Chapter 4 Comments and Coordination

Early and continuing coordination with the general public and appropriate public agencies is an
essential part of the environmental process to determine the scope of environmental
documentation, the level of analysis, potential impacts and avoidance, minimization, and/or
compensation measures and related environmental requirements. Agency consultation and public
participation for this project have been accomplished through a variety of formal and informal
methods, including: project development team meetings, interagency coordination meetings, and
public open house meetings. This chapter summarizes the results of the Department’s efforts to
fully identify, address, and resolve project-related issues through early and continuing
coordination.

4.1 Public Participation and Outreach

A public meeting was held on April 17, 2008, from 5:30 to 7:30 p.m. at the Hampton Inn,

100 A Street, Crescent City, CA 95531, during the project development phase of this project,
prior to circulation of this draft EIR/EA. The purpose of this meeting was to provide the public
with an overview of the project as well as solicit comments and concerns. The meeting was
announced via a news release on March, 27, 2008. A formal presentation explaining the
proposed project was given. Informational exhibits and maps were on display, and project staff
was available to answer questions. Approximately 109 people attended, resulting in the submittal
of 66 written responses. Comments received included support for the project as well as concerns
about truck safety, hazardous road conditions, tourism, aesthetics, old growth trees, benefits to
the trucking industry, slope stability, hazardous materials, and noise. The primary issues were
concerns regarding road safety with increased truck traffic, preserving the natural beauty of the
project locations, and potential tourism impacts.

A Department web page with information regarding the project was created. It includes displays
from the public scoping meeting, links with brief descriptions of each project location, as well as
information regarding STAA trucks (http://www.dot.ca.gov/distl/d1projects/197-199 staa/).

Representatives from the Department have met quarterly with the Citizens Advisory Team
(CAT). The CAT was developed to maintain communication between various private citizen
groups and organizations and the Del Norte Local Transportation Commission and to allow these
groups to share their concerns with the Department’s project development team for this project.

4.2 Scoping Process for the EIR/EA

A Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the proposed project was distributed on August 26, 2008. The
NOP was also filed with the State Clearinghouse and sent to the appropriate elected officials,
agencies, and interested parties. The State Clearinghouse recorded the comment period as
September 2 to October 1, 2008.
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A public scoping meeting for the EIR/EA was held on September 16, 2008, from 5:30 to

7:30 p.m. at the Del Norte County Cultural Center, 1001 Front Street, Crescent City, CA 95531.
The meeting was announced in the NOP and via a news release on September 2, 2008. The
purpose of the scoping meeting was to identify concerns of both the public and agencies in order
to clearly define the environmental issues and alternatives to be examined in the draft EIR/EA.
Maps and other project information displays were available, and Department staff were on hand
to answer questions and receive comments regarding the scope and content of the EIR/EA.
Thirty-two people attended this meeting, resulting in the submittal of 19 written responses.
Written comments received during the scoping meeting and during the NOP comment period
were compiled and summarized. The comments were broad and included most of the topics
typically addressed in environmental documents. The primary topics raised at this meeting
included requests for more detailed project information, information regarding how STAA trucks
might benefit the local economy, concerns regarding increased truck traffic, concerns about
potential impacts on tourism/recreation/aesthetics/biological resources, safety issues for
motorists and pedestrians, concerns about the potential for an increase in accidents, and support
for the project.

4.3 Consultation and Coordination with Public Agencies

During the preparation of the technical studies prepared for the proposed project, formal and
informal coordination was conducted with the federal, state, and local agencies and entities listed
below.

4.3.1 Agency Coordination
4.3.1.1 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

A preliminary jurisdictional determination of wetlands and other waters of the United States has
been prepared and will be submitted to the USACE. In addition, Carol Heidsiek of the Arcata
Office of the USACE was present at a May 19, 2005, field meeting for advice on 404 permitting
requirements. Section 404 authorization for fill of waters of the United States has not yet been
initiated.

4.3.1.2 Forest Service

Mike McCain, Forest Service Fisheries Scientist, of the Smith River National Recreation Area
and Gasquet Ranger District of the Six Rivers National Forest was consulted regarding fisheries
along this stretch of the Smith River (February and March 2009). Brenda Devlin, Wildlife
Biologist of the same district, was consulted regarding marbled murrelet, northern spotted owl,
and other animals that may be in the project area (March 2009).

Lisa Hoover and John McRae, Botanists for the Six Rivers National Forest in Eureka, were first
consulted about Forest Service sensitive botanical species that may be in the project area in
March 2009. Mr. McRae emailed a list of these species in May and June 2009. Coordination
regarding Forest Service special-status cryptogamic species (bryophytes, lichens, and fungi) was
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initiated in fall 2009. Coordination with the Forest Service regarding sensitive plant and
cryptogamic species is ongoing.

Draft letters to Mary Kay Vandiver, District Ranger of the Smith River National Recreation
Area, Six Rivers National Forest, were prepared requesting concurrence with the conclusions of
the Section 4(f) evaluation and potential effects on the Middle Fork Smith River as required by
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. Written concurrence would be obtained from the Forest Service
after the public has been afforded an opportunity to review and comment on the effects of the
proposed project and is expected prior to release of the final EIR/EA. The draft concurrence
letters are included at the end of this chapter, and this consultation is ongoing.

Julie Burcell, District Archaeologist of the Six Rivers National Forest, was contacted in
December 2009 and from February to May 2010 to request further information regarding cultural
resources sites and previous cultural resources studies. To date, no further information regarding
cultural resources studies or sites has been presented.

An initial coordination meeting with George Frey of Six Rivers National Forest regarding
various project aspects, including aesthetics, 4(f) evaluation, and Wild and Scenic River
coordination for proposed work on US 199 was conducted by Department staff in fall 2009.

4.3.1.3 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ray Bosch of USFWS was consulted regarding northern spotted owl and marbled murrelet
(March 2009). Dave Imper, USFWS Botanist, was contacted about sensitive plants in the project
area (2008). The USFWS also was contacted to obtain an updated list of all federal candidates,
proposed, and listed endangered or threatened species that could occur in the vicinity of the
proposed project. Endangered Species Act (Section 7) consultation with the USFWS regarding
threatened and endangered species potentially affected by the proposed project is ongoing,
including periodic attendance by Department staff at multi-agency coordination meetings
between USFWS, National Marine Fisheries Service, DFG, and the Department (group titled
“Level 1/Level 2”) to update these agencies on project issues.

4.3.1.4 National Marine Fisheries Service

Bob Pagliuco of NMFS was contacted regarding impacts to coho salmon and marbled murrelet
in March 2009. Ongoing consultation with the NMFS includes initial coordination regarding
Section 7 consultation for threatened and endangered species by periodic attendance from
Department staff at multi-agency coordination meetings between USFWS, National Marine
Fisheries Service, DFG, and the Department (group titled “Level 1/Level 2”) to update these
agencies on project issues.

4.3.1.5 California Department of Fish and Game

Gordon Leppig of the California Department of Fish and Game (DFG) was contacted regarding
impacts to coho salmon and marbled murrelet in March 2009 and regarding sensitive plants
starting in spring 2008. Ongoing consultation with the DFG includes three approvals/permits
required by the DFG: Section 1602 streambed alteration agreement, Section 2080.1 agreement,
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and a consistency determination with biological opinions prepared by USFWS and NMFS,
including periodic attendance by Department staff at multi-agency coordination meetings
between USFWS, National Marine Fisheries Service, DFG, and the Department (group titled
“Level 1/Level 2”) to update these agencies on project issues. Coordination regarding sensitive
plants is also ongoing.

4.3.1.6 Native American Heritage Commission and Coordination with Local
Native American Tribes

The NAHC was contacted in October 2008 to request sacred lands database search and provide a
list of Native American representatives that might have any information or concerns regarding
the project. In November 2008, the NAHC provided both a sacred lands search and a list of six
Native American representatives, who were contacted by letter in November 2008. The same
individuals were contacted by phone and email in July and August 2009, and in January and
February 2010. The letters are included at the end of this chapter.

4.3.1.7 North Coastal Information Center

The North Coastal Information Center was contacted in November 2008 to perform a records
search of archaeological and historical resources for the project.

4.3.1.8 Del Norte County Parks Department

A draft letter to Ed Fulton, Building/Parks Maintenance Superintendent, at the Del Norte County
Parks Department was prepared regarding the temporary construction easement at Ruby Van
Deventer County Park. The draft letter also requests concurrence with the conclusions of the
Section 4(f) evaluation. Written concurrence would be obtained from the Del Norte County
Parks Department prior to release of the final EIR/EA. The letter is included at the end of this
chapter and consultation is ongoing.

4.3.1.9 National Park Service

Coordination with the National Park Service as required by the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act has
been initiated and completed with regard to the proposed improvements at the two project
locations along SR 197. The National Park Service provided a letter of concurrence in February
2010. The letter is included at the end of this chapter.

4.3.2 Meetings

4.3.2.1 Agency Stakeholder Meeting

An agency stakeholder meeting was conducted on July 28, 2008, to discuss the project and
potential environmental issues. Department planning, environmental, and design staff and

consulting environmental staff attended this meeting. The following agency stakeholder
representatives also attended this meeting: Craig Martz (DFG), Dan Free and Seth Naman
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(NMFS), Jeremiah Puget (North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board [NCRWQCB]),
Ray Bosch (USFWS), and Tamera Leighton (Del Norte Local Transportation Commission).

