipitation, wind patterns, and other 
elements of the ea1th' s climate system. An ever-increasing body of scientific research attributes these 
climato logical changes to greenhouse gas (G HG) emissions, pa1ticu larly those generated from the 
production and use of foss i I fuels. 

While climate change has been a concern for severa l decades, the establishment of the 
Intergovernmenta l Pane l on Climate Change (IPCC) by the United Nati ons and World Meteorological 
Organ ization in 1988 has led to increased effo1ts devoted to GHG emissions reduction and c limate 
change research and policy. These effo1ts are primarily concerned w ith the em issions of GHGs 
gene rated by human activity, including carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N20), 
tetratluoromethane, hexafluoroethane, sulfur hexafluoride (SF6), HFC-23 (tluoroform), HFC-1 34a 
(1, 1, 1,2-tetratluoroethane), and HFC-I 52a (d itluoroethane). 

In the U.S., the main sou rce of G HG emissions is electricity generation, fo llowed by transportation. 3 

In Cali forn ia, however, transportation sources (including passenger cars, light duty trucks, other 
trucks, buses, and motorcycles) are the largest contributors of GHG emissions.4 The dominant GHG 
emitted is CO2, mostly from foss il fuel combustion. 

Two terms are typically used when discuss ing how we address the impacts of climate change: 
"greenhouse gas mitigation" and "adaptation." Greenhouse gas mitigation covers the acti vities and 
policies aimed at reducing GHG emissions to limit or " mitigate" the impacts of climate change. 
Adaptation, on the other hand, is concerned with planning for and responding to impacts resulting 
from climate change (such as adjusting transportation des ign standards to withstand more intense 
storms and higher sea levels). 

Regulatory Setting 
This section outlines federal and state effo1ts to comprehensively reduce GHG emissions from 
transportation sources. 

With the passage of legis lation including State Senate and Assembly bi lls and executive orders, 
Cali fornia has been innovative and proactive in addressing GHG emissions and c limate change. 

Assembly Bill 1493, Pavley Vehicular Emissions: Greenhouse Gases, 2002: This bill requires the 
California Air Resources Board (A RB) to develop and implement regu lations to reduce automobile 
and light truck GHG emissions . These stricter emissions standards were designed to apply to 
automobiles and light trucks beginning with the 2009-model year. 

Executive Order S-3-05 (June 1, 2005): The goal of this executive order (EO) is to reduce California' s 
GHG emiss ions to: ( I) year 2000 levels by 2010, (2) year 1990 levels by 2020, and (3) 80 percent 
below year 1990 levels by 2050. This goal was further reinforced with the passage of Assembly Bill 
32 in 2006 and SB 32 in 2016. 

3 https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/us-greenhouse-gas-inventory-report- 1990-2014 
4 https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/inventory/data/data.htm 
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Assembly Bill 32 (AB 32), Chapter 488, 2006: Nufiez and Pavley, The Global Warming Solutions Act 
of 2006: AB 32 codified the 2020 GHG emissions reduction goals as outlined in EO S-3-05, while 
further mandating that ARB create a scoping plan and implement rules to achieve "real, quantifiable, 
cost-effective reductions of greenhouse gases." The Legislature also intended that the statewide GHG 
emissions limit continue in existence and be used to maintain and continue reductions in emissions of 
GHGs beyond 2020 (Health and Safety Code Section 38551 (b)). The law requires ARB to adopt rules 
and regulations in an open public process to achieve the maximum technologically feasible and cost­
effective GHG reductions. 

Executive Order S-01-07 (January 18, 2007): This order sets forth the low carbon fuel standard (LCFS) 
for California. Under this EO, the carbon intensity of California's transportation fuels is to be reduced 
by at least 10 percent by the year 2020. ARB re-adopted the LCFS regulation in September 2015, and 
the changes went into effect on January 1, 2016. The program establishes a strong framework to 
promote the low-carbon fuel adoption necessary to achieve the Governor's 2030 and 2050 GHG 
reduction goals. 

Senate Bill 97 (SB 97), Chapter 185, 2007, Greenhouse Gas Emissions: This bill requires the 
Governor's Office of Planning and Research (OPR) to develop recommended amendments to the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines for addressing GHG emissions. The 
amendments became effective on March 18, 2010. 

Senate Bill 375 (SB 375), Chapter 728, 2008, Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection: This 
bill requires ARB to set regional emissions reduction targets for passenger vehicles. The Metropolitan 
Planning Organization (MPO) for each region must then develop a "Sustainable Communities 
Strategy" (SCS) that integrates transportation, land-use, and housing policies to plan how it will 
achieve the emissions target for its region. 

Senate Bill 391 (SB 391), Chapter 585, 2009, California Transportation Plan: This bill requires the 
State's long-range transportation plan to meet California's climate change goals under AB 32. 

Executive Order B-16-12 (March 2012) orders State entities under the direction of the Governor, 
including ARB, the California Energy Commission, and the Public Utilities Commission, to support 
the rapid commercialization of zero-emission vehicles. It directs these entities to achieve various 
benchmarks related to zero-emission vehicles. 

Executive Order B-30-15 (April 2015) establishes an interim statewide GHG emission reduction target 
of 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030 in order to ensure California meets its target of reducing 
GHG emissions to 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050. It further orders all state agencies with 
jurisdiction over sources of GHG emissions to implement measures, pursuant to statutory authority, 
to achieve reductions of GHG emissions to meet the 2030 and 2050 GHG emissions reductions targets. 
It also directs ARB to update the Climate Change Scoping Plan to express the 2030 target in terms of 
a million metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (MMTCO2e). Finally, it requires the Natural 
Resources Agency to update the state's climate adaptation strategy, Safeguarding California, every 3 
years, and to ensure that its provisions are fully implemented. 
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Senate Bill 32, (SB 32) Chapter 249, 2016, codifies the GHG reduction targets established in EO B-
30-15 to ach ieve a mid-range goal of 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030. 

Environmental Setting 
In 2006, the Legislature passed the Californ ia Global Warming Solutions Act of2006 (AB 32), which 
created a comprehensive, multi-year program to reduce GHG emiss ions in California. AB 32 requi red 
ARB to develop a Scoping Plan that describes the approach California wi ll take to achieve the goa l of 
reducing GHG emissions to 1990 leve ls by 2020. The Scoping Plan was first approved by ARB in 
2008 and must be updated every 5 years. The second updated plan, California's 2017 Climate Change 
Scoping Plan, adopted on December 14, 2017, reflects the 2030 target established in EO B-30-15 and 
SB 32. 

The AB 32 Scoping Plan and the subsequent updates contain the main strategies California will use to 
reduce GHG emissions. As part of its supporting documentation for the updated Scoping Plan, ARB 
released the GHG inventory for California.5 ARB is responsible for maintaining and updating 
California's GHG Inventory per H&SC Section 39607.4. The associated forecast/projection is an 
estimate of the emissions antic ipated to occur in the year 2020 if none of the foreseeable measures 
inc luded in the Scoping Plan were im plemented. 

An emissions projection estimates future emissions based on current emissions, expected regulatory 
implementation, and other technological, social, econom ic, and behavioral patterns. The projected 
2020 emissions provided in Figure 6-1 represent a business-as-usual (BAU) scenario assuming none 
of the Scoping Plan measures are implemented. The 2020 BAU emissions estimate assists ARB in 
demonstrating progress toward meeting the 2020 goal of 431 MMTCO2e. 6 The 20 1 7 ed ition of the 
GHG em issions inventory (re leased June 20 17) found total Ca li fornia emiss ions of 440.4 MMTCO2e, 
showing progress towards meeting the AB 32 goals. 

