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General Information About This Document

What’s in this document:

This document contains a Mitigated Negative Declaration that examines the environmental
effects of the proposed project on State Route 43 and State Route 119 near the city of Taft in
Kern County.

The Initial Study and proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration were circulated to the public
from April 1, 2015 to May 8, 2015. Comment letters about the draft document that were
received and responded to are shown in the Comments and Responses section. This section of
the document was added after the draft was circulated. Elsewhere throughout this document, a
line in the right margin indicates a change to the document since the draft was circulated.

What happens after this:

The proposed project has completed environmental compliance after the circulation of this
document. When funding is approved, the California Department of Transportation, as assigned
by the Federal Highway Administration, can design and build all or part of the project.

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

For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in Braille, in large print, on audiocassette, or on
computer disk. To obtain a copy in one of these alternate formats, please call or write to Caltrans, Attn: G. William
“Trais” Norris ITI, Environmental Management Branch, 855 “M” Street, Suite 200, Fresno, CA; (559) 445-6447,
District 6 Public Affairs Office at (559) 488-4067, or use California Relay Service 1 (800) 735-2929 (TTY), 1
(800) 735-2929 (Voice), or 711.




Project Description and Background:

Note: Pursuant to (State) Division 13, California Public Resources Code—This project documentation
has been prepared in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). A Categorical
Exclusion has been signed for National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) compliance.

Project Title:

State Route 43/State Route 119 Intersection
Improvements

Lead Agency Name and
Address:

Caltrans, 1352 W. Olive Avenue. Fresno, CA 93726

Contact Person and
Telephone Number:

G. William “Trais” Norris Ill, (559) 445-6447

Project Sponsor’'s Name
and Address:

Caltrans, 1352 W. Olive Avenue. Fresno, CA 93726

Approved By:

S_'(aé“ﬂf/ M// Dote: \0 o frois

Title: Se ior Env1ronme6tal Planner

Project Location:

The project is located at the intersection of State Routes
119 and 43, and a county road named Enos Lane in
south-central Kern County, near Taft and Shafter. The
project area is from post mile 0.1 to 0.4 on State Route
43, post mile 17.8 to 18.4 on State Route 119, and from
the intersection to 0.2 miles south on Enos Lane.

General Plan Description:

State Route 119 is an intra-regional route for
agricultural and oil-industry related traffic, as well as
commuter traffic between the cities of Taft and
Bakersfield. State Route 43 also carries Taft-
Bakersfield commuter traffic, but experiences a larger
component of large agricultural implements during
growing and harvest seasons. Enos Lane leads to the
public access of the Buena Vista Aquatic Recreational
Area, just two miles south of the project, and thus
experiences a significant contingent of recreational
vehicles and boat trailers.

Zoning:

Zoning designation for land within the project area:
northwest quadrant-exclusive agriculture (A); northeast
quadrant-highway commercial (CH), precise
development combining (PD); southwest and southeast
quadrant-light industrial (M-1), precise development
combining (PD)

Description of Project:

The project would construct a mixed single and dual
lane roundabout at the intersection of State Route 119
and State Route 43, and Enos Lane. The roundabout
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would have a single-lane to dual-lane transitioning
approach and dual circulatory lanes in the westbound
and eastbound State Route 119 direction with a single
westbound departure continuing as a single-lane east of
the intersection and dual eastbound departure
transitioning to a single-lane west of the intersection.
The roundabout would also have a single-lane to dual-
lane transitioning approach for southbound State Route
43 with a single southbound circulatory and single
northbound departure lane north of the intersection, and
a single-lane approach and circulatory lane in the
northbound Enos Lane direction and a single
southbound departure lane south of the intersection.

The roadways would have concrete splitter islands
separating direction of travel within the roundabout
approaches and departures. The center of the
roundabout within the circulatory paths would have
reinforced concrete contrast surface treatment for the
truck apron and center island with minor raised slopes
to accommodate oversized, overweight and variance
load large truck vehicles. Electrical work for lighting is
required. Utility poles within the project area would be
relocated.

Surrounding Land Uses and
Setting:

State Route 119 and State Route 43 are both
conventional, two-lane undivided highways. State
Route 119 is situated in an east-west alignment with a
12-foot wide lane and 8-foot wide shoulder in each
travel direction. State Route 43 begins at the
intersection with State Route 119 and proceeds north
with a 12-foot wide lane and a one to two-foot wide
shoulder in each travel direction (north and south). On
the south side of the State Route 119/State Route 43
intersection, Enos Lane proceeds south. Enos Lane also
has 12-foot lanes and one to two-foot wide shoulders in
each travel direction. At the intersection, left turn lanes
are present in all four travel directions, but the left-turn
channelization lanes are all of less than standard length.
The existing intersection is controlled by a fully
phased, four-way signal light system.