4.3.2.2 Agency Coordination Meetings

In 2008, representatives from the Department, DFG, USFWS, NMFS, and NCRWQCB attended
an agency coordination meeting. This group also attended a site visit on November 18, 2009,
along with personnel from the Forest Service.

Proposed protection measures for sensitive plant species were initially discussed at a meeting
with John McRae (Forest Service Botanist) and Gordon Leppig (DFG) on August 10, 2009. The
measures were further developed and subsequently approved by John McRae and Gordon Leppig
via email and phone coordination in January 2010.
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[DATE], 2010

Mary Kay Vandiver

IDhstricd Ranger, Smith River Maticnal Becreation Area
Hix Bivers MNalional Forest

P Bax 22K

Ciasquet, CA 95543-0228

Trarspemiation

J‘l
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Subject:  Secticn 40 Concurrence Request for the 197
Axziglance Adl Access Project, Del X

Drear M= Vandiver:

I Califorma | e s comsinect
ANpPeVEne D] Mere County 1o
resclassaliy 1 me At (S TAA) nuck roulks
network

Constrciu A (proposed project ) would use fedoral

fursds adminmtere h‘. the Feder 1 ¥ 4 nestration (FHW A). As a resull, compliance
: icy Act (MEPA) is required. Through delegation of authonity

by ihe FH am aulloneed under the Sale, Accountable, Flexible,
Efficient T - A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LLU L the Depariment is the
MEPA leasd ration of the |l1:|1 1.'II'|.II-:H'III1|.1I'IE| |.1u|.1.un|.r|'l lar the proposed progec

also the Caljlgaiia Environmental Creality Act (CEQA) bead agency for the proposed project and
is preparing an ¢nvironmental impact report (EIR ),

As part of the NEPA progess, the Deparnmen is required 1o prepane documenation required by
Bection 4N of the 1S, Department of Transporistion A, refemred b herein as the Saction 4(1)
evaluation. Sectron 41, codified in lederal law i the Umited Stales Code (USC), Tle 14,
Section 303, declares that “[1]t 1s the policy of the United States Government that special effort
should be made to preserve the natural beauty of the countryside and public park and recreation
lands, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and historic sites.”

The purpose of this letter is to present the proposed approach and evaluation of resources relative
to the requirements of Section 4(f). Public parks, recreation areas, cultural resources, and wildlife
or waterfowl refuges within 0.5 mile of the proposed project were identified to determine
whether they qualify for protection as Section 4(f) resources and whether the provisions of
Section 4(f) would be triggered by construction of the proposed project. The Smith River
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Mary Kay Vandiver, Disirict Ranger
[IWATE], 2010
Page 2

Mational Reoreation Area (NEA) s located on publcly ovwned nabional Forest syvstem lands
within the 5ix Rivers National Forest and designated a national recreation area, qualifying it a=
eligibde for prodection under Section (1L In addyion, desegnated and developed regtralion siles
wilhin the Smith River NREA within 0.3 mile of the proposed prajed were : pelatave 1o
i requirements of Section HI, incheding Sandy Beach, Patrick Cres Patnck

{m,g'l'!'i 19 on national
CIF iMoo yemenis

improve spod locations on SR

197 and U5 1 AT cormudor ns parl of The 3TAA

netwark of tragk - i : wenild] impacts. The secondary parpass is b

enhunee safei i other large vehickes il the same spol

loscatmoe.

Heelow is a surmmary o, yect allermatives al Palnck Creck Narross Locations 1 Ge

A, the Narmou inglon Curve, the project sites located aleng US 199 withan the Sauith

River NRA

m  Patrick Marrows Location 13 This lacation is om LS 1940 Fromm post mile (P35 2035
por P 2000 abownt 2 miles east of the Grassy Flat Campgrownd. One allermative is being

consedered for this site. The exastmg roadway curve would be improved and the roadway
wild b widened 10 agccommodate i | 2-Fool-wide lanes and 4-foot shoulders, To
accommodate the widening and broader roadway curves, an approximately 330-Foollong, 6=
faot-tall retaining wall is proposed along the Fiver side of the road above a portion of the
existing steep rock-armored riverbank. Additional roadway work would include an open
graded asphalt concrete (OGAC) overlay to improve friction and traction, striping, a
centerline rumble strip, shoulder backing, and new metal-beam guardrail construction.
Existing gravel pullouts would be used as staging areas. An existing 36-inch culvert would
be replaced with a longer culvert to match the new roadway width at the inlet and outlet.
Also, two 18-inch culverts would be replaced with 24-inch culverts. No additional right-of-
way would need to be acquired at this location. Construction at this location is anticipated to
take approximately 90-100 days over one season starting in spring 2013. Right-of-way at this
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Mary Kay Vandiver, Disirict Ranger
[IWATE], 2010

Page 3

locatwon i held i permanent eéasament from the ULS, Department of Agnoualiure (LUISEA)

Forest Serviee (Forest Serviee) inclading & 1 00-fool casenpent on the cast side of LS 154 and
o 4lklood casement along the west side ol the roadway where The relaimng w
coiaifiicted

®  Patrick Creek Narrows Locwtlon X2 Thas location 15 farther ens
limmits from PA 2392 to PA 2408, Within the project limits a1 thi
the hiddle Fork Smith River Brdge. Three altematives are bei
Creek Marmows Locatson 2 the Upsiream Brdpe Replacement

Advernatave. Common leaturcs of the thees alicmatiy
widening of the existing 11-to 12-fext lanes 1o
shourlders o o widih of 4 io & Feel. To scosmn
af the project location, approxmmabely

cull slope would e neipsi

i this bocation would also inclede o OGAC
o, sknping, a cenlerhing rumble stmp, metal-heam
pting gravel amd paved pallous nearby would be used 1o

may be requiréd m the vicinity of the Middie Fork Smith River Bridge for all three proposed
aliematives al this location, The wnique featurs of each baild alemative are discussed
below.

2 Ulpstrean Brdee Repdacemend Alfermative; The Middle Fork Smith Biver Bnidge would
be replaced with a new bridge constructed at an alignment upstream of the existing
bridge. Additionally, a 400-foot-long retaining wall would be constructed on the cut slope
side of the roadway. Approximately 0.47 acre of additional permanent right-of-way
would be required at this location (Figure 3). Two bridge design options would be
evaluated for this alternative: a concrete arch bridge and a concrete box girder bridge.
After construction of the new bridge was complete, the existing bridge would be
removed. In-river work would be required at times and include diverting the Middle Fork
Smith River during bridge replacement and demolition. The options for diverting Middle
Fork Smith River flow during construction include water bladder or K-rail and gravel
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Page 4

diversion, comugaled stee] pipe localized diversion, creek diversson with dam, and culvent
amd rock diversion. Proposed water diversion techniques would be constrmct
seasomally, durmg kow river How condibions to allow comstructon ol
supparts in the charmel. Bridge replacement would regquire a irestl

siruciure wed as a work platlonm ler workers ama equapment
sirsciure that supponts the main aractune diring comstneet og.
may be supporied by columns that are placed on the mver
the live chamnsl, The debaiz containment system woakl be
falling ko the mver daring demclitson of the old bridge,
waoiald have to extend wndemeath the chls-l'lﬁg ST

e Erosma the mew bBridge. The
240 feet and transiion dissaly

e snde o the brdge Il'ml winld b appmr-:mm-:lg. L0 Feet high and MK
41, Approsamately 0% sone of sdddional permumnent rnight=ofoway

evaluated for this allemative: a concrete arch bridge and a concretde box girder brdge,
The exasting bridge would be removed ence the new bridge was i place. Simalar vo that
demcnibed for the Upstream Bridpe Beplecament Alemintive, constmiction of this
allermative would mvelve m=mver work regquinng diversion of the Mddle Fork Smath
River, a trestle, falsework, and a debris containment system. Construction of this
alternative is anticipated to take approximately 300 days over three seasons beginning in
late summer/fall 2013 and ending in late fall/winter 2015.

Q Bridge Preservation with Upsiope Retaining Wall Alternative: This alternative would
retain the existing bridge but realign the roadway on either end of the bridge to allow
large trucks to cross. An additional retaining wall/rock bolting or rock net drapery would
be constructed on the cut slope side of the highway. The retaining wall/rock bolting area
would be approximately 300 feet long and up to 100 feet high. The retaining wall or rock
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Page 5

Beodtaneg woulkd provede addstsonal widith to align barge vehicles before they cross the
marmoaw bridge, Thas alemative would pot preclude feture bridge replacemsent,
Approxmale]y 023 acre of addiional pemmanent night=ol-way would be
lacatiom, as shown an Figure 3. Constrction of this altemative is -,

approximately 230 days over thres s¢asons beginning n lats
crlmg m late fall wanter 201 5.

up o an approximate heighd of 13 feal is
may be reguired. T culvents would
existing overside drgmwauld he re
overlay Lo pmprgps

