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Chapter 4 Cumulative Impacts

4.1 Introduction

Cumulative impacts are defined as the effects on the environment resulting from the
incremental contribution of the project when added to the environmental effects of the
past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of who proposes
those actions.  The purpose of the cumulative impacts section is to document that the
consequences of the proposed project have been considered in combination with
those consequences of other projects.  

Both the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) require a discussion of cumulative impacts.  The
discussion considers whether a proposed project’s incremental effects have the
potential to be cumulatively considerable when taken together with those of closely
related past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions.  Cumulative impacts
can be difficult to thoroughly assess due to a lack of definitive information on future
development projects.  This analysis uses the best information available to assess the
potential cumulative impacts related to  the proposed project.  

A significant cumulative impact on the environment means a substantial, or
potentially substantial, adverse or beneficial change in any of the physical conditions
within the area affected by the project that results from the compounded or
incremental individual environmental impacts of a collection of projects when
considered together. 

4.2 Cumulative Impacts Area

For the proposed project, the area for evaluation of cumulative impacts is the Route
101 corridor between SR 116 in Cotati and River Road in Fulton.   This area was
selected because it would be most influenced by projects on Route 101.  
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4.3 Projects Considered in the Cumulative Impacts
Evaluation

The following projects have been included in the cumulative impacts evaluation, as
they are located along either Route 101 or SR-12 in the general vicinity of the
proposed project:

• HOV Widening Route 101 from SR-12 north to Steele Lane (proposed project)
• HOV Widening Route 101 from Wilfred Avenue north to SR-12 (open to traffic

November 2002)
• Wilfred Avenue Interchange Improvements on Route 101
• HOV Widening Route 101 from north of Steele Lane north to Windsor River

Road
• HOV Widening Route 101 from Old Redwood Highway north to Rohnert Park

Expressway
• SR-12/Farmer’s Lane Interchange Improvements.

Other projects that would most likely occur in the proposed project area include
primarily residential and commercial development.  These actions are largely based
on build-out and growth patterns outlined in the local General Plans for the region.
Land use information used in this analysis includes data from Sonoma County (March
1989, Amended December 1998), City of Santa Rosa (November 2001), and the City
of Rohnert Park (July 2000).

4.4 Potential Cumulative Impacts

There is no universally accepted approach to preparing a cumulative impact analysis.
Determining the threshold beyond which cumulative impacts significantly degrade
the environment is difficult. While cumulative impacts as a result of humankind’s
actions have compounded in the project area since the time of initial human contact, it
is not possible for this document to analyze the cumulative impacts of the proposed
project over too great a time period.  For a cumulative impacts analysis to be
effective, it must be limited through scoping to the effects that can be evaluated
meaningfully. Based on historical development patterns in Sonoma County,
development projects of any type within the cumulative impacts area are expected to
be concentrated around the existing developed communities. Generally, urban uses
dominate adjacent to the freeway and agricultural land use exists farther from the
freeway. It appears for the foreseeable future, agricultural uses will continue as the
primary land use outside the areas identified for planned growth.  
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Caltrans transportation projects would largely be confined within existing freeway
corridors in Sonoma County. Transportation  capacity enhancing projects on existing
corridors in the region are proposed in response to anticipated growth, safety
concerns, and congestion.  Route 101 has been an integral part of transportation and
land use planning in the San Francisco Bay area for nearly four decades.  Regional
and local land use and transportation planners have planned for capacity expansion of
Route 101 for nearly a decade. 

4.4.1 Cumulative Effects of the Evaluated Projects
To study the role of the proposed project on cumulative effects in the project area,
first the topics of potential concern were identified:  environmental factors for which
the proposed project might reasonably have the potential to contribute to a cumulative
impact.  For instance, because noise impacts are very localized, they tend not to
accumulate over an area.  Also, environmental factors where the proposed project
would have no effect were eliminated from the study.  The discussion which follows
is summarized in Table 4-1, which lists the projects studied, summarizes their
individual environmental effects, and presents a conclusion regarding the cumulative
effects.

Hydrology/Water Quality.  The projects listed in Table 4-1 would not lead to any
cumulative impacts related to hydrology or water quality.  While there would be an
increase in overall paved area as a result of any of the projects, the mitigation
measures described in the Caltrans Statewide National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System permit and Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan would be
implemented.  Incorporation of new freeway drainage systems to limit the effects of
groundwater infiltration would be designed to take advantage of opportunities for
groundwater recharge in order to minimize the impact to streams fed by groundwater.
Design features such as energy dissipater structures are available to prevent scouring
at outlets.

