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General Information About This Document  

What’s in this document? 
The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) has prepared this Initial Study, 

which examines the potential environmental impacts of the proposed project located in 

Placer County, California. The document describes why the project is being proposed, the 

existing environment that could be affected by the project, and the proposed avoidance, 

minimization, and/or mitigation measures. 

What should you do? 
 Please read this Initial Study. Additional copies of this document as well as the 

technical studies are available for review at the Caltrans District 3 Office of 

Environmental Management (M-1)  located at 703 B Street, Marysville,  CA  

95901 and at the Placer County Library,  2 West Church St., Colfax,  CA  95713 

 We welcome your comments. If you have any concerns regarding the proposed 

project, send your written comments to Caltrans by the deadline. Submit 

comments via U.S. Mail to Caltrans at the following address: 

 Ms. Susan D. Bauer, Environmental Branch, California Department of 

Transportation, 703 B Street, Marysville,  CA  95901 

 Send comments via e-mail to: Sue_bauer@dot.ca.gov 

 Submit comments by the deadline: August 6, 2010 

What happens next? 
After comments are received from the public and reviewing agencies, Caltrans may 1) 

give environmental approval to the proposed project, 2) do additional environmental 

studies, or 3) abandon the project. If the project is given environmental approval and 

funding is appropriated, Caltrans could design and construct all or part of the project. 

For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document can be made available in Braille, large print, on 
audiocassette, or computer disk. To obtain a copy in one of these alternate formats, please call or write to 
Caltrans, Attn: Susan D. Bauer, Environmental Branch Chief, California department of Transportation, 703 
B Street, Marysville,  CA  95901; (530) 741-7113. Voice, or use the California Relay Service TTY number, 
1-800-735-2929. 
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State of California                        SCH Number:  
Department of Transportation                                       03-PLA-80-PM 50.7 
                        01-EA 4E7001 

 

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

 

Project Description 

This is a Maintenance project located at the Whitmore Maintenance Station along PLA-80 

(PM 50.7) in Placer County. The proposed scope of work will be to remove and replace 

the existing water main within the Whitmore Maintenance Station. The length of work 

will be approximately 1900 feet and will involve the removal and replacement of the 

existing water line, placement of shutoff valves and access boxes that meet the Freeze and 

Building Code Standards as well as making sure that all existing water connections are 

restored to all buildings that would be affected by this project. 

Determination 

The proposed Negative Declaration is included to give notice to interested agencies and 
the public that it is Caltrans’ intent to adopt a Negative Declaration for this project. This 
does not mean that Caltrans’ decision regarding the project is final. This Negative 
Declaration is subject to modification based on comments received by interested agencies 
and the public. 
 
Caltrans has prepared an Initial Study for this project and, pending public review, expects 
to determine from this study that the proposed project would not have a significant effect 
on the environment for the following reasons: 
 
The proposed project would have no effect on visual aesthetics, agricultural and forest 
resources, floodplain, greenhouse gas emissions, land use planning, mineral resources, 
noise, population and housing, geology/soils, public services, recreation, 
transportation/traffic, or utilities/service systems; 
 
The proposed project will not increase seismic hazards or induce growth; 
 
The proposed project would have no significant effect on hazardous waste sites. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
______________________________________  ___________________________ 
Title       Date 
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Initial Study 

Project Title 

Whitmore Maintenance Station Water Main Repair Project 

Lead Agency Name, Address and Contact Person 

California Department of Transportation District 3 

703 B Street 

Marysville,  CA  95901 

Susan D. Bauer, Environmental Branch Chief M-1 

Phone (530) 741-7113 

 

Project Location 

The project is located at the Whitmore Maintenance Station along PLA-80 (PM 50.7)  

east of the town of Baxter in Placer County. 

Project Sponsor’s Name and Address 

John Webb, Chief, North Region Environmental Management Services 

California Department of Transportation District 3 

703 B. Street 

Marysville,  CA  95901  

 

Purpose and Need 

The purpose of this project is to improve the health and safety at the maintenance 

station by removing and replacing the existing water main. The project is needed to 

stop the existing water main from leaking. 