The 2020 BAU em iss ions projection was revisited in support of the first update to the Scoping Plan 
(2014). This projection accounts for updates to the econom ic forecasts of fue l and energy demand as 
well as other factors. It also accounts for the effects of the 2008 economic recession and the projected 
recovery. The total emissions expected in the 2020 BAU scenario include reductions anticipated from 
Pavley I and the Renewable Electricity Standard (30 MMTCO2e total). With these reductions in the 
baseline, estimated 2020 statewide BAU em issions are 509 MMTCO2e. 

5 2018 Edition of the GHG Em ission Inventory Released (July 2018): 
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/ inventory/data/data.htm 
6 The revised target using Global Warming Potentials (GWP) from the IPCC Fourth Assessment Report (A R4) 
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Figure 1 2020 Business as Usual (BAU) Emissions Projection 2014 Edition: 

California Greenhouse Gas 2009 • 2011 Average Emissions, 2020 
Emissions Projection for BAU Scenario, and 2020 Goal 
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https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/inventory/data/bau.htm 

Project Analysis 
An individual project does not generate enough GHG emissions to significantly influence global 
climate change. Rather, g lobal c limate change is a cumulative impact. This means that a project may 
contribute to a potential impact through its incremental change in emissions w hen combined with the 
contributions of a ll other sources ofGHG. 7 In assessing cumulative impacts, it must be determined if 
a project's incremental effect is "cumulatively considerable" (CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064(h)(1) 
and 151 30). To make this determination, the incremental impacts of the project must be compared 
w ith the effects of past, current, and probable future projects. To gather sufficient information on a 
global scale of a ll past, current, and future projects to make this determination is a difficult, if not 
impossible task. 

GHG emissions for transpo11ation projects can be divided into those produced during ope rati ons and 
those produced during construction. The following represents a best fa ith effo11 to describe the 
potential GHG emissions related to the project. 

Operational Emissions 
The purpose of this project is to reduce the severity and number ofrun-off-the-road accidents, improve 
the clear recovery zone, and improve motorist safety by flattening the existing median cross slope. 
Projects that invo lve med ian improvements, such as this project, generally have minimal or no increase 

7 This approach is supported by the AEP: Recommendations by the Association of Environmental Professionals on How 
to Analy=e CHG Emissions and Global Climate Change in CEQA Documents (March 5, 2007), as well as the South 
Coast Air Qual ity Management District (Chapter 6: The CEQA Guide, Apri l 2011 ) and the US Forest Service (Climate 
Change Considerations in Project Level NEPA Analysis, July 13, 2009). 
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in operational GHG emissions. Because the project will not increase the number of travel lanes on I-
40, no increase in VMT will occur as result of project implementation, and traffic volumes will be the 
same under the Build Alternative and No-Build Alternative. GHGemissions during the construction 
period (as discussed below) will be unavoidable. 

Constrnction Emissions 
Construction GHG emissions will result from material processing, on-site construction equipment, 
and traffic delays due to construction. These emissions will be produced at different levels throughout 
the construction phase; their frequency and occurrence can be reduced through innovations in plans 
and specifications and by implementing better traffic management during construction phases. 

In addition, with innovations such as longer pavement lives, improved TMPs, and changes in 
materials, the GHG emissions produced during construction can be offset to some degree by longer 
intervals between maintenance and rehabilitation activities. 

Construction-period GHG emissions were modeled using the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality 
Management District Road Construction Emissions Model, version 8.1.0. Shmt-term construction 
activities will result in GHG emissions from fuel combustion associated with off and on-road 
construction equipment and vehicles, which will result in emissions of 327 metric tons of CO2-
equivalent (CO2e)8 over the approximately 4-month construction period. 

The project will comply with all requirements of the MDAQMD. In addition, Caltrans Standard 
Specifications Section 14-9, Air Quality, a part of all construction contracts, requires contractors to 
comply with all federal, state, regional, and local rules, regulations, and ordinances related to air 
quality. Measures that reduce vehicle emissions and energy use also reduce GHG emissions. Under 
avoidance and minimization measure TRF-1, a traffic management plan will be implemented to 
minimize traffic delays during construction. 

CEQA Conclusion 
While the project will result in a slight increase in GHG emissions during construction, it is anticipated 
that the project will not result in an increase in operational GHG emissions. While it is Caltrans' 
determination that in the absence of further regulatory or scientific information related to GHG 
emissions and CEQA significance, it is too speculative to make a significant determination regarding 
the project's direct impact and its contribution on the cumulative scale to climate change. Caltrans will 
be firmly committed to implementing measures to help reduce GHG emissions during construction. 
These measures are outlined in the following section. 

Greenhonse Gas Rednction Strategies 
Statewide Efforts 
In an effort to fu1ther the vision of California's GHG reduction targets outlined an AB 32 and SB 32, 
Governor Brown identified key climate change strategy pillars (concepts). These pillars highlight the 
idea that several major areas of the California economy will need to reduce emissions to meet the 2030 

8 
Because GHGs differ in how much heat each traps in the atmosphere, and CO2 is the most important GHG, amounts of 

other gases are expressed relative to CO2. Measurements are then summed to yie]d a total in metric tons of CO2-
equivalent over a given time period. The Road Construction Emissions model calculates only CO2, methane, and nitrous 
oxide. 
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goal. These pillars are (I) reducing today's petroleum use in cars and trucks by up to 50 percent; (2) 
increas ing from one-third to 50 percent our electricity derived from renewable sources; (3) doubli ng 
the energy efficiency sav ings achieved at existing buildings and making heating fuels cleaner; (4) 
reducing the release of methane, black carbon, and other short-lived cl imate pollutants; (5) managing 
farm and rangelands, forests, and wetlands so they can store carbon; and (6) periodically updating the 
state's climate adaptation strategy, Safeguarding California. 

Figure 2 The Governor's Climate Change Pillars: 2030 Greenhouse Gas Reduction Goals 

50% 
renewable 
electricity 

An Integrated Plan for Addressing Climate Change 

50% 
reduction 

in petroleum 
use in vehicles 

Reducing Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
to 40% Below 1990 Levels by 2030 

Double energy 
efficiency savings 

at existing buildings 

Carbon 
sequestration 

in the land base 

Reduce 
short-lived 

climate pollutants 

Safeguard 
California 

The transpo11ation sector is integral to the peop le and economy of California. To achieve GHG 
emission reduction goals, it is vital that we build on our past successes in reducing criteria and toxic 
air pollutants from transportation and goods movement activities. G HG emission reductions wi ll come 
from cleaner vehicle technologies, lower-carbon fuels, and reduction of vehicle mi les traveled. One of 
Governor Brown's key pillars sets the ambitious goal of reducing today's petroleum use in cars and 
trucks by up to 50 percent by 2030. 
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Governor Brown called for suppo11 to manage natural and working lands, including forests, I 
rangelands, farms, wetlands, and soils, so they can store carbon. These lands have the ab ility to remove 
carbon dioxide from the atmosphere through biological processes, and to then sequester carbon 1n ( 
above- and below-ground matter. 
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Ca/trans Activities 
Caltrans continues to be involved on the Governor's Climate Action Team as the ARB works to 
implement EOs S-3-05 and S-01-07 and help achieve the targets set forth in AB 32. EO B-30-15, 
issued in April 2015, and SB 32 (2016), set a new interim target to cut GHG emissions to 40 percent 
below 1990 levels by 2030. The following major initiatives are underway at Caltrans to help meet 
these targets. 

