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General Information About This Document

What'’s in this document?

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) has prepared this final Initial Study with
Mitigated Negative Declaration that describes the project, the existing environment that could
be affected by the project, potential impacts from the project, and avoidance, minimization,
and/or mitigation measures.

The draft Initial Study with proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration was circulated to the
public from December 14, 2015 to January 14, 2016. Comment letters were received on the
draft document. Responses to the circulated document are shown in Appendix D, Comments
and Responses, which has been added since the draft. Elsewhere throughout this document, a
line in the right margin indicates a change made since the draft document circulation.

What happens after this?

The project has completed environmental compliance after the circulation of this document, and
filing of the Notice of Determination with the Office of Planning and Research—State
Clearinghouse. Once funding is appropriated, the Caltrans can design, acquire right-of-way for,
and build all or part of the project.

This document can also be accessed electronically at the following website:
http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist6/environmental/envdocs/d6/.

Printing this document: To save paper, this document has been set up for two-sided printing (to
print the front and back of a page). Blank pages occur where needed throughout the document to
maintain proper layout of the sections and appendices.

For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in Braille, in large print, on audiocassette, or on
computer disk. To obtain a copy in one of these alternate formats, please call or write to Caltrans, Attn: Richard
Putler, Sierra Pacific Environmental Analysis Branch, 855 M Street, Suite 200, Fresno, CA 93721; (559) 445-5286
or use the California Relay Service 1(800) 735-2929 (TTY), 1(800) 735-2929 (Voice) or 711.




Mitigated Negative Declaration
Pursuant to: Division 13, Public Resources Code

Project Description

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) will stabilize the bridge
approaches at the Fresno Slough bridge at post mile 26.9 on State Route 180 in
Fresno County.

Determination

Caltrans has prepared an Initial Study for this project and, following public review,
has determined from this study that the project will 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
quality, cultural resources, geology and soils, greenhouse gas emissions, hazards and
hazardous materials, land use and planning, mineral resources, noise, population and
housing, public services, recreation, transportation and traffic, and utilities and
service systems.

In addition, the project will have no significant effect on: hydrology and water
quality.

In addition, the project will have no significantly adverse effect on biological
resources because the following avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures
will reduce potential effects to insignificance:

e Pre-construction surveys will be conducted for all species of concern potentially
present in the project area.

e Reduced speeds through the construction area will lessen the probability that any
species would be struck by vehicles and construction equipment.

e A qualified biologist will monitor construction activities. Construction will occur
outside of breeding or nesting season.

e Environmentally sensitive areas will be established as needed for all species of
concern potentially present in the project area.

~ 3
P, [:a.m/ 2 £4X I
Richard Putler, Acting Branch Chief
Sierra Pacific Environmental Analysis Branch
California Department of Transportation
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Project Description and Background

Project Title
Fresno Slough Scour Mitigation project.

Project Location
The project is located on State Route 180 just east of the City of Mendota at the
Fresno Slough in rural Fresno County.

KINGS CANYON
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Project History

The 23 1-foot-long Fresno Slough Bridge on State Route 180 has experienced
substantial scour at the bridge abutments and pavement failures. It was built in 1952
and was widened in 2009 to approximately 44 feet to accommodate one lane in each
direction and 8-foot shoulders. The bridge has continuous eight spans on six-column
bents and open-end pile abutments. An emergency project was completed in 2014 to
temporarily address pavement failure at the west end of the bridge. This segment of
State Route 180 is a two-lane conventional highway mostly at grade connecting
various towns to Interstate 5 and State Route 99.
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Description of Project

The project will repair soil erosion at the Fresno Slough Bridge on State Route 180 in
Fresno County east of the city of Mendota at post mile 26.9. The erosion at the open-
end pile abutments causes the pavement to fail at the bridge approaches.

The project originally proposed to construct pile-supported approach slabs and a
curtain wall approximately 10 feet from the ends of the bridge. In addition, the bridge
railing terminal system would have been replaced to meet current standards. One-way
reversible traffic control would have been required during construction, using a 24-
hour temporary traffic signal. No new right-of-way would have been acquired.

Following the circulation of the draft environmental document, Caltrans’ Geotechical
Engineering completed a geotech bridge bore survey analysis. The results of the
geotechnical survey recommended a less invasive solution to stabilize the bridge
approach slabs. The new scope of work will include an array of injection slurry grout
piles to be constructed to stabilize the soil under the bridge approaches. The piles will
be located at an approximate 12-foot set back from the beginning and end of the
bridge. The large voids behind the abutments at each end of the bridge will also be
filled with regular concrete. In addition, the bridge railing terminal systems at all four
quadrants will be replaced to meet current standards.

Most of the work would be done at night, and construction is expected to take 70
working days to complete. Construction is anticipated to begin in March 2017. No
additional right-of-way is anticipated.

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting

The project is located in a rural area east of the city of Mendota. A state wildlife
management area is located south of the highway on both sides of the slough. A
commercial property, Jack’s Resort, sits just northeast of the slough, and mostly open
land lies to the northwest.

Permits, Licenses, Agreements, and Certificates

 Agency  Pemmit/Approval | Staws
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service - Section 7 informal - A Letter of Concurrence was
consultation has been . received on April 4, 2016 (see
. completed. Appendix E of this environmental
California Department of . Section 1600 Streambed = Will be obtained prior to start of
 Fish & Wildlife  Alternation Agreement  construction if required.
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CEQA Environmental Checklist

This checklist identifies physical, biological, social and economic factors that might be affected by
the proposed 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 "significant” 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.

Potentially Less Than  Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

I. AESTHETICS: Would the project:

X

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?

OO O O
MK X X

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

O O O 0O
I I W O

Il. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES: In
determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the
California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment
Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of
Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts
on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to
forest resources, including timberland, are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information
compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire
Protection regarding the state's inventory of forest land,
including the Forest and Range Assessment Project, Forest
Legacy Assessment Project, and the forest carbon
measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols
adopted by the California Air Resources Board.

Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of

Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps

prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring [:l : D &
Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural

use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a 7
Williamson Act contract? L] L] [] X
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

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), D I:’ [:] E
or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by

Government Code section 51104(g))?

d) Resultin the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land
to non-forest use? [:I D D

X

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due

to their location or nature, could result in conversion of I:] !:l
Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to

non-forest use?

L]
X

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

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?

L]
L]

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to D
an existing or projected air quality violation?

¢) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non- attainment
under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard I:l D
(including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)?

]
0 O O
X X XK KX

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant D
concentrations?

]
[

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
people?

[
O
[
X

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through

habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate,

sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, D }I{ |:| El
policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish

and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional D I:I N D
plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of

Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act

(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) [:| D |__—_| }x{
through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native

resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established I:I D I:I W
native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use
of native wildlife nursery sites?
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e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance?

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?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

[

[

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

[

[l

Less Than
Significant
Impact

O

[

No
Impact

X

X

Please see the discussion in the Additional Explanations for Questions in the Impacts Checklist section after the checklist.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in §15064.57

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.57

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?

V1. GEOLOGY AND SOILS: Would the project:

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

i) Rupture of a 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 427

i) 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 soll, 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?
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VIl. 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 of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Vill. 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

materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to

the public or the environment?

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 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 respense plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

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

Potentially Less Than  Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

While Caltrans has included this good faith effort in
order to provide the public and decision-makers as
much information as possible about the project, it is
Caltrans' determination that in the absence of further
regulatory or scientific information related to
greenhouse gas emissions and CEQA significance, it
is too speculative to make a significance
determination regarding the project’s direct and
indirect impact with respect to climate change.
Caltrans does remain firmly committed to
implementing measures to help reduce the potential
effects of the project.

[l
O 0O O
O 0O O 0O
X
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY: Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge D D D E

requirements?

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere

substantially 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 D [j D g
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 of the course of a stream I——"I I:l I:l EI
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 of a stream

or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface D |:| D E
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?

O O
O
X O
[

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

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

would impede or redirect flood flows? &

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury

O O 0O

[ [
h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which D I:l
l [

or death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the }E
failure of a levee or dam?
j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? I:l I:l |:| ﬁ

(Question IX-f). While no long-term water quality impacts are expected from the project, there could be short-term impacts
during construction. Any short-term impacts would be addressed through the implementation of best management
practices by the construction contractor (Noise, Air and Water Quality Studies memorandum, November 201 3).