One small gas station/convenience store is located in
the southwest quadrant of the intersection. The other
quadrants are vacant land, but Kern Water Bank
Authority conservation properties are located at the

State Route 43/State Route 119 Intersection Improvements * 2




northwest quadrant and adjacent to the western edge of
the northeast quadrant. The highway junctions with
Interstate 5 are located 1.5 miles east of the project area
on State Route 119 and 1.75 miles north of the project

area on State Route 43.

Other Public Agencies
Whose Approval is
Required:

United States Fish and Wildlife Service, California

Department of Fish and Wildlife,

Environmental Factors Potentially Affected:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project.
Please see the CEQA checklist for additional information. Any boxes not checked represent
issues that were considered as part of the scoping and environmental analysis for the project,
but for which no adverse impacts were identified; therefore, no further discussion of those

issues is in this document.

Aesthetics

Agriculture and Forestry

Air Quality

_Biological Resources

Cultural Resources

L

Geology/Soils

‘Greenhouse Gas
Emissions

Hazards and Hazardous
Materials

O

Hydrology/Water Quality

Land Use/Planning

Mineral Resources

Noise

Paleontology

Population/Housing

Public Services

Recreation

000 XOO

Transportation/Traffic

LI

Utilities/Service Systems

OO0 OXIC

Mandatory Findings of Significance
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Mitigated Negative Declaration
Pursuant to: Division 13, Public Resources Code

Project Description

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) would construct a mixed single and
dual-lane roundabout at the intersection of State Route 119 and State Route 43, and Enos
Lane.

Determination

Caltrans has prepared an Initial Study for this project and following public review, expects to
determine from this study that the project would not have a significant effect on the
environment for the following reasons.

The project would have no effect on: agriculture and forest resources, geology and soils,
hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, mineral resources, population and
housing, recreation, and wetlands.

In addition, the project would have no significant effect on: aesthetics, air quality, cultural
resources, emergency and public services, hazardous waste and materials, natural
communities, transportation/traffic, utilities and service systems

“and protected species (Giant kangaroo rat, Tipton kangaroo rat, San Joaquin kit fox,
California jewel-flower and blunt-nosed leopard lizard) because the following avoidance,
minimization and mitigation measures would reduce potential effects to insignificance:

e Giant kangaroo and Tipton kangaroo rat: Conduct pre-construction field surveys and
install Environmentally Sensitive Area fencing to suitable habitat.

In addition, the project would have no significantly adverse effect on threatened, endangered \ _

e  San Joaquin kit fox: Conduct pre-construction field surveys, apply exclusion zones
around San Joaquin kit fox dens, and/or track-plates and/or camera stations may to
confirm the presence. An Incidental Take permit will be acquired from the .
California Department of Fish and Wildlife.

e (California jewel-flower: Conduct pre-construction field surveys.

e Blunt-nosed leopard lizard: Conduct pre-construction field surveys, hand-excavate and
collapse burrows within the construction footprint no more than one week prior to
construction and install Environmentally Sensitive Area exclusion fencing.

(O / Zr’)-,/ ZOls

Date

Willigm “Trais” Norri n?
Senior Environmental Planner
District 6
California Department of Transportation
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CEQA Environmental Checklist

06-KER-43/119 0.1-0.4/17.8-18.5 06-0612000293

Dist.-Co.-Rte. P.M/P.M. Project ID#

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

Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant ~ Significant Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

I. AESTHETICS: Would the project:

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

X

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

X

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

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

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

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

Would the project:
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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) Resultin the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land
to non-forest use?

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

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

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

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

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

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

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

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

[

0 O

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

O

0 O

0 O
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

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, D )X( D D
policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish

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

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or

other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional

plans, palicies, regulations or by the California Department of L_-| & D D
Fish and Wildlife or U.S. 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.) D D D )X(
through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native

resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established

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

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting

biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ] ] D X
ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat

Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or
other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation D D D g
plan?

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in §15064.57

X

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

X

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?

O 0O 0O O

I I I I I

O O O O
X

X

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: L—-l I:l D ‘Z
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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 427

i) 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?

VIl. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS: Would the project:

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

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

VIil. 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?

Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
=

O ODodoog O
O Ooogoo Od
X XX KX KX

O oo O

[l
Ll
X

]

L]
[
L]
D

If applicable, an assessment of 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 greenhouse gas
emissions and CEQA significance, it is too
speculative to make a significance determination
regarding the project's direct and indirect impact with
respect to climate change. Caltrans does remain
firmly committed to implementing measures to help
reduce the potential effects of the project. Necessary
information is located in Technical Studies Bound
Separately.
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions V%
involving the release of hazardous materials into the D |:| D M
environment?

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter D |:| D &
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 I:I D
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to

the public or the environment?

[
X

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where

such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public !:l D
airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety

hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

X

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

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

O o 0O
X

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

or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are I:] ‘:l
adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed

with wildlands?

]
X X

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY: Would the project:

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

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere

substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would

be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local

groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing D I:l I:l g
nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support

existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have been

granted)?

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream D |:| I..__| W
or river, in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or

siltation on- or off-site?

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or

area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream

or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface |:| |:| D g
runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?
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e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned storm water 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?

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?

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource
that would be of value to the region and the residents of the
state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan,
specific plan or other land use plan?

XIl. NOISE: Would the project result in:

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

Potentially
Significant
Impact

O

[

O O o O

[

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

O 0O 0o 0o 0O

[
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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?

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

XIil. POPULATION AND HOUSING: Would the project:

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

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

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

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES:

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

Fire protection?

Police protection?

Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

[ 0O O O O 0O

[l

OOdodd

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

[

[ 0O 0O O O

[l

Oododnd
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XV. RECREATION:

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

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

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC: Would the project:

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

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

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?

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

) Result in inadequate emergency access?

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

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: Would the project:

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

Potentially
Significant
Impact

[

O O o O

Less Than Less Than
Significant  Significant
with Impact
Mitigation

[
[

O O o 0O
O O O O
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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?

XVIIl. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the range
of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited,
but cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable"
means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the
effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable
future projects)?

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

Potentially
Significant
Impact

[

0 O

Less Than
Significant
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]

O O

Stafe Route 43/State Route 119 Intersection Improvements » 17

Less Than
Significant
Impact

O

O o o o 0O

No
Impact



Additional Explanations for Questions in the Impacts Checklist
IV. Biological Resources (checklist questions a and b)

Affected Environment

A Natural Environmental Study was completed for this project in March 2015 A
Biological Assessment was completed in July 2015. The United States Fish and
Wildlife Service prepared a Biological Opinion (see Appendix E) in October 2015.

Animals

Animals that have the potential to occur within the project area are the blunt-nosed
leopard lizard (Gambelia sila), Tipton kangaroo rat (Dipodomys nitratoides
nitratoides), the giant kangaroo rat (Dipodomys ingens) and the San Joaquin kit fox
(Vulpes macrotis mutica).

The blunt-nosed leopard lizard (Gambelia sila) is federally listed as endangered and
state listed as endangered and fully protected. It is a relatively large lizard, ranging
from 3.4 to 4.7 inches in length. Its color varies from yellowish or light grey-brown to
dark brown, depending on the surrounding soils and vegetation. The color pattern on
its back consists of longitudinal rows of dark spots interrupted by a series of 7 to 10
white, cream-colored, or yellow transverse bands.

Typically, the blunt-nosed leopard lizard can be found at elevations of 100 to 2,400
feet above sea level, on alkali flats, desert washes, arroyos, canyons and low foothills.
Suitable habitat for the blunt-nosed leopard lizard contains sparely vegetated shrubs
and grassland habitats in areas of lower elevation. In areas of higher elevation, blunt-
nosed leopard lizards are confined to broad sandy washes. These lizards will find
shade in mammal burrows, shrubs or structures such as fence posts. Blunt-nosed
leopard lizards are diurnal, hibernating in the winter months and active from March to
June or July. Blunt-nosed leopard lizards feed on grasshoppers, cicadas, and small
lizards.

Caltrans biologists conducted juvenile blunt-nosed leopard lizard field surveys during
the late summer of 2013. Caltrans contracted Quad Knopf, Inc. to conduct full-
protocol adult blunt-nosed leopard lizard field surveys on the project site in early
summer of 2014. The protocol surveys did not locate any blunt-nosed leopard lizards
within or near the project area. Given the lack of recent sightings, the poor habitat
quality, and lack of results from protocol-level surveys, the potential that blunt-nosed
leopards lizard are present on the site is low.