California Transportation Plan (CTP 2040) 
The California Transportation Plan (CTP) is a statewide, long-range transportation plan to meet our 
future mobility needs and reduce GHG emissions. The CTP defines performance-based goals, policies, 
and strategies to achieve our collective vision for California's future statewide, integrated, multimodal 
transportation system. It serves as an umbrella document for all the other statewide transportation 
planning documents. 

SB 391 (Liu 2009) requires the CTP to meet California's climate change goals under AB 32. 
Accordingly, the CTP 2040 identifies the statewide transportation system needed to achieve maximum 
feasible GHG emission reductions while meeting the state's transportation needs. While MPOs have 
primary responsibility for identifying land use patterns to help reduce GHG emissions, CTP 2040 
identifies additional strategies in Pricing, Transportation Alternatives, Mode Shift, and Operational 
Efficiency. 

Ca/trans Strategic Management Plan 
The Strategic Management Plan, released in 2015, creates a performance-based framework to preserve 
the environment and reduce GHG emissions, among other goals. Specific performance targets in the 
plan that will help to reduce GI-IG emissions include: 

• fa creasing percentage of non-auto mode share 

• Reducing VMT per capita 

• Reducing Caltrans' internal operational (buildings, facilities, and fuel) GHG 

emissions 

Funding and Technical Assistance Programs 
In addition to developing plans and performance targets to reduce GI-IG emissions, Caltrans also 
administers several funding and technical assistance programs that have GI-IG reduction benefits. 
These include the Bicycle Transportation Program, Safe Routes to School, Transportation 
Enhancement Funds, and Transit Planning Grants. A more extensive description of these programs 
can be found in Ca/trans Activities to Address Climate Change (2013). 

Caltrans Director's Policy 30 (DP-30) Climate Change (June 22, 2012) is intended to establish 
department policy that will ensure coordinated efforts to incorporate climate change into departmental 
decisions and activities. 

Caltrans Activities to Address Climate Change (April 2013) provides a comprehensive overview of 
activities undertaken by Caltrans statewide to reduce GI-IG emissions resulting from agency 
operations. 
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Project-Level GHG Reduction Strategies 
The following measures w ill also be implemented in the project to reduce GHG emissions and 
potential cl imate change impacts from the project. 

TRF-1 w ill involve the implementation of a TMP that w ill reduce delays and related sho1t-term 
increases in GHG emissions from disruptions in traffic flow. Also, in the event that po1table 
changeable message signs are required as patt of the TMP, these signs will be solar-powered and wil l 
not involve GHG emissions during use. 

Caltrans Standard Specifications Section 14-9, Air Quality, a part of a ll construction contracts, 
requires contractors to comply with all federal, state, regional, and local rules, regulations, and 
ordinances related to air quality. Requirements of the MDAQMD wi ll apply to this project. 
Requirements that reduce vehicle emissions, such as limits on idling time, may help reduce GHG 
emissions. 

Adaptation Strategies 
"Adaptation strategies" refer to how Cal trans and others can plan for the effects of c limate change on 
the state's transpo1tation infrastructure and strengthen or protect the facilities from damage-or, put 
another way, planning and design for resilience. Climate change is expected to produce increased 
variability in precipitation, rising temperatures, ri sing sea levels, variability in storm surges and their 
intensity, and the frequency and intensity of w ildfires. These changes may affect the transportation 
infrastructure in various ways, such as damage to roadbeds from longer periods of intense heat; 
increasing storm damage from flooding and erosion; and inundation from rising sea levels. These 
effects will vary by location and may, in the most extreme cases, require that a facil ity be relocated or 
redesigned. These types of impacts to the transportation infrastructure may a lso have economic and 
strategic ramifications. 

Federal Efforts 
At the federal level, the Climate Change Adaptation Task Force, co-chaired by the Counci l on 
Environmental Quality, the Office of Science and Technology Policy (OSTP), and the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), released its interagency task force progress repo1t 
on October 28, 2011,9 outlining the federal government's progress in expanding and strengthening the 
nation 's capacity to better understand, prepare for, and respond to extreme events and other climate 
change impacts. The repott provided an update on actions in key areas offederal adaptation, including: 
bu ilding resilience in local communities, safeguarding critical natural resources such as fresh water, 
and providing accessible climate information and tools to he lp decision-makers manage climate risks. 

The federal Department of Transportation issued U.S. DOT Policy Statement on Climate Adaptation 
in June 2011 , committing to " integrate consideration of climate change impacts and adaptation into 
the planning, operations, pol icies, and programs of DOT to ensure that taxpayer resources are invested 
wisely, and that transpo1tation infrastructure, services and operations remain effective in current and 
future cl imate conditions." 10 

9 https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/administration/eop/ceq/in itiatives/resilience 
10 https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/sustainabi lity/resi I ience/pol icy_ and _guidance/usdot.cfm 
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To fu rther the DOT Policy Statement, on December 15, 2014, FHWA issued order 5520 
(Transportation System Preparedness and Resilience to Climate Change and Extreme Weather 
Events). 11 This directive establi shed FHWA policy to strive to identify the risks of climate change and 
extreme weather events to current and planned transportation systems. The FHWA will work to 
integrate consideration of these risks into its plann ing, operations, policies, and programs in order to 
promote preparedness and resilience; safeguard federal investments; and ensure the safety, re liability, 
and sustainability of the nation' s transpo1tation systems. 

State Efforts 
On November 14, 2008, then-Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger signed EO S-1 3-08, which directed 
several state agencies to address California's vulnerabil ity to sea-level rise caused by climate change. 
This EO set in motion several agencies and actions to address the concern of sea-level rise and directed 
all state agencies planning to construct projects in areas vulnerable to future sea-level ri se to cons ider 
a range of sea-level rise scenarios fo r the years 2050 and 2 100, assess project vu lnerabi I ity and, to the 
extent feasible, reduce expected ri sks and increase resiliency to sea-level rise. Sea-level rise estimates 
should also be used in conjunction with information on local uplift and subsidence, coastal erosion 
rates, predicted higher water levels, and storm surge and storm wave data. 

Governor Schwarzenegger also requested the National Academy of Sciences to prepare an assessmen t 
report to recommend how Cali fornia should plan for future sea-level rise. The fi nal report, Sea-Level 
Rise for the Coasts ofCal(fornia, Oregon, and Washington (Sea-Level Rise Assessment Repo1t) 12 was 
released in June 2012 and included relati ve sea-leve l rise projections fo r the three states, taking into 
account coastal erosion rates, tida l impacts, El Nino and La Nina events, storm surge, and land 
subsidence rates; and the range of unce1tainty in selected sea-level rise projections. It provided a 
synthesis of existing info rmation on projected sea-leve l rise impacts to state infrastructure (such as 
roads, public facilities, and beaches), natural areas, and coastal and mari ne ecosystems; and a 
discussion of future research needs regarding sea-leve l rise. 