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING: Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community? [:l D I:l &

b)Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation
of an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not

limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, D I:l D 4
or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or

mitigating an environmental effect?
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No

Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or D D D g

natural community conservation plan?

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

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

[
L]
[
X

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

O
]
O
X

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?

X

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

X

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

X

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

O O O O

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?

X

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

O O

O 0O 0O O 0O O

O 0O O O 0O 04
X

X

Xill. POPULATION AND HOUSING: Would the project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either

directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) I:l
or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

[
e
X

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,

necessitating the construction of replacement housing D |:| D 24
elsewhere?
c¢) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the l:l D D @

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 of new 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 the 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/TRAFFIC: Would the project:

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

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)?

Fresno Slough Scour Mitigation Project = 12
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e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

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?

¢) 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 project
from existing entitlements and resources, or are new or
expanded entitlements needed?

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment
provider which 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?

XVIIl. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of
the 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 of the major periods of California history or
prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited,
but cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable™
means that the incremental effects of a 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
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?
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Additional Explanations for Questions in the Impacts Checklist
IV. Biological Resources (checklist questions a and b)

Affected Environment

The Fresno Slough bridge is located on State Route 180 in a rural area just east of the
city of Mendota in western Fresno County. The slough is bordered in the project area
by open land, a wildlife management area and a privately owned resort. No special-
status plant species or natural communities of concern were identified within the

biological study area.

Western Pond Turtle

The western pond turtle (Actinemys marmorata or Emys marmorata) is a state species
of special concern. The western pond turtle, or Pacific pond turtle, is a small to
medium-sized turtle that grows to approximately 8 inches in carapace (shell) length.
It is limited to the West Coast of the United States and Mexico, ranging from western
Washington State to northern Baja California.

Western pond turtles occur in both permanent and intermittent waters, including
marshes, streams, rivers, ponds, and lakes. They favor habitats with large numbers of
emergent logs or boulders, so that they may bask in the sun. However, they also bask
on top of aquatic vegetation.

Two-Striped Garter Snake

The two-striped garter snake (Thamnophis hammondii) is a state species of special
concern. It is a medium-sized snake with a head barely wider than the neck and
keeled dorsal scales. Its length ranges from 18 to 30 inches. This snake is mostly
aquatic, diurnal and can be active from January to November depending on the
weather. It is found often in rocky areas, oak woodland, chaparral, brushlands,
coniferous forest, ponds, cattle tanks and other water sources. The two-striped garter
snake is known to eat tadpoles, newt larvae, small frogs and toads, fish, and
occasionally worms and fish eggs.

Western Mastiff Bat

The western mastiff bat (Eumops perotis) is a state species of special concern and is
also known as the western bonneted bat, the greater mastiff bat, or the greater
bonneted bat. It is a member of the free-tailed bat family, Molossidae. It is found in
the western United States, Mexico and South America, and is the largest bat native
to North America. The subspecies Eumops perotis californicus is a species of
concern as identified by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. The range of this
subspecies is mainly southwest desert regions of the United States, along the border
with Mexico; however, the range extends as far north on the Pacific Coast

to Alameda County, California. The western mastiff bat has a body length of 5.5 to
7.5 inches and a wingspan of over 22 inches.
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The western mastiff bat requires at least 9.8 feet of open space under its roosting spot
for takeoff. Its echolocationary squeaks, which are inaudible to humans in most cases,
can be heard from up to 980 feet away by other species. During the day, they form
colonies of less than 100. Unlike most North American bats, they do not undergo
either migration or prolonged hibernation, but are periodically active all winter.

Western Red Bat

The western red bat (Lasiurus blossevillii) is a state species of special concemn and is
also known as the desert red bat. This bat is from the Vespertilionidae family, which
is the largest bat family. The western red bat has been found around North America,
ranging from southern Canada, through the western United States, down to Central
America and to the northern part of South America. These bats are migratory, similar
to birds. They migrate to the southem parts of the Americas when it gets cold, and
head north when the weather warms in the northern parts.

They eat moths, flies, true bugs, beetles, and cicadas. The western red bat is a
nocturnal animal (active at night) and use echolocation to hunt. While they hunt, they
have to be aware of predators, which include owls, blue jays, and opossums.

They roost mostly in trees and less often in shrubs. Roost sites often are in edge
habitats next to streams, fields, or urban areas. Preferred roost sites are protected from
above, open below, and located above dark ground-cover, and may be from 2-40 feet
above ground level. Females and young may roost in higher sites than males
however.

Tricolored Blackbird

The tricolored blackbird (4gelaius tricolor) is a state species of special concern and is
protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. It is found in the coastal areas of the
Pacific Coast of North America, from Northern California to upper Baja California in
Mexico. This bird is highly social and forms the largest colonies of any North
American land bird, with a single breeding colony often consisting of tens of
thousands of birds.

Mountain Plover

The mountain plover (Charadrius montanus) is a state species of special concern and
is protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. It is a medium-sized ground bird in the
plover family. It is misnamed as it lives on level land. It prefers dry habitat with short
grass (usually due to grazing) and bare ground.

Environmental Consequences

Western Pond Turtle

No western pond turtles were observed onsite during surveys performed by Caltrans
biologists in 2014. The project site contains potentially suitable habitat for this
species such as basking rocks and boulders near the water’s edge. The most recent
occurrence is from 2001, within 1 mile of the project location. The project site
contains an appropriate prey base for the western pond turtle. Although no western
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pond turtles were observed during recent surveys, there is a potential for this species
to occur.

Two-Striped Garter Snake

Protocol-level surveys were not conducted, but a habitat assessment was completed in
2014 and 2015 to assess the potential habitat for this species, onsite foraging, and
refugia habitat for giant garter snake presence in the Biological Study Area and
Project Impact Area. No two-striped garter snakes were observed onsite during the
2014 and 2015 surveys. The closest occurrence is within 1 mile of the bridge, dated
1990. Two-striped garter snakes have potential to occur in these areas.

Western Mastiff Bat

No signs of the western mastiff bat were observed onsite during surveys completed in
2014. No western mastiff bats were observed onsite during the 2014 surveys. The
closest occurrence is less than 1 mile from the bridge, dated 1999. The project site
contains potentially suitable habitat for this species. The western mastiff bat has the
potential to be present in the area. With use of avoidance and minimization measures,
no potential roosting habitat is anticipated to be impacted by construction of the
proposed project.

Western Red Bat

No western red bats were observed onsite during surveys completed in 2014. The
closest occurrence is less than a mile from the bridge, dated 1999. The trees near the
project site contain potentially suitable roosting habitat for this species. The western
red bat has potential to be present in the area.

No trees are proposed to be removed. With implementation of the avoidance and
minimization measures, no impacts to individual western red bats are anticipated.

Tricolored Blackbird

No tricolored blackbirds were observed onsite during surveys performed by Caltrans
biologists in 2014. The most recent occurrence is from 1992 approximately 1 mile
south of the bridge. The project site contains suitable habitat such as open water and
dense vegetation along the nearby banks of the slough. Tricolored blackbirds can be
assumed to be present in the area.

The project site contains suitable nesting habitat for the tricolored blackbird.
Although no tricolored blackbirds were observed during recent surveys, avoidance
and minimization measures would be put in place to minimize any potential impacts
to the species.

No foraging or nesting habitat for the tricolored blackbird will be impacted by the
proposed project. However, there is still potential for construction to indirectly impact
tricolor blackbirds specifically if construction occurs during the nesting season.
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Mountain Plover

No mountain plovers were observed onsite during surveys performed by Caltrans
biologists in 2014. The closest occurrence is approximately 12 miles south of the
project, dated 2002. The surrounding flatland in the southeast corner of the Biological
Study Area could provide nesting habitat. The nearby grassland provides suitable
foraging habitat. The project site contains potentially suitable habitat for this species.
The mountain plover has potential to be present in the area.

The project site contains suitable foraging and nesting habitat and an appropriate prey
base for the mountain plover. Although no mountain plovers were observed during
recent surveys, avoidance and minimization measure would be in place to minimize
any potential impacts to the species.

No foraging or nesting habitat for the mountain plover will be impacted by the
proposed project. However there is still potential for construction to indirectly impact
mountain plover specifically if construction occurs during the nesting season.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

No compensatory mitigation would be required. Worker environmental awareness
training prior to the start of construction is required in addition to the following
measures:

Western Pond Turtle

e A biological monitor will be onsite during initial ground-disturbing activities.
e Requiring low speed limits within the construction site will lessen the
probability that the species could be run over by vehicles and equipment.