R 327 1o PM 230, One aleernatiee, with two
., sing considered for thiz site. lmprovements would
feet and provide 2-food shoulders. Roadway wideming would be
£ o the expsting cul glope. In sleape locations composed of safl
cipuipment =uch as an excavator would be wsed. Proposed ol haights

extremely rregular rock slopes are vertical or everhamging. sliver culs would be requised
Proposed cull hieights vary from 0 1o 60 feet, with an average height of 23 feet and average
dipth of 4 feel. The rock exeavation'cut limits would be established by controlbad blssting o
presplifting, which would involve dnlling closely spaced holes in the rock lace amd creating a
shear plane by setting off simultaneous charges of explosives in the holes. The results after
presplitting are a clean rock face and reduction in rock-fall potential. To excavate the cut
slope in these areas, drilling would be done by crane only where there is enough room for all
traffic to pass through a one-way reversible traffic control. Slopes that cannot be reached by
crane without blocking traffic would be drilled by other means, such as using a track-
mounted drill or drilling by hand. A 1-foot-wide paved drainage ditch would be added at the
shoulder of the road for a total paved width of 29 feet. One new culvert and drain inlet would
be constructed. Also, an existing culvert and drain inlet would be replaced to match the new
edge of pavement. In addition to roadway widening, isolated outcrops of overhanging or
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loose rock above the excavatson hmats would be statmbhized with rock bolting, Ciher works
mlisdes an overlay of new OGAC pavement 1o improve fection and irsction, & centerling
rumble stnp, and new stnping. Existimg grave] pullous nearty woulbd be used 18 slage

progect kocation. The improvements would increase the lang i of 12 feet,
O culvent o the Oregon side of the project lmaits w i
roadway, Wek would include an OGAC overlay i
replacemend of the existing metal-heam gua
strip. Construction of the improvemaenis at-thy sour|within exisling nght-sl-way

. ) m.mpmpm.:dm:l&pn;wldbt]:],
o Malurally ocoumng mshestos (MO0 has been
d it i likeky that excavated material would contain

1o dvelop a health and safety plan and test excavation malerial fon
Ao, In addition, the Comtractior would be required o lake
ures o contain and dispose of sy material that comains NOA

seasons duming 2014 and 201 5

@ Reraiatag Wall Alternative: This allemative propeses (o comstnac a retaining wall alomg
the cul slope side of the rosdway to provide sdeditional rosdway width, The wall would be
approximately 800 feet Tong. Excavation for construction of the wall would be
approximately 5,000 cubic yards. The total disturbed area would be approximately 0.6
acre. The wall height would be approximately 12 feet, but would extend to a maximum
height of 30 feet midway through the length of the wall. The vertical surface area of the
wall would be approximately 14,000 square feet. Construction of this alternative is
anticipated to take approximately 250-300 days over three seasons during 2014, 2015 and
2016.
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Section 4(f) Evaluation

The Section 417 evaluation for the proposed projpec addresses pobential impacts \
a5 aresuli of implementing the proposed project on publicly owned recreation failities within or
sdjmcent to the project sites. Dunmg preparateon of the Section 0 svalia
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working days by project kecation.
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Table 1. Freliminary Constraction Schedule Timetable with Number of Waork Days by Location
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Pratrick Cressl 0100 working
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o
dataya for BO-100
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Falrick Crses 100 working days | 100 wirking days. waHhung
Haroes Lotaton 2 wih 15-minite  |wen 16-minute | days with 15 *’1
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fof T5-100 /
wodlong Ay m
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daps _ __ ____
Washington '9""/ wu:n*' mmmwT mmmw_n-ﬁ'
Mt delays, ey, S,
mm #MI& chosures 30
oo 100 days Whideys

TR Ol SRS Pt By £ WA PO SRaTeRt RS aP TBE FOF R FATACE DS heTou B B L
o a0 Py Sl W wire.

" Manber of working days i EEDnoETeEe

Under typical one-way reversible control, a maximum of 15-30 minute delays are anticipated,
however, full road closures without detour could cause up to 1-hour delays during construction.
As indicated in Table 1, these delays could be inconvenient for visitors and would delay access
to the recreational facilities along US 199 during the construction season over a period of 5
years. In particular multiple delays could be encountered by visitors when construction is
occurring at more than one location during the same construction season. These delays would
affect visitor access to the Smith River NRA recreation sites along US 199 including day use
areas, campgrounds, trailheads, and Middle Fork Smith River access points. The Department has
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prefimananly determmed that the delay in socess Lo recreation arems within the Smith Kiver NEA
would be enough of an inconvenienss o vistlors that it would not meet the ertena for a
temporary occupancy, melaad il would comstitute a Section 40 use and meet the aremenls
fiar & ale i ¢ mpad. The Depantment may make such a Gndang only if will hawve
ne adverss offeet on the activities, features, and afinbutes of the Smi
thie Forest Bervice concurs with the de miaimis finding,.

Further, a= previoasly descnibed, implementation of the proposed
urum r.'ximlg easement held by the Ikpamm-m o a permarsent b

S-ﬁ"-m: recreation facilitics are Iun:md Ih:mn. 'lh¢ AR
from spproxemately 00X scre up to 0047 nere, as
hscattom. The Department wold submit an apr
A g the I=u1-J u-|l|1i11. gh- nr-uu. :

requiremenits for a o
o ol the lnmd imlo the

above, the Departnient may make
el on the activities, features, amd

" s ..-w:rrunl 1] r-equﬂl!ml el WItLﬂrl.ﬂ regjuiremsnts for &
luds providing the public an epportunity to review and commea
project an the Section 41 resource.

Iniplensentationof the following measures would minimizs aceess and circulation impacts
during comstnaciion

m Acoesa fo the designated amd developed recreation siles withim the Sawith River NEA will be
mainaimsd af all times during constmiction of the proposed progect

m  Construction will not occur on weekends (beginning after 3 p.m. on Fridays), designated
legal holidays, or the day preceding designated legal holidays; and the full width of the
traveled roadway will be open for use at these times by the traveling public as well as when
construction operations are not actively in progress.

m  Location specific traffic management plans will be prepared by the Department’s District
Traffic Operations staff and approved by the Department’s District Transportation
Management Plan Manager. Each plan will contain specific requirements for public noticing,
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e additional information to the public
L time Tull roadway closures, etc. The

in all media advisories

m Informesti
travelmg public

Metwork,
ey irmnn-Et
regarding
ackiress of

m Coordinati of prajects mear the prajeat lecations will be required to avold
conflicts with other progécts, This cosrdination would extend 1o other Depanment projects
and projects that maybe underishen by Del Morte Coundy and oiher agencies,

Additional avdgdainies, minmmization, sdor miligation measimes ang included i the proposed
progect for potential effects an the human, phisscal. and beolopical snvirannsent wilkin the Snuth
Biver MRA

Middle Fork Smith River

The proposed improvement to the bridge that spans the Middle Fork Smith River at the Patrick
Creek Narrows Location 2 is anticipated to involve temporary in-river work under two of the
three proposed alternatives at this location. While construction is expected to occur mainly
during the off season for the primary recreation activities such as rafting, kayaking, and fishing,
recreationists would be subject to periodic exclusions from the construction zone within the
project limits for safety reasons while bridge replacement and demolition work is occurring. The
free-flowing condition of the river would not be affected upstream or downstream of the
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comstructeon hmats necessary for bndge replacement and demolition. Withan the constructeon
limits, the temporary water diversion techndgues would divert water away firom the 1
supporis in the nver chanmel necessary Lo support the lalsework and debns conla
Becteation acivities on the faver would conlimie psream and dovwnstnea [ siracino

albowing water 1o [low downstneam of the bradge. Recreation use aff : I
ierrupled upstneam of downstnean of the lmited constnaction z
water diversion dunng low enver (low conditions, generally hetw r. aller
which the davemion would be removed from the nver, The falsew aim in plage if
comstruction of the bredge is not completed within o constructinn s¢ Aruction
season could coincide with [l of the I-nl'lir'lg. h}ali‘lg. Flifug seas i

diversion lechmigques, snd'or slope removal are in
ti vl for a safe opporbanily by pass or p
Brecause the hoidge reply !

ol b temporary (i less than the time needed for
; d there shisuld be no change In ownership of the lamd.
anticipated to lake approxmmately 250 1o 360 working days over a
beginnimg i sunmser Tall 3003 and lastmg throwgh Lade fall winter
constnaction has been completed at this sile cach season, Tull use of the
pan activities within the project construction limins (fishing, kavaking, and
rafting) would resumme. Dhering comstruction recmestion use of the mver would not be
miermapted upstream or downstream of 1he himited constrsction zone because the nver would
b temiporarily diverted, allowing water to flow downstream of the bridge. Bamers would be
illowed 1o portage arcundd the constmction area on a emporary basas For safety reasons, m
the event weather conditions allow the construction and boating season to coincide.
Construction activities would not require a change in ownership of the lands adjacent to the
river.

m  The scope of work must be minor (i.e., both the nature and magnitude of the changes to
the Section 4[f] property are minimal). Any diversion techniques in the river channel
would be constructed seasonally with the exception of the bridge falsework. The bridge
falsework would remain in place if construction of the bridge is not completed within one
construction season. The banks or channel of the river would not be permanently altered. All
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construction debns would be removed and dysturbed arcas wounld be restored tooa nsural
setting with re-prading. erosion control, amd revepetation of disturbed arcas,

interference with the profecied activithes, fevtures, oF attr
elither & temporary or permanent basis. %o permanent adve
miver are anticipated as a resull of the comstruction activities al thns logatige Tonpogary and
1hiin 1o speckic

EIR'EA. If kayakers of raflers are nmning the mver whils ¢o
swoaildd b :-..'quilcd LN LB Y arousnd the area whera bp
remrrval. of water diversion techniquees ang o<oum
diveried, as deserbed abheve, slloaimg waler i
activilbes o0 Uhe miver toe contimie, inchudi
comalmuctian zond

ke retuwrmed foa

the project ). Any

] e b consiretion season his
Avon of the bradge i nat completed

of the nver woukd not be permanemiy

and disturbed arcas would be restored 10 &

i ment of the officlalis) with jurtsdiction over the
rding the above comditions. This ketter has boon prepared for

As deseribed above, the temporary accupancy of the Middle Fork Sminh River would maeet all of
e criteria cutlined in 23 CFR 774, 11d).