Geology/Soils/Seismicity.  Because geologic and soil conditions are highly localized,
implementation of any of the projects listed in Table 4-1 would not result in
cumulative geologic or soils impacts.  Engineering and design features are available
to avoid seismic hazards.

Hazardous Materials.  Existing laws for management of hazardous materials are
designed to protect human health and the environment.  Over the past three decades,
these laws have become comprehensive and effective at identifying potential
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exposures to hazardous materials and regulating them.  For instance, demolition
activities in general can generate materials contaminated with lead-based paint or
asbestos.  Regulatory agencies effectively identify and regulate the management and
disposal of these materials.  No cumulative impacts of concern related to hazardous
materials are expected. 

Air Quality. Transportation projects such as the proposed HOV widening project are
determined to meet transportation air quality conformity requirements if they have
been included in the regional air quality analysis conducted by MTC and the Bay
Area Air Quality Management District for the Regional Transportation Program
(RTP) and Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) which conforms with the State
Implementation Plan. The analysis considers all planned, programmed transportation
projects within  the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin, and thus is a cumulative
analysis.  

Since the federal Clean Air Act was passed in 1970 and amended in 1977 and 1990,
air quality in the Bay Area has improved.  Emissions levels and ambient
concentration for most pollutants are dropping in the San Francisco Bay Area Air
Basin despite increases in population and vehicle miles traveled.  The one pollutant
that has shown an increase in the last 20 years is particulate matter.  This increase is
due to a growth in area-wide sources, primarily fugitive dust sources.  However,
smaller particulate matter (PM10) concentrations, for the most part caused by
combustion, are decreasing as a result of emission controls.   

Natural Resources. Three projects in the cumulative impact study – the proposed
project, the Route 101 HOV widening from Wilfred Avenue to SR-12, and the
Wilfred Avenue Interchange Improvements on Route 101—would  result in the loss
of roadside vegetation such as oaks, redwoods, and various shrubs. However,
Caltrans habitat  replacement policy, as well as requirements of regulatory agencies
such as the California Department of Fish and Game, are expected to fully replace the
natural resource values of lost vegetation. 

Similarly, legal requirements as well as state policies to protect wildlife and
threatened or endangered species including threatened salmon and trout  are expected
to prevent those species from suffering any net adverse effect.  

Land Use.  No major land use changes would result from any project listed on Table
4-1.  No zoning or land use designations would need to be changed as a result of the
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projects.  Changes in the use of specific parcels in the project areas would collectively
make a neglible impact to land use.  

Socioeconomic Impacts.  None of the projects listed in Table 4-1 would displace a
substantial number of people or existing buildings; create a substantial imbalance
between employed residents and jobs; nor create a substantially imbalanced social,
economic, or building mix in any area of Sonoma County.  No direct increase of
population or employment opportunities can be easily determined from
implementation of the proposed project or the other projects listed on Table 4-1.
These projects are designed to relieve current and future congestion. Any changes in
population or employment opportunities as a result of any of the projects would be
minimal at  most.  No substantial cumulative impacts are expected.

Community Facilities/Services.  Construction of any of the projects listed in Table
4-1 would not cumulatively affect community facilities/services within the Route 101
corridor.  In fact, improving traffic circulation on Route 101 should result in a
positive impact to emergency response times.  The proposed project would acquire a
portion of the Burbank Elementary School playground.  None of the other projects is
anticipated to have a permanent impact on park facilities.   

Traffic/Transportation.  Construction of any of the projects listed in Table 4-1
would have a beneficial impact on the transportation system in the Route 101
corridor.

Visual Resources.  Construction of the Route 101 projects listed on Table 4-1 would
change the visual character of the Route 101 corridor from the feeling of an open
freeway with visible vegetation along a majority of the freeway to that of a closed-in
freeway due to the necessary removal of vegetation, additional pavement in the
median areas, and the likely construction of soundwalls at various locations.
Addition of aesthetic features such as those outlined in the proposed project
(revegetation, bridge and soundwall aesthetics) would minimize any cumulative
impact.  