Two-Striped Garter Snake
e Pre-construction surveys within the project area to determine any presence or
sign of the species will be conducted prior to the start of construction.
e Construction will occur during the active season of May 1 through October 1.
o A biological monitor will be onsite during initial ground-disturbing activities.
e Requiring low speed limits within the construction site will lessen the
probability that the species could be run over by vehicles and equipment.

Western Mastiff Bat
e Pre-construction surveys will be conducted to avoid potential impacts to this
species.

e A qualified biologist will be present at the construction site during initial
ground-disturbing activities.

e Ifbats are found, exclusionary measures will be required prior to construction.

e Any lighting used will be aimed directly at the work area and not disturb the
surrounding area with additional light pollution.
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Western Red Bat

Pre-construction surveys will be conducted to avoid potential impacts to this
species.

A qualified biologist will be present at the construction site during initial
ground-disturbing activities.

Any lighting used will be aimed directly at the work area and not disturb the
surrounding area with additional light pollution.

Tricolored Blackbird

Protocol nesting surveys will be conducted during the season prior to the start
of construction to determine if any tricolored blackbirds are nesting in
proximity to the project area.

If nesting tricolored blackbirds are observed onsite, then the nest site will be
designated an Environmentally Sensitive Area. Caltrans will coordinate with
the California Department of Fish and Wildlife to determine an appropriate
no-work buffer around the nest until it has been determined by a qualified
biologist that the young have fledged.

A qualified biologist will monitor active nests during construction activities.
A special provision for migratory birds will be included to ensure that no
potential nesting migratory birds are affected during construction.

Removal of trees within the project impact area will be done outside of the
nesting season (the breeding season can vary widely based on weather
conditions; however, standard breeding season dates are February 1 to
September 15). No tree removal is proposed at this time.

Mountain Plover

Protocol nesting surveys will be conducted during the season prior to the start
of construction to determine if any mountain plovers are nesting in proximity
to the project area.

If nesting mountain plovers are observed onsite, then the nest site will be
designated an Environmentally Sensitive Area, with a 100-foot radius no-
work area around the nest until it has been determined by a qualified biologist
that the young have fledged.

A qualified biologist will monitor active nests during construction activities.
A special provision for migratory birds will be included to ensure that no
potential nesting migratory birds are affected during construction.

Removal of trees within the project impact area will be done outside of the
nesting season. No tree removal is proposed at this time.

Affected Environment

The Fresno Slough bridge is located on State Route 180 in a rural area just east of the
city of Mendota in western Fresno County. The slough is bordered in the project area
by open land, a wildlife management area and a privately owned resort. No special-
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status plant species, natural communities of concern, or critical habitat(s) were
identified within the biological study area.

Giant Garter Snhake

The giant garter snake (Thamnophis gigas) is the largest species of garter snake and is
a federally threatened species. The giant garter snake is endemic to the Central
Valley wetlands of California and is largely aquatic. It is active when water
temperatures are at 68°F (20°C) or more, and is dormant underground when aquatic
habitat is below that temperature. Fish and frogs form a large portion of the diet of the
giant garter snake.

Blunt-nosed Leopard Lizard

The blunt-nosed leopard lizard (Gambelia silus) is federal and state listed as
endangered. It is a relatively large lizard; it has a long regenerative tail, long and
powerful hind legs, and a short blunt snout. Adult males are slightly larger than
females, ranging in size from 3.4 to 4.7 inches long, while the females are 3.4 to 4.4
inches long. Breeding occurs from May to June. The lizard is found in semiarid
grasslands, alkali flats, and washes. They prefer flat areas with open space and avoid
densely vegetated areas.

Swainson’s Hawk

The Swainson’s hawk (Buteo swainsoni) is state listed as threatened and is protected
by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. This hawk is a summer migrant to the Central
Valley and typically winters in South America. The Swainson’s hawk is a slender
bird with long, pointed wings and dark flight feathers. It occurs in a range of color
morphs, with a clean whitish underside and neat dark breast. These hawks forage in
grasslands, suitable grain or alfalfa fields, or livestock pastures. They eat mice,
gophers, ground squirrels, rabbits, large arthropods, amphibians, reptiles, birds and
sometimes fish. These hawks roost in trees, but will roost on the ground if no trees are
available. The Swainson’s hawk breeds in stands with few trees in juniper-sage flats,
riparian areas, and oak savannahs in the Central Valley. Breeding occurs from late
March to late August, with peak activity occurring in late May or July. Clutch size is
two to four eggs, with an incubation period of 25 to 28 days.

San Joaquin Kit Fox

The San Joaquin kit fox (Vulpes macrotis mutica) is federally listed as endangered
and state listed as threatened. The San Joaquin kit fox is the smallest canid species in
North America. It averages 31 inches long and about 12 inches tall at the shoulder.
Kit foxes have a small, slim body, relatively long ears set close together, narrow nose,
and a long bushy black-tipped tail. They typically carry their tail low and straight.
Coat color varies from buff, tan, grizzled or yellow-grey.

The San Joaquin kit fox is found in the southern half of the state in annual grassland
or grassy open stages of vegetation dominated by scattered shrubs and brush. It is
primarily carnivorous, feeding on desert cottontails, rodents, insects, reptiles, birds,
bird eggs and vegetation. San Joaquin kit foxes dig their own dens in open level areas
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with loose-textured soils supporting scattered, shrubby vegetation. They are active all
year, mostly nocturnal but occasionally can be seen during the daytime in cool
weather. Litters averaging 4 pups are born from February to April.

The vast majority of San Joaquin kit fox habitat has been converted to urban and
agricultural development, especially within the San Joaquin Valley. Remaining
habitat parcels are isolated and scattered. Predators of the San Joaquin kit fox are
primarily large raptors, bobcats, coyotes, and feral or domestic dogs. Rodent control
measures such as poisoning and trapping can reduce kit fox prey availability or result
in secondary poisoning. In some areas, such as Bakersfield, San Joaquin kit foxes
have adapted to urban environments, and they can use human-made structures,
including culverts, as burrows. In urban areas, kit foxes run a higher risk of mortality
from vehicle collision and encounters with dogs.

Environmental Consequences

Giant Garter Snake

Protocol-level surveys were not conducted for giant garter snake, but a habitat
assessment was completed in 2014 and 2015 to assess the potential habitat for this
species, onsite foraging, and refugia habitat for giant garter snake presence in the
Biological Study Area and Project Impact Area. No giant garter snakes were observed
onsite during the habitat assessment surveys. The closest occurrence is within 1 mile
of the project site, dated 2001. The surrounding dirt patches along the side of the road
as well as the bank of the slough may provide suitable upland habitat for this species.
In addition, the Fresno Slough also provides suitable aquatic habitat for this species.
Giant garter snakes have potential to occur in these areas.

Blunt-nosed Leopard Lizard

No blunt-nosed leopard lizards were observed onsite during surveys performed by
Caltrans biologists in 2014. There is a small area within the Biological Study Area
located in the southwest corner that contains a grassy area that may be marginally
suitable for the blunt-nosed leopard lizard. The most recent occurrence is from 1979,
within 1 mile of the project location.

There is a low potential that blunt-nosed leopard lizards would occur within the study
area. Habitat where this species may occur will be avoided during construction. No
habitat suitable for this species will be impacted by proposed construction activities.

Swainson’s Hawk

No Swainson’s hawks were observed onsite during surveys performed by Caltrans
biologists in 2014. The closest occurrence is less than a mile south from the project,
dated 2008. The surrounding trees in the southeast corner of the Biological Study
Area could provide sub-optimal nesting habitat. The surrounding riparian habitat
along the slough’s banks provides breeding habitat for this species. The nearby
grassland provides suitable foraging habitat. The project site contains potentially
suitable habitat for this species. There is potential for Swainson’s hawk to be present

in the area.
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The project site contains suitable habitat and an appropriate prey base for the
Swainson’s hawk. Although no Swainson’s hawk were observed during recent
surveys, avoidance and minimization measures would be in place to minimize any
potential impacts to the species.

There is a low potential that Swainson’s hawk would forage within the ruderal habitat
that will be temporally impacted during contruction. However, there is still potential
for construction to indirectly impact Swainson’s hawk specifically if construction
occurs during the nesting season.

San Joaquin Kit Fox

Although the nearby grassland is suitable foraging habitat, no San Joaquin kit foxes
have been recently documented as occurring near the project area. There are no small
mammal burrows or potential dens within the Biological Study Area. The closest
occurrence is less than a mile from the bridge, dated 1947.