Findings

This letter has been prepared for your signature of agreement regarding the following findings
for the Smith River NRA and Middle Fork Smith River.

m  The Section 4(f) use of the Smith River NRA as a result of the delay in access to the
recreation areas over a 3-year construction period at multiple sites on US 199 and
incorporation of 0.23—0.47 acre into the roadway right-of-way at Patrick Creek Narrows
Location 2 would not result in a permanent adverse effect on any of the recreation areas
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within the Smuth Biver NHA or the protected activities, features, or afinbutes For which the
Smnith River NEA is eligible for protection under Section 41 and

m The temporary constraction-related efTects on the Maddle Fork Smith Bager a'the Patrick
Creck Namows Lecation 2 would nod have a diredl or sdverse ¢ffegron aluee for which
the hliddle Fork Smith River was designated a Wild and Scemic Hiver.

We have gremly apprecinted the cooperation of the Six Rivers Natignal Fof it im the planming
and envrronmantal evaluation of this project amd look forvand fo contimsed goasallation ansd
sovrdination, Vour agresmsnl with the above conglisions abowl the provisias of Saction 4(0)
dies nal 1n any way remove the Deparimsnl s responsib [ e pebilemligd efldcts on
cultural o natusal resources, such as water quality, wi i d ppdvogd tress
national forest lands purswant to NEP A the Endang . ke Clean Water Aet, the
Wild and Scemc Rivers Act, and odher appd)

Please imdicste yoal it Tndlinee o ] sigming heloaw and
relamang thas 1 Depatmeent of Transporiateon

Drstrict 1, PO

Mary kay Vandiver
Dstrict Kan
Smith Biver Nan

H':mu have anb guesti

Date:

would like to discuss this further, please call me at 07 4456600,

Sineerely,

kevin Church

Project Manager

California Department of Transportation District 1
Enclosures: Figures 1 through 5

cc: Kim Hayler, Environmental Coordinator, California Department of Transportation District 1
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[BATE], 2010

Mary kay Vanshiver

Drstrict Banger, Smuith River National Becreation Arca
Six Kivers Nahonal Forest

PO B 328

Cinsgquet, CA 955430228

Subject: Wikl and Scenic River Consuliation for the 1971940 Safe 5,
More Counly

Drear s, Vandiver:

The Califiormia
improvemems
reclasily
metwork. Ak

Svelem as w

vibem. The sepment that borders the
project area) the ! d as “Recveational ™ Section Sdy 1) of
e Wild andl S¢ 4 . pes o comsider the potential for naticnal
wild, soemic) and e A arcas in all planmimg For the use and development of water and
related land freso 2 it o i conmultation is to establish whether or not the

proposed prisect beérse effect on the free-Mowing charactenstics of the Smih
River aml'of the alier the miver segment ‘s shilily to meel the Recreational designation
it e heokds,

Constrisis o 197 1949 Bafe ¥TAA Access Project (proposed project ) would use federal

fureds admi red by the Federal Highway Administration (FHW A). Az a result. conplisce
with the Natiomal Environmental Policy Aot (NEPA) i required. Through delegation of authory
bw the FHW A Delegation Filot Program ashonzed under the Safe, Accountable, Flexible,
Efficiont Transporiation Egquity Ad: A Legacy for Usears (SAFETEA=LLU ), the Depantiment is the
NEPA leadd ageney For preparation of il drafl awvisosmental document for the proposed project
In accordmee with NEP A the Departeent 18 preparmg an covvironmental assessmend (EA) 1o
assess potential environmental effects resulting from the proposed project. The Department is
also the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) lead agency for the proposed project and
is preparing an environmental impact report (EIR) in accordance with this act.

As part of the NEPA process, the Department is required to consult with the designated river
managing agencies. Five project locations are located along US 199 on national forest lands
within the Smith River National Recreation Area (NRA) near the Middle Fork Smith River
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(Figure 11 In addstson, two proped locatsons are located along SE 197 near the mam stem of the
Smith Bliver. Following is a description of project activiies for each propect location

Project Description

The Departmen is proposing to constrsct roadway improvemenis a
[hel Borte County fo reclassily these romes as part of the 8TAA R
roadway improvement propod is compeosed of seven project bocati uby 1,
Ruby 2, Patnck Creek Xarrows | Locateons 1 1o 3), the Namoss, ‘e | Frgure
1} The Buby 1 and 3 sites ane located along 5K 197 in Del County 'k Crieck Narrows

Torest lamds withiam the Smaith Biver NRA a5 shown
improvemens melede lane- and shoubder-wideni

increased, as would sight 3 improve
spol bocations on SR -l the SE 197118 199 cormidor as
part of the 5T A i . iz i | impacts. The
secondary purpose i 1o enhance W = [y 1 ck=, and other large

Project

Peelow is as
through 3, the N

ot aliematives af Paimck Creck Marrows Locations 1
mglon Curve sfle—ihe five project siles kcated along

15 159 wiikhi
® Patrick € s Laocation 1z This location is on LS 199 from post mile (FM) 205
to 209, iles cast of the Grasay Flat Campgronnd. One allemative i being

this sile, The existing rosdway curve woukld be improved ard the roadway
woald be widened 1o accommodate twa 1 2-Ffoot-wide lanes and 4-foot shoulders. Ta
accommesdate the widening and broader roadway curves, an approximately 330-Fool-long, 6
foodstall retaining wall i proposed along the nver side of the road above a portion of 1he
existing steep rock-ammored niverbank, Additional roadway work would inclade an open
graded asphalt concrete (OGAC) overlay to improve friction and traction, striping, a
centerline rumble strip, shoulder backing, and new metal-beam guardrail construction.
Existing gravel pullouts would be used as staging areas. An existing 36-inch culvert would
be replaced with a longer culvert to match the new roadway width at the inlet and outlet.
Also, two 18-inch culverts would be replaced with 24-inch culverts. Construction at this
location is anticipated to take approximately 70 days over one season starting in spring 2013.
Right-of-way at this location is held in permanent easement from U.S. Forest Service (Forest
Service), including a 100-foot easement on the east side of US 199 and a 400-foot easement
along the west side of the roadway where the retaining wall would be constructed. No
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ackditional nght-of=way would need 1o be acquared al thes locatyon. Construction of this
aliemative & anticipated to lake approximately $0-100 days over one season beginmang in
spring 2003,

®  Patrick Creek Narrows Location 22 This location is farther cast
limits firom PR 2392 o 2408, Withen the progect limsts af this lok
miver via the Middle Fork Sawith River Bridge. Three altiemativ iiggrboisadergd for
Patrck Creck Marrows Localion 2: the Upstream Bndge Repla ! -
Dvwrsiream Hradpe Replacement Allemative, and Hndpe
Retaming Wall Alermative, Commeon featares of the thres alldfmatives d realign and
widien the existing 11- te 12-Fool lanes e st least 12 0 i 'n.'a.hc{u::'- ldgtrs 1o &

wighth of 4 to 8 feet. To accommodats the widen ilq project

locaison, approximasdely 20,000 cubic vards of curl slope would
be required. Rock excavation would ex
NS PRGN imate

1w asAnsd
1, O tier, andl 'or

v b expected after
ay be needed. This could
el anca at roasdway level Ome
e replaced 1o maich the new
alse inclode an (AC overlay 1o
a centetiine nemible sirip, metal-beam goardrail, and
pavied pullouts nearby wouwld be used bo stage

A al this location s 100 Feet lell and right of the centerlineg and is
senfl from thee Forest Service. However, an expansion of the casement
the vicamity of the Middle Fork Smith River Bridge for all three

kield 1

@ Ulpirrean Bridge Replocemenr Alrermarive: The Middle Fork Smyith River Bridge would
b replaced with a mew bridge construcied af am alignment upsiream of the existing
bridge. Additionally, a 400-foot-long retaining wall would be constructed on the cut sfope
side of the roadway. Approximately 0.47 acre of additional permanent right-of-way
would be required at this location, as shown on Figure 3. Two bridge design options
would be evaluated for this alternative: a concrete arch bridge and a concrete box girder
bridge. After construction of the new bridge, the existing bridge would be removed. In-
river work would be required at times and include diverting the Middle Fork Smith River
during bridge replacement and demolition. The options for diverting Middle Fork Smith
River flow during construction include water bladder or K-rail and gravel diversion,
corrugated steel pipe localized diversion; creek diversion with dam; and culvert and rock

Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment June 2010
197/199 Safe STAA Access Project 4-26



Chapter 4. Comments and Coordination

Ma. Mary hay Vandives
[IWATE], 2010

Page 4

diversion. Brndge replacement would require a trestle (or pad areated m the nverbed),
fabsework, and a debris conainment sysiem. The tresile and Talsework mav e supporied

during demelition nf r.h.. ol bnidge. '.I'hc debris »:nnllmmv.'ma T ‘et entend
undermeath the exmsimg bndee and svould hkely requine su

dircctly adjscent to the old bridge would be rcmm\‘d and
pu"[lurl i.i' 1|'||. l.!lld |l.:l:|l\'| ay waoiald b ldall-ﬂl fisr

ali.1.'|.' wiuld also requre o refomang swall on the Cregon
al would be approxinsately 10 fect high and 200 feet long ( Figure 45
acre of addiional permanent righl-of-way would be required i thas

the new bridge is i place. Simils to the descrption for the Upstream Bridpge
Beplacement Altermative above, construction of this altemative would invelve in-river
work requinng diversion of the AMiddle Fork Smith Biver, s trestle, Falsework, snd n
dehres conlammmiend system for remaoval of the existing bndge, Constnaction of thas
alternative 1s anticipated to take approximately 300 days over three seasons, beginning n
late summer/fall 2013 and ending in late fall/winter 20135.