Cultural Resources. Four projects in the area have been subjected to cultural
resources review for compliance with section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act.  Of these, three had no eligible properties identified within the areas
of potential effect: the HOV widening between Wilfred Avenue and Route 12, the
Route 12 / Farmer’s Lane interchange improvements, and the Wilfred Avenue
interchange improvements.  Therefore, the proposed project is the first in the corridor



Chapter 4  Cumulative Impacts

4-6 DRAFT EA/EIR Route 101 HOV Widening

to have any potential effects to cultural resources.  The environmental reviews for the
remaining projects would have to consider the potential to cumulatively effect
cultural resources along the corridor, but the current project would not contribute to a
cumulatively-considerable effect.  
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Chapter 4  Cumulative Impacts

DRAFT EA/EIR Route 101 HOV Widening 4-9
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Chapter 4  Cumulative Impacts

4-10 DRAFT EA/EIR Route 101 HOV Widening
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Chapter 4  Cumulative Impacts

DRAFT EA/EIR Route 101 HOV Widening 4-11
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Chapter 5 California Environmental
Quality Act Evaluation

5.1 The Relationship between NEPA and CEQA

The proposed project could have an adverse impact on the environment, and must
satisfy the requirements of both the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) because both a federal agency –
the Federal Highway Adminstration – and a state agency – Caltrans – must make
project decisions.  A combined Draft Environmental Assessment (EA)/
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) has been  prepared in accordance with NEPA
and CEQA. 

CEQA requires  that specific significant impacts be identified in an EIR. Under
Section 15382 of the CEQA Guidelines, “significant effect” is defined as “a
substantial or potentially substantial adverse change in any of the physical conditions
within the area affected by the project, including land, air, water, minerals, flora,
fauna, ambient noise, and objects of historic or aesthetic significance.  An economic
or social change by itself shall not be considered a significant effect on the
environment.  A social or economic change related to a physical change my be
considered in determining whether the physical change is significant.”

NEPA does not require significant effects to be identified in the environmental
document.  The decision to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement is an
acknowledgement that the project would result in significant environmental effects.
In contrast, the NEPA document for this project is an Environmental Assessment
because the environmental studies led to the conclusion that the project would not
result in significant environmental effects.  Still,  other federal laws use the term
“significant,” including the Department of Transportation Act to describe Section 4(f)
resources, the National Historic Preservation Act to describe Section 106 properties,
and Executive Order 11988 to describe floodplain impacts.  

5.2 Significance of the Proposed Project’s Impacts under
CEQA

After an analysis of a proposed project’s environmental effects, an EIR might
conclude that the project would have significant environmental effects.  If the
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environmental impacts were identified as significant and unavoidable, the project
could still be approved if the lead agency concluded that social, economic, or other
public benefits outweigh the unavoidable impacts.  The analysis for the draft EIR that
you are reading, for  the proposed HOV widening project, supports the conclusion
that the project would not have unavoidable significant environmental impacts.  

5.3 Mitigation Measures for Potentially Significant Impacts
Under CEQA

Aesthetics.  In order to reduce the visual impacts of the proposed project, the
following measures would be implemented.  They include measures identified by the
City of Santa Rosa and adopted by the City Council by Resolution 24219 in
December 1999.  

To reduce the impact associated with the visual presence of new soundwalls, the color
and texture of materials would be chosen to produce a design that is appropriate to
and complements the project setting.  The final design would be developed in
consultation with the City of Santa Rosa and local residents.  Also, where feasible,
vines would be planted and allowed to grow on the walls to help visually integrate
them with the overall landscape and to reduce the incidence of graffiti.  New retaining
walls would be given aesthetic treatment consisting of surface texturing and color.
Such treatments also reduce glare from reflected natural light and headlights.  

To reduce the visual effects of disturbances to freeway landscaping, replacement
planting would be provided according to Caltrans standards.  Replanting of trees
would be maximized along Route 101 where trees can be placed without impairing
sight distances or encroaching into clear recovery zones.  

To reduce the visual impacts of widening the viaduct and to provide a more attractive
and comfortable environment for pedestrians and bicyclists, landscaping along Route
101 and local streets, where they intersect with the State right-of-way, would be
maximized.  Architectural features would be incorporated into the design of the
widened viaduct structure, walls, and abutments.  Lighting features would be
provided in pedestrian zones along local streets beneath the viaduct.  Uses of the area
beneath the viaduct that would make it more attractive for pedestrians and bicyclists
would be promoted.  Pedestrian/bicycle improvements on 3rd Street and 5th Street
beneath the viaduct would be developed and constructed to be compatible with the
City’s Downtown Pedestrian Linkage Project along 4th Street.  At College Avenue, a
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new freeway bridge would be constructed that would provide room for bicycle lanes
and sidewalks along College Avenue.  