Description of Project 

The proposed scope of work will be to remove and replace the existing water main 

within the Whitmore Maintenance Station. The length of work will be approximately 

1900 feet and will involve the removal and replacement of the existing water line, 

placement of shutoff valves and access boxes that meet the Freeze and Building Code 

Standards as well as making sure that all existing water connections are restored to all 

buildings that would be affected by this project. Caltrans is the CEQA lead agency. 
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Surrounding Land Uses and Setting 

The project is located along State Route 80 in Placer County east of the town of 

Baxter in the Sierra Nevada. The project area is surrounded by the Tahoe National 

Forest at approximately 5000 ft in elevation. There is a small residential area east of 

the maintenance station. 

Permits and Approvals Needed 

No permits are needed for this project 

 

Zoning 

The area around the project site is open space  
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            Figure 1 - Project Location Map 
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Figure 2 - Color Aerial Layout Sheet 
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Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, 
and Avoidance, Minimization and/or Mitigation 
Measures 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

Regulatory Setting 

Hazardous materials and hazardous wastes are regulated by many state and federal 

laws.  These include not only specific statutes governing hazardous waste, but also a 

variety of laws regulating air and water quality, human health and land use.   

The primary federal laws regulating hazardous wastes/materials are the Resource 

Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 (RCRA) and the Comprehensive 

Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act of 1980 (CERCLA).  The 

purpose of CERCLA, often referred to as Superfund, is to clean up contaminated sites 

so that public health and welfare are not compromised.  RCRA provides for “cradle to 

grave” regulation of hazardous wastes.  Other federal laws include: 

 Community Environmental Response Facilitation Act (CERFA) of 1992 

 Clean Water Act 

 Clean Air Act 

 Safe Drinking Water Act 

 Occupational Safety and Health Act (OSHA) 

 Atomic Energy Act 

 Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) 

 Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) 

In addition to the acts listed above, Executive Order 12088, Federal Compliance with 

Pollution Control, mandates that necessary actions be taken to prevent and control 

environmental pollution when federal activities or federal facilities are involved. 

Hazardous waste in California is regulated primarily under the authority of the federal 

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976, and the California Health and 
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Safety Code.  Other California laws that affect hazardous waste are specific to 

handling, storage, transportation, disposal, treatment, reduction, cleanup and 

emergency planning. 

Worker health and safety and public safety are key issues when dealing with 

hazardous materials that may affect human health and the environment.  Proper 

disposal of hazardous material is vital if it is disturbed during project construction. 

If a site is listed in the CORTESE database, a Negative Declaration (ND) is the 

minimum level of CEQA documentation that would be required. The Caltrans 

Whitmore Maintenance Station fits the criteria outlined in the above list, therefore, a 

Negative Declaration (ND) is the minimum level of CEQA documentation required 

for the proposed water main replacement project. 

Affected Environment 

The Whitmore Maintenance Station was constructed in 1961 and has been used for 

maintenance operations. The site consists of a complex of buildings housing 

personnel, vehicles, equipment, a refueling station, and materials used to maintain the 

highways in the area.  

Since September 1987, Caltrans has been replacing the site’s underground storage 

tanks (UST’s) with above ground storage tanks (AST’s). Between September 1987 

and February 1994 a total of eleven UST’s were excavated and removed from the 

site. The first tank excavations occurred in September 1987 when a 500-gallon waste 

oil UST and a 500-gallon kerosene UST were excavated and removed. In August 

1988 another 500-gallon waste oil tank, located on the southeast side of the 

equipment building was excavated and removed. In November 1988 two more tanks, 

a 500-gallon hydraulic oil UST and a 500-gallon motor oil UST, both located beneath 

the equipment building, were excavated and removed from the site. In August 1993, 

two 8,000-gallon diesel UST’s and two 8,000-gallon gasoline UST’s were excavated 

and removed just east of the Gas and oil building. In February 1994, the last 

remaining UST’s, consisting of two 12,000-gallon diesel UST’s, were excavated and 

removed from the site. One of the tanks was located on the south side of the Dining 

building, the other was located on the west side of the Equipment Building. 

On January 21, 2003 The Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 

issued a “No Further Action Required” letter to Caltrans for the project site. This 

letter confirms the completion of a site investigation and corrective action for the 

underground storage tanks formerly located at the Whitmore Maintenance Station. 
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Impacts 

A report titled “Closure Request Report for the Whitmore Maintenance Station” was 

prepared by a Caltrans consultant in 2001. The findings are outlined below. 

