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General Information About This Document

Please read this Initial Study. Additional copies of this document are available for review at the
Caltrans district office at 1352 W. Olive Drive, Fresno, CA 93725, Fresno County Public
Library, at 2420 Mariposa Street, Fresno CA 93721.

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

After comments are received from the public and reviewing agencies, Caltrans may

1) give environmental approval to the proposed project, 2) do additional environmental studies,
or 3) abandon the project. If the project is given environmental approval and funding is
appropriated, Caltrans could design and build all or part of the project.

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: Trais
Norris, Southern San Joaquin Valley Environmental Management Branch, 855 M Street, Suite 200, Fresno CA
93721, (559) 445-6447, or use California Relay Service 1 (800) 735-2929 (TTY), 1 (800) 735-2929 (Voice), or
711,




06- Fre-99- PM 22.74/23.3,26.35/26.6,27.8/28.1

Project 1D: 0600020018

Ramp metering and auxiliary lane construction
on State Route 99, from post miles 22.7 to 28.1

INITIAL STUDY
with Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration

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

THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Department of Transportation

/ Z/ / 2015 :

Date of Approval  Trais Norris
Senior Environmental Planner
California Department of Transportation

e If you have any concerns about the project, please send your written comments to Caltrans by the deadline.
Submit comments via U.S. mail to Caltrans at the following address:

Trais Norris Branch Chief

Southern San Joaquin Valley Environmental Management Branch
California Department of Transportation

855 M Street, Suite 200

Fresno, CA 93721

e  Submit comments via email to: trais.norris@dot.ca.gov.

e  Submit comments by the deadline: January 19, 2016
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Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
Pursuant to: Division 13, Public Resources Code

Project Description

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) proposes to install ramp metering and
two mixed flow lane at the Shaw Avenue southbound on-ramp and Ashlan Avenue
southbound on-ramp on State Route 99, ramp metering system consists of: detectors,
communication devices, electrical boxes and signals, construction of standard shoulders, and
the installation of California Highway patrol (CHP) enforcement pad. The project also
includes construction of an auxiliary lane on southbound State Route 99 between the Olive
Avenue on-ramp and Belmont Avenue off-ramp. To accomplish this project may need
additional right of way for the proposed work.

Determination

This proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration is included to give notice to interested
agencies and the public that it is Caltrans’ intent to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration
for this project. This does not mean that Caltrans” decision on the project is final. This
Mitigated Negative Declaration is subject to change based on comments received by
interested agencies and the pubhc

Caltrans has prepared an Inltlal Study for this pro; ect and pending public review, expects to
determine from this study that the proposed project. would not have a significant effect on the
environment for the followmg reasons.

The proposed project would have no effect on: Aesthetics; agriculture resources: air quality;
cultural resources; geology/soil, hazardous materials; hydrology/water quality; land
use/planning; mineral resources; population/housing; public services; recreation;
transportation/traffic; and utilities/service system.

In addition, the proposed project would have no significant effect on: Noise and Paleontology
because the following mitigation measures would reduce potential effects to insignificant:

e One soundwall is proposed for this project between Olive and Belmont Avenues to
provide future noise reduction resulting from construction of the auxiliary lane between
Olive Avenue onramp and Belmont Avenue offramp.

¢ Monitoring is recommended to reduce the adverse impact on paleontological resources
within the proposed project area by collecting scientifically important vertebrate fossils.

Trais Norris Date
Senior Environmental Planner
California Department of Transportation
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Project Description and Background

Project Title
State Route 99 Ramp Metering and Mixed Flow Lanes.
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Description of Project

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) proposes to install ramp
metering and two mixed flow lane and High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lane at the
Shaw Avenue southbound on-ramp and Ashlan Avenue southbound on ramp on State
Route 99, ramp metering system consist of: detectors, communication devices,
electrical boxes and signals, construction of standard shoulders, and the installation of
California Highway Patrol (CHP) enforcement pad. The project also includes
construction of an auxiliary lane on southbound State Route 99 between the Olive
Avenue on-ramp and Belmont Avenue Off-ramp. To accomplish this project may
need additional right-of-way for the proposed work.

Surrounding Lands Uses and Setting

Land uses west of State Route 99 within the project limits include various
hotels/motels, residences, storage buildings and warehouses, commercial and
industrial buildings. Land uses east of State Route 99 between Olive and Belmont
avenues is identified as the Chafee Zoo which is surrounded by an existing sound
wall approximately 12-feet high.

Most of State Route 99 is fairly level and at grade with respect to the surrounding
land at various locations within the project limits.

Traffic on existing State Route 99 is the main source of noise in the project area
along with local street traffic such as Parkway Drive.

State Route 99 Ramp Metering « 5



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:

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

X

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

X

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

OO O O

I I
0O O O 0O
X

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

X

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 I:I [:I [] }X{
Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural

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

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest
land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)),
timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526),
or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code section 51104(g))?

d) Resultin the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land
to non-forest use?

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due
to their location or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to
non-forest use?

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?

b} Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to
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
(including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

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

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,
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
plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of

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

Potentially
Significant
Impact

L]

O O

[]
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
c) 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 I:l |:| &
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

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

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting

biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or D D |:| g
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 D I:l |:| g
plan?

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 §15064.5?

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature?
There is a potential to encounter sensitive paleontology

resources.

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

O O 0O O
O 0O 0O O
X 0O X X

O X 0O O

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:

[
[
]
X

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

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

i) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

O O
[
[
¥
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iv) Landslides?
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that

would become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially

result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse?

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

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

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?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

U
[

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

l
[

Less Than
Significant
Impact

[
[

No
Impact

X X X X

X

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

Mitigation

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous

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

the public or the environment?