As a replacement for the northern pedestrian over-crossing that would be removed, a
pedestrian/bicycle path would be constructed along the south side of Santa Rosa
Creek and beneath the freeway bridge in conjunction with the City’s Prince Memorial
Greenway Project.  Also, a new bridge over Santa Rosa Creek would be constructed
that would provide pedestrians and bicyclists with more visibility and a safer, more
comfortable linkage beneath Route 101. The new bridge would incorporate
architectural features approved by the City.  

While some residual impacts would remain, incorporation of the measures described
above would ensure that visual impacts of the project remain at a level that is less
than significant.

Biological Resources. The loss of mature oak trees would be compensated through
replacement planting.  The project proposal includes the removal of about  80 mature
roadside oak trees.  The location and methods of replanting, as well as the ratio of
replacement trees to removed trees, would be developed in consultation with the
California Department of Fish and Game.  

Cultural Resources – Archaeology.  Caltrans has determined that the cultural
resources identified in Section 3.13 which are eligible for the National Register of
Historic Places are likewise historic resources for the purposes of CEQA.  Due to the
inaccessible nature of the archaeological resources that might be impacted by the
proposed project, Caltrans is proposing a consolidated approach to identifying and
evaluating resources.  The consolidated approach allows qualified archaeologists to
determine whether archaeological deposits are also “historic resources” at the time
the deposit is uncovered.  Caltrans’ proposal for avoiding or reducing potential effects
to archaeological resources includes a plan for preconstruction testing, data recovery,
construction monitoring, and treatment of unexpected discoveries.  These measures
are expected to prevent significant impacts to cultural resources.
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Chapter 6 Summary of Public
Involvement  and Tribal
Coordination

6.1 Public Involvement 

To inform and involve the public on the proposed project, Caltrans staff have taken
the following actions:   

Notice of Intent/Notice of Preparation.  The public and interested agencies were
asked to comment on the subjects to be discussed in the joint Environmental Impact
Statement/ Environmental Impact Report for this proposed project via a joint Notice
of Intent/Notice of Preparation that was prepared and released October 30th, 2000.  

In early 2003, the project’s environmental analysis concluded that the project would
not be likely to result in significant environmental impacts.  In view of this
conclusion, FHWA determined that the appropriate NEPA document for the project
would be an Environmental Assessment rather than an Environmental Impact
Statement.  On Monday, May 5, 2003, the Federal Register published FHWA’s
Notice of Withdrawal of its earlier intent to prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement.    

Information/Coordination Meetings.  Caltrans held public information meetings on
October 27, 1999 and November 29, 2000, where attendees could view project related
information on large display boards and receive data sheets. On January 10, 2001,
Caltrans held an informational meeting for public agencies at the District 4 offices in
Oakland.  

Caltrans Mobile Display.  A mobile display showing general information about the
project, including a description of the proposed project, an overview map showing the
limits of the project, photographs of typical soundwalls located adjacent to highways,
a typical cross-section of the proposed project, and other general information, was at
the following locations on the following dates:   

Location of Display Date/Time
Sonoma County Transportation Authority Meeting May 14, 2001
Burbank Elementary School May 15, 2001
Prince Memorial Greenway Dedication May 19, 2001
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Santa Rosa City Council Chambers May 21 to 30, 2001
Santa Rosa Plaza May 30 to June 11, 2001
Coddingtown Mall June 11 to 17, 2001
Central Santa Rosa Library June 20 to July 3, 2001
Santa Rosa Visitors Bureau July 3 to 17, 2001
Santa Rosa Junior College, Fall Faculty Seminar August 16 to 17, 2001

Visual simulations to show the appearance of the proposed new features of Route 101
were added to the mobile display in 2002.  The mobile display was then recirculated
at the following places: 

Location of Display Date/Time
Santa Rosa City Council Chambers June 24 to 28, 2002
Central Sonoma County Library July 1 to 12, 2002
Santa Rosa Visitor’s Bureau August 15 to 18, 2002
Santa Rosa Plaza August 19 to 26, 2002

Caltrans Website.  A publically-accessible website was developed to provide a
variety of information about the proposed project.  The web address is
http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist4/route12wpg.htm.  