This species may occur on the project site in extremely low numbers, as a potential
transient forager, but is unlikely to reside within the Biological Study Area due to the
continued disturbance from nearby road traffic and commercial operations and the
presence of more suitable habitat directly west of the project site.

Habitat within the study area contains suitable San Joaquin kit fox foraging habitat
with an appropriate prey base. Construction activity has the potential to disturb
individual kit foxes due to associated noise, vibration, dust, and the presence of
workers and active equipment. This potential for disturbance would be greater during
any work performed at night because the species is primarily nocturnal. However, due
to the lack of recent sightings or evidence of occupancy on the project site, the
likelihood that San Joaquin kit foxes will be found there is low.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

Compensatory mitigation is not proposed. Worker environmental awareness training
prior to the start of construction will be required in addition to the following
measures:

Giant Garter Snake

e Pre-construction surveys within the project area to determine any presence or
sign of the species will be conducted prior to the start of construction. If the
species is found, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service will be contacted to
discuss ways to proceed with the project and avoid take to the maximum
extent possible.

e Construction will occur during the active season of May 1 through October 1.

e A biological monitor will be onsite during initial ground-disturbing activities.

e Requiring low speed limits within the construction site will lessen the
probability that the species could be run over by vehicles and equipment.
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Blunt-nosed Leopard Lizard

Potential habitat will be identified as an environmentally sensitive area and
completely avoided during construction.

A biological monitor will be onsite during initial ground-disturbing activities.
Requiring low speed limits within the construction site will lessen the
probability that the species could be run over by vehicles and equipment.

Swainson’s Hawk

Protocol nesting surveys will be conducted during the season prior to the start
of construction to determine if any Swainson’s hawks are nesting in proximity
to the project area.

If nesting Swainson’s hawks are observed onsite, then the nest site will be
designated an Environmentally Sensitive Area, with a 600-foot-radius no-
work area around the nest until it has been determined by a qualified biologist
that the young have fledged.

A qualified biologist will monitor active nests during construction activities.
A special provision for migratory birds will be included to ensure that no
potential nesting migratory birds are affected during construction.

Removal of trees within the project impact area will be done outside of the
nesting season (at this time no tree removal is proposed).

San Joaquin Kit Fox

Pre-construction/pre-activity surveys will be conducted no less than 14 days
and no more than 30 days prior to the beginning of ground disturbance and/or
construction activities or any project activity likely to impact the San Joaquin
kit fox.

Surveys will be conducted within the proposed project boundary and a 200-
foot area outside the project footprint to identify habitat features.

If natal/pupping dens are discovered within the project area or within 200 feet
of the project boundary, the Service will be immediately notified.

A qualified biologist will be present at the construction site during initial
ground-disturbing activities.

To the extent possible, a biologist will be available on-call during all
construction periods when not present onsite.

Affected Environment

The project site intersects the Fresno Slough, which may be a jurisdictional water of
the United States; a Jurisdictional Determination has not been completed. The slough
is predominantly surrounded by wetland-type vegetation.
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Environmental Consequences

Work will take place on the bridge deck, so no impacts to the slough or the wetland
vegetation are anticipated to occur during construction of the project. No trees or
riparian vegetation are anticipated to be removed.

Although Section 404 and 401 permits from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and
Regional Water Quality Control Board would not be necessary, the construction
activities could fall within the jurisdiction of the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife. A Section 1600 Streambed Alteration Agreement may be required prior to
start of construction activities.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

A Section 1600 Streambed Alteration Agreement may be required prior to the start of
construction activities and will be determined during the final design phase of the
proposed project. Caltrans will coordinate with the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife regarding any avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures required
before, during, and after construction activities.

Temporary impact areas will be restored to original condition and planted with native
vegetation, where appropriate, after construction.
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Appendix A  Preliminary Design
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Appendix B

Effects Determination

Exclusively reproduces in the stems of

FESA
Scientific Name Common Name Status General Habitat Description S Rationale
Determination
Plants
Chenopod scrub, valley and foothill
; grassland. Usually on Pescadero silty
Chloropyron vm_ﬂmﬁm bracted 184, clay which is alkaline, with Distichlis, No effect. No suitable wetlands occur
palmatum bird's-beak FE - :
Frankenia, etc. onsite.
Elevation: 16-508 feet.
Chenopod scrub, valley and foothill
; .. | San Joaquin grassland. Often found in sandy soils. .
Monolopia congdonii woollythreads FE Blooming Period: February-May. No effect. u%wwm_ﬂmc_m wetlands occur
Elevation: 195-2,625 feet. )
; Serpentine, chaparral.
Acantiiomintia .. | San Mateo thornmint | FE Blooming period: April — June No effect. No serpentine soils occur
obovata ssp. duttonii : X
Elevation: 164-984 feet. onsite.,
Invertebrates
Endemic to the grasslands of the
Central Valley, Central Coast
_ e Mountains, and South Coast
: .| vernal pool rairy Mountains, in seasonal rain-filled No vernal pools are
Branchinecta lynchi : FT .
¥ shrimp pools. Inhabit small, clear-water No.sffect. located onsite.
sandstone-depression pools and
grassed swale, earth slump, or basalt-
flow depression pools.
B — Inhabit small, clear-water depressions
ranchinecta ; ;
: longhorn fairy shrim E in sandstone and clear-to-turbid ;
longiantenna g ay P E clay/grass-bottomed pools in shallow No effect ummﬂwm__oé siyales-oncir
swales. 4
Desmocerus I derb Central Valley of California and
T valley elderberry surrounding foothills to approximately No elderberry bushes
californicus FT
dirorhis longhorn beetle 3,000 feet; prefers riparian habitat. No effect. located onsite.
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Appendix C  USFWS Species List

. United States Department of the Interior oS
k2 FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE _ '(f; ]
s < Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office g

FEDERAL BUILDING. 2800 COTTAGE WAY. ROOM W.2503
SACRAMENTO, CA 03823
PHONE (916)414-6600 FAN (01614146713

Consultaton Code: 03ESMF00.2015-SLI-1042 Aprl 15, 2016
Event Code: 08ESMF00-2016-E-02772
Project Name: 06-0Q310

Subject: Updated list of threatened and endangered species that may occuy in your proposed
project location, and/or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whem It May Concern:

The enclosed species list identifies threatened. endangesed. proposed and candidate species, as
well a5 proposed and final designated critical babitat. uader the sugisdiction of the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (Service) that may ocouy within the boundary of your proposed project and/or
may be affected by yous proposed project. The specses list fulfills the requirements of the
Sesvice nades section 7(c) of the Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, a5 amended (16 USC
1531 ersaq ).

Please follow the link below to see if yous proposed project has the potental to affect other
species or theis habitats under the jurisdiction of the National Marme Fisheries Service:

hitp: | www.awr noaa gov/protected_species species_list species_hists himl

New information based on updated swveys. changes 1 the abuadance and distrbution of
species. changed habitat conditions. of othes factors could change this list Please feel fres fo
contact ws if vou need more cusrent information or assistance segarding the potential sgipacts 10
federally psoposed. lsted. and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical
fabitat. Please note that nnder 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of
the Act the accuracy of this species list should be verified aftes 80 davs. This vensfication can
e completed formally or snformally as deswed. The Service recommends that venfication be
completed by visitmg the ECOS-IPaC website at regulay sntervals during project planning and
implementation for npdates 10 species Lists and mformation. An updated list may be requested
through the ECOS-IPaC system by completing the same process used 1o receive the enclosed
lost

The puspose of the Act 15 to provide a means wheseby threatened and endangered species and
the ecosystems spon which they depend may be comserved. Under sections T(a)(1) and 7(2)(2)
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of the Act and 1ts implementing regulations (30 CFR 402 27 seg ). Federal agencies are required
to utilize thew authonties to cany out progiams for the conservation of threatened and
endangered species and to deternune whether projects may affect threatened and endangered
species and/or designated critical habatat

A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having
sinular physical unpacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human enviromunent as defined i the National Environmenta! Policy Act (42 US.C. 4332(2)
(2}). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological
evaluation sinular to 3 Biological Assessment be prepared fo determine whether the project may
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or propesed critical habitat. Recommended
contears of a Biological Assessment are described at 30 CFR 402,12

If 5 Federal agency determines. based on the Biclogical Assessment or biological evaluation.
that listed species and or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the
agency i requured to consult with the Service pursuant to 30 CFR 402 In addition, the Service
recommends that candidate species. proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed
withem the consultation. More information on the regulations and proceduses for section 7
consultation. including the role of pemut or license applicants. can be found 1 the "Endangersd
Species Consultation Handbook” at:

htip-'www. fws. gov'endangered esa-library pdf TOC-GLOS PDF

Flease be sware that bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act (16 US.C. 668 ef seg.). and projects affecting these species may requure
development of an eagle conservation plan

(htepuwww fvs.goviwmdenergy eagle_guidance html). Additionally. wind energy projects
should follow the wind enesgy guidelines (http. ‘www.fws gov windensergy’) for minimizing
ampacts to mugratery birds and bats.

