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Common 
Name 

Scientific 
Name 

Status

Geographic Distribution Habitat Requirements 
Blooming 

Period

Potential 
Occurrence in 

Study Area Federala Statea CNPSa

hibiscus and Yolo Counties the drainage canals 

Northern
California black 
walnut

Juglans hindsii – – 1B.1 Last two native stands in Napa and Contra Costa 
Counties; historically more widespread through 
southern north inner Coast Ranges, southern 
Sacramento Valley, northern San Joaquin Valley, 
and San Francisco Bay region  

Riparian forest, riparian woodland; 
below 1,444 feet 

Apr–May Moderate; suitable 
riparian forest habitat 
occurs in the project 
area 

Legenere Legenere limosa – – 1B.1 Primarily located in the lower Sacramento Valley, 
also from north Coast Ranges, northern San 
Joaquin Valley, and the Santa Cruz Mountains  

Deep, seasonally wet habitats such 
as vernal pools, ditches, marsh 
edges, and river banks; below 500 
feet asl 

May–June None; no suitable 
habitat present in the 
project area 

Heckard’s pepper-
grass 

Lepidium latipes 
var. heckardii 

– – 1B.2 Southern Sacramento Valley: Glenn, Solano, and 
Yolo Counties 

On margins of alkali scalds in 
annual grassland, below 656 feet 

Mar–May None; no suitable 
habitat present in the 
project area 

Baker’s navarretia Navarretia 
leucocephala 
ssp. bakeri 

– – 1B.1 Inner north Coast Ranges, western Sacramento 
Valley: Colusa, Glenn, Lake, Mendocino, Marin, 
Napa, Solano, Sonoma, Tehama, and Yolo 
Counties 

Vernal pools and swales in 
woodland, lower montane 
coniferous forest, mesic meadows, 
and grassland; generally below 
5,709 feet 

Apr–Jul None; no suitable 
habitat present in the 
project area 

Colusa grass Neostapfia 
colusana

T E 1B.1 Central Valley—Merced, Solano, Stanislaus, and 
Yolo Counties 

Adobe soils of vernal pools, 
generally below 650 feet asl 

May–Sep None; no suitable 
habitat present in the 
project area 

Slender Orcutt 
grass 

Orcuttia tenuis T E 1B.1 Lassen, Plumas, Tehama, Siskiyou, Lake, and 
Sacramento Counties 

Vernal pools (on high-terrace 
Laguna formation in Sacramento 
County) 

May–Oct None; no suitable 
habitat present in the 
project area 

Sacramento 
Orcutt grass 

Orcuttia viscida E E 1B.1 Endemic to Sacramento County Vernal pools below 330 feet asl May–July None; no suitable 
habitat present in the 
project area 

Sanford’s
arrowhead 

Sagittaria
sanfordii

– – 1B.2 Scattered locations in Central Valley and Coast 
Ranges

Freshwater marshes, sloughs, 
canals, and other slow-moving 
water habitats; below 1,000 feet asl 

May–Aug Moderate; suitable 
habitat occurs along 
the drainage canals 

Crampton’s
tuctoria 

Tuctoria 
mucronata

E E 1B.1 Southwestern Sacramento Valley—Solano and 
Yolo Counties 

Mesic grassland, vernal pools; 
below 500 feet asl 

Apr–Jul None; no suitable 
habitat present in the 
project area 
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Common 
Name 

Scientific 
Name 

Status

Geographic Distribution Habitat Requirements 
Blooming 

Period

Potential 
Occurrence in 

Study Area Federala Statea CNPSa

NOTES:

 asl = above sea level 
a Status Explanations

Federal

 E = Listed as endangered under FESA 
 T = Listed as threatened under FESA 

State

 E = Listed as endangered under CESA 

California Native Plant Society

 1B = List 1B species:  rare, threatened, or endangered in California and elsewhere 
 2 = List 2 species:  rare, threatened, or endangered in California but more common elsewhere 
 3 = List 3 species:  more information is needed about this plant 
 4 = List 4 species:  plants of limited distribution (Watch List) 
 .1 = Listed as seriously endangered in California 
 .2 = Listed as fairly endangered in California 
 .3 = Listed as not very endangered in California 
 – = No listing 

Likelihood to Occur within the Study Area

High:   CNDDB, or other documents, records the known occurrence of the plant in the region or project vicinity.  Suitable habitat conditions and suitable microhabitat conditions are present. 
Moderate:   CNDDB, or other documents, records the known occurrence of the plant in the region or project vicinity.  Suitable habitat conditions are present but suitable microhabitat conditions are not. 
Low:   CNDDB, or other documents, does not record occurrence of the plant in the region or project vicinity.  Habitat conditions are of poor quality. 
None:   CNDDB, or other documents, does not record occurrence of the plant in the region or project vicinity.  Suitable habitat is not present in any condition.
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Table 2.3.5-1.  Special-Status Wildlife Species Documented or Identified during the Pre-Field Investigation as Having the Potential to Occur in the I-80 Study Area 

Common 
Name 

Scientific 
Name 

Statusa

California Distribution Habitats 
Potential Occurrence 

in Study Area Federal State 

Valley 
elderberry 
longhorn beetle 

Desmocerus 
californicus 
dimorphus

T – Stream side habitats below 3,000 feet asl 
throughout the Central Valley 

Riparian and oak savanna habitats with 
elderberry shrubs; elderberry shrub is the 
host plant 

None; no suitable habitat in the study area.  The 
nearest occurrence is located 1.2 miles south of 
the study area (CNDDB 2008). 

Vernal pool 
fairy shrimp 

Branchinecta
lynchi 

T  Found in Central Valley, central and south 
Coastal Ranges from Tehama County to 
Santa Barbara County; isolated populations 
also in Riverside County 

Vernal pools; also sandstone rock outcrop 
pools

None; no suitable habitat in the study area.  The 
nearest occurrence is located 3.7 miles east-
northeast of the study area (CNDDB 2008). 

Vernal pool 
tadpole shrimp 

Lepidurus
packardi 

E  Found in Shasta County south to Merced 
County 

Vernal pools and ephemeral stock ponds None; no suitable habitat in the study area.  The 
nearest occurrence is located 5.7 miles northeast 
of the study area (CNDDB 2008). 

Western 
spadefoot 

Scaphiopus
hammondii

- SSC Found in Sierra Nevada foothills, Central 
Valley, Coast Ranges, coastal counties in 
southern California 

Shallow streams with riffles and seasonal 
wetlands, such as vernal pools in annual 
grasslands and oak woodlands 

None; no suitable habitat in the study area.  No 
occurrences within 10 miles of the study area 
(CNDDB 2008). 

California tiger 
salamander 

Ambystoma
californiense 

T SSC Central Valley, including Sierra Nevada 
foothills, up to approximately 1,000 feet, 
and coastal region from Butte County south 
to northeastern San Luis Obispo County; 

Small ponds, lakes, or vernal pools in grass-
lands and oak woodlands for larvae; rodent 
burrows, rock crevices, or fallen logs for 
cover for adults and for summer dormancy 

None; no suitable habitat in the study area.  No 
occurrences within 10 miles of the study area 
(CNDDB 2008). 

Giant garter 
snake 

Thamnophis gigas T T Central Valley from Fresno north to the 
Gridley/Sutter Buttes area; has been 
extirpated from areas south of Fresno 

Sloughs, canals, and other small water-ways 
where there is a prey base of small fish and 
amphibians; requires grassy banks and 
emergent vegetation for basking and areas of 
high ground protected from flooding during 
winter 

High; the nearest occurrence is located 
1.4 miles upstream of the study area in the East 
Drainage Canal (CNDDB 2008).  The canals 
provide suitable aquatic habitat, and adjacent 
ruderal grasslands provide suitable upland 
habitat.