In response to EO S-1 3-08, the California Natural Resources Agency (Resources Agency), in 
coordination with local, regional, state, federal, and public and private entities developed The 
Cal(fornia Climate Adaptation Strategy (Dec 2009), 13which summarized the best available science on 
climate change impacts to California, assessed Cal iforn ia's vulnerabil ity to the ident ified impacts, and 
outli ned solutions that can be im plemented within and across state agencies to promote resiliency. The 
adaptation strategy was updated and rebranded in 20 14 as Safeguarding California: Reducing Climate 
Risk (Safeguarding California Plan). 

Governor Jerry Brown enhanced the overall adaptation plan ning effort by signing EO B-30-1 5 in April 
201 5, requiring state agenc ies to factor climate change into all planning and investment decisions. In 
March 20 16, sector-specific Implementation Action Plans that demonstrate how state agencies are 
implementing EO B-30-1 5 were added to the Safeguarding Cali forn ia Plan. This effo1t represents a 
multi-agency, cross-sector approach to address ing adaptation to cli mate change-related events 
statewide. 

11 https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/ legsregs/directives/orders/5520.cfm 
12 Sea Level Rise.for !he Coasls of California, Oregon, and Washing/on: Pas/, Presenl, and F111ure (2012) is availab le 
at: http://www.nap.edu/catalog.php?record _id= 13389. 
13 http://www.cl imatechange.ca.gov/adaptation/strategy/ index.html 
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EO S-1 3-08 also gave rise to the State of California Sea-Level Rise Interim Guidance Document (SLR 
Guidance), produced by the Coastal and Ocean Working Group of the Californ ia Climate Action Team 
(CO-CAT), of which Cal trans is a member. First published in 20 I 0, the document provided "guidance 
for incorporating sea-level rise (SLR) projections into plann ing and decision making for projects in 
California," specifically, " information and recommendations to enhance consistency across agencies 
in their development of approaches to SLR." 14 

Climate change adaptation for transpo1tation infrastructure involves long-term p lanning and risk 
management to address vulnerabilities in the transportation system from increased precipitation, and 
flood ing; the increased frequency and intens ity of storms and wildfires; rising temperatures; and rising 
sea levels . Caltrans is actively engaged in in working towards identifying these risks throughout the 
state and wi ll work to incorporate thi s information into all planning and investment decisions as 
directed in EO B-30-1 5. 

The project is outside the coastal zone and not in an area subj ect to sea-level rise. Accordingly, direct 
impacts on transportation fac ilities due to projected sea-leve l rise are not expected. 

The Permanent Restoration Sub-Program 's purpose, which funds this project, is to ensure facilities 
are permanently restored to the ir origina l condition This project accomplishes that but is also 
upgrading several existing culve1ts (i.e. bigger diameter to handle more flows) to withstand higher 
rain intensity events. To the extent feasible, this project is not only restoring the facility to its original 
condition but a lso providing improvements through upgrades. 

14 http://www.opc.ca.gov/2013/04/update-to-the-sea-level-rise-guidance-document/ 
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Chapter 4 - Public Involvement & IS Circulation 

Early and continuing coordination with the general public and appropriate public agencies is an 
essential part of the environmental process. It helps planners determine the scope of environmental 
documentation and the level of analysis required, and to identify potential impacts and avoidance, 
minimization, and/or mitigation measures and related environmental requirements. Agency 
consultation and public participation for this project have been accomplished through a variety of 
formal and informal methods, including Project Development Team (PDT) meetings, coordination 
with resource agencies and consultation with other individuals and organizations. 

4. 1 Cultural Resources 

A request was sent to the Native American Heritage Commission (NAI-IC) on August 23, 2017 
requesting a Sacred Lands File Search. On October 10, 2017 the NAI-IC responded with negative 
results. The NAI-IC response included a list of tribes culturally affiliated with area that should be 
contacted. Pursuant to Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) letters were sent to the following individuals 
requesting consultation under AB 52 on April 3, 2018: 

• Anthony Madrigal, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission 
Indians 

• Mike Darrell Mike, Chairperson, Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians 
• Dennis Patch, Chairman, Colorado River Indian Tribe 
• Timothy Williams, Chairperson, Fort Mojave Indian Tribe 
• Charles Wood, Chairperson, Chemehuevi Reservation 

On April 13, 2018 a second consultation letter was sent to the individuals that did not respond to the 
initial contact letter. No responses from the Fort Mojave Indian Tribe or Chemehuevi Reservation 
have been received to date. 

On April 20, 2018 a response was received from Mr. Madrigal, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
for the Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians, requesting to be a consulting party under the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Mr. Madrigal reiterated in his letter that the Twenty­
Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians were aware of culturally sensitive areas to the Tribe within or in 
the vicinity of certain work locations. 

On April 30, 2018 a copy of the draft I-IPSR and associated documents and record search were sent to 
Mr. Madrigal. On May 9, 2018 a response was received from Sarah Bliss, Twenty-Nine Palms Band 
of Mission Indians, requesting confirmation regarding the location of two prehistoric cultural 
resources and confirmation that all work for the project will occur within the Caltrans ROW and will 
not occur on any tribal land. A response was sent that day confirming the locations of the two 
prehistoric sites (CA-RIV-5546 and SRl-2) and that all work will be occurring within the Caltrans 
ROW. No further responses or requests have been received to date. A copy of the HPSR and associated 
documents were sent on October 4, 2018 to Mr. Madrigal for review to determine whether the Band's 
concerns had been addressed. 
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On October 26, 2018 a response was received from the Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians 
Director of the Tribal Historic Preservation Office (THPO) Anthony Madrigal. In the letter Mr. 
Madrigal stated that after a review of the HPSR the THPO concurred that SRI-2 and CA-RIV-5546 
are considered eligible for listing the NRHP. The THPO also concurred that CHL-985 [Desert Training 
Center (OTC)] is also eligible though no components of the DTC were found within the APE making 
evaluation not possible for this undertaking. The THPO also recommended that any ESA fencing 
should not be removed until the end of construction and approved by the project archaeologist and 
tribal monitor. The request of the Colorado River Indian Tribes to monitor was noted. In addition, the 
tripe requested notification if any archaeological resources are discovered during construction. The 
tribe will be notified of any new resources encountered during construction or construction 
monitoring. 

The Colorado River Tribe responded in a May 4, 2018 letter. Mr. Etsitty, Acting Dire.ctor of the Tribal 
Historic Preservation Office for the Colorado River Indian Tribe (CRIT), responded that the Tribe is 
requesting an informal meeting to discuss the project and are also requesting tribal monitoring for any 
ground disturbing activities as a condition of project approval. In the letter the tribe also requested that 
when possible prehistoric resources be avoided when feasible. If not feasible the prehistoric resources 
should be reburied in a nearby area after consultation with the tribe. The Tribe also requested 
information regarding monitoring opportunities for the project. 