Q Bridge Preservation with Upslope Retaining Wall Alternative: This alternative would
retain the existing bridge but realign the roadway on either end of the bridge to allow
large trucks to cross. An additional retaining wall/rock bolting or rock net drapery would

' A trestle is a temporary elevated structure used as a work platform for workers and equipment. Falsework is the
temporary structure that supports the main structure during construction.
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e constructed on the cul slope side of the ighway, The retainmg wall'rock boltimg arca
warald be approximately 300 et long amd up to 100 Feet high. The retaining wall or rock
beeditaneg, woulkd provade addsonal widih to align large vehicles belore they
arrow bridge. Thas alemative would poll preclude feture bridge rg

approximately 230 days over thiee seasons, beginning m lat
cndimg m late fall winter 201 5.

®  Patrick Creek Narrows Locathon ¥ Approximstely 1.5 rn-ilg-:mt of,
Marrows Localion 2 oon U5 199 the progect lmals al tha
Only one altemative is bsing corsidercd ot this
merease (he shouwlder widih o 4 feei on both ss
that runs through the projea lmit. To

pile foundsisoen

wigth and s would aleo includs an
CHEAL o strip, maetnl-beam
guasdrail, il b s B0 stage equaprsnl.
The righd=g Fowan food casement along both sides of
LS 199, H ; I 1 1 wil B hee acguired from a prvate parcel
Beginning|i L i i Toeation is anticipated 10 take spproximately
S0-Tib dayy

& arinabed betwesn Painck Creck Namows Loceations 1 amd
1g from PAL I T to 23,0, One allermative, with two construction-
melhod sednanos, is béng considered for ths sile. Improvements would inereane lane widths
b 12 fot gl jpe ¢ Tl shoubilers, Roadway widening would be accomplished by

cepupment such as an excavator would be used. Proposed cat heaghts range from 0 6o 13 fet,
with an average height of 10 feet and average depth of 4 feel. Where extremee |y sregular rock
slopes ane vemical of overhanging, sliver cuts would be requared. Proposed ot heighis vary
from O to 60 feet, with an average height of 25 feel and average depth of 4 feet. The rock
excavation/cut Iimits would be established by controlled blasting or presphitting, which
would involve drilling closely spaced holes in the rock face and creating a shear plane by
setting off simultaneous charges of explosives in the holes. The results after presplitting are a
clean rock face and reduction in rock-fall potential. To excavate the cut slope in these areas,
drilling would be done by crane only where there is enough room for all traffic to pass
through a one-way reversible traffic control. Slopes that cannot be reached by crane without
blocking traffic would be drilled by other means, such as using a track-mounted drill or
drilling by hand. A 1-foot-wide paved drainage ditch would be added at the shoulder of the
road for a total paved width of 29 feet. One new culvert and drain inlet would be constructed.
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Adso, an existing culvert and draan imbal would be replaced o maich the new edges of

pavemsnt. In sddition to roadway widening. solated outerops of overhangimg of loose rock
aboye the excavateon hmis swoald be stabilied wath rock boliing, Cther work
awerlay of new OGAC pavernenl Lo mmprove fnction and iracion, a ce
and new stniping. Exesting gravel pullouts nearby would be used o

Comstruction of the improvements al the Mammows sile would oo

the '|r|:.1hl-q.'d |'lrl.1_|ch.1 ﬂ'n. n.1|-..1||:d!|1. =] hn.‘ll.ni l.'u.:ru1-|.|
progect koecation. The improvements would inere
e culverd on the Oregon side of the project |
roadway. Wk would include an O30 A
existing meial-beany g i i
I L g menl Thal axtemnds
line. Existing gravel
each build altermative are

Lpeenisd fo develop a healih amd safety plan and fest excavation malerial

; ing construction. In addition, the Comtractor would be required o 1ake
appropiate measuses (o contain and dispose of @y matenial that comiains NOA
Constmuction of this alemative i anticipaied Lo lake approximately 1 30 days over bawo
seaaons dusming 2014 and 2015,

U Reraining Wall Alternative: This alternative proposes to construct a retaining wall along
the cut slope side of the roadway to provide additional roadway width. The wall would be
approximately 800 feet long. Excavation for construction of the wall would be
approximately 5,000 cubic yards. The total disturbed area would be approximately 0.6
acre. The wall height would be approximately 12 feet but extend to a maximum height of
30 feet midway through the length of the wall. The vertical surface area of the wall would
be approximately 14,000 square feet. Construction of this alternative is anticipated to take
approximately 250-300 days over three seasons during 2014, 2015, and 2016.
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Results

nyer

The proposed propect would ol mvolyve comstruction in the bed or on the banks -.1l'
| and 3. or

(helow the ordinary high water mark [OHWA]) at Patrick Crock Narrows
the Narrows and W ashangton Curve siles on LS 199, As such, il does miol a
implementation of the proposed improvements o these four progect ldcatio
silverse effect on the free-flowing charactanistics of the mver and'or lhe
segmeent s ability 1o meet the recreational critenia it row hadds,

However, as noted, implementation of the proposed improvemsnis to the
River Bradge an Patrick Creck Mammows Location 2 wou
helow the CBHWA, under two of the bauald alamntiv

description of the amicipated effeats on ihe free-11
the Muddle Fork Smath River.

cprnging m late summer fall 2013 and
Aol the Middle Fork

s andicipated bo lake
replacemsent alicmatives, a now
downstream of the existmg bridge

PE T "rldn.
alignamenil upsing

e riverbank amd oetside the OHWAL The
cut ofF flush ot the grousd surface, Therefore, no pemaanent
nver chammel thal woubd alter the Frec-Mowing nalume

svatem. The tresthe and Galsework may be supportad by columns placed

% o may have supporis m ihe live chanmel that swould require water
divermion. The propesed waber dhvervon lechmgues would be constrted seanomally, dunng
b miveer Mow conditions.  The bndge falsework would remasn in place if constroction of The
bridge is nod completed within one consincion season.

'The debris containment system would be required to prevent debris trom talling into the river
during demolition of the old bridge. The debris containment system would have to extend
underneath the existing bridge and would likely require supports in the river channel that
would involve water diversion. The free-flowing condition of the river would not be affected
upstream or downstream of the construction limits necessary for bridge replacement and
demolition. Within the construction limits, the temporary water diversion techniques would
divert water away from the temporary supports in the river channel necessary to support the
falsework and debris containment system. The temporary supports and diversion techniques
would be removed once the bridge demolition has been accomplished. The banks or channel
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ol the mver woubd not be alterad. All comstruction debrs woubd be remsoved and the site
willd be restored to a nataral setting with regrading. erosion control, and reve
disturbed arcas. Construction al this localyon = anticipated bo lake ap o three
eroded previoasly, Whils temporary diversion of the fiver would be
existing brvdge, the frec-Tlowang mature of the niver would not b alkred

has been completed.

The Bridge Preservation with Upslope Betamng Wall Altematibe w

work. This altemative would retan the existing brvdge but w |.T‘uj.l real
either end of the bridge to allow larges trucks 1o cross, [n additjon, this
r-..'quln. cotstnsdion of a |-d.1|1|1|i,&, wall ar feck bollang
existing bridge, This alemative would net precl
alier ihe free-Mowing nature of The river

travilers
refninmg v
roadway ¢

alsa exisl throughowt the

Anon astivabies can be e xpected

fram th A would he incorporaied mio ihe

relammg % Trees and vegetabion would also be

rermvved ahd disp sl Measures meluded inobe EIREA would
i i s o Thae sefting of the river,

expected e alter the Fver segment s akdlity 1o mamiain the "mwarid'm'g rernarkabile™ valise
for the anadromous fishery it vy hodds,

w  Recreationdal desteaaiion of the Middle Fork Sruck Biver: Dunng construction s Patnick
Creek Narrows Location 2, recreationists would be excluded from the construction zone
within the project limits for safety reasons while bridge replacement and demolition work is
occurring. Access to the river for recreational activities outside the limited construction zone
would be maintained at all times throughout the construction period of the proposed project.
Recreation activities on the river would continue upstream and downstream of the
construction limits because the river would be temporarily diverted within the construction
limits only, allowing water to flow downstream of the bridge. Recreation use of the river
would not be interrupted upstream or downstream of the limited construction zone. The
construction season could coincide with part of the fishing, kayaking, and rafting season
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duramg the Fall amd the wimter semsons. I boaters are present af the same Time thatl in-water

sk, diversion techniqess and'or slope removal ane in place. il is anticipated thal boaters
would need o portage around the constrsction arca for saliety reasons Recrealyipal activities
aib the mver within the construction limits would resume afber cach consie raon has
endid and diversion lechmiques im the chanegl are removed. Implep Tilat 1dge
priservation allemative is nod expeded to requine im-waler work gr dive Julics,

alibugh blasting may bs rnquir.:d ail could affect recreational fetivi A hunrdngmn.
Trallic delays on U'S 199 are anticipaled durng construction segsones 1
avET a p-rri-.}ul of & years, In pasticular maltipls drl:.:n. wuldh