Northwestern
pond turtle 

Clemmys 
marmorata
marmorata

- SSC Occurs along the central coast of California 
east to the Sierra Nevada and along the 
southern California coast inland to the 
Mojave and Sonora Deserts; range overlaps 
with that of the northwestern pond turtle 
throughout the Delta and in the Central 
Valley 

Woodlands, grasslands, and open forests; 
aquatic habitats, such as ponds, marshes, or 
streams, with rocky or muddy bottoms and 
vegetation for cover and food 

Moderate; the nearest occurrence is located 
5.7 miles northeast of the study area (CNDDB 
2008).  The canals provide suitable aquatic 
habitat.

Bald eagle Haliaeetus 
leucocephalus

- E/FP Nests in Siskiyou, Modoc, Trinity, Shasta, 
Lassen, Plumas, Butte, Tehama, Lake, and 
Mendocino Counties and in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin.  Reintroduced into central coast.  
Winter range includes the rest of California, 
except the southeastern deserts, very high 
altitudes in the Sierra Nevada, and east of 
the Sierra Nevada south of Mono County 

In western North America, nests and roosts in 
coniferous forests within 1 mile of a lake, 
reservoir, stream, or the ocean 

Low; rare winter occurrences along the 
Sacramento River (CNDDB 2008).   
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Common 
Name 

Scientific 
Name 

Statusa

California Distribution Habitats 
Potential Occurrence 

in Study Area Federal State 

Aleutian 
Canada goose 

Branta
canadensis
leucopareia

D - Only winters in the Central Valley of 
California

Grazes in marshes and stubblefields, roosts in 
water 

Low; could forage in agricultural fields and 
roost in the canals. 

Swainson’s
hawk

Buteo swainsoni - T Lower Sacramento and San Joaquin Valleys, 
the Klamath Basin, and Butte Valley; 
highest nesting densities occur near Davis 
and Woodland, Yolo County 

Nests in oaks, cottonwoods and other native 
and non-native trees in riparian habitats, tree 
rows, and lone trees; forages in grasslands, 
irrigated pastures, and grain, hay, and row 
crops

High; inactive nest is located adjacent to the 
study area on the west side of the Natomas 
Main Drainage Canal.  A number of active nests 
are within 10 miles of the study area (CNDDB 
2008).  Six adults were observed flying over 
project study area during March 29, 2004, 
survey. 

White-tailed 
kite 

Elanus leucurus - FP Lowland areas west of Sierra Nevada from 
the head of the Sacramento Valley south, 
including coastal valleys and foothills to 
western San Diego County 

Low foothills or valley areas with valley or 
live oaks, riparian areas, and marshes near 
open grasslands 

High; nearest active nesting occurrence is 
located 3.7 miles northeast of the study area 
(CNDDB 2008).  Cottonwood-willow riparian 
provides suitable roosting habitat, and 
agricultural fields provide suitable foraging 
habitat.

Western 
burrowing owl 

Athene 
cunicularia 
hypugea

- SSC Lowlands throughout California, including 
the Central Valley, northeastern plateau, 
southeastern deserts, and coastal areas; rare 
along south coast 

Level, open, dry, heavily grazed or low-
stature grassland or desert vegetation with 
available burrows 

Low; the nearest occurrence was in 1991, 
1.2 miles north of the study area (CNDDB 
2008).  Not observed in 2004, possibly because 
of new development.  Potential nesting and 
foraging habitat along canal banks. 

Loggerhead
shrike 

Lanius
ludovicianus

- SSC Resident and winter visitor in lowlands and 
foothills throughout California; rare on 
coastal slope north of Mendocino County, 
occurring only in winter 

Prefers open habitats with scattered shrubs, 
trees, posts, fences, utility lines, or other 
perches 

High; observed foraging along West Main 
Drainage during April 13, 2004 survey.  Could 
nest in willow riparian and black walnut habitat 
in study area.  

Double-crested
cormorant 

Phalacrocorax
auritus

– SSC Winters along the entire California coast and 
inland over the Coast Ranges into the 
Central Valley from Tehama County to 
Fresno County; a permanent resident along 
the coast from Monterey County to San 
Diego County, along the Colorado River and 
the Imperial River 

Rocky coastlines, beaches, inland ponds, and 
lakes; needs open water for foraging and 
nests in riparian forests or on protected 
islands, usually in snags 

High; observed in canal during March 29, 2004, 
survey. 

Mountain
plover 

Charadrius
montanus

- SSC Does not breed in California; in winter, 
found in the Central Valley south of Yuba 
County, along the coast in parts of San Luis 
Obispo, Santa Barbara, Ventura, and San 
Diego Counties; parts of Imperial, 
Riverside, Kern, and Los Angeles Counties 

Occupies open plains or rolling hills with 
short grasses or very sparse vegetation; 
nearby bodies of water are not needed; may 
use newly plowed or sprouting grainfields 

Low; nearest occurrence 11.5 miles northwest 
of study area, near Woodland (CNDDB 2008).  
May be present in agricultural areas during 
winter. 
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Common 
Name 

Scientific 
Name 

Statusa

California Distribution Habitats 
Potential Occurrence 

in Study Area Federal State 

Bank swallow Riparia riparia – T The state’s largest remaining breeding 
populations are along the Sacramento River 
from Tehama County to Sacramento County 
and along the Feather and lower American 
Rivers, in the Owens Valley; nesting areas 
also include the plains east of the Cascade 
Range south through Lassen County, 
northern Siskiyou County, and small 
populations near the coast from San 
Francisco County to Monterey County 

Nests in bluffs or banks, usually adjacent to 
water, where the soil consists of sand or 
sandy loam to allow digging; forages for 
insects over open water and cropland 

None; nearest occurrence is located 1.7 miles 
southeast near the Business-80 bridge over the 
American River (CNDDB 2008).  Canals in the 
study area do not provide suitable nesting 
habitat for bank swallows. 

Tricolored 
blackbird 

Agelaius tricolor - SSC Permanent resident in the Central Valley 
from Butte County to Kern County.  Breeds 
at scattered coastal locations from Marin 
County south to San Diego County; and at 
scattered locations in Lake, Sonoma, and 
Solano Counties.  Rare nester in Siskiyou, 
Modoc, and Lassen Counties 

Nests in dense colonies in emergent marsh 
vegetation, such as tules and cattails, or 
upland sites with blackberries, nettles, 
thistles, and grainfields; habitat must be large 
enough to support 50 pairs; probably requires 
water at or near the nesting colony 

Low; numerous occurrences within a 10-mile 
radius of the study area (CNDDB 2008).  No 
nesting habitat but the ruderal grasslands and 
agricultural crops provide foraging habitat in 
the study area.  

White-faced 
ibis

Plegadis chihi - SSC Both resident and winter populations on the 
Salton Sea and in isolated areas in Imperial, 
San Diego, Ventura, and Fresno Counties; 
breeds at Honey Lake (Lassen County), at 
Mendota Wildlife Management Area 
(Fresno County), and near Woodland (Yolo 
County) 

Prefers freshwater marshes with tules, 
cattails, and rushes, but may nest in trees and 
forage in flooded agricultural fields, 
especially flooded rice fields 

Low; no occurrences recorded within a 10-mile 
radius of the study area (CNDDB 2008).  Could 
forage in agricultural habitat in the study area. 

Hoary bat Lasiurus cinereus - SSC Common and widespread throughout most 
of California 

Hoary bats spend the summer days hidden in 
the foliage of trees.  Much like the red bat, 
they choose a leafy site open beneath them, 
and usually 10–15 feet above the ground.  
Hoary bats are solitary roosting bats and keep 
themselves well hidden 

Low; suitable roosting habitat in cottonwood 
riparian habitat the study area.  One occurrence 
approximately 3 miles south of the study area 
(CNDDB 2008). 
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Common 
Name 

Scientific 
Name 

Statusa

California Distribution Habitats 
Potential Occurrence 

in Study Area Federal State 
NOTES:   

 asl = above sea level 

a Status Explanations: 

 -- = No status. 