Cwudance for muinmuzing impacts to mugratory buds for projects wnchuiding communications
towers (e.g.. cellulas. digstal television. radio, and emergency broadcast) can be found ar:
btip: ‘www fws gov migsaterybirds CurrentBirdlssues Hazards towers towers hitm;
http:‘www towerkill com: and

httg=www fws govimugmatorybirds CusreniBirdlssues Hazards towers comtow hitml

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encovsages
Federal agencies to inciude conservation of threatened and endangered speciss mto thew project
plasmemg to further the puaposes of the Act. Please mciude the Consultation Tracking Number in
the header of this letter with sny request for consultation or comespondenice about your project
that vou submet o our office

Attachment
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Urnited States Depuanent of Intsiior
Fizk and Wildhfe Sarvice

@& ¥
! "‘f 7 Project name: 06-0Q3190

Official Species List

Provided by:
Szcrazento Fick and Wildlife Office
FEDERAL BUILDDNG
2800 COTTAGE WAY, ROOM W.2603
SACRAMENTO, CA 95823
(916) 4146600

Consultation Code: 08ESMF00-2015-81L1-1042
Event Code: 0SESMF00.2016-E-02772

Project Type: TRANSPORTATION

Project Name: 06-0Q510
Project Description: The project proposes to seplace the approach slabs at the Fresno Slough
Bridge on Stare Foute 180 just east of the City of Mendota in western Fremo Comnaty

Please Note: The FWS office may have modified the Project Name and/or Project Description. 5o it
may be different from what was subnutted ig your previous request. If the Consultation Code
matches. the FW'S considers this to be the same project. Contact the office in the Provided by
section of your previons Official Specees list of vou have any questicns or concerns.

http:/ecos fws govipac, 04352016 1147 AM
1
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Uruted Stares Dapatmant of Intener
Fizh and Wildhfe Serce

N
ey
t »
: 4
S ]

w:. Project name: 06-0Q510

Project Locadon Map:

Project Covrdinates: The coordinstes are too numerons to display here

Project Counties: Fresno. CA

http: ‘ecos fws govipac (4132016 11 47 A3
2
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= Unated States Department of Intenior
| 4( l Fish and Wildhfe Seivice
:;J'g"

Projact name: 06.0Q510

Endangered Species Act Species List

There are a total of 10 threatened or endangersd species on your spacies st Species on thes list should be considered n
an effects analysis for your project and could incinde species that exast in ancther geograpluc area Feor example. cortamn
fich may appear on the species list because 2 project could affect downstream species. Untical babatats listed undar the
Ha: Critisal Habitat colunm may or may not e withun vow project mea. See the Critical habitar: within your
project area section further balow for cnineal habitat that hes withm veuw project. Please contact the dengnated FWS
office 1f you have questions

Amphbibian: Status Has Critical Habitat | Condition(s)

Califormiz red-legged Sog (Rana Threatensd Fiual desiznsred
gy ronii)
Fopdlanen Entoe

Crustaceans

Vel Pool fauy shump Threatensd Fins! demigmated
(Brauchinecta hnchi)

Popdaipn: Entire

Fizhe:

Delts smelt (Fhpomesus Threatened Fins! desiznared
ranspacificusi

Populamisn: Erme

steethend (Oneorinehus (Ssabmo) Threstened Finzl designared
RS,

Popdation: Nerthers Califrema DPS

Flewering Plant:

Palmate-Biacted bod- beak Endungsred

Coradhlanthus palmatus)

Son Jozgua woely-thueads Endangsred

http: “ecos fws.zov'ipac. 04132016 11.47 AN
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S T | United States Daputment of Intener
A | .( I Fuh and Wildhife Sevice
5 X
< . Projact name 05-0Q510

(Momolopia ¢ Slembertia) congdonii)

Mammal:

Frezno kangaree rat (Dipadenys Endangersd Funal dezignated
nimargides exiliz}

Fopulation Entrs

San Jonqum Kut fox (Tulpes macrori: | Endzngsred
mures)

Popaiaten. whersver found

Faptiles

Blunt-Nozed Leopard hzud Endangersd
1 Gambelia siluz)

Populstion. Ectire

Guant Tarter snake (Thamnephis Tlrentensd

http. 'eco: fws. goviipac. 041532016 11.47 AM

4
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Ututed Stats: Daputment of Intennor

ﬁ | -('k || Fuzh and Wildhfe Service

=2 Project ama 06-0Q510

Critical habitats that lie within your project area

There are no cnnncal habatat: wathn yvour project area

http: ‘ecos fivs.goviapac, 043152016 1147 AN

o
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Appendix D Comments and Responses

This appendix contains the comments received during the public circulation and
comment period from December 14, 2015 to January 14, 2016. A Caltrans response
follows each comment presented.
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Comment from the State Clearinghouse

D“’(#.m“
STATE OF CALIFORNIA f: %
' s i g g
Governor's Office of Planning and Research tH m H
et State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit et
Edmund G. Brown Jr. Ken Alex
Director

Governor

January 13,2016

Michelle Ray
California Department of Transportation, District 6

855 M Street, Suile 200
Fresno, CA 93721

Subject: Fresno Slough Pile Supported Approach Slabs
SCH#: 2015121039

Dear Michelle Ray:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Mitigated Negative Declaration to selected state
agencies for review. On the enclosed Document Details Report please note that the Clearinghouse has
listed the state agencies that reviewed your document. The review period closed on January 11, 2016, and
the comments from the responding agency (ies) is (are) enclosed. If this comment package is not in order,
please notify the State Clearinghouse immediately. Please refer to the project’s ten-digit State
Clearinghouse number in future correspondence 5o that we may respond promptly.

Please note that Section 21104(c) of the California Public Resources Code states that:

“A responsible or other public agency shall only make substantive comments regarding those
aclivities involved in a project which are within an area of expertise of the agency or which are
required 1o be carried out or approved by the agency. Thase comments shall be supported by

specific documentation.”

These comments are forwarded for use in preparing your final environmental document. Should you need
more information or clarification of the enclosed comments. we recommend that you contact the

commenting agency directly.

This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for
draft environmental docurnents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act. Please contact the
State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the environmental review

pI’OCESS.

Sincerely, .
e A
R

T

g

Scott Morgan
Director, State Clearinghouse

Enclosures
cc: Resources Agency

1400 TENTH STREET P.O. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 05812-30-M4
TEL (016) 415-0613  FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov
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SCH#
Project Title
Lead Agency

Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

2015121039
Fresno Slough Pile Supported Approach Slabs

Caltrans #6

Type
Description

MND Mitigated Negative Declaration

The project proposes to repair soil erosion at the Fresno Slough Bridge on Route 180 in Fresno
County east fo the Cily of Mendota at Post mile 26.9. The erosion at lhe open end pile abutments
causes the pavement lo fail at the bridge.

Pile supported approach slabs and a curtain wall approx. 10 feet from the ends fo the bridge would be
constructed. In addition, the bridge railing terminal system would be replaced to meet current
standards. One-way reversible traffic control would be required during construction, using a 24-hour
temporary traffic signal. No new righl of way would be acquired.

Lead Agency Contact

Name Michelle Ray
Agency California Department of Transportation, District 6
Phene 559-445-5286 : Fax
email
Address 855 M Street, Suite 200
City Fresno State CA  Zip 93721
Project Location
County Fresno
City Mendota
Region
Lat/Long
Cross Streets SR 180 at Fresno Slough Bridge (PM 26.9)
Parcel No.
Township Range Section Base
Proximity to:
Highways 180
Airports  Mendota
Railways Sl Valley
Waterways Fresno Slough
Schools
Land Use State Highway
Project !ssues  Biological Resources; Wetland/Riparian
Reviewing Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 1; Department of Conservation; Department of Fish and
Agencies  Wildlife, Region 4; Department of Parks and Recreation: Central Valley Flood Protection Board: Ofiice

of Emergency Services, California; Department of Water Resources; California Highway Patrol;
Caltrans, District 6; Air Resources Board, Transportation Projects; Regional Water Quality Control Bd.,
Region 5 (Fresno); Nalive American Heritage Commission; State Lands Commission

Date Received

12/11/2015 Start of Review 12/11/2015 End of Review 01/11/2016

Note: Blanks in data fiefds resull from insufficient information provided by lead agency.
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Response to Comment from the State Clearinghouse

Thank you for your letter. The packet from the State Clearinghouse included the letter
from the State Lands Commission, which was also sent to Caltrans separately and is

included beginning on page 48.