Petroleum Hydrocarbons 

Soil and groundwater contaminated with petroleum hydrocarbon has been identified 

with the maintenance station.  

Soils Containing Lead 

Soil contaminated with lead has been identified with the maintenance station. 

Asbestos-Containing Material 

A report titled “Limited Asbestos and Lead-Containing Paint Survey Report for the 

Whitmore Maintenance Station” was prepared by a Caltrans consultant in 2005.  

Asbestos Containing Material has been identified at the maintenance station, 

however, Maintenance Engineering clarified that they do not anticipate water main 

replacement inside any buildings or structures. As a result, asbestos-containing 

material (ACM) will not be an issue with the proposed project.   

Lead Containing Paint 

Lead-containing paint will not be an issue with this project because the proposed 

water main replacement will occur outside of any buildings or structures. All 

connections are anticipated to be external to and also outside of buildings and 

structures.   

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

 

 A Non-Standard Special Provision (NSSP) for Petroleum Hydrocarbons 

should be included in the Special Provisions. 

 SSP 15-027 for Soils Containing Lead should be included in the Special 

Provisions. This requires the contractor to maintain and follow a compliance 

plan for soil disturbance when lead concentrations are non-hazardous. 
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 Requirements for Asbestos Containing Materials (ACM) must be added to the 

contract special provisions only if these materials will be disturbed during the 

proposed project. 

 Requirements for lead-based paint must be added to the contract special 

provisions only if these materials will be disturbed during the proposed 

project. 
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Climate Change (CEQA) 

 

Regulatory Setting 

While climate change has been a concern since at least 1988, as evidenced by the 

establishment of the United Nations and World Meteorological Organization’s 

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), the efforts devoted to 

greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions reduction and climate change research and policy 

have increased dramatically in recent years.  These efforts are primarily concerned 

with the emissions of GHG related to human activity that include carbon dioxide 

(CO2), methane, nitrous oxide, tetrafluoromethane, hexafluoroethane, sulfur 

hexafluoride, HFC-23 (fluoroform), HFC-134a (s, s, s, 2 –tetrafluoroethane), and 

HFC-152a (difluoroethane).  

Resources Board (CARB) to develop and implement regulations to reduce automobile 

and light truck greenhouse gas emissions. These stricter emissions standards were 

designed to apply to automobiles and light trucks beginning with the 2009-model 

year; however, in order to enact the standards California needed a waiver from the 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). The waiver was denied by 

Environmental Protection Agency in December 2007 and efforts to overturn the 

decision had been unsuccessful. See California v. Environmental Protection Agency, 

9th Cir. Jul. 25, 2008, No. 08-70011.   On January 26, 2009, it was announced that 

EPA would reconsider their decision regarding the denial of California’s waiver.  On 

May 18, 2009, President Obama announced the enactment of a 35.5 mpg fuel 

economy standard for automobiles and light duty trucks which will take effect in 

2012.  On June 30, 2009 EPA granted California the waiver.  California is expected to 

enforce its standards for 2009 to 2011 and then look to the federal government to 

implement equivalent standards for 2012 to 2016.  The granting of the waiver will 

also allow California to implement even stronger standards in the future. The state is 

expected to start developing new standards for the post-2016 model years later this 

year. 

On June 1, 2005, Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger signed Executive Order S-3-05. 

The goal of this Executive Order is to reduce California’s GHG emissions to: 1) 2000 

levels by 2010, 2) 1990 levels by the 2020 and 3) 80 percent below the 1990 levels by 

the year 2050.  In 2006, this goal was further reinforced with the passage of 

Assembly Bill 32 (AB 32), the Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006.  AB 32 sets 
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the same overall GHG emissions reduction goals while further mandating that CARB 

create a plan, which includes market mechanisms, and implement rules to achieve 

“real, quantifiable, cost-effective reductions of greenhouse gases. ” Executive Order 

S-20-06 further directs state agencies to begin implementing AB 32, including the 

recommendations made by the state’s Climate Action Team. 

With Executive Order S-01-07, Governor Schwarzenegger set forth the low carbon 

fuel standard for California.  Under this executive order, the carbon intensity of 

California’s transportation fuels is to be reduced by at least 10 percent by 2020. 