Federal 

 E = listed as endangered under FESA 
 T = listed as threatened under FESA 

State 

 E = Listed as endangered under CESA 
 T = Listed as threatened under CESA 
 FP = Fully protected under the DFGC 
 SSC = Species of special concern in California 
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EC

K
LIST 

Supporting docum
entation of all C

EQ
A

 checklist determ
inations is provided in C

hapter 2 of this 
Initial Study/M

itigated N
egative D

eclaration.  D
ocum

entation of "N
o Im

pact" determ
inations is 

provided at the beginning of C
hapter 2. D

iscussion of all im
pacts and m

itigation m
easures under 

the appropriate topic headings in C
hapter 2. 

 
 

 Less Than 
 

 
 Significant 

 
 Potentially       W

ith  
Less Than 

 
Significant     M

itigation  Significant  
    N

o 
 

   Im
pact  

Incorporation    Im
pact 

 Im
pact 

I. 
A

ESTH
ETIC

S -- W
ould the project: 

a) 
H

ave a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 

b) 
Substantially dam

age scenic resources, including, but 
not lim

ited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic 
buildings w

ithin a state scenic highw
ay? 

c)  
Substantially degrade the existing visual character or 

 
quality of the site and its surroundings? 

d)  
C

reate a new
 source of substantial light or glare w

hich 
w

ould adversely affect day or nighttim
e view

s in the 
area? 

II. 
A

G
R

IC
U

LTU
R

E R
ESO

U
R

C
ES: In determ

ining 
w

hether im
pacts to agricultural resources are significant 

environm
ental effects, lead agencies m

ay refer to the 
C

alifornia A
gricultural Land Evaluation and Site 

A
ssessm

ent M
odel (1997) prepared by the C

alifornia 
D

ept. of C
onservation as an optional m

odel to use in 
assessing im

pacts on agriculture and farm
land. W

ould 
the project: 

a) 
C

onvert Prim
e Farm

land, U
nique Farm

land, or 
Farm

land of Statew
ide Im

portance (Farm
land), as show

n 
on the m

aps prepared pursuant to the Farm
land M

apping 
and M

onitoring Program
 of the C

alifornia R
esources 

A
gency, to non-agricultural use? 

b) 
C

onflict w
ith existing zoning for agricultural use, or a 

W
illiam

son A
ct contract? 

c) 
Involve other changes in the existing environm

ent 
w

hich, due to their location or nature, could result in 
conversion of Farm

land, to non-agricultural use? 

III. A
IR

 Q
U

A
LITY

 -- W
here available, the significance 

criteria established by the applicable air quality 
m

anagem
ent or air pollution control district m

ay be 
relied upon to m

ake the follow
ing determ

inations. W
ould 

the project: 

XXX X

X

XX



 
 

 Less Than 
 

 
 Significant 

 
 Potentially       W

ith  
Less Than 

 
Significant     M

itigation  Significant  
    N

o 
 

   Im
pact  

Incorporation    Im
pact 

 Im
pact 

a) 
C

onflict w
ith or obstruct im

plem
entation of the 

applicable air quality plan? 

b)  
V

iolate any air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or projected air quality 
violation? 

 c)  R
esult in a cum

ulatively considerable net increase of 
any criteria pollutant for w

hich the project region is non- 
attainm

ent under an applicable federal or state am
bient 

air quality standard (including releasing em
issions w

hich 
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)? 

d)  
Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 

concentrations? 

e)  
C

reate objectionable odors affecting a substantial 
num

ber of people? 

IV
.  B

IO
LO

G
IC

A
L R

ESO
U

R
C

ES -- W
ould the project: 

a)  
H

ave a substantial adverse effect, either directly or 
through habitat m

odifications, on any species identified 
as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in 
local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the 
C

alifornia D
epartm

ent of Fish and G
am

e or U
.S. Fish and 

W
ildlife Service? 

b)  
H

ave a substantial adverse effect on any riparian 
habitat or other sensitive natural com

m
unity identified in 

local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the 
C

alifornia D
epartm

ent of Fish and G
am

e or U
S Fish and 

W
ildlife Service? 

c) 
H

ave a substantial adverse effect on federally 
protected w

etlands as defined by Section 404 of the 
C

lean W
ater A

ct (including, but not lim
ited to, m

arsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct rem

oval, filling, 
hydrological interruption, or other m

eans? 

d)  
Interfere substantially w

ith the m
ovem

ent of any native 
resident or m

igratory fish or w
ildlife species or w

ith 
established native resident or m

igratory w
ildlife corridors, 

or im
pede the use of native w

ildlife nursery sites? 

e)  
C

onflict w
ith any local policies or ordinances 

protecting biological resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 

f)  
C

onflict w
ith the provisions of an adopted H

abitat 
C

onservation Plan, N
atural C

om
m

unity C
onservation 

Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan? 

X

X

X

XX

XXXX X X



 
 

 Less Than 
 

 
 Significant 

 
 Potentially       W

ith  
Less Than 

 
Significant     M

itigation  Significant  
    N

o 
 

   Im
pact  

Incorporation    Im
pact 

 Im
pact 

V
.  C

U
LTU

R
A

L R
ESO

U
R

C
ES -- W

ould the project: 

a)  
C

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

b)  
C

ause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to 
§15064.5? 

c)  
D

irectly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological 
resource or site or unique geologic feature? 

d)  
D

isturb any hum
an rem

ains, including those interred 
outside of form

al cem
eteries? 

V
I.  G

EO
LO

G
Y

 A
N

D
 SO

ILS -- W
ould the project: 

a)  
Expose people or structures to potential substantial 

adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death 
involving: 

i)  
R

upture of a know
n earthquake fault, as delineated on 

the m
ost recent A

lquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning 
M

ap issued by the State G
eologist for the area or based 

on other substantial evidence of a know
n fault? R

efer to 
D

ivision of M
ines and G

eology Special Publication 42. 

ii)  
Strong seism

ic ground shaking? 

iii)  Seism
ic-related ground failure, including 

liquefaction? 

iv)  Landslides? 

b)  
R

esult in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 

c)  
B

e located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, 
or that w

ould becom
e unstable as a result of the project, 

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

d)  
B

e located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18- 
1-B

 of the U
niform

 B
uilding C

ode (1994), creating 
substantial risks to life or property? 

e)  
H

ave soils incapable of adequately supporting the use 
of septic tanks or alternative w

aste w
ater disposal system

s 
w

here sew
ers are not available for the disposal of w

aste 
w

ater? 

XX

X

XX

XXXXX

XX



 
 

 Less Than 
 

 
 Significant 

 
 Potentially       W

ith  
Less Than 

 
Significant     M

itigation  Significant  
    N

o 
 

   Im
pact  

Incorporation    Im
pact 

 Im
pact 

V
II. H

A
ZA

R
D

S A
N

D
 H

A
ZA

R
D

O
U

S M
A

TER
IA

LS – 

W
ould the project: 

a)  
C

reate a significant hazard to the public or the 
environm

ent through the routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous m

aterials? 

b)  
C

reate a significant hazard to the public or the 
environm

ent through reasonably foreseeable upset and 
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous 
m

aterials into the environm
ent? 

c)  
Em

it hazardous em
issions or handle hazardous or 

acutely hazardous m
aterials, substances, or w

aste w
ithin 

one-quarter m
ile of an existing or proposed school? 

d)  
B

e located on a site w
hich is included on a list of 

hazardous m
aterials sites com

piled pursuant to 
G

overnm
ent C

ode Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 
w

ould it create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environm

ent? 

e)  
For a project located w

ithin an airport land use plan 
or, w

here such a plan has not been adopted, w
ithin tw

o 
m

iles of a public airport or public use airport, w
ould the 

project result in a safety hazard for people residing or 
w

orking in the project area? 

f)  
For a project w

ithin the vicinity of a private airstrip, 
w

ould the project result in a safety hazard for people 
residing or w

orking in the project area? 

g)  
Im

pair im
plem

entation of or physically interfere w
ith 

an adopted em
ergency response plan or em

ergency 
evacuation plan? 