On May 9, 2018 a phone conservation occurred between Mr. Etsitty and Victoria Stosel, Associate 
Environmental Planner, Archaeologist. Mr. Etsitty expressed concerns that some of the work locations 
on US-95 were situated within the CRIT Reservation. In response to this concern, a map, showing the 
right of way line and project locations, was emailed to Mr. Etsitty on May 9, 201 S.. The map 
documented that all work was occurring within the Caltrans ROW, and not on tribal land. Mr. Etsitty 
also expressed concerns regarding sites situated between the Riverside Mountains to the Colorado 
River (an area that is outside the APE). A brief description of the results of the record search was 
discussed. All of Mr. Etsitty's comments and concerns were addressed in the HPSR prepared for the 
project, which was sent to the Tribe on October 4, 2018, along with a letter confirming his request to 
monitor. No response was received from the Tribe. Following some revisions to the project cultural 
resources documentation, a final copy of the HPSR and attachments was sent to the CRIT THPO on 
December 6, 2018. No response has been received to date. 

4.2 Public Agencies 
During a conference call with USA COE, held on May 5, 2018, a determination was made concluding 
the project will not require an individual permit given that impacts are less than 0.5 acre of permanent 
impacts; and the flows will not be dredged, filled, or modified. 

In compliance with the USFWS Programmatic Biological Opinion (PBO) (8-8-10-F-59), issued on 
November 5, 2013, a streamlined USFWS consultation for desert tortoise is being conducted and will 
conclude prior to adoption of the final environmental document or project approval. PBO concurrence 
from USFWS is pending due to the federal government shutdown. 
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4.3 Public Circulation 
The Draft Initial Study with Proposed Negative Declaration (Draft IS-ND) was publicly circulated 
from January 16, 2019 to February 18, 2019 to solicit comments on the project from the 
community as well as from elected officials, federal, state, and local agencies. The Draft IS­
ND' s notice of availability, with opportunity for hearing, was published in the Palo Verde Valley 
Times on January 16, 2019. A copy ofthe certification for the Palo Verde Valley Times newspaper 
notice can be found under Appendix G. A letter dated February 15, 2019 was received from the 
State Clearinghouse (SCH) containing the SCH# 2019011030. The letter states that no state 
agencies submitted comments during the circulation period. A copy of the letter can be found 
under Appendix H. Additionally, no comments were submitted directly to the Department 
either through the Project-specific e-mail account, the Project Senior, or through regular mail. 
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Figure 2. Aerial Project Location Map. 
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A public notice of this IS and/or a Notice of Intent to Adopt a Negative Declaration was distributed to 
federal, state, regional and local agencies, elected officials and utilities and service providers. In 
addition, all property owners and occupants within a 500-foot radius of the project limits were 
provided the Notice of Intent. 

Agencies and Elected Officials 

Mr. Gary McBride 
Chief Executive Officer 
County of San Bernardino 
385 North Arrowhead Avenue, 5th Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0120 

Dr. Raymond Wolfe 
Executive Director 
San Bernardino County Transportation 
Authority 
1170 W. 3rd St., 2nd Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92410 

Hon. Curt Hagman Supervisor, District 4 
San Bernardino County Board of Supervisors 
385 N. Arrowhead Ave., 5th Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 

Hon. James Ramos Supervisor, District 3 
San Bernardino County Board of Supervisors 
385 N. Arrowhead Ave., 5th Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 

Christopher Scott Interim District Director 
Office of Assembly Member Jay P. 
Obernolte 
15901 Smoke Tree St., Ste. 125 
Hesperia, CA 92346 

Hon. Josie Gonzales Supervisor, District 5 
San Bernardino County Board of Supervisors 
385 N. Arrowhead Ave., 5th Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92401 

Bill Webster 
Planning & Environmental Coordinator 
BLM Needles Field Office 
1303 South U.S Hwy 95 
Needles, CA 92363 

Assembly Member Eduardo Garcia 
48220 Jackson Street 
Suite A3 
Coachella, CA 92236 

Hon. Raul Ruiz Congress Member 
House of Representatives, California District 
36 
445 East Florida Ave - 2nd Floor 
Hemet, CA 92543 

Mr. Tom Baumgarten 
Superintendent 
Morongo Unified School District 
PO Box 1209 
Twentynine Palms, CA 92277-0980 

Hon. Jean Fuller Senator 
California Senate, District 16 
7248 Joshua Lane, Ste. B 
Yucca Valley, CA 92284 

Hon. Robert A. Lovingood Supervisor, 
District 1 
San Bernardino County Board of Supervisors 
385 N. Arrowhead Ave., 5th Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 
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Hon. Janice Rutherford Supervisor, District 2 
San Bernardino County Board of Supervisors 
385 N. Arrowhead Ave., 5th Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 

Officer Joseph Medina Officer 
California Highway Patrol 
1916 J Street 
Needles, CA 92363 

Hon. Jeff Stone Senator 
California Senate, District 28 
45-125 Smurr St., Suite B 
Indio, CA 92201 

Hon. Chad Mayes Assembly Member 
California State Assembly, District 42 
41608 Indian Trail, Suite 1 
Rancho Mirage, CA 92270 

Mr. Steven Hernandez Chief of Staff 
Office of Supervisor V. Manuel Perez 
73-710 Fred Waring Dr. Suite 222 
Palm Desert, CA 92260 

Mr. Dakota Higgins District Director 
Office of Congress Member Paul Cook 
14955 Dale Evans Pkwy. 
Apple Valley Town Hall 
Apple Valley, CA 92307 

Riverside County Transportation 
Commission 
4080 Lemon Street, 3rd Floor 
Riverside, CA 92501 

Ms. Lisa Marin Office Assistant 
San Bernardino County Fire - Division 5 
6942 Airway Avenue, Suite A 
Yucca Valley, CA 92284 

Captain Jeff Joling Captain 
San Bernardino County Sheriff Department 
63665 Twenty Palms Highway 
Joshua Tree, CA 92252 

City of Blythe 
Development Services Department 
235 North Broadway 
Blythe, CA 92225 

Riverside County Fire Dept. Station 43 
140 W Barnard Street 
Blythe, CA 92225 

Captain David Teets 
Colorado River Sheriffs Station 
260 N. Spring Street 
Blythe, CA 92225 

California Highway Patrol 
430 S Broadway 
Blythe, CA 92225 

Palo Verde Unified School District 
295 N. First Street 
Blythe, CA 92225 

Mr. George Johnson 
County Executive Officer 
County Administrative Center 
4080 Lemon Street-4th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92501 
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The following personnel participated in the preparation of this IS: 

California Department of Transportation 

Dan Gallagher, AICP Associate Enviromental Planner, Environmental Studies "D" 

Victoria Stosel, Associate Environmental Planner, Cultural Studies 

Luz Quinell, Associate Environmental Planner, Biological Studies 

Bahram Karimi, Associate Enviromental Planner/Paleontologist, Environmental Studies "D" 

Lisa Farzana, Civil Engineer /Enviromental Engieering, Environmental Engineering "A" 

Meenu Chandan, Civil Engineer/Environmental Engineering, Environmental Engineering "A" 

Edison Jaffery, Civil Engineer/Environmental Engineering, Environmental Engineering "A" 

Paul Phan, Civil Engineer/Environmental Engineering, Branch Chief; Environmental Engineering 
"A" 

Antonia Toledo, MS Senior Environmental Planner, Branch Chief-Environmental Studies "D" 

Kurt Heidelberg, Office Chief, Environmental Planning 

Hannah Duarte, Environmental Planner, Environmental Studies "D" 
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DEPARTMENT OF TIUNSPORTATION 
Ul'flc:E 0 1' TitE DtR[ CTOR 
PO nox 9-1~73. Ms-L9 
~,\ Ci! -\~ IENTO, CA 9-t27H001 
f>IIO~'c (911i)6$-4- !2C6 
F.•\ \; <'H 6l ft5Hi6{]ti 
n-v 711 
,,._,1w,dttLCL~Ut 

March 2013 

NON-DISCRIMlNA TION 
POLICY STATf.M RNT 

Hrr)'G1~1~,1• 
9/ l l\.'";O' (J.'l'u'lt'11' 

T he C~lifomia Department ol'Transponation. under Title VJ of the C ivil Rights Act 
of l964 and related sc.11utcs. ensures that nu pcrsun in the Stale ofCalifomia shall. on 
the .grow1ds of ra1:t\ color, 1t..1tio11al orig.in, sex. disability, religion. sexual oriC'mation. 
or ogc. be excluded from particip•tion in , be denied the bene fits of, or be otherwise 
subjected to discriminntion under nny prog.rom or activity it ndminislcrs. 