The letter acknowledges that Caltrans has complied with the State Clearinghouse
review requirements for draft environmental documents pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act.
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Comment from the Central Valley Flood Protection Board

STATE OF CALIFORNIA - CALIFORNIA NATURAL RESOURCES AGENGY EDMUND G, BROWN JR., GOVERNOR
CENTRAL VALLEY FL.OOD PROTECTION BOARD

3310 El Camino Ave., Rm. 151
SACRAMENTO, CA 95821
(916) 574-0609 FAX: (916) 574-0682

December 22, 2015

Ms. Michelle Ray
Department of Transportation
855 M Street, Suite 200
Fresno, California 93721

Subject: CEQA Comments: Fresno Slough Pile Supported Approach Slabs
Initial Study Mitigated Negative Declaration, SCH No.: 2015121039

Location:  Fresno County

Dear Ms. Ray:

Central Valley Flood Protection Board (Board) staff has reviewed the subject document and
provides the following comments:

The proposed project crosses the Fresno Slough, a regulated stream under Board jurisdiction,
and may require a Board permit prior to construction.

The Board's jurisdiction covers the entire Central Valley including all tributaries and
distributaries of the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, and the Tulare and Buena Vista
basins.

Under authorities granted by California Water Code and Public Resources Code statutes, the
Board enforces its Title 23, California Code of Regulations (Title 23) for the construction,
maintenance, and protection of adopted plans of flood control that protect the public from
floods. Adopted plans of flood control include the federal-State facilities of the State Plan of
Flood Control, regulated streams, and designated floodways.

Pursuant to Title 23, Section 6 a Board permit is required prior to working within the Board’s
jurisdiction for the placement, construction, reconstruction, removal, or abandonment of any
landscaping, culvert, bridge, conduit, fence, projection, fill, embankment, building, structure,
obstruction, encroachment, excavation, the planting, or removal of vegetation, and any repair
or maintenance that involves cutting into the levee.

Permits may also be required to bring existing works that predate permitting into compliance
with Title 23, or where it is necessary to establish the conditions normally imposed by
permitting. The circumstances include those where responsibility for the works has not been
clearly established or ownership and use have been revised.

Other federal (including U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Section 10 and 404 regulatory permits),
State and local agency permits may be required and are the applicant’s responsibility to obtain,

Board permit applications and Title 23 regulations are available on our website at
htip:/www.cvipb.ca.qov/. Maps of the Board's jurisdiction are also available from the California
Department of Water Resources website at hitp//gis.bam.water.ca.qov/bam/.
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Ms Michelle Ray
December 22, 2015
Page 2 of 2

Should you have any questions, you may contact Mr. James Herota by phone at (916) 574-
0651, or via email at [ames hercta@water ca gov

Sincerely, . A

! i B |
Sos 14

0 1)
{ At/ AL

Eric Butler
Supervising Engineer
Projects and Environmental Branch

ce.  Governor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
1400 Tenth Street, Room 121
Sacramento, California 95814
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Response to Comment from the Central Valley Flood Protection Board

Thank you for your letter commenting on the project. Caltrans will continue to
coordinate with Board staff during final design. Caltrans will obtain any required

permits prior to construction.
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Comment from the State Lands Commission

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

EDMUND G. BROWN JR., Govemor

CALIFORNIA STATE LANDS COMMISSION
100 Howe Avenue, Suite 100-South
Sacramento, CA 95825-8202

Michelle Ray

~ 855 M Street, Sulte 200 .
Fresno, CA 93721

Dear Ms. Ray:

“JENNIFER LUCCHESI, Executive Officer

(916) 574-1800 . Fax (916) 574-1810
California Relay Service TDD Phope 1-800-735-292%
from Voice Phene 1-800-735-2922

Contact Phone: (916) 574-1890
Contact FAX: (916) 574-1885

January 11, 2016
Fil_e Ref: SCH # 2015121039

California Department of Transportation, Central ReglonlDlstrsct 6

v

Subject: Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Fresno Slough Pile
Supported Approach Slabs, Fresno County

The California State Lands Commission (CSLC) staff has reviewed the subject MND for
the Fresno Slough Pile Supported Approach Slabs Project (Project), which is being
prepared by the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans). Caltrans, as a
public agency proposing to carry out a project, is the lead agency under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pub. Resources Code, § 21000 et seq.). The CSLC
is a trustee agency for projects that could directly or indirectly affect sovereign lands
and their accompanying Public Trust resources or uses. Additionally, because the
Project involves work over sovereign lands, the CSLC wili act as a responsible agency.

-CSLC Jurisdiction and Public Trust Lands

The CSLC has jurisdiction and management authority over all ungranted tidelands,
submerged fands, and the beds of navigable lakes and waterways. The CSLC alsc has
certain residual and review authority for tidelands and submerged lands legislatively
granted in trust to Jocal jurisdictions (Pub. Resources Code, §§ 6009, subd. (c), 6301,
6306). All tidelands and submerged lands, granted or ungranted, as well as navigable
lakes and waterways, are subject to the protections of the Common Law Public Trust.

As general background, the State of California acquired sovereign ownership of all
tidelands and submerged lands and beds of navigable lakes and waterways upon its
admission to the United States in 1850. The State holds these lands for the benefit of
all people of the State for statewide Public Trust purposes, which include but are not
limited to waterborne commerce, navigation, fisheries, water-related recreation, habitat
preservation, and open space. On tidal waterways, the State's sovereign fee ownership
extends landward to the mean high tide line, except for areas of fill or artificial accretion
or where the boundary has been fixed by agreement or.a court. On navigable non-tidal
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Michelle Ray Page 2 January 11, 2016

waterways, including lakes, the State holds fee ownership of the bed of the waterway
fandward to the ordinary low water mark and a Public Trust easement landward to the
ordinary high water mark, except where the boundary has been fixed by agreement or a
court. Such boundaries may not be readily apparent from present day site inspections.

After review of the information contained in the MND, CSLC staff has determined that
Fresno Slough, over which the proposed Project will extend, includes State-owned
sovereign land, as specified above. Currently, the CSLC does not have an accepted
map on file for the existing structure. Proposed work over and on the bed of Fresno
Slough below the ordinary low water mark requires a lease and formal authorization
from the CSLC. Pursuant fo California Streets and Highways Code (§ 101.5), Caltrans
may submit an application for the approval of an acceptable map by the CSLC. Please
contact Sandra Kreutzburg, Public Land Management Specialist (see contact
infarmation below), for further information on the extent of the CSLC’s jurisdiction and
application requirements. -

Project Description

Caltrans proposes to repair soil erosion at the Fresno Slough Bridge on Route 180 in
Fresno County east of the city of Mendofa at post mile 26.9, as illustrated in Appendix A
of the MND. The purpose of the Project appears to be for maintenance and repair work.
CSLC staff understands that all earth disturbance work would occur along the bank and
upland portions of the Project area, with no proposed work expected to affect the bed of
Fresno Slough. The Project meets Caltrans’ objectives and needs as follows:

» Erosion at the open end pile abutments causes the pavement to fail at the bridge

approaches; and
o . The existing bridge railing terminal system does not meet current standards.

From the Project Description, CSLC staff understands the Project would include the
following components:

» Pile supported approach slabs on the east and west sides of the Route 180
bridge are proposed for construction;

e A curtain wall is also propdsed for construction at both ends of the bridge along
the bank of Fresno Slough; and

e Replacement of the bridge railing system above the existing deck of the bridge.

Environmental Review

As a responsible agency for the Project, CSLC staff requests that Caltrans consider the
following comments.

Project Description

1. Please include more narrative detail and construction drawings illustrating
topographic elevations of proposed work for the curtain wall along the banks of
the Fresno Slough. To the extent possible, identify the ordinary low water mark
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Michelle Ray Page 3
elevation on construction drawings to illustrate that all proposed earth.. .
disturbance will occur above this elevation.