Coordination with Local Governments and Stakeholders.  Since 1998, Caltrans
staff have met regularly with the City Department of Public Works, the Sonoma
County Transportation Authority, and other stakeholders to refine the proposed
project. Caltrans continues to meet regularly with a City Council representative,
members of the Santa Rosa Design Review Board, Main Street, and Santa Rosa
Public Works officials in order to develop aesthetic treatments for the improved
freeway.

On November 6, 2001, December 3, 2002, and March 3, 2003, Caltrans staff
presented current photos and future visual simulations of the proposed project to the
Santa Rosa City Council.  Caltrans staff then received input from the City Council on
the visual simulations.  Also present at these presentations were staff members from
the City of Santa Rosa Department of Public Works. 

Coordination with Santa Rosa School District.  The Santa Rosa School District has
been working with Caltrans with respect to changes at Luther Burbank School, where
the proposed project would have impacts to part of the playground.  Caltrans met with
the Santa Rosa School Board on July 25, 1999 with respect to minimizing impacts to
the playground, and  with parents and Burbank students on September 9, 1999. 
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Native American Coordination/Meetings.  The Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC) was contacted for a search of their Sacred Lands files and for a
list of interested Native American groups and individuals in October 1999 and again
in June 2000.  Letters were sent to groups and individuals named on the list received
(see Table 3.13-1 in Section 3.13.1.1) from the NAHC on November 20, 2000 and to
the Dry Creek and Federated Indians of Graton Rancherias again on January 2, 2001.
In July 2001 a meeting was held with the Lytton Rancheria of Pomo Indians, later a
meeting with the Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria occurred in August 2001.
Another meeting with representatives of both the Graton and Lytton rancherias
further explored the tribes’ interest on February 27, 2002.  An address to the Lytton
Tribal Council was also arranged on February 27, 2002 to explain the project in detail
and to solicit views and information regarding the project impacts.  The Lytton Tribal
Council expressed concern regarding Caltrans’ efforts to contact other tribes and
suggested that additional effort should be made.  As a result Caltrans sent contact
letters to the Cloverdale Rancheria of Pomo Indians and to Stewarts Point Rancheria.
Follow-up phone calls to all the groups and individuals originally contacted were
placed to give the opportunity for verbal comment and to verify receipt of letters.
Because consultation is an ongoing exchange of views and information, those groups
who have expressed an interest would be included in future phases of this project.
Please see Table 3.13-1 in Section 3.13.1.1 for a summary of Native American
Involvement to date.

Historic Properties Coordination.  On May 15, 2000, Caltrans initiated public
outreach for historical resources of the built environment in the project area.  A letter
was sent to Ms. Leigh Jordan of the Northwest Information Center describing the
proposed project and Caltrans’ efforts to identify historic properties.  The letter
requested Ms. Jordan to distribute project and survey information to a number of local
agencies, community organizations, and other interested parties in an effort to inform
said parties and to elicit responses. 

On February 14, 2001, Cultural Resource specialists from the Office of
Environmental Assessment presented an overview of the historic architectural survey
at a meeting with the City of Santa Rosa Cultural Heritage Board.  At this meeting,
board members inquired about potential impacts of the project on historic structures
and districts in the vicinity of the proposed project.  Caltrans staff provided
clarification on these issues and an explanation of the environmental review process
for this project.
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Chapter 7 List of Preparers
This Draft EA/EIR was prepared by the California Department of Transportation,
District 4 Office of Environmental Analysis.  The following staff and consultants
contributed to the preparation of this EA/EIR: 

Office of Design North
Saaid Fakharzadeh, District Division Chief
Ziad Abubekr, Division Chief of Design North Counties
Jonathan Lee, Senior Transportation Engineer
Fred Witteborn, Transportation Engineer

Office of Environmental Program/Project Management
Susan Simpson, District Office Chief
Jeff Hall, Senior Environmental Planner