For information or guidance on how 10 file a complnint based on the grounds of rate. 
1.:olor1 nntiunal origin, si:x: tlisubilit}r, rcligiun. sexual oricnttllion. or uge~ ple3sc visit 
the fo llowing web page: hup://wmu lot.c;1.govi h<1lhcplt it lc_,.;116_ viulatcd.h 1111. 

Additionall\'. ifvou need this information in an alteniate fonna t. such as in Braille or 
in a lansuag~ oti,~r than Ens lish, please contact U1c California Dcparuncnt of 
Transportntion, Office of Business and Eco 1101111c Opportunity, 1823 1-1" S1rcet, 
MS-79. Sac,amento. CA 958 11. Tc lc()honc (916) 32-1-0449. TfY: 71 1. orvin 
Fax: (9l6) 324-19 -19 . 

~~ 
MALCOLM DOUGHERTY 
Direc-Lur 
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I. Natural Environment Study, US-95 Restore Storm Eroded Embankments with Rock Slope 
Protection and Replace Culverts, Post Mile 14.0-36.2, Riverside County, CA; PN: 08-
1500-0107 (EA 10000) November 2018; Caltrans 

2. Historic Property Survey Report and Archaeological Survey Report, US-95 Restore Storm 
Eroded Embankments with Rock Slope Protection and Replace Culverts Project, Post Mile 
14.0-36.2, Riverside County, CA; PN: 08-1.500-0107 (EA 10000) October 2018; Caltrans 
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Appendix F. Newspaper Notice 
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Califo rnia Newspaper Service Burea u 
Public Notice Advertising Since 1934 

Tel 1-800-788-7840 Fax 1-800-474-9444 
Local Offices and Representatives in: 

Los Angeles, Santa Ana, San Diego, Riverside/San Bernardino, 
San Francisco, Oakland, San Jose, Sacramento 

Special Services Avai lable in Phoenix 

DECLARATION 

I am a resident of Los Angeles County, over the age of 
eighteen years and not a party to or interested in the 
matter noticed. 

The notice, of which the annexed is a printed copy 
appeared in the: 

PALO VERDE VALLEY TIMES 

On the following dates: 

01/16/2019 

I certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury that the 
foregoi ng is true and correct. 

Dated at Los Angeles, California, this 

17t h day of January 2019 

Signature 

321 1413 
"The only Public Notice which is justifiable 

from t11e standpoint of true economy and the public interest, 
is that which reaches those who are affected by it" 

I 11111~ IIII IIIII IIIII IIIII IIIII IIIII IIIII IIIII IIIII IIIII IIIII IIIII IIII IIII 
* A D D D D D 4 9 6 3 4 6 9 * 

PUBLIC NOTICE 
Nolie.e of lnlenl lo Adopt Negahve 011darat1on 

Odtrrvts w1lh Opportunity for Public Heanng 

US-95 Roc k Slono Protection a nd r.ulverl Roc lacl'tnont 

j 

t 

WHAT'S Maps (Of lhe lnft,aJ Sludy fwrtn NOQ3l•VO ~amhonJ. and 
AVAILABLE? other projec, Information, are avaaablc for :e'liew and 

copymg al lhe foCO'Ning localions 

;.. Palo Verde VaUcy Library. localed al 125 W Chonslor 
W3y. Blythe, CA 922:25 
Hours of operation Monday thru Frtday 10 am-5 JO pm: 
Saturday and Sund3y closed 

r :;.,~f~,~~~
I
~ 1cs of lhese documcnls go 10 hr.p:11 

WHt;ttt YOU Do you ho.•,e any oomrr,ents abolA ~loeesstng lht pro)ed wilh a · 
COME IN Negative Oedalati'On and the lmMI Srudy? Do youdisagreewilh 

the tindS'IQS of our study as .el loM in Che Proposed Ne,galtve 
Oedarabon? Would you are to make any olt\ef comment, on 
lhe project? Would you k\.e a publlC ,~aring? P~ase SlJbm,t ~=: ~~~ ~eEt!W1f ~fiWls@dot ca gov 

An:onia Tofedo, Senior Enwonmental Planner 

~~,~~~~~:i"s~f~~ oJ TtansportalJon, OisUict 8 

464 West -4th Stroot, 6th Floor. MS 820 
San Bern.ardino. CA 92401-1400 

~;!~e~~ -~~-:a: s!~~ r~1~:: ~: Culven 
The da1c,~·~begin acc:epbngoommentsis January 16. 2019_ 
following lhc pubic and agency rcvlew and comment ~riod. 
•I l~e are no m,jof convnenl~. •.nd I.he project is given 
enw onmental approval and lund1ng 1s oblaincd, can, ans y,i/I 

1~-,eed with lhc ;__ __ ,_d,'"' de•:...n 
CONTACT FOf IT\Ol'e dormauon 11bou1 lhis PfOJect plf!ase con1ac1 

lhe Ca/trans District e Office of Publte Ar!airs- at 
(909} 383-4631. FOf individuafi with sensory d1Hbih1ies. this 
document can be made avaUable in 81affle. In large pnnl. 
on audiocauetle. 01 on oompotet dis1t. To obtain a copy 1n 
one cf these a!tcmate format,. write to Terri Kasu,g, Chief 
Public and Medi'a Al'aira, 464 W ◄th Slreel, San Bernardino. 

~:~: Jc!:..f~t~~ni2:t2~rv::.iv~~l~: 
l~~~~roi~'~: 0~1=~~ SPffCh).or dial 711. 

CNS-321U1l 
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Appendix G. State Clearinghouse Letter 
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S T A T E OF C A L I F O R N I A 

Gove rnor 's Office of Pla nnin g a nd Resea r ch 

State Clea ringh ou se and Pla nnin g U nit 
Gavin Newsom 

Governor 

February 15, 2019 

Dan Gallagher 
California Department of Transporta tion, District 8 
464 W. 4 th Street, MS 820 
San Bernardino, CA 92401- 1400 

Subject: US-95 Rock Slope Protection and Culvert Replacement 
SCH#: 2019011030 

Dear Dan Gallagher: 

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Negative Declaration to selected state agencies for 
review. The review period closed on February 14, 2019, and no state agencies submitted comments by that 
date. This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements 
for draft environmental documents, pursuant to t11e California Environmental Quality Act. 

Please call the State Clearinghouse at (9 I 6) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the 
environme ntal review process. If you have a question about the above-named projec;t, please refer to the 
ten-digit State Clearinghouse number when contacting this office. 