The giant kangaroo rat (Dipodomys ingens) is federally and state listed as
endangered. Adult giant kangaroo rats are 12.2 to 13.7 inches long and weigh about
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4.6 to 6.4 ounces. They have short necks, large flattened heads and long tails. The
giant kangaroo rat has large, fur-lined cheek pouches open on each side of its mouth
extending as deep pockets of skin along the sides if its head. Giant kangaroo rats are
found in locations where fine sandy loam soils and sparse annual grasses and
flowering plants occur. They require level land for burrowing. The giant kangaroo rat
primarily feeds on seeds from pepper grass and filaree. Giant kangaroo rats are
nocturnally active all year long.

Potential signs of giant kangaroo rat activity were observed at six locations during the
blunt-nosed leopard field surveys in early summer of 2014, all of them east of State
Route 43 and Enos Lane. Three of these observations are adjacent to the proposed
construction footprint. However, no giant kangaroo rats were observed during the
small mammal field surveys.

The Tipton kangaroo rat (Dipodomys nitratoides nitratoides) is listed as federal and
state endangered. Adult Tipton kangaroo rats are 8.7 to 9.25 inches long and weigh
about 1.3 ounces. They are distinguished from other kangaroo rats within their range
by the presence of four toes on their hind feet (the other species have five toes).
Tipton kangaroo rats inhabit open, arid vegetated grassy areas having saltbrush and
goldenbrush scrub. They dig burrows in soft, finely textured soils, on small mounds,
or embankments that are higher than the surrounding terrain. Tipton kangaroo rats eat
- mostly seeds, but will supplement their diet with green, herbaceous vegetation and
insects.

Potential signs of Tipton kangaroo rat activity were observed at six locations during
the blunt-nosed leopard field surveys in early summer of 2014, all of them east of
State Route 43 and Enos Lane. One of these observations are adjacent to the proposed
construction footprint. However, no Tipton kangaroo rats were observed during the
small mammal field surveys.

The San Joaquin kit fox (Vulpes macrotis mutica) is federally listed as endangered
and state listed as threatened. San Joaquin kit foxes average 31 inches long and about
12 inches tall at their shoulders. They have a small slim body, relatively long ears set
close together, narrow nose and a long bushy tail with a narrow black tip. Coat color
varies from buff, tan, grizzled or yellow-grey. San Joaquin kit foxes are mostly
nocturnal and inhabit annual grassland or grassy vegetation with scattered shrubs and
brush. They dig their dens in loose-textured soils on open and level land. San Joaquin
kit foxes feed on desert cottontails, rodents, insects, reptiles, birds, bird eggs and
vegetation.

Evening field surveys were conducted in 2013 and 2014 within the project area. A
den that appeared to be recent was monitored with a motion-activated camera station
for one evening during the 2014 spotlighting surveys. The camera station did not
record any San Joaquin kit foxes. San Joaquin kit foxes have not been observed on or
near the project site during any of the other biological field survey efforts as well.
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Plants

Plants that have the potential to occur within the project area are the California jewel-
flower (Caulanthus californicus), Kern mallow (Eremalche kernensis), and the San
Joaquin woolly threads (Monolopia congdonii).

California Jewel-Flower

The California jewel-flower (Caulanthus californicus) is federally and state listed as
endangered. The California jewel-flower is also included in the California Native
Plant Society inventory of rare and endangered plants as a CNPS 1B.1 plant: rare,
threatened or endangered throughout its range; seriously threatened. It occurs in non-
alkaline, undisturbed grasslands in subshrub scrub, valley grassland and pinyon-
juniper woodland. The stems are often branched. Flowers appear pouch-like at their
base, and are attached at the top of the plant. The leaves are attached to the base of
the plant. California jewel-flower typically blooms from February to May.

Kern Mallow

The Kern mallow (Eremalche kernensis) is federally listed as endangered and state-
listed as a California Native Plant Society inventory of rare and endangered plants as
a CNPS 1B.1 plant: rare, threatened, or endangered throughout their range; seriously
threatened. The Kern mallow typically occurs in Valley saltbrush scrub with alkaline
sandy loam or clay soils in areas where the brush cover is minimal. The form of the
Kern mallow varies widely depending on seasonal precipitation: it can be single-
stemmed or multiple stemmed, erect, or lateral stems trailing on the ground. The
stems can be from one to twenty inches in length with white to pinkish flowers. Kern
mallow blooms from March through May.

The San Joaquin woolly threads (Monolopia congdonii) is federally listed as
endangered. It is also included in the California Native Plant Society inventory of rare
and endangered plants as a CNPS 1B.2 plant: rare, threatened or endangered
throughout its range; fairly threatened. This plant typically occurs in sandy grasslands
and alkali sink habitats. This plant is two to twelve inches tall and loosely woolly.
The San Joaquin woolly threads has wavy, narrow, oblong leaves and yellow flower
heads clustered at the branch tips. This plant blooms from February to May.