Climate change and GHG reduction is also a concern at the federal level; however, at 

this time, no legislation or regulations have been enacted specifically addressing 

GHG emissions reductions and climate change.  California, in conjunction with 

several environmental organizations and several other states, sued to force the U.S. 

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to regulate GHG as a pollutant under the 

Clean Air Act (Massachusetts vs. Environmental Protection Agency et al., 549 U.S. 

497 (2007).  The court ruled that GHG does fit within the Clean Air Act’s definition 

of a pollutant, and that the EPA does have the authority to regulate GHG.  Despite the 

Supreme Court ruling, there are no promulgated federal regulations to date limiting 

GHG emissions. 

On December 7, 2009, the EPA Administrator signed two distinct findings regarding 

greenhouse gases under section 202(a) of the Clean Air Act: 

 Endangerment Finding: The Administrator finds that the current and 
projected concentrations of the six key well-mixed greenhouse gases--
carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N2O), 
hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), perfluorocarbons (PFCs), and sulfur 
hexafluoride (SF6)--in the atmosphere threaten the public health and 
welfare of current and future generations.  

 Cause or Contribute Finding: The Administrator finds that the combined 

emissions of these well-mixed greenhouse gases from new motor 

vehicles and new motor vehicle engines contribute to the greenhouse gas 

pollution which threatens public health and welfare. 

These findings do not themselves impose any requirements on industry or other 
entities.  However, this action is a prerequisite to finalizing the EPA’s proposed 
greenhouse gas emission standards for light-duty vehicles, which were jointly 
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proposed by EPA and the Department of Transportation’s National Highway Safety 
Administration on September 15, 2009. 1 

As part of its supporting documentation for the Draft Scoping Plan, CARB recently 

released an updated version of the GHG inventory for California (June 26, 2008).  

Shown below is a graph from that update that shows the total GHG emissions for 

California for 1990, 2002-2004 average, and 2020 projected if no action is taken. 

 

 

 CALIFORNIA GREENHOUSE GAS INVENTORY 

Taken from :  http://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/inventory/data/forecast.htm 

Caltrans and its parent agency, the Business, Transportation, and Housing Agency, 

have taken an active role in addressing GHG emission reduction and climate change.  

Recognizing that 98 percent of California’s GHG emissions are from the burning of 

fossil fuels and 40 percent of all human made GHG emissions are from transportation 

(see Climate Action Program at Caltrans (December 2006), Caltrans has created and 

is implementing the Climate Action Program at Caltrans that was published in 

December 2006.   

This document can be found at:  http://www.dot.ca.gov/docs/ClimateReport.pdf 

                                                 
1 http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/endangerment.html 
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Impacts 

The proposed project is a maintenance repair of an existing water main at the 

Whitmore Maintenance Station. The scope of work will be to remove and replace the 

existing water main. The length of work will be approximately 1900 feet and involve 

the removal and replacement of the existing water line, placement of shutoff valves 

and access boxes that meet the Freeze and Building Code Standards as well as 

making sure that all existing water connections are restored to all buildings that 

would be affected by this project.  

The proposed project is not capacity increasing and will not increase or change long 

term traffic. Therefore no increase in operational GHG emissions is anticipated to 

occur with this project. 

Construction Emissions 

GHG emissions for transportation projects can be divided into those produced during 

construction and those produced during operations.  Construction GHG emissions 

include emissions produced as a result of material processing, emissions produced by 

onsite construction equipment.  These emissions will be produced at different levels 

throughout the construction phase; their frequency and occurrence can be reduced 

through innovations in plans and specifications.  

AB 32 Compliance 

Caltrans continues to be actively involved on the Governor’s Climate Action Team as 

CARB works to implement the Governor’s Executive Orders and help achieve the 

targets set forth in AB 32.  Many of the strategies Caltrans is using to help meet the 

targets in AB 32 come from the California Strategic Growth Plan, which is updated 

each year.  Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger’s Strategic Growth Plan calls for a 

$222 billion infrastructure improvement program to fortify the state’s transportation 

system, education, housing, and waterways, including $100.7 billion in transportation 

funding during the next decade.  As shown on the figure below, the Strategic Growth 

Plan targets a significant decrease in traffic congestion below today’s level and a 

corresponding reduction in GHG emissions.  The Strategic Growth Plan proposes to 

do this while accommodating growth in population and the economy.  A suite of 

investment options has been created that combined together yield the promised 

reduction in congestion. The Strategic Growth Plan relies on a complete systems 

approach of a variety of strategies: system monitoring and evaluation, maintenance 
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and preservation, smart land use and demand management, and operational 

improvements. 