Sincerely, 

cottMo,g,n~ 
Director, State Clearinghouse 

• . 0 _,._:.·<1 

1-100 TENTH STREET P.O. BOX :JO-I-I S.-\CRAMENTO, CAUFOR;,..;L.\ 95812-30-1-1 
TEL 1-916-4-15-0G 13 state.clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov www.opr.ca.gov 



Document Details Report 
State Clearinghouse Data Base 

SCH# 2019011030 
Project Title 

Lead Agency 

US-95 Rock Slope Protection and Culvert Replacement 
Caltrans #8 

Type Neg Negative Declaration 

Description The project is to restore storm eroded embankments with rock slope protection and replace culverts on 
US-95 from PM 14 to PM 36.20. 

Lead Agency Contact 
Name 

Agency 
Phone 
ema/1 

Dan Gallagher 
California Department of Transportation, District 8 
(909) 383-6934 

Address 464 W. 4th Street, MS 820 
City San Bernardino 

Project Location 
County Riverside 

City Blythe 
Region 

Lat/ Long 
Cross Streets US-95 from PM 14-36.20 

Parcel No. 

Fax 

State CA Zip 92401-1400 

Township 1-4S Range 23-24E Section T1 Base 

Proximity to: 
Highways 1-10 

Airports 
Railways BNSF 

Waterways Colorado Riv~r 
Schools 

Land Use Most of the land along US-95 is classified as either open space rural or agricultural 

Project Issues AestheticNisual; Agricultural Land; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Biological Resources; 
Geologic/Seismic; Minerals; Noise; Population/Housing Balance; Public Services; Recreation/Parks; 
Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Vegetation; Water Quality; Water Supply; Wetland/Riparian; 
Landuse; Cumulative Effects 

Reviewing Resources Agency; Colorado River Board; Department of Conservation; Department of Fish and 
Agencies Wildlife, Region 6; Cal Fire; Office of Historic Preservation; Department of Parks and Recreation; 

California Highway Patrol; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 7; Native American Heritage 
Commission; Public Utilities Commission; State Lands Commission; State Water Resources Control 
Board, Dlvison of Financial Assistance; State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Drinking 
Water; Air Resources Board, Transportation Projects 

Date Received 01/1612019 Start ofRevlew 01/16/2019 End ofRevlew 02/14/2019 

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided bv lead aQencv. 
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Appendix H. Environmental Commitments Record (ECR) 
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I : 

Dale: 03/1/19 (IS/CE:) 

Project Phase: 

[S1 PA/ED (OED/FED) 

□ PS&E Submittal 
D Construction 

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures 

Cultural Resources 

CR-1: If burled cultural resources are 
encountered during construction, It Is 
Callrans policy that work stop within 60 
feet until a qualified archaeologist can 
evaluate the nature and significance of 
the find. 

CR-2: In the event that human remains 
are found, Iha county coroner shall be 
notified end ALL construction activities 
within 60 feet of the discovery shall 
stop. Pursuant lo Public Resources 
Code Section 5097.98, if the remains 
are thought to be Native American, the 
coroner will notify the Native Ametican 
Heritage Commission (NAHC) who will 
!hen notify the Most Likely Descendent 
(ML□). The person who discovered the 
remains will contact the District 8 
Division of Environmental Planning; 
Andrew Warters, DEBC: (909) 383-
2647 end Gary Jones, DNAC: (909) 
383-7505. Further provisions of PRC 

Page 
#In 
Env. 
Doc. 

Pg28 

Pg28 

-~ppendix H Environmental Commitments_ __ {!_~_qg_'.!!__ 

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD 
(Construct Concrete RSP & Replace Culverts) 

Environmental 
Analysls If appUcable, 

Source corresponding 

(Techn/cal construction 
Study, Responsible for provision: 

Environmental Development Actlon(s) Measure 
Document, and/or Timing/ . (standard, Taken to Completed 

and/or Technical Implementation special, non- Implement (Date and 
Dlsclpllne) of Measure Phase standard) Measure lnltlals) 

Standard RE/Contrector Construction standard 
Measure Specifications 

2018: 
section: 
14-2.03A 
Archeologlcal 
Resources: 
General. 

Standard RE/Contractor Construction standard 
Measure Specifications 

2018: . 

section: 
14-2.03A 
Archeological 
Resources: 
General. 

Health & Safety 
Code 7050.5 & 
Public Resource 
Code 5097 
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08-RIV-95 
PM 14-36.20 

EA 08-1G000 
PN 08-0815000107 

Envlronmentat 
Compliance 

Remarks YES NO 



~-------------------------------------~Appendix H Environmental Commitments Record 

5097,98 ,re to be followed as 
applicable. 

CR-3: Prior to soil disturbance, CA- Pg28 Standard RE/Contractor Consl/uclion 2018 Standard 
RIV-5546 aod SRl-2 shall be Measure Specifications 
designated as Environmentally 16-2,03A TYPE 
Sensitive Areas, where '" project ESA Temporary 
related activities °' Inadvertent Fence 
disturbances shall be prohibited 

CR-4: Archaeological aod tribal Pg 28 Standard RE/Contractor Construction 2018Non-
monitors shall be present during any Measure Standard 
construction or preconstructlon-related Specifications 

- activity in all areas designated as No. 14-2,038 
Archaeological Monitoring Areas lo 
the event that cultural deposits are 
uncovered, the archaeological monllor 
shall be empowered to implement 
protective measures outlined above In 
CR-1. 

Hazardous.Waste/Materials 

HAZ-1: During the final design, Pg 31 I SA Checklist RE/Contractor Final 
include one or both cf the following 10/10/2018 Design, 
SSPs '" tho PS&E package foe Const.ruction 
removal of yellow er Wl1Ite traffic 
stripes:: 

. SSP 14-11.12 Remove Yellow 
Traffic Stripes and Pavement 
Markings with Hazardous Waste 
Residue 

. SSP 84-9.03C, Remove Traffic 
Stripes and Pavement Marking 
Containing Lead 

HAZ-2: During final design, SSP 7- Pg 31 ISA Checklist PE PS&E 
1.02K(6)(J) (ill) will be added to the 10/10/2018 
PS&E package and Bid Item 070030 
fer Lead Compliance Plan· to avoid 
and/or minimize potentlal Impacts 
related to AOL. 

~ 
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---------------·--------------·---------A_p_pendix H Environmental Commitments Record 

AQ-1: During construction, Implement Pg16 Standard RE/Contractor Construction Standard 
Callrans' SSPs Sections 14-9.09 (Air Measure Specifications 
Pollution Control), 14-9.03 (Dust 2018: Section 
Control), and MDAQMO Rule 403,2 14-9: Air Quality 
(Fugitive Dust Control) to avoid and/or 
minimize potential Impact to air quality. 

AQ-2: Implement and follow Erosion Pg 16 Standard REJCortractor Construction standard 
Control a,d Ale Quallly Best Maasure Specifications 
Management Practices (BMPs). 2018: 

Section 14-9: 
Air Qual'lty, 
Section 13: 

Water Pollution 
control and 
Section 21 ·. 
Erosion Control. 