Environmental Consequences
Animals

Blunt-Nosed. Leopard Lizards

The proposed project would impact 3.76 acres of low-quality habitat that may be
potentially suitable for the blunt-nosed leopard lizard. Of these, 0.41 acres are
permanent impacts and 3.35 acres are temporary in that they will be re-contoured and
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re-vegetated after construction. However, no take of this species is anticipated with
the implementation of the avoidance and minimizations measures.

The proposed project would impact approximately 3.76 acres of potentially suitable
habitat for the giant kangaroo rat. This habitat is considered low-quality, due to its
proximity to a busy travel way and level of disturbance. Of these, approximately 0.41
acres of impacts would be considered permanent and 3.35 acres would be temporary
in that those areas would be re-contoured and seeded after construction, and thus
available to be used as habitat in the future.

The proposed project would impact approximately 3.76 acres of potentially suitable
habitat for the Tipton kangaroo rat. This habitat is considered low-quality, due to its
proximity to a busy travel way, level of disturbance, and documented presence of
Heerman’s kangaroo rats. Of these, approximately 0.41 acres of impacts would be
considered permanent and 3.35 acres would be temporary in that those areas would be
re-contoured and seeded after construction, and thus available to be used as habitat in
the future.

- The proposed project would impact approximately 3.76 acres of potentially suitable

“habitat for the San Joaquin kit fox. This habitat is considered low-quality, due to its
proximity to a busy travel way and level of disturbance. Of these, approximately 0.41
acres of impacts would be considered permanent and 3.35 acres would be temporary
in that those areas would be re-contoured and seeded after construction, and thus
available to be used as habitat in the future.

Plants

California Jewel-Flower

The project will result in 0.47 acres of temporary impacts to habitat. However, with
implementation of the avoidance and minimizations measures, no impacts to
California jewel-flower populations are anticipated.

Kern Mallow

An estimated 0.41 acres of permanent impacts and 3.35 acres of temporary impacts to
low-quality, valley saltbrush scrub and ruderal habitat would occur as a result of
project activities. With the implementation of avoidance and minimization measures,
no impacts to San Joaquin woolly threads populations are anticipated.
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Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
Animals

e Protocol-level pre-construction surveys within the project area to determine any
presence or sign of the blunt-nosed leopard lizard would be conducted the season
prior to the start of construction. If blunt-nosed leopard lizards are found within
the action area, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service will be contacted to discuss
ways to proceed with the project and avoid take to the maximum extent possible.

e  Full protocol blunt-nosed leopard lizard surveys, including 12 survey visits
during the active adult season and 5 additional surveys during the active juvenile
season will be performed the year prior to the commencement of construction.
Since the total avoidance of all rodent burrows within the proposed project
footprint, in addition to the corresponding 50-foot buffer, is not possible, the
burrows within the proposed construction foot print would be hand-excavated
and collapsed no more than one week prior to construction.

e Environmentally Sensitive Area exclusion fencing of a design sufficient to
exclude entry by blunt-nosed leopard lizard (and other small animals) will be
installed around the limits of the project site in areas where suitable blunt-nosed
leopard lizard habitat is present.

e A qualified and approved biological monitor would be onsite during initial
ground-disturbing activities.

e Requiring low speed limits within the construction site will lessen the probability
that blunt-nosed leopard lizards could be ran over by vehicles and equipment.

e No mitigation measures for impacts to potential, very low quality blunt-nosed
leopard lizard habitat are proposed because A) no occurrences of the species
have been recorded in spite of protocol-level surveys; B) the habitat within the
project site is low quality due to dense growth of invasive grass and weeds and
periodic disking, so re-colonization of the site by the species is highly unlikely.

e In the event that blunt-nosed leopard lizard is detected, consultation with
California Department of Fish and Wildlife would be warranted to discuss how
to avoid take.

e  Preconstruction surveys would be conducted to avoid potential impacts to this
species. If occupied suitable habitat is observed during surveys, avoidance
measures will be implemented within identified suitable habitat where feasible.

e A qualified biological monitor would be on site during initial ground-disturbing
activities.
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e To avoid inadvertent impacts to adjacent suitable habitat, the work area would be
clearly delineated with Environmentally Sensitive Area fencing.