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

injury or death involving w
ildland fires, including w

here 
w

ildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or w
here 

residences are interm
ixed w

ith w
ildlands? 

V
III. H

Y
D

R
O

LO
G

Y
 A

N
D

 W
A

TER
 Q

U
A

LITY
 -- W

ould the 
project: 

a)  
V

iolate any w
ater quality standards or w

aste discharge 
requirem

ents? 

b)  
Substantially deplete groundw

ater supplies or interfere 
substantially w

ith groundw
ater recharge such that there 

w
ould be a net deficit in aquifer volum

e or a low
ering of 

the local groundw
ater table level (e.g., the production 

rate of pre-existing nearby w
ells w

ould drop to a level 
w

hich w
ould not support existing land uses or planned 

uses for w
hich perm

its have been granted)? 

X

X

XXXXXXX

X



 
 

 Less Than 
 

 
 Significant 

 
 Potentially       W

ith  
Less Than 

 
Significant     M

itigation  Significant  
    N

o 
 

   Im
pact  

Incorporation    Im
pact 

 Im
pact 

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 m
anner w

hich w
ould 

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 am

ount of surface runoff in a m
anner w

hich w
ould 

result in flooding on- or off-site? 

e)  
C

reate or contribute runoff w
ater w

hich w
ould exceed 

the capacity of existing or planned storm
w

ater drainage 
system

s or provide substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff? 

f)  
O

therw
ise substantially degrade w

ater quality? 

g)  
Place housing w

ithin a 100-year flood hazard area as 
m

apped on a federal Flood H
azard B

oundary or Flood 
Insurance R

ate M
ap or other flood hazard delineation 

m
ap? 

h)  
Place w

ithin a 100-year flood hazard area structures 
w

hich w
ould im

pede or redirect flood flow
s? 

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, tsunam

i, or m
udflow

? 

IX
.  LA

N
D

 U
SE A

N
D

 PLA
N

N
IN

G
 - W

ould the project: 

a)
Physically divide an established com

m
unity? 

b) 
C

onflict w
ith any applicable land use plan, policy, or 

regulation of an agency w
ith jurisdiction over the project 

(including, but not lim
ited to the general plan, specific 

plan, local coastal program
, or zoning ordinance) 

adopted for the purpose of avoiding or m
itigating an 

environm
ental effect? 

c)  
C

onflict w
ith any applicable habitat conservation plan 

or natural com
m

unity conservation plan? 

X
.  M

IN
ER

A
L R

ESO
U

R
C

ES -- W
ould the project: 

a)  
R

esult in the loss of availability of a know
n m

ineral 
resource that w

ould be of value to the region and the 
residents of the state? 

b)  
R

esult in the loss of availability of a locally-im
portant 

m
ineral resource recovery site delineated on a local 

general plan, specific plan or other land use plan? 

XXXX

X

XX

XXXXX X



 
 

 Less Than 
 

 
 Significant 

 
 Potentially       W

ith  
Less Than 

 
Significant     M

itigation  Significant  
    N

o 
 

   Im
pact  

Incorporation    Im
pact 

 Im
pact 

X
I.  N

O
ISE – 

W
ould 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 perm
anent increase in am

bient noise 
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing w

ithout 
the project? 

d)  
A

 substantial tem
porary or periodic increase in 

am
bient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels 

existing w
ithout the project? 

e)  
For a project located w

ithin an airport land use plan 
or, w

here such a plan has not been adopted, w
ithin tw

o 
m

iles of a public airport or public use airport, w
ould the 

project expose people residing or w
orking in the project 

area to excessive noise levels? 

f)  
For a project w

ithin the vicinity of a private airstrip, 
w

ould the project expose people residing or w
orking in 

the project area to excessive noise levels? 

X
II. PO

PU
LA

TIO
N

 A
N

D
 H

O
U

SIN
G

 -- W
ould the project: 

a) 
 Induce substantial population grow

th in an area, 
either directly (for exam

ple, by proposing new
 hom

es and 
businesses) or indirectly (for exam

ple, through extension 
of roads or other infrastructure)? 

b)  
D

isplace substantial num
bers of existing housing, 

necessitating the construction of replacem
ent housing 

elsew
here? 

c)  
D

isplace substantial num
bers of people, necessitating 

the construction of replacem
ent housing elsew

here? 

XXX

X

XXXXX



 
 

 Less Than 
 

 
 Significant 

 
 Potentially       W

ith  
Less Than 

 
Significant     M

itigation  Significant  
    N

o 
 

   Im
pact  

Incorporation    Im
pact 

 Im
pact 

X
III. PU

B
LIC

 SER
V

IC
ES 

a)  
W

ould the project result in substantial adverse 
physical im

pacts associated w
ith the provision of new

 or 
physically altered governm

ental facilities, need for new
 

or physically altered governm
ental facilities, the 

construction of w
hich could cause significant 

environm
ental im

pacts, in order to m
aintain acceptable 

service ratios, response tim
es or other perform

ance 
objectives for any of the public services: 

 
Fire protection? 

 
Police protection? 

 
Schools? 

 
Parks? 

 
O

ther public facilities? 

X
IV

. R
EC

R
EA

TIO
N

 – 

a)  
W

ould the project increase the use of existing 
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational 
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of 
the facility w

ould occur or be accelerated? 

b)  
D

oes the project include recreational facilities or 
require the construction or expansion of recreational 
facilities w

hich m
ight have an adverse physical effect on 

the environm
ent? 

X
V

. TR
A

N
SPO

R
TA

TIO
N

/TR
A

FFIC
 -- W

ould the project: 

a)  
C

ause an increase in traffic w
hich is substantial in 

relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the 
street system

 (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either 
the num

ber of vehicle trips, the volum
e to capacity ratio 

on roads, or congestion at intersections)? 

b)  
Exceed, either individually or cum

ulatively, a level of 
service standard established by the county congestion 
m

anagem
ent agency for designated roads or highw

ays? 

c) 
R

esult 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 
incom

patible uses (e.g., farm
 equipm

ent)? 

e)  
R

esult in inadequate em
ergency access? 

f)  
R

esult in inadequate parking capacity? 

XXXXXXXXXXXXX



 
 

 Less Than 
 

 
 Significant 

 
 Potentially       W

ith  
Less Than 

 
Significant     M

itigation  Significant  
    N

o 
 

   Im
pact  

Incorporation    Im
pact 

 Im
pact 

g)  
C

onflict w
ith adopted policies, plans, or program

s 
supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, 
bicycle racks)? 