These delays would interfere with public acocss o1 Feallon silés an
or accessed from LS 199, mcluding Middle Fork St i afed abiove,

comsimuction activities ai thas location are amiscigiated io tak e B afiomn
apperiumbies along the river would resug : | i alrick Creck Mamows
]m.ilfmihul'mm ; : W . 1l ks B meet the
recreational ] 1

5 § sok Marvows Localion 2
wondd nol havg a 1 aractenstics af the Middle Fork
Emith River m i yoof 5 abilsly to meet its ourreni
Recreatiomal 1

As the respone management agency for the Middle Fork Smidh Biver
within the Smith Ri M sling your wrilten determination that the proposed
project will Wikd and Scenic River designation of the Smith River
Please sensd ¥

Chisch, Project Manage
omia Depantment of Transponation Disra 1
P00 Bax 3700
Fureka, CA 955¥2-3704

We have greatly appreciated the cooperation of the Six Rivers Mational Forest m the plarming
and environmenial evaluation of this propesed progect and look forward 1o continised
consultation and coordination. If you have any questions or would like to discuss this further,
please call me at 707/445-6600.

Sincerely,
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Ma. Mary hay Vandives
[IWATE], 2010

Page 10

kevin Church

Progect Manager

Califormia Departmem of Transporiation Distric 1 /
Enclosures: Figures | through 3 ||

wo: ki Hayler, Environmsmlal Coondinator, Califomia Department/oll Tiansposiation Eastrnct |

L

H,./’l

L
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STATE OF CALIFORNMIA e Brzniold Sehwarzenegger, Govemor

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364

SACRAMENTO, CA 96814

(916) 853-4082

(916) 657-5380 - Fax

November 4, 2008

Tina Pitsenberger

ICF Jones & Stokes

630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 85814

RE: Proposed Caltrans 199/187 STAA Highway Projects; Del Norte Courty.

Sent By Fax: (216) 737-3030
Pages Sent: 2

Dear Ms. Pitsenberger:

A record search af the Sacred Lands File indicates the prasence of Native American cultural resources in
the viginity of your project that may be impacted (Mun-sto-me, Hiouchi USGS Quadrangle, a known archaeological
site, GA-DNO-36 in Del Norte County and Walker Flat, also Houchi USGS Quadrangle). Please contact Loren
Brommelyn 180 China Creek Gt., Grescent City, Ca 95531, telephone number (707) 484-1 665 1o determine if your
project will impact these sites. Also aftached is the Native American Contact ligt for Del Norte County.

The presence or absence of specific site information in the Sacred Lands File does not indicate the absence
of other cultural resources in any project area. Other sources of information regarding cuttural resources in your
project area should also be contacted for information regarding known and racorded sites. | suggest you consult with
all of those on the accompanying Native American Contacts list, if they cannot supply information, they might
recommend others with specific knowledge about cuttural resources in your project area. If a response has not bsen
receivad within two weeks of notification, the Commission requests that you follow-up with a telephong ¢all 1o ensure
that the project information has been received.

If you receive notification of change of addresses and phone numbers from any these individuals or groups,

please notify me. With your assistance we are able 1o assure that our lists contain current information. If you have
any questions or need additional Information, please contact me at (916) 653-4040.

Sincerely,

][50‘17 Sanedee

Katy Sanchez
Program Analyst

LALIVER
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Elk Valley Rancheria of Smith River Tolowa
Dale Miller, Chairperson
2332 Howland Hill Road
Crescent City , CA 955631
dmiller@elk-valley.com
(707) 464-4680

(707) 464-4519

Tolowa

Smith River Rancheria of California
ara Brundin-Miller, Chairparson

140 Rowdy Creek Road Tolowa

Smith River » CA 95567

kara.miller@tolowa-nsn.gov

(707) 487-9255

(707) 487-0930 Fax

‘Melochundum Band of Tolowa Indians
P.0. Box 388 Tolowa

Fort Dick » CA 95538

mith River Rancheria of California
Russ Crabtree, Tribal Administrator
140 Rowdy Creek Road Tolowa
Smith River » CA 95567
stindian@gta.net

(707) 487-9255
(707) 487-0930 FAX

[ Locen Bromme lyn
V180 bhina breed bt
Crescentbity,ca 9553 |
(70D 464— 1005

This list Iz current only as of the date of this dogument.

Caltrans 199/197 STAA highway Prajects; Del Norte County.

Native American Contacts
Del Norte County
November 3, 2008

Bistribution of this list does not relleve any person of statutory responsibliity as defined In Section 7050.5 of the Health and
Safety Code, Section 5087.94 of the Public Resources Cade and Sectlon 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list Iz only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with ragard to cultural resources for the praposed

Nanv

LRV

Elk Valley Rancheria of Smith River Tolowa
/ Glen Gary, Tribal Administrator

2332 Howland Hill Road

Crescent City . GA 95531

tgoodman@elk-valley.com

(707) 464-4680

(707) 464-4519 Fax

Tolowa

}lk Valiey Rancheria of Smith River Tolowa

John Green, Cultural & Natural Resources Commitiee
2332 Howland Hill Road
Crescent City . CA 95531
(707) 464-4680
(707) 464-4519 Fax

Tolowa

Elk Valley Rancheria of Smith River Tolowa
/Shannon Tushingham, THPO

2332 Howland Hill Road

Crescent City . CA 95831

(707) 464-4680

(707) 464-4519 Fax

Tolowa

Smith River Rancheria of California THPO
/Suntayea Steinruck

140 Rowdy Creek Road

Smith River

(707) 487-9255

(707) 487-0930 Fax

Tolowa
, CA 95567
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ICF 5o

an ICF International Company

November 10, 2008

Loren Brommelyn
180 China Creek Court
Crescent City, CA 95531

Subject: SR 197/US 199 STAA Project

Dear Ms.Brommelyn:

I obtained your name from the Native American Heritage Commission in order to inform you of the
Caltrans State Route 197/U.S. Highway 199 STAA Improvements Project. The NAHC suggested you as a
contact person regarding whether or not the project will impact site CA-DNO-36.

The project includes improvements on Routes 197 and 199 in Del Norte County to allow classification of
the routes as part of the California STAA truck route network. These projects are located in five locations
along Routes 197 and 199: Ruby 1, Ruby 2, Patrick Creek, The Narrows and Washington Curve. The
enclosed map indicates the project locations.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. Please do not hesitate to call me if you have any questions
or concerns.

Sincerely,

%ZWW

Tina Pitsenberger
Project Coordinator

Project Area Map enclosed

630 K Street, Suite 400w Sacramento, CA 95814 wwe—" 916.737.3000 we~— 916.737.3030 fax s icficom we-— jonesandstokes.com
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ICF 5k

an ICF International Company

November 10, 2008

Smith River Rancheria of California
Russ Crabtree, Tribal Administrator
140 Rowdy Creek Road
Smith River, CA 95567

-Subject: SR 197/US 199 STAA Project

Dear Mr. Crabtree:

1 obtained your name from the Native American Heritage Commission in order to inform you of the
Caltrans State Route 197/U.S. Highway 199 STAA Improvements Project. The project includes
improvements on Routes 197 and 199 in Del Norte County to allow classification of the routes as part of
the California STAA truck route network. These projects are located in five locations along Routes 197
and 199: Ruby 1, Ruby 2, Patrick Creek, The Narrows and Washington Curve. The enclosed map
indicates the project locations.

We are secking information from Native American representatives in the area regarding the existence of

sites within the project area. Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. Please do not hesitate to call
me if you have any questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

Tina Pitsenberger
Project Coordinator

Project Area Map enclosed

630 K Street, Suite 400 swe—— Sacramento, CA 85814 wmw—— §16.737.3000 e 916.737.3030 fax we—— jcfi.com wm=— jonesandstokes.com
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ICF 5

an ICF international Company

November 10, 2008

Melochundum Band of Tolowa
P.O. Box 388
Fort Dick, CA 95538

Subject: SR 197/US 199 STAA Project

Dear Sir or Madam:

1 obtained your name from the Native American Heritage Commission in order to inform you of the
Caltrans State Route 197/U.S. Highway 199 STAA Improvements Project. The project includes
improvements on Routes 197 and 199 in Del Norte County to allow classification of the routes as part of
the California STAA truck route network. These projects are located in five locations along Routes 197
and 199: Ruby 1, Ruby 2, Patrick Creek, The Narrows and Washington Curve. The enclosed map
indicates the project locations.

We are seeking information from Native American representatives in the area regarding the existence of

sites within the project area. Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. Please do not hesitate to call
me if you have any questions or concerns.

Sincerely, N

L ltsibage.