Office of Environmental Analysis
Robert Gross, District Office Chief
Valerie Heusinkveld, District Branch Chief, Sonoma County
Seana L. S. Gause, Associate Environmental Planner
Darryl Gruen, Associate Environmental Planner 
Chuck Morton, District Branch Chief, Natural Sciences 
Ahmad Hashemi, Associate Environmental Planner, Natural Sciences
Michael Galloway, Associate Environmental Planner, Natural Sciences
Jill Hupp, Associate Environmental Planner, Headquarters, Office of Cultural and
Community Studies

Office of Environmental Engineering
Andre Nguyen, District Branch Chief, Noise and Air Quality
Ray Boyer, District Branch Chief, Hazardous Waste
Celia McCuaig, District Branch Chief, Hazardous Waste and Air Quality
Tim Mehta, District Branch Chief, Water Quality
Dragomir Bogdanic, Senior Water Quality Engineer
Khaliq Taheri, Associate Water Quality Engineer
Eric Drayner, Caltrans Associate Water Quality Engineer

Office of Engineering Services I (Hydraulics)
Charlotte Cashin, Senior Engineering Hydrologist

Office of Geotechnical Services
Grant Wilcox, Senior Engineering Geologist

Office of Landscape Architecture
Art Yee, District Branch Chief
Thomas Packard, Landscape Associate 
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Office of Right-of-Way
Shawn Hallum, Associate Right-of-Way Agent

Office of Public Affairs
Beverly Bueno-Johnson, Associate Public Information Officer

Office of Highway Operations
Mike Kerns, Senior Transportation Engineer, Senior Transportation Engineer

Office of Advance Planning
Richard Cho, Senior Transportation Engineer, Senior Transportation Engineer

Anthropological Studies Center, Sonoma State University
Robert Douglass
Bright Eastman
Elaine-Maryse Solari
Jack McIlroy
Pam McKernan
Jack Meyer
Adrian Praetzellis
Mary Praetzellis
Mark Selverston
Suzanne Stewart

URS Corporation
Keith Dewey, Environmental Planner

Geocon Geotechnical and Environmental Consultants
John Juhrend, Geotechnical Engineer, Hazardous Materials Initial Site Assessment
Rebecca Silva, Geotechnical Engineer, Hazardous Materials Initial Site Assessment

City of Santa Rosa
Ken MacNab, City Planner, Community Development Department
Rosalind Daniels, Director, Public Works Department

Sonoma Life Support
Evan Dilks, Ambulance Supervisor

Involvement of Those No Longer With Caltrans
Nino Cerruti, Caltrans Project Manager of Design North Counties
Jim Smith, Senior Transportation Engineer, Transportation Planning
Marianne Hurley, Caltrans Associate Environmental Planner
Fiona van Ammers, Caltrans Associate Hazardous Materials Engineer
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Chapter 8 Distribution List
Federal Agencies

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region 9, EIS Coordinator
Federal Activities Office, CMD-2
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105

National Marine Fisheries Service 
Bay Area Office
777 Sonoma Avenue, Room 325
Santa Rosa, CA 94502

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Regulatory Branch
San Francisco District
Attention: CESPN-CO-R
333 Market Street, 8th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94105

U.S. Department of Agriculture
Natural Resources Conservation
Service
430 G Street, #4164
Davis, CA 95616

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
U.S. Department of Interior
2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2605
Sacramento, CA 95825

U.S. Department of Interior
Office of Environmental Policy and
Compliance
1849 C Street NW, Room 2340
Washington, D.C. 20240

State Agencies

Executive Director
Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
1400 Tenth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Calif Department of Conservation
801 K Street, MS 24-01
Sacramento, CA 95814

Calif Department of Fish and Game
Fisheries, Wildlife, and Environmental
Programs
P.O. Box 47
Yountville, CA 94599

Calif Department of Fish and Game 
Habitat Conservation Planning Branch
1416 9th Street, Suite 1341
Sacramento, CA 94296

Office of Historic Preservation
P.O. Box 942896
Sacramento, CA 94296

Calif Department of Parks and
Recreation
Resources Management Division
P.O. Box 942896
Sacramento, CA 94296

Calif Department of Water Resources
Reclamation Board
1416 Ninth Street, Room 1601
Sacramento, CA 95814

Calif Department of Water Resources
Environmental Services Office
3251 S Street, Room 111
Sacramento, CA 95816
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California Highway Patrol
Office of Special Projects
2555 1st Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95818

Calif Department of General Services
Environmental Services Section 
1325 J Street, Suite 1910
Sacramento, CA 95814