e  With the implementation of avoidance and minimization measures, no impacts to
individual giant kangaroo rats and Tipton kangaroo rats are anticipated. Giant
kangaroo rats and Tipton kangaroo rats are not expected to occur on the project
site, 50 no compensatory mitigation is proposed.

e If avoidance is not feasible, and take could potentially occur as a result of
construction related activities, acquisition of an Incidental Take permt from
California Fish and Wildlife would be warranted.

e  Preconstruction/pre-activity surveys would be conducted no less than 14 days
and no more than 30 days prior to the beginning of ground disturbance and/or
construction activities or any project activity likely to impact the San Joaquin kit
fox.

e Surveys would be conducted within the proposed project boundary and a 200-
foot area outside the project footprint to identify habitat features.

‘e If natal/pupping dens are discovered within the project area or within 200 feet of
' the project boundary, the Service would be immediately notified.

e The configuration of exclusion zones around San Joaquin kit fox dens should
have a 50-foot radius around potential dens and a 100-foot radius around known
dens measured outward from the entrance or cluster of entrances.

e Disturbance to all San Joaquin kit fox dens would be avoided to the maximum
extent possible.

e A qualified biologist would be present at the construction site during initial
ground-disturbing activities.

e To the extent possible, a biologist would be available on-call during all
construction periods when not present onsite. Appropriate provisions found in the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Standard Measures for Protection of the San
Joaquin Kit Fox for Prior to or During Ground Disturbance, Construction and
On-Going Operational Requirements would also be implemented.

o If warranted, additional actions such as track-plates and/or camera stations may
also be employed to confirm the presence and status of San Joaquin kit fox on
and near the site.

e An Incidental Take permit for the San Joaquin kit fox will be acquired from the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife.
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With avoidance and minimization measures, no direct impacts to individual San

Joaquin kit foxes are anticipated. The species is unlikely to occur on the project
site, so no compensatory mitigation is proposed.

Plants

California Jewel-Flower

Pre-construction surveys would be completed during the appropriate blooming
period the season prior to groundbreaking activities.

If the California jewel-flower is observed onsite, Caltrans will notify the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service and California Department of Fish and Wildlife to
discuss conservation measures to be implemented.

No compensatory mitigation is proposed because no impacts to California jewel-
flower are anticipated. Habitat on the project site is not considered suitable for
California jewel-flower.

Kern Mallow

- Pre-construction surveys would be completed during the appropriate blooming

period the season prior to groundbreaking activities.

If the Kern mallow is observed onsite, Caltrans will notify the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service and California Department of Fish and Wildlife to discuss

conservation measures to be implemented.

Pre-construction surveys would be completed during the appropriate blooming
period the season prior to groundbreaking activities.

If the San Joaquin wooly threads are observed onsite, Caltrans will notify the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and California Department of Fish and Wildlife to

discuss conservation measures to be implemented.

Impacts to San Joaquin woolly-threads populations are not anticipated.
Therefore, no compensatory mitigation is proposed.
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VIll. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS (checklist question a)
Affected Environment

The project area topography is generally flat, consisting of vacant land and disturbed,
fallow agricultural fields. The immediate area around the project site is very open and
sparsely developed. A California Department of Fish and Wildlife conservation
property, the Kern Water Bank, is located in the northwest quadrant. A gas-
station/convenience store located on the southwest quadrant of the State Route
119/State 43/Enos Road intersection. An informal parking lot/turn out area consisting
of bare, compacted dirt is located directly adjacent to the northeast quadrant of the
intersection.

A California Environmental Protection Agency regulatory search of Geotracker
(underground storage tanks/leaking underground storage tanks), EnviroFacts (list of
hazardous materials/hazardous waste sites), Solid Waste Information Systems (solid
waste landfills) and EnviroStor (Cortese sites) databases was conducted and did not
identify any actively worked on sites.

Environmental Consequences

One closed case site and one permitted underground storage tank location are within
the project scope. Right of way and construction impacts are a concern for these two
individual sites. Although a site has formal closure from regulatory agency,
contamination can still exist. The sites are:

SO. Coles Levee # 10/Marathon Oil Company (closed case)
Cross Street State Route 119 and State Route 43
Bakersfield, CA 93311

Texaco Food Mart (registered underground storage tank)
Cross Street State Route 119 and State Route 43
Bakersfield, CA 93311

A previous aerial deposited lead study was conducted along State Route 119 from
post mile 5.5 to post mile 13.3 and showed soluble lead levels above the regulatory
threshold.