X
V

I. U
TILITIES A

N
D

 SER
V

IC
E SY

STEM
S – 

W
ould the project: 

a)  
Exceed w

astew
ater treatm

ent requirem
ents of the 

applicable R
egional W

ater Q
uality C

ontrol B
oard? 

b)  
R

equire or result in the construction of new
 w

ater or 
w

astew
ater treatm

ent facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of w

hich could cause 
significant environm

ental effects? 

c)  
R

equire or result in the construction of new
 storm

 
w

ater drainage facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of w

hich could cause 
significant environm

ental effects? 

d)  
H

ave sufficient w
ater supplies available to serve the 

project from
 existing entitlem

ents and resources, or are 
new

 or expanded entitlem
ents needed? 

e)  
R

esult in a determ
ination by the w

astew
ater treatm

ent 
provider w

hich serves or m
ay serve the project that it has 

adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected 
dem

and in addition to the provider’s existing com
m

itm
ents? 

f)  
B

e served by a landfill w
ith sufficient perm

itted 
capacity to accom

m
odate the project’s solid w

aste disposal
needs? 

g)  
C

om
ply w

ith federal, state, and local statutes and 
regulations related to solid w

aste? 

X
V

II. M
A

N
D

A
TO

R
Y

 FIN
D

IN
G

S O
F SIG

N
IFIC

A
N

C
E – 

a)  
D

oes the project have the potential to degrade the 
quality of the environm

ent, substantially reduce the 
habitat of a fish or w

ildlife species, cause a fish or w
ildlife 

population to drop below
 self-sustaining levels, threaten 

to elim
inate a plant or anim

al com
m

unity, reduce the 
num

ber or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant 
or anim

al or elim
inate im

portant exam
ples of the m

ajor 
periods of C

alifornia history or prehistory? 

b)  
D

oes the project have im
pacts that are individually 

lim
ited, but cum

ulatively considerable? (“C
um

ulatively 
considerable” m

eans that the increm
ental effects of a 

project are considerable w
hen view

ed in connection w
ith 

the effects of past projects, the effects of other current 
projects, and the effects of probable future projects)? 

c)  
D

oes the project have environm
ental effects w

hich 
w

ill cause substantial adverse effects on hum
an beings, 

either directly or indirectly?

XXXXXXXX

X

X

X



A
ppendix B

 
M

itigation S
um

m
ary





Initial S
tudy/M

itigated N
egative D

eclaration 
N

atom
as I-80 B

icycle and P
edestrian O

vercrossing 
June 20081

Im
pact 

Significance w
ithout 

M
itigation 

M
itigation M

easure 
Significance 

w
ith M

itigation 

L
and U

se 
LU

-1:  Potential alteration of the present 
or planned use of an area 

Significant 
LU

-1:  Locate C
onstruction 

Staging A
reas aw

ay from
 

R
esidential A

reas 
LU

-2:  Lim
it C

onstruction 
Traffic 
LU

-3:  Provide A
dvance N

otice 
of C

onstruction A
ctivities 

Less than 
Significant 

LU
-2:  Potential effects on agricultural 

resources or operation 
Less than Significant 

N
o M

itigation Is R
equired 

-- 

A
esthetics 

A
ES-1:  Substantially change scenic 

resources 
Less than Significant 

N
o M

itigation Is R
equired 

-- 

A
ES-2:  D

egrade visual character in 
project area 

Less than Significant 
N

o M
itigation Is R

equired 
-- 

A
ES-3:  C

reate a new
 source of light 

and glare w
hich w

ould adversely affect 
view

s

Less than Significant 
N

o M
itigation Is R

equired 
-- 

C
ultural R

esources 
C

U
L-1:  C

ause a substantial adverse 
change in significance of a historic 
resource

Less than Significant 
N

o M
itigation Is R

equired 
-- 

H
ydrology, W

ater Q
uality, 

Storm
w

ater, and R
unoff

H
Y

D
-1:  Potential alteration of existing 

drainage patterns or absorption rates 
Less than Significant 

N
o M

itigation Is R
equired 

-- 

H
Y

D
-2:  Potential to increase flooding 

hazards 
Less than Significant 

N
o M

itigation Is R
equired 

-- 

H
Y

D
-3:  Potential im

pacts on w
ater 

quality
Less than Significant 

N
o M

itigation Is R
equired 

-- 

H
Y

D
-4:  Potential to deplete or interfere 

w
ith groundw

ater supplies and recharge 
Less than Significant 

N
o M

itigation Is R
equired 

-- 

G
eology, Soil, and Seism

icity 
G

EO
-1:  Potential to expose people to 

the risk of strong seism
ic events, 

liquefaction, or landslides 

Less than Significant 
N

o M
itigation Is R

equired 
-- 

G
EO

-2:  Potential to locate structures on 
expansive soil or soils that are 
inadequate 

Less than Significant 
N

o M
itigation Is R

equired 
-- 

G
EO

-3:  Potential effect on unique 
geologic resource 

Less than Significant 
N

o M
itigation Is R

equired 
-- 

Paleontology 
PA

L-1:  Potential effects on sensitive 
paleontological resources 

Significant 
PA

L-1:  D
uring construction 

activities, if sensitive 
paleontological resources are 
encountered, w

ork w
ill be 

stopped im
m

ediately and 
recording and salvage activities 
w

ill be instituted 

Less than 
Significant 



A
ppendix B

. M
itigation S

um
m

ary  

Initial S
tudy/M

itigated N
egative D

eclaration 
N

atom
as I-80 B

icycle and P
edestrian O

vercrossing 
June 20082

Im
pact 

Significance w
ithout 

M
itigation 

M
itigation M

easure 
Significance 

w
ith M

itigation 

H
azardous W

aste/M
aterials 

H
A

Z-1:  Potential for accidental 
explosion or release of hazardous 
substances

Significant 
H

A
Z-1:  C

om
ply w

ith Standard 
Specifications for Public W

orks 
C

onstruction and the SW
PPP 

Less than 
Significant 

H
A

Z-2:  Potential presence of A
erially 

D
eposited Lead in soils 

Significant 
H

A
Z-1:  C

om
ply w

ith Standard 
Specifications for Public W

orks 
C

onstruction and the SW
PPP 

H
A

Z-2:  C
onduct site 

investigation for A
erially 

D
eposited Lead 

Less than 
Significant 

A
ir Q

uality 
A

IR
-1:  Potential for construction-

related em
issions 

Significant 
A

IR
-1:  R

educe N
O

X  em
issions 

from
 off-road diesel-pow

ered 
equipm

ent
A

IR
-2:  Subm

it an off-road 
construction equipm

ent 
inventory to the SM

A
Q

M
D

 
A

IR
-3:  C

ontrol visible 
em

issions from
 off-road diesel-

pow
ered equipm

ent 
A

IR
-4:  Phase construction 

activities 

Less than 
Significant 

A
IR

-2:  Potential for fugitive dust 
em

issions 
Significant 

A
IR

-5:  C
ontrol fugitive dust 

em
issions 

Less than 
Significant 

N
oise

N
O

-1:  N
oise im

pacts on noise-sensitive 
receptors 

Significant 
N

O
-1:  Lim

it hours for 
construction activities 
N

O
-2:  Equip engines w

ith 
silencers 

Less than 
Significant 

B
iological R

esources 
B

IO
-1:  Substantial adverse effect on 

riparian habitat 
Significant 

B
IO

-1:  Install construction 
barrier fencing to protect 
sensitive biological resources 
located adjacent to the 
construction zone   

Less than 
Significant 

B
IO

-2:  Substantial adverse effect on 
federally protected w

etlands as defined 
by Section 404 of the C

lean W
ater A

ct 

Significant 
B

IO
-1:  Install construction 

barrier fencing to protect 
sensitive biological resources 
located adjacent to the 
construction zone   
B