Cultura] Resources

2. The MND indicates that the existing bridge is over 50 years old, and has had
some previous alterations to maintain the structural integrity of the bridge.
Please include a discussion in the cultural resources section explaining why the
existing bridge does not possess quaiities of historical significance, any
consultations with qualified sources, and how Caltrans determined that proposed
work on the bridge would have no impact on historic resources.

Recreation/Public Access

3. Although the Project does not appear to be subject to California Streets and
Highways Code (§ 84.5) requirements regarding preparation of a repart on
feasibility of providing public access to the waterway, please consider any
opportunities to provide, enhance, or improve the public’s ability to access
Fresno Slough at the Project area.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the MND for the Project. As a responsible
and trustee agency, the CSLC will need to rely on the Final MND for the issuance of a
lease as specified above; and therefore, we request that you consider our comments
prior to adopting the MND. i

Please send copies of future Project-related documents, including electronic copies of
the Final MND, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), and Notice of
Determination (NOD) when they become available. Please refer questions concerning
environmental review to Jason Ramos, Senior Environmental Scientist, at (916) 574-
1814 or via e-mail at jason.ramos@slc.ca.gov. For questions concerning CSLC leasing
Jurisdiction, please contact Sandra Kreutzburg, Public Land Management Specialist, at

(916) 574-0282, or via e-mail at sandra.kreutzburg@sic.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

(<

Cy R. Oggins, Chief
Division of Environmental Planning
and Management

cc; Office of Planning and Research
J. Ramos, CSLC
8. Kreutzhurg, CSLC
8. Haaf :

January 11, 2016
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Response to Comment from the State Lands Commission

Thank you for your comments regarding the project. Caltrans will continue to
coordinate with the Commission during project approval and final design. Further
responses are keyed to the numbering in the comment letter:

1.

The scope of the project has changed as described on page 5 (Description of
Project) of this Initial Study; Caltrans will coordinate with the Commission

during final design.

The highway bridge crossing Fresno Slough was evaluated by professionally
qualified staff for potential eligibility as a historic property during a statewide
survey of Caltrans bridges in 1987, and was found not to be eligible for the
National Register of Historic Places at that time. The bridge was then widened
to meet current standards in 2007. The original bridge railings were also
replaced. The bridge now retains little of its original appearance.

The project is right next to the Mendota Wildlife Management Area, which is
open to the public. The public is able to access the Fresno Slough directly
from the wildlife management area. Project construction will not affect public

access to the slough.
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Appendix E Letter of Concurrence from U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service

N
T A WILDLENE
SEIVRCL

United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICTE

s Sacramento Pish and Wildife Office
In Reply Refer o 2800 Cortage Way, Sunte W-2605
DRESMFO- Speramento, Calformia 95825-1846

2016-1-0380

MAR 29 2015

Dena Gonzalez

Chief, Central Region Biology Branch

California Department of Transpartation, Lhistrict 6
855 M Streer, Suite 200

Fresno, California 93721

Subyect Informal Consualtation on the Fresno Slough Scour Mitgagon Project, Fresno
County, California {California Deparement of Traneportation 06 FRE-180-PM 26 9,
EA D6 00510)

DDear Ms, Gonzalez:

This lemer s the U5, Fish and Wildlife Service's (Service) respronse to the Califorma Deparenent of
Transportaton’s (Caltrans) letter requesting che sutadon of informal consubanon o its action o
eonsiruct the proposed Fresno Slough Scour Mingation Project (project) m Fresno Counry,
Califoena,

Caltrans has assumed the Federa! Highway Admimstearion’s FHWA) responsibilities under the
National Favironmental Policy Aer (NFPA) for section 7 consuhtation per the Fadanpercd Specics
Act of 1973, as amended (16 L S.C 1331 ot eeg) (Act) in accordance with 23 1.S.C. 327 and az
described in the NEPA assipnment Memosandum of Undersranding benween the FITWA and
Caltrans {etfective October 1, 2012}

Pussuant to 50 CFR 402.12{5, vou submirted a hinlogical assessinent for our review along with your
November 30, 2016 letter, which we received in this office on December 1, 2015, you requested
concacrence wid the findings presented theroin, These findinps cotcluded thar the proposed
projoct may affect, but is not likely o adveesely affect the federally bsed as endanpered San Joagquin
Lit fox { Vs maernsis maticdy and blunt nosed leepard lizard (Gaavbetia sild), or the federally-listed ag
threatened g_ig_ﬁ[ FArLUE snale (T.'}l«‘l;;y”gpf),?j_“_ J_‘ Ff)uf)\\z'i.ﬂj! further discussion with us, your submyned
a revised biological assessment on Pebruary 17, 2016, which we received in this office on

Febraary 18, 2016, On March 15, 2016, you informed us of changes in the design of the project.

In eonmdering your request, we based cur evaluation an the following: (1) Calerans

November 30, 2015 letter and its supporrng Faume Shagh Scone Mivgeltion Bralsgeeal Assessrent, dated
Novemnber 2015; (2} emasl correspordence bepween the Serveee and Caleans (3 Calrrans’
February 18, 2006 Froswe Staph S Mitigation Repized Buodogroal Avwessment, dated February 2006 and
{4 other mBsrmanon availablu to the Scrvice,
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Dena Gonzales
Description of the Action
Caltrans proposes ro repar damsge due s seour and sod erosion ar the Presno Stough Brides on

SR80, which s located approximately 3-mules () sourheast of tue Ciy of Mendeo i Feesno
sedd the pavemens ro

County at pestmile 269 The erosien at the open end pile abutments has ca
fash at the Lridpe approaches. Oxnginally budt in 1932, the bricdge s 231 -Feet {I1) long and
approxtmately 44-frtwide; ir was widened i 2009t sccommodate one lane o each direction angd
8 f1. sheulders, The bradpe has conanuous cipht spans on six colump bents and open end ke

abutments

I 2014, Caltrans completed an emergency project that temporarily sddressed pavement fatkare w
the west end of the bridge. The purpose of the current project 15 to constarct an areay of mjection
shirry grout pties to skabilize the soil under the bodpe appeoaches These prles will be located i oan
area set back approximately 10 € from enther end of the badge. Cattrans also wail replace the bricge:
raghing terminal systom in all four quadonts n order (o meet current desipn standands.

Na ef-pavernent work ar vegemtion removal will tke plice. Cne-way traffic contzol will be
implemented during construction. No temporary kot bareess will be necessary durning
constructon.

Feleduling
Calirans tenatively antcipares stamung constrocnion i Maech 2087 and completing constrictinm i
December 2007, There will be an approximate wral of 70 working nights/days and the majornity of

actwvities will be conduceed ag nighe

Nequty Areas

Caltrans has indicated that the conrractor will bemp i rhe required deillng equipment and #il
rmaterl o a day Aoghty bass, so there will be no long-tenm staging. Al equipment and il will be
kepst on the side of the roadway/ bridge deck and confined to a currently paved areafs). Por the
purpese of this pregect, all stagieg will occar wathin the projecr footprint, as described on papes 3.4
of this dovument under the Action Area heading  Any location the contractor uses for equipment
and materals stagimg dhar s oueside thus area will need o be evaluated and may require Caltzans
either o revise s nformal consuluanion or initate formal consuleaton

Conservalion Megsures

Calteans and s contmcror wall implement the following measures 1o reduce the potential for effeces
tis the San Joague kit fox, blnt-nosed leopand Bzard, and gan gaster smake. For the purpose of
this consultarion, a “quatified biologizg” ax referenced in this docament, refers to an individual whe,
at wntznum, holds w four-year degree anoa relevant biolopscal Geld and who has demonsteared

knowledge of, and expenence with, these species.
Ceenvrud

Fo A quabfied iologist(s) will sonduct an envirnnmental awareness maining program for afl
construction personnel covenmg the status of the San Joaguin &t fox, blenracsed leopard
rzard, and the grnt gaeter snake; the unpostance of svoiding anpacts o these speces: snd
the peaalhies tor not comphang with nuemzaton requitements. Nuw Consinus o
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persoanet whe are added to the project afer the taioing s fist copducted also will be
required o take the taining.

2 A qualificd bicdogise(s) will he preseor en-site dvring il grownd disturbing activides, The
brolopist(s) also will be avadable on-call when not present on-sire.

5. Caltrans will ensure thar the speed limir for construction related taffic within the work
zongs will be limited 0 2 maximum of 10-mph in order to prevent equapment/velucle
steikes.