Noise 

NOl-1: The contractor shall comply Pg 36 Standard REfContractor Construction Standard 
with all local sound control and noise Measure Specifications 
level rules, regulations and ordinances 2018: Section 
that apply lo any wmk performed 14"8: Noise and 
pursuant lo contract. Vibration 

NOl-2: Each internal combustion Pg 36 Standard RE/Contractor Construction Standard 
engine, used for any purpose on the Measure Specifications 
job or related lo the job, shall be 2018: Section 
equipped with a muffler of a type 14-8: Noise and 
recommend by the manufacturer. No Vibration. 
internal combustion engine shall be 
operated on the project wi!houl the 
muffler. 

fil2!2!rl 
810-1: The project has identified two Pg IS/ND Permlts Unit PS&E, 
potential Staging Areas and approval 22-23 Construction 
of additional staging areas will require 
the Caltrans Biologist analyze potential 
project impacts '"' receive 
authorization foe additional staging 
areas. Prior to Iha beginning of 
construction, the staging areas will be 
fenced wllh temporal}' desert tortoise 
fence acd maintained throughout 

US-95 Rock Slope Protection and Cu!ve,t Replacement ~ 99 



construction in order to prevent the 
work areas from extending beyond the 
approved temporary staging area, and 
lo avoid encroachment into the native 
desert habitat. The 

810-2: Pre-construction plant surveys 
Will occur prior to the mobllization and 
commencement of construction by a 
qualified biologist. The qualified 
biologist will survey the project impact 
areas and flag special status plant 
species for avoidance and to minimize 
impacts. The qualified biologist WIii be 
designated to oversee compliance of 
all protective measures and will notify 
the resident engineer '"' District 
Biologist if project activities are not 
compliant. The resident engineer must 
slop work until corrective actions are 
taken and protective measures are 
implemented. 

810-3: Biological Resource 
Information Program: An education 
program will be developed '"' presented by a qualified biologist to all 
onsite personnel, who Will be In the 
project limits fo; longer """ 30 
minutes, prior lo the onset of ground-
disturbing activities. Al a minimum, the 
program will Include the following 
topics: distribution, general behavior, 
and ecology of the desert tortoise, 
sensitivity of the species to human 
activities, legal protection afforded to 
these species, penalties for violations 
of federal and state la~, notification 
procedures by wor1<.ers or contraotors If 
a tortoise is found in a construction 
area, and the project features designed 
to reduce the Impacts to the species 
aad promote continued success Ii.JI 
occupation of the project area. Tho 
program will consist of ' class 
presented by a qualified biologist or 
video, provided the qualified biologist Is 

&?pendix H Environmental Commitments Record 

Pg 23 IS/ND Bio Monitor PS&E, 
Construction 

Pg 23 IS/ND Bio Monitor PS&E, 
Construction 
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------------------------------------~A'.:!ppendix H Environmental Commitments Record 

present lo answer questions. Handout 
materials will be distributed for workers 
with important lnfom1alion about the 
regulated species for Mura reference 
and as a reminder of the program's 
content. Following the education 
program, the handouts will be posted 
as all construction field offices and on 
all Information boards, where they will 
remain throughout the duration of the 
project. Jf at any time a desert tortoise 

I I Is observed In the project area, the 
Resident Engineer will cease 
operations immediately aad will 
contact the Callrans Environmental 
Stewardship & Monltorlng Unit 

B10-4: Whenever project vehicles are Pg23 IS/ND Permits Unit PS&E, 
parked outside of a fence that ;, Construction 
intended lo preclude entry by desert 
tortoises, workers will check regularly 
under the vehicle before moving the 
vehicles or equipment. If a desert 
lortolse Is beneath the vehicle, the 
worker will notify the qualified blologist. 
If a qualified biologist is not present on-
site, th• Resident Engineer " supervisor must notify the Caltrans 
Biologist. Workers will not be allowed 
le capture, handle, " relocate 
tortoises. 

B10-5: Immediately prtorto the start of Pg IS/ND Bio Monitor PS&E, 
any ground-disturbing activities and 23-24 Construction 
prior to the installation of any desert 
tortoise exclusion fencing, dearance 
surveys for the desert tortoise will be 
conducted by the qualified Biologist 
The entire project area will be surveyed 
for desert tortoise and their burrows by 
a qualified biologist before the start of 
aoy ground-disturbing activitres 
according to the 2018 Field Survey 
Protocol. If burrows are found, they will 
be examined by the qualified biologist 
to determine if any desert tortoises are 
present. If desert tortoises are present 
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al the project site, the Callrans will 
consult with us Fish aod Wildlife 
Service (USFWS) '"' California 
Department of Fish '"' Wildlife 
(CDFW) to determine the appropriate 
protective measures. 

810-6: Temporary exclusion fencing Pg 24 ISfND RE/Contractor PS&E, 
will be Installed outlining the perimeter Construction 
of any construction staging, storage or 
batch plant areas to prevent anlry by 
desert tortoises Into the work site. 
Exclusion fencing will be Installed 
follo;ving USFWS guidelines. The 
biologist will ensure that desert 
tortoises cannot pass under, over, or 
around the fence. The biologist must 
regularly check the fenced area and 
notify the Engineer should it become 
damaged and require repair 

810-7: Tho qualified biologist wilt Pg 24. IS/ND Bio Monitor PS&E, 
infonn USFWS and CDFW of any Const1Jclion 
Injured or dead tortoises found on site 
(verbal notification within 24 hours and 
written notification within 5 days) 

810-8: The qualified biologist will Pg 24 IS/ND Bio Monitor PS&E, 
conduct regular on-site monilor1ng for Construction 
the cl!ration of the project and submit 
monthly monitoring reports for desert 
tortoise and compliance of protective 
measures. 

810-9: Except on maintained public Pg 24 IS/ND Bio Monitor PS&E, 
roads designated for higher speeds or Cons:ruclion 
within desert tortoise-proof fenced 
area, driving speed will not exceed 20 
miles per hour through potential desert 
tortoise habitat on unpaved roads. 

810-10: Litter control measures will be Pg 24 IS/ND RE/Contractor/ PS&E, 
Implemented. Utter will be contained in Bio Monltor Construction 
containers to prevent attracting 
common ravens or other potential 
predators of the desert tortoise. 
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Workers are prohibited from feeding all 
wildlife. 

Water Qualllll 

WQ-1: Prior to the start of construction, Pg 34 IS/ND RE During 
a SWPPP for reducing impacts on Construction 
water quality shall be developed by the 
contractor "' approved by tho 
Department. 

WQ-2: The SWPPP control measures Pg 34 (S/ND RE During 
shall address the following categories: Construction 
soil slabi[ization practices: sediment 
control practices; sediment tracking 
conlrol practices; wind erosion control 
practices·, "' non-stonn water 
management and waste management 
and disposal conlrol practices. 

WQ-3: The contractor shall be required Pg 34 IS/ND RE During 
to comply with water pollution control Construction 
provisions and SWPPP and confonn to 
the requirements of the Department's 
Standard Specification Section 7-
1.01G "Water Pollution," of the 
Standard Specifications. 

WQ-4: If necessary, soil disturbed Pg 34 IS/ND RE During 
areas of the project site will ba fully Construction 
protected using sofl stabilization and 
sediment control BMPs at the and of 
each day, unless fair weather ,, 
predicted. 

PERMITS 

Permits include 1600, 401, 404 Pg IS/ND Permits Unit During 
Nationwide, Programmatic BO 21- PS&E 

22, 
52 
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