IO
-2:  Im

plem
ent C

ity B
M

P 
m

easures to reduce im
pacts on 

W
aters of the U

.S. 
B

IO
-3:  O

btain and com
ply w

ith 
State, Federal, and Local 
Perm

its 

Less than 
Significant 

B
IO

-3:  Substantial adverse effect on 
sensitive natural com

m
unity identified 

in local or regional plans, policies, and 
regulations of the C

alifornia D
epartm

ent 
of Fish and G

am
e or U

.S. Fish and 
W

ildlife Service 

Less than significant 
 

-- 



A
ppendix B

. M
itigation S

um
m

ary  

Initial S
tudy/M

itigated N
egative D

eclaration 
N

atom
as I-80 B

icycle and P
edestrian O

vercrossing 
June 20083

Im
pact 

Significance w
ithout 

M
itigation 

M
itigation M

easure 
Significance 

w
ith M

itigation 

B
IO

-4:  Substantially adversely affect 
northw

estern pond turtle 
Significant 

H
C

P V
.A

.1:  Preconstruction 
surveys 

H
C

P V
.A

.3:  G
eneral m

easures 
to m

inim
ize take 

H
C

P V
.A

.5j:  M
easures to 

reduce take of northw
estern 

pond turtle 

B
IO

-4:  Im
plem

ent C
ity B

M
P 

m
easures to reduce im

pacts to 
sensitive species 

B
IO

-1:  Install construction 
barrier fencing to protect 
sensitive biological resources 
located adjacent to the 
construction zone 

B
IO

-3:  O
btain and com

ply w
ith 

State, Federal, and Local perm
its 

Less than 
Significant 

B
IO

-5: Substantially adversely affect 
w

hite-tailed kite 
Significant 

H
C

P V
.A

.1:  Preconstruction 
surveys 

H
C

P V
.A

.3:  G
eneral m

easures 
to m

inim
ize take 

B
IO

-4:  Im
plem

ent C
ity B

M
P 

m
easures to reduce im

pacts to 
sensitive species 

B
IO

-1:  Install construction 
barrier fencing to protect 
sensitive biological resources 
located adjacent to the 
construction zone 

B
IO

-5:  C
onstruct outside of the 

nesting season or conduct 
preconstruction surveys for nests 
and im

plem
ent appropriate 

restrictions 

Less than 
Significant 



A
ppendix B

. M
itigation S

um
m

ary  

Initial S
tudy/M

itigated N
egative D

eclaration 
N

atom
as I-80 B

icycle and P
edestrian O

vercrossing 
June 20084

Im
pact 

Significance w
ithout 

M
itigation 

M
itigation M

easure 
Significance 

w
ith M

itigation 

B
IO

-6:  Substantially adversely affect 
loggerhead shrike

Significant 
H

C
P V

.A
.1:  Preconstruction 

surveys 
H

C
P V

.A
.3:  G

eneral m
easures 

to m
inim

ize take 
H

C
P V

.A
.5g:  M

easures to 
reduce take of loggerhead shrike  
B

IO
-4:  Im

plem
ent C

ity B
M

P 
m

easures to reduce im
pacts to 

sensitive species 
B

IO
-1:  Install construction 

barrier fencing to protect 
sensitive biological resources 
located adjacent to the 
construction zone 

Less than 
Significant 

B
IO

-6:  Substantially adversely affect 
m

igratory birds and raptors 
Significant 

H
C

P V
.A

.1:  Preconstruction 
surveys

H
C

P V
.A

.3:  G
eneral m

easures 
to m

inim
ize take 

B
IO

-1:  Install construction 
barrier fencing to protect 
sensitive biological resources 
located adjacent to the 
construction zone 

B
IO

-5:  C
onstruct outside of the 

nesting season or conduct 
preconstruction surveys for nests 
and im

plem
ent appropriate 

restrictions

Less than 
Significant 



A
ppendix B

. M
itigation S

um
m

ary  

Initial S
tudy/M

itigated N
egative D

eclaration 
N

atom
as I-80 B

icycle and P
edestrian O

vercrossing 
June 20085

Im
pact 

Significance w
ithout 

M
itigation 

M
itigation M

easure 
Significance 

w
ith M

itigation 

B
IO

-6:  Substantially adversely affect 
giant garter snake habitat 

Significant 
H

C
P V

.A
.1:  Preconstruction 

surveys 

H
C

P V
.A

.3:  G
eneral m

easures 
to m

inim
ize take 

H
C

P V
.A

.5a:  M
easures to 

reduce take of giant garter snake  

B
IO

-4:  Im
plem

ent C
ity B

M
P 

m
easures to reduce im

pacts to 
special-status species 

B
IO

-1:  Install construction 
barrier fencing to protect 
sensitive biological resources 
located adjacent to the 
construction zone 

B
IO

-3:  O
btain and com

ply w
ith 

State, Federal, and Local perm
its 

M
easure B

IO
-6:  C

om
pensate 

for the tem
porary and perm

anent 
loss of G

G
S habitat

Less than 
Significant 

B
IO

-7:  Substantially adversely affect 
Sw

ainson’s haw
k 

Significant 
H

C
P V

.B
.5b:  M

easures to 
reduce take of Sw

ainson’s haw
k 

B
IO

-4:  Im
plem

ent C
ity B

M
P 

m
easures to reduce im

pacts to 
sensitive species 

B
IO

-1: Install construction 
barrier fencing to protect 
sensitive biological resources 
located adjacent to the 
construction zone 

B
IO

-3:  O
btain and com

ply w
ith 

State, Federal, and Local perm
its 

Less than 
Significant 

B
IO

-8:  Potential spread of noxious 
w

eed species through project 
im

plem
entation 

Significant 
B

IO
-7:  A

void the introduction 
or spread of noxious w

eeds in 
the project area 

Less than 
Significant 





A
ppendix C

 
A

cronym
s





Initial S
tudy/M

itigated N
egative D

eclaration 
N

atom
as I-80 B

icycle and P
edestrian O

vercrossing 
June 20081

A
cronym

 
M

eaning

µg/m
3 

m
icrogram

s per cubic m
eter  

A
B

 
A

ssem
bly B

ill 

A
C

H
P 

A
dvisory C

ouncil on H
istoric Preservation  

A
D

A
 

A
m

ericans w
ith D

isabilities A
ct  

A
D

L 
aerially deposited lead 

A
PE 

A
rea of Potential Effects 

A
SR

 
A

rchaeological Survey R
eport  

B
FEs 

B
ase Flood Elevations  

B
ikew

ay M
aster Plan 

2010 C
ity/C

ounty B
ikew

ay M
aster Plan 

B
M

P 
B

icycle M
aster Plan  

C
A

A
Q

S 
C

alifornia A
m

bient A
ir Q

uality Standards  

C
alEPPC

 
C

alifornia Exotic Pest Plant C
ouncil  

C
altrans 

C
alifornia D

epartm
ent of Transportation  

C
altrans 

C
alifornia D

epartm
ent of Transportation  

C
anal B
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dB
 

decibel  
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A
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eighted decibel  

D
FG

 
D

epartm
ent of Fish and G

am
e  

D
FG

C
 

C
alifornia Fish and G
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e C

ode  

D
FG

C
 

C
alifornia Fish and G

am
e C

ode  

D
O
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D

epartm
ent of Transportation  

D
PR
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ent of Parks and R

ecreation  

EB
 

eastbound  

EIR
 

Environm
ental Im

pact R
eport  

EPA
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ental Protection A

gency  

ESA
 

Endangered Species A
ct  

FEM
A

 
Federal Em

ergency M
anagem

ent A
gency  

FESA
 

Federal Endangered Species A
ct 

FESA
 

Federal Endangered Species A
ct  

FH
W

A
 

Federal H
ighw

ay A
dm

inistration  

FIR
M

 
Flood Insurance R

ate M
aps  

FO
E 

Finding of Effects  

FR
 

Federal R
egister  

FR
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egister  

G
eneral C

onstruction Perm
it 

G
eneral Perm

it for D
ischarges of Storm

 W
ater A

ssociated w
ith 

C
onstruction A

ctivity

G
G

S 
G

iant garter snake  

H
C

P 
H

abitat C
onservation Plan  

H
P 

horsepow
er  

H
R

ER
 

historic resources evaluation report 

I-5 
Interstate 5  

IS 
Initial Study 

L
dn  

day-night level  

L
eq  

equivalent sound level  

L
m

ax  
m

axim
um

 sound levels  

L
m

in  
m

inim
um

 sound levels 

L
n  

sound level percentiles  
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LN
W