Residue from removal of yellow thermoplastic and yellow painted traffic stripe and
pavement marking may contain lead chromate. Residue produced from the separate
removal of yellow thermoplastic and yellow painted traffic stripe and pavement
marking may contain heavy metals.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

A project specific study for heavy metals (CAM-17) prior to construction is
recommended. California Administrative Manual (CAM) is also known as the
California Code of Regulations (CCR). CCR Title 22 section 66261.24 specifies the
17 metals that can qualify waste as hazardous.

s J'mp;(;vements 25



The former SO Coles Levee #10 location may contain residual petroleum-impacted
soil that construction activities or right of way acquisition may affect. Testing for
petroleum-impacted soil prior to construction to verify that disposal at a permitted
landfill is not required is recommended. Once testing results are available confirming
that the soil does not require special disposal, soil will be available for reuse on the
project or relinquished to the contractor.

A lead compliance plan shall be included for soil management on the project.
Caltrans Special Provisions for dealing with painted traffic stripe and pavement
markings will be included in the contract.
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Appendix B Title VI Statement

STATRO UALRNINU—IEFISE TOANSIONTATICR AMD PSR G oey _EIMIPI G BEONY A G

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OFFICE OF THE DIRECTAR

3 WK SLIRTE B4 25

SACIAMERTD, CA $273-000)

[RATINE S S T

o [ULR| B31-581K
Ty 71

w2

darch 2013

NON-DISCRIMINATION
POLICY STATEMENT

The California Department of Transportanon, under Tite Y1 of the Civil Rights Agt
of 1964 and related statutes, ensures that no person in the State of Califoenia shall, on
thee grovnds of rice. color, matwonal ongm, sex, disatulity, religion, sexual onentaton,
of age, be excheled from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise
subpectal w discrmination under any progeaa or activity it administers.

For tnformation or guidance un how to file a complami based on the groumds of mee,
calor, national origin, sex, disability. religion, sexunl orientation, or age, please visit
the lollowing web page: hitpaiowww dotea,govhg'bepiitle vidg vioktedhim,

Additionally, il you need this informatzon i an altermate format, sech s in Bralle or
in & langunge other than English, please comact the California Department of
Trimspurtation, Office of Business and Economic Opportunity, 1823 14" Sireet,
MS-79, Sacramento, CA 93811, Telephone; (916 324-0449,TTY: 711, orvia
Fax: (916) 3241949,

MALCOLM DOUGHERTY
Director

Ui sepercs ewsh iy cnsvw Culifmie
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Appendix C United States Fish and Wildlife
Species List

United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office
FEDERAL BUILDING. 2800 COTTAGE WAY. ROOM W-2605
SACRAMENTO. CA 95825
PHONE (916)414-6600 FAX (916)414-6713

Consultation Code: 08ESMF00-2015-SL1-1195 September 08. 2015
Event Code: 08ESMF00-2015-E-03467
Project Name: Kern 43 119 Enos Lane Roundabout

Subject: List of threatened and endangered species that may occur i your proposed project
location. and or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concemn:

The enclosed species list identifies threatened. endangered. proposed and candidate species, as
well as proposed and final designated critical habitat. under the junisdiction of the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (Service) that may occur within the boundary of your proposed project and or
may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills the requirements of the
Service under section 7(c) of the Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C.
1531 er seq.).

Please follow the link below to see if your proposed project has the potential to affect other
species or their habitats under the jurisdiction of the Nanonal Marine Fisheries Service:

htp: www.nwr.noaa.gov protected_species species_list species_lists html

New information based on updated surveys. changes in the abundance and distribution of
species. changed habitat conditions. or other factors could change this list. Please feel free to
contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the potential impacts to
federally proposed. listed. and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical
habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(¢) of the regulations implementing section 7 of
the Act. the accuracy of this species list should be venified after 90 days. This verification can
be completed formally or informally as desired. The Service recommends that verification be
completed by visiting the ECOS-IPaC website at regular intervals during project planning and
umplementation for updates to species lists and mformation. An updated list may be requested
through the ECOS-IPaC system by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed
List

The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and
the ecosystems upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(aj(1) and 7(a}(2)
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of the Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 ef seq.). Federal agencies are required
to utthize their authonties to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and
endangered species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered
species and or designated entical habitat,

A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having
similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 US.C. 4332(2)
(¢)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological
evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may
affect listed or proposed species and or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended
contents of a Biological Assessment are desenibed at 50 CFR 40212