 

 

   Outcome of Strategic Growth Plan 

As part of the Climate Action Program at Caltrans (December 2006, 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/docs/ClimateReport.pdf), Caltrans is supporting efforts to 

reduce vehicle miles traveled by planning and implementing smart land use 

strategies: job/housing proximity, developing transit-oriented communities, and high 

density housing along transit corridors.  Caltrans is working closely with local 

jurisdictions on planning activities; however,  Caltrans does not have local land use 

planning authority.  Caltrans is also supporting efforts to improve the energy 

efficiency of the transportation sector by increasing vehicle fuel economy in new 

cars, light and heavy-duty trucks; Caltrans is doing this by supporting on-going 

research efforts at universities, by supporting legislative efforts to increase fuel 

economy, and by its participation on the Climate Action Team.  It is important to 

note, however, that the control of the fuel economy standards is held by EPA and 

CARB.  Lastly, the use of alternative fuels is also being considered; the Department is 

participating in funding for alternative fuel research at the UC Davis. 
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Adaption Strategies 

“Adaptation strategies” refer to how Caltrans and others can plan for the effects of 

climate change on the state’s transportation infrastructure and strengthen or protect 

the facilities from damage.  Climate change is expected to produce increased 

variability in precipitation, rising temperatures, rising sea levels, storm surges and 

intensity, and the frequency and intensity of wildfires.  These changes may affect the 

transportation infrastructure in various ways, such as damaging roadbeds by longer 

periods of intense heat; increasing storm damage from flooding and erosion; and 

inundation from rising sea levels.  These effects will vary by location and may, in the 

most extreme cases, require that a facility be relocated or redesigned.  There may also 

be economic and strategic ramifications as a result of these types of impacts to the 

transportation infrastructure. 

Climate change adaption must also involve the natural environment as well.  Efforts 

are underway on a statewide-level to develop strategies to cope with impacts to 

habitat and biodiversity through planning and conservation.  The results of these 

efforts will help California agencies plan and implement mitigation strategies for 

programs and projects. 

On November 14, 2008, Governor Schwarzenegger signed Executive Order S-13-08 

which directed a number of state agencies to address California’s vulnerability to sea 

level rise caused by climate change. 

The California Resources Agency (now the Natural Resources Agency, (Resources 

Agency)), through the interagency Climate Action Team, was directed to coordinate 

with local, regional, state and federal public and private entities to develop a state 

Climate Adaptation Strategy.  The Climate Adaptation Strategy will summarize the 

best known science on climate change impacts to California, assess California's 

vulnerability to the identified impacts and then outline solutions that can be 

implemented within and across state agencies to promote resiliency. 

As part of its development of the Climate Adaptation Strategy, Resources Agency 

was directed to request the National Academy of Science to prepare a Sea Level Rise 

Assessment Report by December 2010 to advise how California should plan for future 

sea level rise.  The report is to include:  

 relative sea level rise projections for California, taking into account coastal 
erosion rates, tidal impacts, El Niño and La Niña events, storm surge and land 
subsidence rates;  
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  the range of uncertainty in selected sea level rise projections;  
 a synthesis of existing information on projected sea level rise impacts to state 

infrastructure (such as roads, public facilities and beaches), natural areas, and 
coastal and marine ecosystems;  

 a discussion of future research needs regarding sea level rise for California. 

Furthermore Executive Order S-13-08 directed the Business, Transportation, and 

Housing Agency to prepare a report to assess vulnerability of transportation systems 

to sea level affecting safety, maintenance and operational improvements of the system 

and economy of the state.  The Department continues to work on assessing the 

transportation system vulnerability to climate change, including the effect of sea level 

rise. 