I 
low

er northw
est interceptor  
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W

I 
Low

er N
orthw

est Interceptor Sew
er M

ain  

LO
S 

Level of Service  

M
B

TA
 

M
igratory B

ird Treaty A
ct 

m
gd 

m
illion gallons per day 
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N

D
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egative D
eclaration  
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A
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uality Standards  
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ational Environm
ental Policy A

ct  

N
ES 
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atural Environm

ent Study 

N
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N
ational Flood Insurance Program

  

N
N

L Program
 

N
ational N

atural Landm
arks Program

N
O

2  
nitrogen dioxide  

N
O

A
A
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ational O
ceanic and A

tm
ospheric A

dm
inistration 

N
O

X  
nitrous oxides  

N
PD

ES 
N

ational Pollutant D
ischarge Elim

ination System
  

N
PS 

N
ational Park Service  

N
R

H
P 

N
ational R

egister of H
istoric Places 

N
R

N
L 
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ational R

egistry of N
atural Landm

arks  

O
H

W
M

 
ordinary high-w

ater m
ark  

PA
 

Program
m

atic A
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ent  

PM
 

Post M
ile  

PM
2.5 

particulate m
atter sm

aller than 2.5 m
icrons or less in diam

eter  

PO
C

 
pedestrian overcrossing  

ppd 
pounds per day  

ppm
 

parts per m
illion  

PU
D

 
Planned U

nit D
evelopm

ent  

R
D

-1000 
R

eclam
ation D

istrict 1000  

R
O

G
 

reactive organic gases  

R
T 

R
egional Transit  

R
W

Q
C

B
 

R
egional W

ater Q
uality C

ontrol B
oard  

SA
A

 
Stream

bed A
lteration A

greem
ent  
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SD
C

 
Seism

ic D
esign C

riteria  

SFH
A

 
Special Flood H

azard A
rea  

SH
PO

 
State H

istoric Preservation O
ffice  

SM
A

Q
M

D
 

Sacram
ento M

etropolitan A
ir Q

uality M
anagem

ent D
istrict  

SO
2  

sulfur dioxide  

SR
 

State R
oute  

SR
C

SD
 

Sacram
ento R

egional C
ounty Sanitation D

istrict 

SV
A

B
 

Sacram
ento V

alley A
ir B

asin 

SW
PPP 

Storm
 W

ater Pollution Prevention Plan  

SW
R

C
B

 
State W

ater R
esources C

ontrol B
oard  

TA
C

s 
toxic air contam

inants  

U
SA

C
E 

U
.S. A

rm
y C

orps of Engineers  

U
SC

 
U

nited States C
ode  

U
SC

 
U

nited States C
ode  

U
SD

A
 

U
.S. D

epartm
ent of A

griculture  

U
SFW

S 
U

.S. Fish and W
ildlife Service  
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at the N
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S
TA

TE
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F C
A
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R

N
IA

 – TH
E

 R
E
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U

R
C

E
S

 A
G

E
N

C
Y

 
AR

N
O

LD
 SC

H
W

AR
ZEN

EG
G

ER
, G

overnor

O
FFIC

E O
F H

ISTO
R

IC
 PR

ESER
VA

TIO
N

 
D

EPA
R

TM
EN

T O
F PA

R
K

S A
N

D
 R

EC
R

EA
TIO

N
 

P
.O

. BO
X

 942896 
S

A
C

R
A

M
E

N
TO

, C
A

 94296-0001 
(916) 653-6624     Fax: (916) 653-9824 
calshpo@

ohp.parks.ca.gov 
w

w
w

.o
h
p
.p

arks.ca.g
o
v 

M
arch 24, 2008 

R
eply To:  FH

W
A

080226A
 

G
regory P

. K
ing 

C
hief, C

ultural and C
om

m
unity S

tudies O
ffice 

D
ivision of E

nvironm
ental A

nalysis 
D

epartm
ent of Transportation 

P
O

 B
ox 942874 

S
acram

ento, C
A

  94274-0001 

R
e:  Finding of N

o A
dverse E

ffect for the P
roposed Interstate 80 B

icycle and P
edestrian 

O
vercrossing P

roject, S
acram

ento C
ounty, C

A
 

D
ear M

r. K
ing: 

Thank you for consulting w
ith m

e about the subject undertaking in accordance w
ith the 

P
rogram

m
atic A

greem
ent A

m
ong the Federal H

ighw
ay A

dm
inistration, the A

dvisory 
C

ouncil on H
istoric P

reservation, the C
alifornia S

tate H
istoric P

reservation O
fficer, and 

the C
alifornia D

epartm
ent of Transportation R

egarding C
om

pliance w
ith S

ection 106 of 
the N

ational H
istoric P

reservation A
ct, as it P

ertains to the A
dm

inistration of the 
Federal-A

id H
ighw

ay P
rogram

 in C
alifornia (PA).

The C
alifornia D

epartm
ent of Transportation is requesting m

y concurrence that a finding 
of no adverse effect w

ithout standard conditions is appropriate for this undertaking.
B

ased on m
y review

 of the subm
itted docum

entation, I concur w
ith this finding.

Thank you for considering historic properties as part of your project planning.  If you 
have any questions, please contact N

atalie Lindquist of m
y staff at your earliest 

convenience at (916) 654-0631 or e-m
ail at nlindquist@

parks.ca.gov .

S
incerely,

M
ilford W

ayne D
onaldson, FA

IA
 

S
tate H

istoric P
reservation O

fficer 
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R

N
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R
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O
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SA
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EN

TO
, C

A
 

 
95811 

 
916-808-5842 

 
FA

X
 916-808-1077 

S
eptem

ber 16, 2008 

N
O

TIC
E O

F ER
R

A
TA

 
Interstate 80 B

icycle/Pedestrian O
vercrossing (I-80 PO

C
) Project (P05-108)  

Initial Study 

A
fter the circulation of the initial study/draft m

itigated negative declaration for the I-80 P
O

C
 

project, additions w
ere m

ade to the initial study based upon com
m

ents received during the 
public 

review
 

period. 
R

evisions 
w

ere 
m

ade 
pursuant 

to 
C

E
Q

A
 

G
uidelines 

S
ection 

15073.5(c)(1)(4), w
hich consisted of m

ore effective m
itigation m

easures, and revisions that 
m

erely clarify the inform
ation contained in the m

itigated negative declaration and initial study. 
R

ecirculation of the m
itigated negative declaration is not required.  

D
eletions are set forth in strikethrough; additions to the text are set forth in bold.

P
age 1-2: S

ection 1.3, P
roject D

escription – “...constructed by the Sacram
ento R

egional 
C

ounty S
anitation D

istrict, runs…
” 

P
age 2.1-8: S

ection 2.1.2.2, A
ffected E

nvironm
ent, S

ew
er S

ystem
 – “The S

acram
ento R

egional 
W

astew
ater Treatm

ent P
lant has an existing capacity of approxim

ately 150
treats on average 

165
m

illion gallons of w
astew

ater per day (m
gd), of dry w

eather flow
 and is capable of 

treating up to 400 300 m
gd ofduring peak w

et w
eather flow

.” 

P
age 2.1-16: S

ection 2.1.5.1, R
egulatory S

etting – C
ultural resource im

pacts m
ay be 

considered significant if the proposed project w
ould result in a substantial change in the 

significance of a historical or archaeological resource as defined in C
EQ

A
 G

uidelines 
Section 15064.5.