Tina Pitsenberger
Project Coordinator

Project Area Map enclosed

630 K Street, Suite 400 == Sacramento, CA 95814 ws=—— 916.737.3000 w==——" 916.737.3030 fax we=——"icfi.com wm=~=—"jonesandstokes.com
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ICFLss

an ICF International Company

November 10, 2008

Shannon Tushingham, THPO

Elk Valley Rancheria of Smith River Tolowa
2332 Howland Hill Road

Crescent City, CA 95531

Subject: SR 197/US 199 STAA Project

Dear Shannon Tushingham:

I obtained your name from the Native American Heritage Commission in order to inform you of the
Caltrans State Route 197/U.S. Highway 199 STAA Improvements Project. The project includes
improvements on Routes 197 and 199 in Del Norte County to allow classification of the routes as part of
the California STAA truck route network. These projects are located in five locations along Routes 197
and 199: Ruby 1, Ruby 2, Patrick Creek, The Narrows and Washington Curve. The enclosed map
indicates the project locations. :

We are seeking information from Native American representatives in the area regarding the existence of
sites within the project area. Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. Please do not hesitate to call
me if you have any questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

/),

Tina Pitsenberger
Project Coordinator

<
)

Project Area Map enclosed

630 K Street, Suite 400 wew——Sacramento, CA 95814 = $16.737.3000 e 916.737.3030 fax wme—— icficom m=—— jonesandstokes.com
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ICF ¢

an ICF International Company

November 10, 2008

Smith River Rancheria of California
Kara Brundin-Miller, Chairperson
140 Rowdy Creek Road

Smith River, CA 95567

Subject: SR 197/US 199 STAA Project

Dear Ms. Brundin-Miller:

1 obtained your name from the Native American Heritage Commission in order to inform you of the
Caltrans State Route 197/U.S. Highway 199 STAA Improvements Project. The project includes
improvements on Routes 197 and 199 in Del Norte County to allow classification of the routes as part of
the California STAA truck route network. These projects are located in five locations along Routes 197
and 199: Ruby 1, Ruby 2, Patrick Creek, The Narrows and Washington Curve. The enclosed map
indicates the project locations.

We are seeking information from Native American representatives in the area regarding the existence of
sites within the project area. Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. Please do not hesitate to call
me if you have any questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

%Z/W

Tina Pitsenberger
Project Coordinator

Project Area Map enclosed

630 K Street, Suite 400 s Sacramento, CA 95814 s~ 916.737.3000 we=— 916.737.3030 fax ew=—— icfi.com e jonesandstokes.com
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ICF 5

an ICF international Company

November 10, 2008

Smith River Rancheria of California THPO
Suntayea Steinruck

140 Rowdy Creek Road

Smith River, CA 95567

Subject: SR 197/US 199 STAA Project

Dear Ms. Steinruck:

I obtained your name from the Native American Heritage Commission in order to inform you of the
Caltrans State Route 197/U.S. Highway 199 STAA Improvements Project. The project includes
improvements on Routes 197 and 199 in Del Norte County to allow classification of the routes as part of
the California STAA truck route network. These projects are located in five locations along Routes 197
and 199: Ruby 1, Ruby 2, Patrick Creek, The Narrows and Washington Curve. The enclosed map
indicates the project locations.

We are seeking information from Native American representatives in the area regarding the existence of
sites within the project area. Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. Please do not hesitate to call
me if you have any questions or concerns.

Sincerely, .

WM%

Tina Pitsenberger
Project Coordinator

Project Area Map enclosed

630 K Street, Suite 400 w—" Sacramento, CA 85814 ww— §16.737.3000 ww=———" 916.737.3030 fax s=—" icfi.com =" jonesandstokes.com
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ICF &iox:

an ICF International Company

November 10, 2008

Dale Miller, Chairperson
Elk Valley Rancheria of Smith River Tolowa
2332 Howland Hill Road
Crescent City, CA 95531

Subject: SR 197/US 199 STAA Project

Dear Mr. Miller:

I obtained your name from the Native American Heritage Commission in order to inform you of the
Caltrans State Route 197/U.S. Highway 199 STAA Improvements Project. The project includes
improvements on Routes 197 and 199 in Del Norte County to allow classification of the routes as part of
the California STAA truck route network. These projects are located in five locations along Routes 197
and 199: Ruby 1, Ruby 2, Patrick Creek, The Narrows and Washington Curve. The enclosed map
indicates the project locations.

We are seeking information from Native American representatives in the area regarding the existence of
sites within the project area. Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. Please do not hesitate to call
me if you have any questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

Tina Pitsenberger
Project Coordinator

Project Area Map enclosed

630 K Street, Suite 400 == Sacramento, CA 95814 me=— 916,737.3000 we— 916.737.3030 fax we—" icfi.com s jonesandstokes.com
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ICF &5

an ICF International Company

November 10, 2008

Glen Gary, Tribal Administrator

Elk Valley Rancheria of Smith River Tolowa
2332 Howland Hill Road

Crescent City, CA 95531

Subject: SR 197/US 199 STAA Project

Dear Mr. Gary:

I obtained your name from the Native American Heritage Commission in order to inform you of the
Caltrans State Route 197/U.S. Highway 199 STAA Improvements Project. The project includes
improvements on Routes 197 and 199 in Del Norte County to allow classification of the routes as part of
the California STAA truck route network. These projects are located in five locations along Routes 197
and 199: Ruby 1, Ruby 2, Patrick Creek, The Narrows and Washington Curve. The enclosed map
indicates the project locations.

We are secking information from Native American representatives in the area regarding the existence of
sites within the project area. Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. Please do not hesitate to call
me if you have any questions or concerns.

Sincerely, .

Dtudipi.

Tina Pitsenberger
Project Coordinator

Project Area Map enclosed

630 K Street, Suite 400 s~ Sacramento, CA 95814 s $16.737.3000 s 976.737.3030 fax s icfi.com me=—— jonesandstokes.com
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- ICF &

an ICF Internationat Company

November 10, 2008

John Green, Cultural & Natural Resources Committee
Elk Valley Rancheria of Smith River Tolowa

2332 Howland Hill Road

Crescent City, CA 95531

Subject: SR 197/US 199 STAA Project

Dear Mr. Green:

I obtained your name from the Native American Heritage Commission in order to inform you of the
Caltrans State Route 197/U.S. Highway 199 STAA Improvements Project. The project includes
improvements on Routes 197 and 199 in Del Norte County to allow classification of the routes as part of
the California STAA truck route network. These projects are located in five locations along Routes 197
and 199: Ruby 1, Ruby 2, Patrick Creek, The Narrows and Washington Curve. The enclosed map
indicates the project locations.

We are seeking information from Native American representatives in the area regarding the existence of

sites within the project area. Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. Please do not hesitate to call
me if you have any questions or concerns. i

Sincerely, .
Tina Pitsenberger
Project Coordinator

Project Area Map enclosed

630 K Street, Suite 400 s Sacramento, CA 95814 s~ 916.737.3000 m=— 816,737.3030 fax e icficom =" jonesandstokes.com
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[DATE], 2010

Ed Fulton

Building Parks Mamtenance Superinbendent
Drell Morte Cownty Parks Depariment

Habl) h Street, Sune 11

Creseent Cily, CA 93531

¥ Salle Surface
oy

mapealion

A
'x_/J

proposing 1o constmct

Rubject:  Section (1) Concumence Request for the 14
Assistance Act Acoess Project, Del N

[rear N, Fubon:

; . ;i ELrAlin :FH"-"u'.-"u.]. Ax g result, |.'l.1||'|:|1-]|:1|:¢
with the MNati irpnmeital Policy Act 1"'- EFA) is required. Through delegation of ambority

by the FH W Program authonsed under the Sale, Accountable, Flexible,
Efficient T ity Ael A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LL, the Department is the
MEPA leasd ps aration of the drall snvironmental docamiemt for the proposed progect
In asconda the Departicnd is prepaning an cavironmental sscssment (EA) to
dandad pobé apacnlal ellects resnlmg from the proposed prajedt. The Dépatment i

also The Caljfiprriia Environmental Chaaldy Act (CECUA) bead agency For the proposed project and
in preparing an cavironmental impact repon (EIR )

As pant of the NEPA provess, the Department is requared 1o proparne documentation required by
Section 40 of the U5, Department of Transporiation Act, refermad o herein as the Seation 310
evaluation, Sectwon H 1), codified i federal laow 1 the United States Code (LUSC), Tile 14,
Section 303, declares that “[ijt is the policy of the United States Government that special effort
should be made to preserve the natural beauty of the countryside and public park and recreation
lands, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and historic sites.”