X

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 D D |:|
airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety

hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

X

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 D I:l |:]
the project area?

X

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation D I:‘ D
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 D D D &
with wildlands?

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY: Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements? D I:l I:I @

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 D I:l 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

or river, in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or D D D &
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 L_—I D El &
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 I:l I:l D g
provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? D I:I D &

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood |:| D |:| )X{
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?
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h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which
would impede or redirect flood flows?

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

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING: Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community?

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,
or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

¢) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or
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?

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?

XIl. NOISE: Would the project result in;

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

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

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

Future noise level for this project were found to exceed the
noise Abatement Criteria between Olive and Belmont Avenues.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

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

During the construction phase of the project noise from
construction activities may intermittently dominate the noise
environment in the immediate area of construction.

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?

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?

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)
or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

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

c¢) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

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?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

L]

I I I I O O O
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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?

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

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

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

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?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

O O o o 0O

[]
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¢) 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)?

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

Potentially
Significant
Impact

[

[l
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Additional Explanations for Questions in the Impacts Checklist
V. Cultural Resources (checklist question c)

Affected Environment

The proposed project is in the City of Fresno, within the Great Valley of California
geomorphic province (Jenkins, 1943).

Mathews and Burnett (1965) identify the surface geology along the post mile segment
as Pleistocene nonmarine sediments.

The 2000, California State University, Fresno, Department of Geology
Paleontological Sensitivity Mapping Project database identifies the surface geology
within the post mile limits as Pleistocene Riverbank and undifferentiated Quaternary
alluvium that includes the Modesto Formation. Although the database lists the
sensitivity of the Pleistocene and Quaternary formations as “low” for paleontological
resources, numerous scientifically significant fossils have been recovered from the
Riverbank and Modesto Formations since the database was developed, including
Caltrans projects that have excavated these formations throughout the San Joaquin
Valley. Due to fossil discovery in the Riverbank and Modesto formations, these

- geologic deposits are now considered “high” sensitivity for paleontological resources.

Environmental Consequences

High sensitivity paleontological resources are present along the post mile segment of
the project.

A study to determine the project’s potential to impact sensitivity resources needs to
be conducted and a Paleontological Identification Report (PIR) prepared.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

Monitoring is recommended anywhere excavation would disturb highly sensitive in
situ sediment or rock within the project area. Monitoring should be conducted along
the segments of the roadway that contain exposures of highly sensitive strata.

The goal of monitoring is to reduce the adverse impact on paleontological resources
within the proposed project area by collecting scientifically important vertebrate
fossils. The contractor doing the monitoring should develop a paleontological
resource mitigation plan that addresses in detail the procedures for collecting
vertebrate fossils, including recording pertinent geographic and stratigraphic
information, stabilization methods for the specimens.

Prepared fossils, along with copies of all pertinent field notes, photos, and maps, will
then be deposited in a scientific institution with paleontological collections.

State Route 99 Ramp Metering « 15



Xll. Noise

Affected Environment

This project serves to increase the southbound onramp storage between Olive and
Belmont avenues in order to reduce the queuing onto State Route 99, widen Shaw and
Ashlan Avenues on ramps by adding an extra lane to each onramp and proposes
metering and a CHP enforcement pad at Shaw and Ashlan Avenues onramps.

The proposed improvements do not impact the future traffic volumes and the
forecasted traffic volumes will be the same whether this project is built or not.

Land uses identified west of State Route 99 and within the project limits are set back
within approximately 100 feet from the edge of shoulder of State Route 99. Land uses
include various hotels/motels, residences, storage buildings and warehouses,
commercial and industrial buildings. Land uses east of State Route 99 between Olive
and Belmont avenues is identified as Chafee zoo which is surrounded by an existing
soundwall approximately 12-feet high.

Most of State Route 99 is fairly level and at grade with respect to the surrounding
land at various locations within the project limits.

Traffic on existing State Route 99 is the main source of noise in the study area along
- with local street traffic such as Parkway Drive. The noise Study analyzes noise levels
at areas west of State Route 99.

Noise measurements were conducted at selected locations along State Route 99 to
evaluate the existing noise levels and to calibrate the traffic noise model. Short-term
noise monitoring of 10 minutes each was conducted at five locations in May 2015.

Environmental Consequences (checklist question C):

Future noise levels for this project were found to exceed the noise Abatement Criteria
at residences west of Shaw Avenue onramp and the hotels west of Olive Avenue
onramp between Olive and Belmont Avenues.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

A soundwall is proposed for this project between Olive and Belmont Avenues to
provide future noise reduction resulting from the construction of auxiliary lane
between Olive Avenue onramp and Belmont Avenue off ramp for the two gathering
locations, swimming pool areas, at Welcome Inn and Executive INN hotels.

Environmental Consequences (checklist question D):

This project estimated to last for approximately 60 days. During the construction
phases of the project, noise from construction activities may intermittently dominate
the noise environment in the area of construction. There will be night work
anticipated during construction. Whenever this type of activity take place there will
be special provisions (SSP) showing the days and time of such activities.
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Type of construction equipment anticipated include but not limited to the following:

Excavators, front loaders with backhoes, compaction equipment, road grader, asphalt
paver and spreader, rollers, various dump trucks.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

There are a number of measures that can be taken to minimize noise intrusion without
placing unreasonable constraints on the construction process or substantially
increasing costs. These include noise monitoring to ensure that constructors take all
reasonable steps to minimize impacts when near sensitive areas; noise testing and
inspection of equipment to ensure that all equipment on the site is in good condition
and effectively muffled, and an active community liaison program. A community
liaison program would keep residents informed about construction plans so they can
plan around periods of particularly high noise or vibration levels and would provide a
conduit for residents to express any concerns or complaints.

Sta{eRouteggRampMetenng17