4. All food relured wash items such as wrappers, cans, botdes, and food scraps wel be disposed

of in closed conminers and removed duily, from the projeet sire in order to reduce the
poereatial for attracting predator specics,

5. No pets or fircarms will be allowed oo the project site.
San Joagsis &t fox
I Preconstructon surveys will be conduceed no less than 14 Jays and no more than 30 days
pricr 1o the beginmng of ground distuchance andfor construchon activities Survers for the

San Joaguin kit fox and its dens will he performed throughout the project footpring as well
a¢ within 200-fe. of the footprine.

Bhrat-gosed feopard ligard

1. Calirans will insrall coviramnenrally sensitive feacing adjacent to areas of suitable habirar for
the species in order tn prevent the encrnachmenr of construction equipment and/ or
personnel in those areas

Cotnt? goaetir inads
. A gualified biolopgise(s) will conduce preconstrucuan surveys for the pant garter snake no
mare than 24 hours prior ta the srarr of ground disturbance. 1 any sign of the speaes is
found during these surveys, Caltrans will contact the Service to discuss ways to proceed with

the pmject and avord take.

Construction at the badge e will cecur during rhe active season for the species

o

{approximarely May | to October 1),

3. Caltrans will insrall exclusion fenomng (of a type that will not entangle the giant parter saake)
in each quadeant of the brdge to preveor the species from eotering the work arcas

Action Area

1he action area is defined in S0 CIR § 402 .02, as “all azcas m be affected directly or indirectly by the
Federal action and aor merely the snmediate arca involved in the sction.” The action ares 15
composed of the project footprams {defined by Calizaas as the approximately L0 acie {ac) project
mnpact area where work will neeus), which includes an approximately 1,060-ft. sepmear of the
Feesno Slough Bridge and approsches. The sction area also includes land extending approximately
200t from the cdge of the foosprnt, which will experence burther-reaching offecrs of constniction
pctivities such nz nose and visual disturbance,
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Effects Analysis
Flabria § Iewaipiran

The project foorpeint is composed of developed areas, speaifically the bridge deck and paved bridge
approaches Fand types withan 200 & of ihe footpont vary: the nontheast quadrant of the boadpe
comaists of development i the foom of a camppround facility and diet pashing lot, plus several
ornamentd teees, the southesst guadsant consists of part of 1the entrance to the Mendow Wildlife
Area, piur‘- areas fur vehacle parking, the souhwese quadeant cansises of a porion of the Mendor
Wiidiafe Aren, which is composed predominandy of prasses and alkal sink serab; sd the nontlavest
guadrant conssts of developanent in the form of a soall, privately owned ranch aade up of & single
bualding and imscellaneous equipeent - the eanch property sosurrounded by alisali smk serulb,

Servens

According 1o the California Natueal Diversiesy Database {CNDIDSB, 201 f;)"j there a0 no records far
the San Joaquin ke fox, bluat nosed leopard hzard, or giant parter snake within the action agea.
Avccording o the CNIDIB, the closest record for the dag foaguin kit fox s an historeal ohservation
from Y7, focated approxsmately 2 5-mi northwest of the badge site. The closest blunt-nosed
leopard hzard records are located approximarely 1.2-mi northwest and 2.5-n1 ease of the bridge, and
dare feom £97% and 1981, respectively. The closesr gaant parrer saake ohservations o the hadpe see
inctude nne record Iocared approximately |6 mi southeast (dating from 2000), avo located
approsumately 4.5-mu southeast (datog from 2061 and 1976), and one located approsimately 4.3 i
southeast {datng from 20088

Calerans biologsts eonducted a feld survey and a San Joaquin kit fox specific survey of the acnon
area on Fehouney 27, 2010, a site visie on May 5, 2004 10 fncus on eagineening/ design clemenrs with
the project development reun, and anorther San Joaguin kit fox survey on April 28, 2013 No San
Jeaquin Kt foses or associated sipn or dens were observed during the serveys Also, no blant-nosed
leapand feeards or gane garter snaltes were observed onesite durtng any of the surveys and site visits,
however, Caliras did not conduct protocal surveys for cither of thase speeics

{dabatent Sopprancia

Afl erosion vutiganon activities will ek place on the existing paved roadway/brdge, so oo
permanent or rumpnru:r effects o habiat ase expeaied, In fact, tHiere s ao sieable habiat for aay
of the spodies within the project footprnt. However, tere sosome potentaal habitae present
inmeduately omside of the project footpnng bt sull within the acion anes) for all three speaies.
Calirans adentificd marrow staps of lad siroated adjacent 10 the road shoulder m sach quadiant of
the: hedye (made up of gravel, compacted bare pround, and rudent vegemnon), which could serve as
basking areas for the gane parter snake. Calrrans also ennfied neighboanng porhans of prasstand
and alkali sink seqsb in the northwest and southwest guadeants of the brdge thas eould provide
foragmg and denning oppostumbies for the San foaqun kie fox, 2s well as burrowing habitar for the
blimr posed leopard bzard.

Beoause of the develuped nanure of the progect footpring, Calerans did not dsscover any simal!
muammal borsows there; neither did e wlenofy any barrows in the nacrow straps oof tand singated
adjacent to the road shanlder gy cach quadaane of the biedpe. Consequently, e s low putential
Foor shie Blant sosed leopard Treaed and the glane parter suake by accur in these areas grven the

Cabforma Narurad Diversuy Database 202s Nareeo] Heamge Diveion, Cabifnona Depagment of ich and Wi
farelind 9, Bacrsmunto, Cahforma Accessesd Mnch 21 2146,
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absence of sutable babitat in the form of available refugia and burrows. The likelthood that the
tunt-nosed leopard Bzard and giant garter snake are prosent in the barger action area also i low
given that the occurrences recorded in the viciniry of the project site are historic sightings.

During the Apr 2015 survey, Caltrans recorded sightings of the California ground squicec
(Omipermiaphidus beecheyd) and cotrontal mabbit { yes 5P, 50 there may be some lovted foragiog
potential for the San Joaquin kit fox in the vicinity of the project footprint. Despric thee being
some potential habitat present m proximity to the project footprint, the likelihood that the San
Joaquin kit fox is present in the action area is low since the action area is not located within 2 core,
satellive, or linkage recovery area for the San Joaquin kit fox (Service, 2010)°

Othar Consivction AAoamtio:

Adverse effecs to the San Joaquin kit fox from project-related equipment/vehicle strikes are
unlikely to occur given the limited scope of, and nature of, the project, plus the implementation of
the propoesed conservation: measures, such as preconstruction surveys, personnel taining, and daily
trash remaoval.

Determinations

The Service concurs with Caltrans' conclusion that the action may affect, but is not likely to
adversely affect the San Joaguin kit fox, blunt-nosed leopard zard, or the giant garter snake because
the potential for the action o affect these species is discountable. These conclusions are based on
the absence of sutable habitar within the project foolprint, the absence of observable sign within the
action area, the scope of the proposed construction activitics. and the conservation mensures
proposed to reduce potential effects to the species.

Closing Statement

This conchades the Service's review of Caltans’ action o consteuct the Freano Stoagh Scour
Mitigation Project and the Serviee’s consideration of the project’s effects on the Sen Joaquin kit fox,
blentnaosed o) bizard, and gians garter snake. No further conrdination with the Service under
the Act is necessary at thas time. Nose that take of listed species 13 not exernptred frorm the
prchibitions described under section 9 of the Act. If conditions change so that the project may
adwersely affect listed species, initiation of formal consultation, as provided in 50 CFR § 402.14, 13

I you have quesdons reparding this leder, please contace Jen Schobeld (jer_scholield@iws.gov) or
me {thomas_leemani@ifws gov) at the lesrerhead addeess, by email, or as (916) 4340544,

Smeerely,

) J
» A‘L——’) Prav I S EREE

‘Uhornas Leerasn
{Chief, San joaquin Valley Division

e
Cenig Bailey, California Depacement of Fish and Wildlife, Faesno, California

e 5-Yeny Review: Suvsenary and

op.

YA Fish and Wildite Secvice. 2010 San Joaquin K
Fyaluation. Sacsaroenio Fish pod Wildhfe Office, S
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List of Technical Studies

Noise, Air and Water Quality Studies memorandum, November 2013
Cultural Resources Screening memorandum, June 2015

Hazardous Waste Scoping Review memorandum, November 2013
Paleontological Scoping Review memorandum, November 2013

Natural Environment Study, November 2015

Fresno Slough Scour Mitigation Project » 51