Public parks, recreation areas, and facilities within 0.5 mile of the proposed project were
identified to determine whether they qualify for protection as Section 4(f) resources and whether
the provisions of Section 4(f) would be triggered by construction of the proposed project. The
public parks and recreation areas considered in this evaluation include all neighborhood, city,
regional, state, and federal recreation resources in the project area.
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Ed Fulton, Building Parks Mamicnance Supermtonden
[FATE], 2014
Page 2

Project Description

The Depasiment is propesing to constned roadvway improvements along SR 197 and LIS 199 i
Chell Morte Cownty 1o reclassily these roules as part of the STAA truck rou
roadway improvemenl project s composed of five distmat progect sites 1 Ha
Buby 3, Patrick Creek Narrows (Locations | 1o 3), the Marows, and prgten Curvd | Figuare

1k The Rubsy | and I sites are lacated along 5B 197 and afe the <lo Veriler
County Fark, Patnck Creek Namows Locations | 10 5, the Mamrows kite Flon
Curve site are located along LS 199, Proposed salaty-cnhancmg : baurioe= uried
shoulder-widening projpects, In tum, curve mdid would be inere ght dhsiances,
The primary purpose of the propoded progect is b inproy ot s 819
o allon m:l:rml’mhm r:rrll'h.‘ SR 197 ["i 1959 corrida G eruck

2 siles, the two
197 {Figure 2):

! In'sddition, the asphali surface would be an open praded asphali
& Twao existing culverts would be extnded and new drainage inlets
C Ill'lll.'ﬂ. L I.'H.IJ-I. 1H T-I!rl'ﬂ'l\'l.'d de MW OIS II'H-EI'tI'.'d. il1 ﬂ'ﬂ'lr FI.&.'\E '."':"
vied alemg the right-of-way adjscent to Buby Van Deventer County Park.

trees would be re

®  Ruby 2: The Ruby 2 ssle as located on SR 197 and extends from PR 3.2 1o PAM 4.0, Thas sale
is sitmabed just wnder 0.2 mile south of the Buby 1 site, Three buikd shematives are being
comsidered for the Buby I site. The Two-Fool Shoulders Allermative would merease the
sheoulder widths to 2 minimum of 2 feet on both sides of the roadway. The shonlder widths
currently vary from 0 to 4 feet. The Four-Foot Shoulders Alternative would increase the
shoulder widths to 4 feet on both sides of the roadway. The Two-Foot Widening in Spot
Locations Alternative would increase the shoulder widths to 2 feet at spot locations.

! The super elevation is the rise in the roadway surface elevation as one moves from the inside edge of the road to
the outside edge along a curve.
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Ed Fulton, Building Parks Mamicnance Supermtonden
[TFATE], 2014

Page 3

Ruby Van Deventer County Park

The Bection &) evaluation for the proposed project addresses the patent |:|.| i recrealion

Txcilities within or adjacent Lo the project sites that may occur as a result ol nifiing Uhe
propossd project. During preparation of the Sedtion &1} evaluation. inad
that there may be tEemporany construction-related effects on Kuby Va (i County Fark as a

result af the proposed improvements al the Itu!b{-' 1 site. The Departy . il

distance -11'1I1¢ pn'wrwd project improvements annhc park ba : by, oaly
polential temporary effects due o constrsction al the Fuha e ;
The 5R 197 right-al-way adjacent to Buby Van Detentep Counly Park atihe p o Buby 1
lscation is on a prescrptive cazement with BebNorts County, puemiends aflthis sigd would
wikdsn the sosbbound 5 her Foga dist ol approxmegels O, 12 mils 1 il & istang
road right-of-way peeScriptive sasepént flmp fthig aligmative would nod reguire e
acquisin of perl Aghi-ol-wdy aldng SR 197 The-temporary comstructmon
casement would be kg nn|1 k propepty of the ¢ ﬁ bo il pafk (Figure 1) The

i,

lemporany corgirsd 1% meeseary 14 alkow cdefication of the park entrance 16
nuatch the imp ation.| T aceonflish this work, paking on three 1o
fiowr parking = a dumng thetme it lakes to modidy the entrance to the
park. The i 3 b would melude a total area ol approxamately 2,050
square feet (0003 acee ) (Fi o bom al the entrance is anticepated 10 oocwr over &
poriodd aff 3 days. Acpesslo thepa dimg the campgroumns and picme anca, would be
nmnl:mnd at 4l i THTPTRAT] Avon ai the park enirane and dunng the constnaction

Hihmsenl ol the constrscion wons would be done moa marmer Lhat
w uulll minimme the amgent of area unavailable for parking and that would not lemporarily or
permancily d vy campsites of picnic siles,

The duralion of consiraction al the Buby 1 wibe i anbicapated bo be 30 dave (approxamately 10
weehs) Construction would nol occur on weekends (heginming afler 3 pom. on Fridavs),
designated begal bolidays, or the day procedang desagnated legal holidays, No night worlk ix
anticipated at this site, and the maximum traffic delays on 5B 197 are anticipated to be limited 1o
15 minutes or less. The construction period at the Ruby 1 project site 1s anticipated to be summer
through fall 2012.

Access to the river at the undeveloped boat launch by boaters with trailers could be reduced or
limited during the period required for the temporary construction easement because there would
be less room to maneuver boat trailers in the parking lot. However, this access would not be
blocked and would be maintained at all times, and access to the river by other recreationists at
this location would not be affected. Additionally, construction activities at the entrance could
intermittently delay access to the campsites and day-use area at times when equipment or
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Ed Fulton, Building Parks Mamicnance Supermtonden
[FATE], 2014
Page 4

mealemal 15 mosvimg in or ol of the entrance, However, access 1o the campsites and day=use area
af the park woulkd be maintained a1 all tmes duming constrecion adiviiks

The Deparimeni has detenmaned that the polenhal ellects of the Lemporary
al the park entramcs meet the criteria For a temporary cccupancy that i
FHW A regulsiions (Code of Federal Regulations [CFR], title 23, seq
Specilically, the Department proposes the Tollowing measures be
meet and s requesting Dl Norte County written conoumrence with 1

®  The durstion of the ocoupancy muast be temporary (i,
comstruction of the project). and there showld be m

o of the inproved readway, The

b the parking area. A temporary

arcard the area in the parking kot with limited access
arca, N other phivsical changess o the parking lol or

. Bemoval of trees or vegaiation would not be required in

cither a temporary or permanent basis, Mo permaanent adverse phyzical impacts on the
park property are antecipated as a result of the modifications fo the park entrance, The
Department will coordinae with the Dl Morte County Parks Department to ensure that, 1o
the ¢xient feasible, comstruction wonld avoid impacts on as many park visilors as possible.
This coordination also would ensure that access to the park, river access, and visitor use of’
the campsites and day-use areas continue uninterrupted during the construction period at the
Ruby 1 site. Potential intermittent delays on SR 197 near the park are not expected to
interfere with the protected activities, features, or attributes of the park. Once construction
has been completed, use of the entrance and parking lot would resume.

Access to the river at the undeveloped boat launch by boaters with trailers could be less
convenient during the estimated 3 days it would take to modify the entrance because there
would be less room to maneuver boat trailers in the parking lot. However, this access would
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Ed Fulton, Building Parks Mamicnance Supermtonden
[DATE], 20100

Page 5

nod be blocked and would be maamdammed a1 all limes, and access 1o the nver by other
recTealionists # this location would mat e affected. Launching baals (rom the m| armal,
undeveloped boat launch is difficult because of the large gravel sandbar; therefp
i veloped boat launch i infrequent of occasonal. Becanse of the shor-le
temporary mapact, the difficalty of laansching boats From this lecatjeh,

other hoat lnunch facilities nearbyy, the tempornly reduced or |
trailers would have to maneuver in the parkimg arca, =5 nod &
prodected activities, features, or attributes of the park, The consy
would not resull in a permanent mterference with the use of the Fiver acgdss for |
trailers,

®  The land being used muost be fully restored (ie.,
conditlon which ks ai least as pood as that w
E:nrumuniﬂn activities would take place at th

condnron as g

THL| : ! al{=) with jurisdictien over the
Saction 4 il hawe mrdhhm. This letter of comcurrence has been
i : regarding the temporary cocupancy of Ruly Van

Thee tem 3 related impacts on Buby Van Deventer County Park would mod
::u'l'nﬂmhalh. . v impair recreabion sdnabies al the park or any physical features of
i park. As describd above, the temporany sccupancy of the entrance to Ruby Van Deventer
County Park wdald meet all of the cntena outhned in 23 CFR 774 134d)

PFlease indicate your concurence with the findings described above regarding the temporary
occupancy of Buby Van Deventer County Fark by signing below and retumimg thes letler 1o
kevin Chusch, Project Manager, Califomia Depaniment of Tramspomtation Destrict 1, PO, Box
3700, Eureka, CA 95502-3700.

Date:

Ed Fulton
Building/Parks Maintenance Superintendent
Del Norte County Parks Department
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Ed Fulton, Building Parks Mamicnance Supermtonden
[FATE], 2014
Page &

I vou have any questions or would hke to discuss this furhber, please call me sl TOT/ dad 366000,

Simcerely, /

kevim Church

Project Manager

Califiemia Department of Tramsporiation Dastred |

Emclosures: Figures | o 3

o kim Havler, Environmental Coordinator, Califp Eioy [astrect |
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NMATIHOMNAL PARK SERVICE
Pacific Wl Rogion
1001 Jeisasn Sre

Uhpllandd, 0% ST

Febraary 16, 2010

Kim Hayler

California Department of Transportation
North Region Environmental, Unit E1
P.O. Box 3700

Eureka, CA 95502

Subject: State Route 197 improvements for STAA trucks
Dear Ms Hayler:

This letter is in response to your request of impacts to Wild & Scenic Rivers that may be
caused by the improvements for STAA trucks along State Route 197 know as Ruby 1 and
Ruby 2.

Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act prohibits federal agencies from “assist[ing]
by loan grant, license, or otherwise in the construction of any water resources project that
would have a direct and adverse effect on the values for which such river was
established.”

Based on the information provided I feel that the proposed project will not have a direct
and adverse effect on the values for which the river was designated. However if the
project scope should change, further consultation with the National Park Service would
be required.

I vou have any furber questions, phease contsct me at (3100 817- 1451

sy

Sicphen Howes

CA Wild and Soense Kivers Coordsnsion
Makonal Park Serviee

1111 Jackson Street, suite 700

Oakland, CA 94607

s United States Department of the Interior
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