Prior to the release of the final Sea Level Rise Assessment Report, all state agencies 

that are planning to construct projects in areas vulnerable to future sea level rise were 

directed to consider a range of sea level rise scenarios for the years 2050 and 2100 in 

order to assess project vulnerability and, to the extent feasible, reduce expected risks 

and increase resiliency to sea level rise.  However, all projects that have filed a Notice 

of Preparation, and/or are programmed for construction funding the next five years 

(through 2013), or are routine maintenance projects as of the date of Executive Order 

S-13-08 may, but are not required to, consider these planning guidelines.  Sea level 

rise estimates should also be used in conjunction with information regarding local 

uplift and subsidence, coastal erosion rates, predicted higher high water levels, storm 

surge and storm wave data. (Executive Order S-13-08 allows some exceptions to this 

planning requirement.) 

Climate change adaptation for transportation infrastructure involves long-term 

planning and risk management to address vulnerabilities in the transportation system 

from increased precipitation and flooding; the increased frequency and intensity of 

storms and wildfires; rising temperatures; and rising sea levels.  The Department is an 

active participant in the efforts being conducted as part of Governor’s 

Schwarzenegger’s Executive Order on Sea Level Rise and is mobilizing to be able to 

respond to the National Academy of Science report on Sea Level Rise Assessment  

which is due to be released  by December 2010.  Currently, the Department is 

working to assess which transportation facilities are at greatest risk from climate 

change effects.  However, without statewide planning scenarios for relative sea level 

rise and other climate change impacts, the Department has not been able to determine 

what change, if any, may be made to its design standards for its transportation 

facilities.  
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Comments and Coordination 

Early and continuing coordination with the general public and appropriate public 

agencies is an essential part of the environmental process. It helps planners determine 

the necessary scope of environmental documentation, the level of analysis required, 

and to identify potential impacts and mitigation measures and related environmental 

requirements. Agency consultation and public participation for this project have been 

accomplished through a variety of formal and informal methods, including: project 

development team meetings and interagency coordination 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. 

The Initial Study with Proposed Negative Declaration will be made available for 

public and agency review and comment for 30 days. Caltrans has ensured that the 

document will be made available to all appropriate parties and agencies, including the 

following: 1) Responsible agencies, 2) Trustee agencies that have resources affected 

by the project, 3) other state, federal and local agencies which have regulatory 

jurisdiction, or that exercise authority over resources which may be affected by the 

project, 4) the general public. Copies of the document will be made available at the 

Caltrans District 3 Office of Environmental Management, P.O. Box 911, Marysville, 

CA  95901 
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List of Preparers 

The following Caltrans North Region staff contributed to the preparation of this 

Initial Study:  

Christopher Carroll, Associate Environmental Planner. Contribution: 

Environmental Study Coordinator and Document Writer 

Susan D. Bauer, Senior Environmental Planner. Contribution: Environmental Branch 

Chief 

Erin Dwyer, Associate Environmental Planner (Archaeology). Contribution: Historic 

Property Survey Report (HPSR) 

Suzanne Melim, Associate Environmental Planner (Natural Science). Contribution: 

Project biologist, Biological Review 

Arron Rambach, Transportation Engineer. Contribution:  Initial Site Assessment 

(Hazardous Waste) 

Kevin Evarts, Transportation Engineer. Contribution:  Water Quality Assessment 

(NPDES) 

Robert M Floyd II, Transportation Engineer. Contribution:  Project Engineer 

Brian Toepfer, Project Manager.  Contribution:  Project Manager 
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Title VI Policy Statement  
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Minimization and/or Mitigation Summary 

1. Avoidance / Minimization measures: 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

 A Non-Standard Special Provision (NSSP) for Petroleum Hydrocarbons 

should be included in the Special Provisions. 

 SSP 15-027 for Soils Containing Lead should be included in the Special 

Provisions. This requires the contractor to maintain and follow a compliance 

plan for soil disturbance when lead concentrations are non-hazardous. 

 Requirements for Asbestos Containing Materials (ACM) must be added to the 

contract special provisions only if these materials will be disturbed during the 

proposed project. 

 Requirements for lead-based paint must be added to the contract special 

provisions only if these materials will be disturbed during the proposed 

project. 
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List of Technical Studies 

To assist in the identification and assessment of potential environmental impacts of 

the proposed project, Caltrans staff prepared the following technical reports: 

 

 Initial Site Assessment (Hazardous Waste, Caltrans 2010) 

 Biological Assessment (Biology, Caltrans 2010) 

 Archeological Evaluation (Archeology, Caltrans 2010) 

 Water Quality Assessment Exemption (NPDES, Caltrans 2010) 
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Public Review Comments and Responses
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Appendix A CEQA Checklist 

 

CEQA Environmental Checklist 
03-PLA-80 PM 50.7 4E7001 

Dist.-Co.-Rte.  P.M/P.M. E.A.  
 