P
age 2.1-17: Third P

aragraph – “(W
idell pers. com

m
.1994)” 

P
age 2.3-20: M

itigation M
easure

B
IO

-6: C
om

pensate for the tem
porary and 

perm
anent loss of G

G
S habitat

A
pproxim

ately 1.08 acres of upland G
G

S
 habitat and 0.23 acres of aquatic habitat w

ill be 
tem

porarily affected by construction activities. Approxim
ately 0.66 acres of upland habitat w

ill be 
perm

anently lost as a result of construction activities (Table 2.3.5-2). A
pproxim

ately 0.08 acres 
of perm

anent habitat loss on the north side of I-80 and w
est of the W

est D
rainage C

anal have 
already been com

pensated for by the LN
W

I project. In addition, habitat com
pensation fees have 

already been paid for all areas south of I-80 per the N
B

H
C

P
. H

abitat com
pensation fees m

ay be 
required for tem

porary and perm
anent habitat losses only on the w

est side of the W
est



D
rainage C

anal m
inus the habitat com

pensation already m
ade for the LN

W
I (pending a decision 

from
 U

S
FW

S
).The project w

ill com
pensate for perm

anent loss of G
G

S habitat at ratio of 
3:1. Tem

porary habitat loss w
ill be m

itigated by restoration for one (1) season of 
disturbance; restoration plus 1:1 replacem

ent for tw
o (2) seasons of disturbance; or 3:1 

replacem
ent (or restoration plus 2:1 replacem

ent) for m
ore than tw

o seasons, and shall 
be approved by and occur at a location acceptable to the U

.S. Fish and W
ildlife Service 

and C
alifornia D

epartm
ent of Fish and G

am
e. 

R
estoration of G

G
S habitat w

ithin the project area pursuant to "G
uidelines for 

R
estoration and/or R

eplacem
ent of G

iant G
arter Snake H

abitat" or other m
ethods 

agreeable to the agencies identified in the B
iological O

pinion and agreeable to R
D

1000 
w

ill be undertaken.

P
age 2.3-22: H

C
P M

itigation M
easure V.B

.5b: M
easures to reduce take of 

Sw
ainson’s haw

k  
To ensure that possible im

pacts on nesting S
w

ainson’s haw
ks are less than 

significant, and that unauthorized take of S
w

ainson’s haw
k does not occur, the 

C
ity shall im

plem
ent the follow

ing m
easures to reduce nest disturbance taken from

 
the N

B
H

C
P

:

1.  P
rior to the com

m
encem

ent of developm
ent activities at any developm

ent site 
w

ithin the N
B

H
C

P
 area, a preconstruction survey for nesting S

w
ainson’s haw

ks 
shall be conducted in suitable habitat w

ithin 0.5 m
ile of the project area. The 

surveys w
ill be used to determ

ine if any S
w

ainson’s haw
k nest trees w

ill be 
rem

oved onsite, or if active nests occur on or w
ithin 0.5 m

ile of the site. These 
surveys shall be conducted according to the S

w
ainson’s H

aw
k Technical A

dvisory 
C

om
m

ittee’s (M
ay 31, 2000) m

ethodology or updated m
ethodologies, as approved 

by the S
ervice and C

D
FG

, using experienced Sw
ainson’s haw

k surveyors. 
2.  If breeding S

w
ainson’s haw

k (i.e., exhibiting nest building or nesting behavior) are 
identified, no new

 disturbances (e.g., heavy equipm
ent operation associated w

ith 
construction) w

ill occur w
ithin 0.5 m

ile of an active nest betw
een M

arch 15 and 
S

eptem
ber 15, or until a qualified biologist, w

ith concurrence by D
FG

, has 
determ

ined that young have fledged or that the nest is no longer occupied. If the 
active nest is located w

ithin 0.25 m
ile) of existing urban developm

ent, the new
 

disturbance zone can be lim
ited to 0.25 m

ile versus 0.5 m
ile. R

outine disturbances 
such as agricultural activities, com

m
uter traffic, and routine facility m

aintenance 
activities w

ithin 0.50 m
ile of an active nest are not restricted.

3.  If construction or other project related activities w
hich m

ay cause nest 
abandonm

ent or forced fledging are proposed w
ithin the 0.25 m

ile zone, intensive
m

onitoring (funded by the project sponsor) by a D
FG

–approved raptor biologist w
ill 

be required. E
xact im

plem
entation of this m

easure w
ill be based on specific 

inform
ation at the project site.Prior to ground disturbance, com

pensation for 
the tem

porary loss of 1.58 acres, and perm
anent loss of 0.66 acres of 

foraging habitat  w
ill be undertaken at a ratio of 1:1, and shall be approved 

by and occur at a location acceptable to the U
.S. Fish and W

ildlife Service 
and C

alifornia D
epartm

ent of Fish and G
am

e.
The above m

easures w
ill apply to all of the project area. H

ow
ever, for the portion of 

this project outside of the H
C

P
 area, the C

ity shall also consult directly w
ith D

FG
 for 

their concurrence w
ith this approach and to determ

ine w
hether additional perm

its 
(e.g., incidental take perm

it under S
ection 2081 of C

E
S

A
) are required. 



P
age 2.3-23 –

Sacram
ento Splittail

Sacram
ento splittail are listed as a State species of special concern. A

dult splittail 
m

igrate from
 Suisun B

ay and the D
elta to upstream

 spaw
ning habitat during D

ecem
ber 

through M
arch. A

n angler captured a Sacram
ento splittail in the project area (C

ane, pers. 
com

m
. 2008). W

hile there is a barrier betw
een the Sacram

ento R
iver and the N

atom
as 

M
ain D

rainage C
anal, it is likely anglers could catch a splittail in the Sacram

ento R
iver 

and release them
 into the D

rainage C
anal. Splittail could survive in the D

rainage C
anal, 

how
ever it is unknow

n if spaw
ning habitat is available. W

ith the im
plem

entation of the 
m

itigation below
, im

pacts to Sacram
ento splittail resulting from

 the I-80 PO
C

 project w
ill 

be less than significant. 

M
itigation M

easure B
IO

-8: R
em

ove Fish From
 the Isolated C

offerdam
 A

rea 
The C

ity w
ill ensure that a fish biologist is on site prior to dew

atering to im
plem

ent a fish 
rescue operation in the isolated area betw

een the cofferdam
s that m

ay harbor stranded 
fish. Exclusion and rescue protocols outlined by D

FG
 w

ill be im
plem

ented. Fish shall be 
rem

oved from
 the isolated area w

ith a dip net. A
t least one person on the fish rescue 

team
 w

ill have a 4-year college degree in fisheries or biology, or related degree. The 
person m

ust also have at least 2 years of professional experience in fisheries field 
surveys. A

ll fish w
ill be released dow

nstream
 of the project area. If any listed fish such 

as steelhead are recovered, N
M

FS and D
FG

 w
ill be notified im

m
ediately and construction 

activities w
ill cease until the agencies and the C

ity have decided on appropriate actions. 

A
ppendix D

, P
age 2: D

.1 P
rinted R

eferences – 
C

hiea, L. 2008. Larry C
raig

C
hiea, C

altrans E
nvironm

ental C
oordinator. E

m
ail m

essage 
Febraury 14, 2008 Larry_C

hiea@
dot.ca.gov. 

A
ppendix D

, P
age 5: D

.2 P
ersonal C

om
m

unications – 
C

ane , M
. 2008 M

ichael C
ane, C

altrans Environm
ental Planner N

atural R
esources. 

Sacram
ento O

ffice. Telephone conversation Septem
ber 11, 2008. 

M
ichael_cane@

dot.ca.gov.