California Air Resources Board
Transportation Projects
1102 Q Street
Sacramento, CA 95812

Integrated Waste Management Board
P.O. Box 4025
Sacramento, CA 95812

Calif State Water Resources Control
Board
Division of Water Quality
P.O. Bow 100
Sacramento, CA 95812

Calif Department of Toxic Substances
Control
1000 I Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

California Energy Commission
1516 Ninth Street, MS-29
Sacramento, CA 95814

Native American Heritage
Commission
915 Capitol Mall, Room 364
Sacramento, CA 95814

Public Utilities Commission
505 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102

California State Lands Commission
100 Howe Avenue, Suite 100 South
Sacramento, CA 95825

Regional

Executive Officer, Susan A Warner
Regional Water Quality Control Board
North Coast Region
5550 Skylane Blvd
Santa Rosa, CA  95403

Executive Director, Eugene Leong
Association of Bay Area Governments
101 8th Street
Oakland, CA 94604

Executive Director, Steve Heminger
Metropolitan Transportation
Commission
101 8th Street 
Oakland, CA 94604

Bay Area Air Quality Management
District
939 Ellis Street
San Francisco, CA 94109

Sierra Club
6014 College Avenue
Oakland, CA 94618

Local

Executive Director
Rick Moshier
Santa Rosa Public Works Dept.
69 Stony Circle
Santa Rosa, CA 95401

Community Development
City of Santa Rosa
100 Santa Rosa Avenue, Rm. 3
Building and Planning Divisions
Santa Rosa, CA 95402
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Executive Director, Suzanne Wilford
Sonoma County Transportation
Authority
520 Mendocino Avenue, #240
Santa Rosa, CA 95401

County Administrator, Michael
Chrystal
Sonoma County
575 Administration Drive, Room 100A
Santa Rosa, CA 95403

Sonoma County Bicycle Coalition
P.O. Box 3088
Santa Rosa, CA  95402
Attn:  Gary Wysocky

Community Development – Planning
Division
Deputy Director of Planning Services,
Brian C. Crawford
Marin County 
3501 Civic Center Drive, #308
San Rafael, CA 94903

County Administrator, Mark J.
Reisenfeld
Marin County
3501 Civic Center Drive, #325
San Rafael, CA 94903

Golden Gate Bridge Highway and
Transportation District
General Manager, Celia M.
Kupersmith
1011 Anderson Drive
San Rafael, Ca 94901

Santa Rosa City School District
Superintendent, Mel Solie
211 Ridgway Avenue
Santa Rosa, CA 95401

Luther Burbank Elementary School
Principal, Marty Cassity
203 A Street
Santa Rosa, CA 95401

President, W. Terry Lindley
Santa Rosa Junior College
1501 Mendocino Avenue
Santa Rosa, CA 95401

Federal Elected Officials

Honorable Barbara Boxer
United States Senator
1700 Montgomery Street, #240
San Francisco, CA 94111

Honorable Diane Feinstein
United States Senator
1700 Montgomery Street, #305
San Francisco, CA 94111

Honorable Mike Thompson
Representative in Congress, 1st District
1040 Main Street, #101
Napa, CA 94559

Honorable Lynn Woolsey
Representative in Congress, 6th District
1101 College Avenue, #200
Santa Rosa, CA 95404

State Elected Officials

Honorable Wes Chesbro
California Senator, 2nd District
50 D Street, #102A
Santa Rosa, CA 95404

Honorable John Burton
California Senator, 3rd District
3501 Civic Center, Room 425
San Rafael, CA 94903
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Honorable Virginia Strom-Martin
California Assembly, 1st District
50 D Street, #305
Santa Rosa, CA 95404

Honorable Joseph Nation
California Assembly, 6th District
50 D Street, #450
Santa Rosa, CA 95404

Honorable Patricia Wiggins
California Assembly, 7th District
50 D Street, #301
Santa Rosa, CA 95404

Local Elected Officials

Mayor, Sharon Wright
City of Santa Rosa
P.O. Box 1678
Santa Rosa, CA 95402

City Council 
City of Santa Rosa
P.O. Box 1678
Santa Rosa, CA 95402

Board of Supervisors
Sonoma County
575 Administration Drive, Room 100A
Santa Rosa, CA 95403

Board of Supervisors
Marin County
3501 Civic Center Drive, #325
San Rafael, CA 94903
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