This checklist identifies physical, biological, social and economic factors that might be 
affected by the proposed project.  In many cases, background studies performed in 
connection with the projects indicate no impacts.  A NO IMPACT answer in the last column 
reflects this determination.  Where there is a need for clarifying discussion, the discussion is 
included either following the applicable section of the checklist or is within the body of the 
environmental document itself.  The words "significant" and "significance" used throughout 
the following checklist are related to CEQA, not NEPA, impacts.  The questions in this form 
are intended to encourage the thoughtful assessment of impacts and do not represent 
thresholds of significance. 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 
with 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

I. AESTHETICS:  Would the project:      

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista     

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

    

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

    

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

    

“No Impact” determinations in this section are based on the 
project scope and field reviews  

    

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

    



 Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 
with 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 
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a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of 
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps 
prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring 
Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural 
use?  

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

“No Impact” determinations in this section are based on the 
project scope and field reviews 

    

 

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

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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

    

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

    

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

    

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations?  

    

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

    

“No Impact” determinations in this section are based on the 
project scope and field reviews 

    

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES:  Would the project:     
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a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through 
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, 
sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, 
policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish 
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?  

    

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or 
other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional 
plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of 
Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?  

    

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

    

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native 
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established 
native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use 
of native wildlife nursery sites?  

    

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

    

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

    

“No Impact” determinations in this section are based on the 
project scope and field reviews 

    

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES:  Would the project:      

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

“No Impact” determinations in this section are based on the 
Cultural Resource Compliance Report, March 2010 

    

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS:  Would the project:      

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse 
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving: 
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i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the 
most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued 
by the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial 
evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and 
Geology Special Publication 42? 

    

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?     

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?      

iv) Landslides?     

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

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

    

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

    

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

    

“No Impact” determinations in this section are based on the 
project scope and field reviews 

    

VII.  GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS:  Would the project:     

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

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

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

     

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS:  Would the 
project:  

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

“Less Than Significant Impact” determinations in this 
section are based on the Initial Site Assessment (ISA), 
February 2010 

“No Impact” determinations in this section are based on the 
project scope and field reviews 

    

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY:  Would the project:      

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 
requirements?  

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?      

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

    

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

    

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

    

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow     
 
 
“No Impact” determinations in this section are based on the 
Water Quality Study and the project scope  
 
 

    

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING:  Would the project:     

a) Physically divide an established community?      

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

    

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or 
natural community conservation plan?  

    

“No Impact” determinations in this section are based on the 
project scope and field reviews  
 

    

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES:  Would the project:      

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource 
that would be of value to the region and the residents of the 
state?  
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b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral 
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, 
specific plan or other land use plan?  

    

“No Impact” determinations in this section are based on the 
project scope and field reviews  
 

    

XII. NOISE:  Would the project result in:      

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

“No Impact” determinations in this section are based on the 
project scope and field reviews  
 

    

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING:  Would the project:      

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

    

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

    

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

    

“No Impact” determinations in this section are based on the 
project scope and field reviews 

    

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

    

Fire protection?     

Police protection?     

Schools?     

Parks?     

Other public facilities?     

“No Impact” determinations in this section are based on the 
project scope and field reviews 

    

XV. RECREATION:     

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

    

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

    

“No Impact” determinations in this section are based on the 
project scope and field reviews 

    

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC:  Would the project:     

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

    

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

    

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an 
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in 
substantial safety risks? 
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d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., 
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses 
(e.g., farm equipment)? 

    

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?     

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

    

“No Impact” determinations in this section are based on the 
project scope and field reviews 

 

    

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS:  Would the project:     

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

     

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE     

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of 
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or 
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below 
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the range 
of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important 
examples of the major periods of California history or 
prehistory? 
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b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, 
but cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" 
means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable 
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the 
effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable 
future projects)? 

    

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

    

 