If a Federal agency determines. based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation.
that listed species and or designated cnitical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402 In addition. the Service
recommends that candidate species. proposed species and proposed cnitical habitat be addressed
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7
consultation. including the role of permit or license applicants. can be found in the "Endangered
Species Consultation Handbook” at:

hitp: www fwvs gov endangered esa-library pdf TOC-GLOS PDF

Please be aware that bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668 ef seq.). and projects affecting these species may require
development of an eagle conservation plan® -

(hrtp: www fivs. gov windenergy cagle_guidance html). Additionally. wind energy projects
should follow the wind energy guidelines (http:www fws. gov windenergy ) for nunimizing
unpacts to migratory birds and bats.

| Guidance for minimizing impacts to migratory birds for projects including communications
towers (¢.g. cellular. digital television. radio. and emergency broadcast) can be found at:

http: www fws gov migratorybirds CurrentBirdIssues Hazards towers towers htm;

http: www towerkill com: and

hetp: www fws gov migratorybirds CurrentBirdIssues Hazards towers comtow html.

We appreciate your concem for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages
Federal agencies to mclude conservation of threatened and endangered species into thewr project
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Tracking Number in
the header of this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project
that you submit to our office.

The table below outlines lead FWS field offices by county and land ownershap project type.
Please refer to this table when you are ready to coordinate (including requests for section 7
consultation) with the field office corresponding to your project, and send any documentation
regarding your project to that comvesponding office. Therefore. the lead FWS field office may
not be the office listed above n the letterhead. Please visit our office’s website

(http: www fivs.gov sacramento) to view a map of office jurisdictions
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of the Act and its implementing regulations (30 CER 402 ef seq.). Federal agencies are required
to utihize their authonities to camry out programs for the conservation of threatened and
endangered species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered
species and or designated cnitical habitat

A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having

| similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment as defined i the Nanonal Environmental Policy Act (42 US.C. 4332(2)
(¢)). For projects other than major construction activities. the Service suggests that a biological
evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to deternune whether the project may
affect listed or proposed species and or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 40212

If a Federal agency deternmnes. based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation.
that listed species and or designated cnitical habitat may be affected by the proposed project. the
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition. the Service
recommends that candidate species. proposed species and proposed cntical habitat be addressed
within the consultation. More mformation on the regulations and procedures for section 7
consultation. mcluding the role of permut or license applicants. can be found in the "Endangered
Species Consultation Handbook” at:

http: www fivs gov endangered esa-hbrary pdf TOC-GLOS PDF

Please be aware that bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668 ¢r seq. ). and projects affecting these species may require
development of an eagle conservation plan

(hup: www fivs gov windenergy cagle gmdance html). Additionally. wind energy projects
should follow the wind energy gmdelines (http: www fivs gov ' windenergy ) for mmninnzing
tmpacts to migratory birds and bats

Guidance for minnmizing impacts to migratory birds for projects including communications
towers {¢.g.. cellular, digntal television. radio. and emergency broadeast) can be found at:
htp: www fivs gov migratorybirds CurrentBurdIssues Hazards towers towers htm:

http: www towerkall.com: and

http: www fws gov mugratorybirds CurrentBirdlssues Hazards towers comtow html.

We appreciate your concem for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages
Federal agencies to mclude conservation of threatened and endangered species mto thew project
planning to further the purposes of the Act Please include the Consultation Tracking Number in
the header of ths letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project
that you submit to our office

The table below outhnes lead FWS field offices by county and land ownershup project type
Please refer to this table when you are ready to coordinate (including requests for section 7
consultation) with the field office corresponding to your project, and send any documentation
regarding your project to that corresponding office. Therefore. the lead FWS ficld office may
not be the office histed above m the letterhead Please visit our office’s website

(http: www fws gov sacramento) to view a map of office jurisdictions
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Lead FWS offices by County and Ownership/Program

County Ownership Program Species Office Lead®
Tidal wetlands marsh adjacent to SnIF marsh
Alameda B species, delta BDFWO
ays
smelt
Alameda All ownerships but tidal estuarine All SFWO
Alpine Humboldt Toiyabe National Forest All RFWO
Alpine Lake Tahoe Baﬁ‘lfl Management All RFWO
Ut

Alpine Stanislaus National Forest All SFWO

Alpine El Dorado National Forest All SFWO

Colusa Mendocino National Forest All AFWO

Colusa Other All B ot e

map)
Contra Costa Legal Delta (Excluding ECCHCP) All BDFWO
Contra Costa Antioch Dunes NWR All BDFWO
. . . Salt marsh
Contra Costa Tidal w ctl.md-;3 ::1‘1: sh adjacent to pucias; delis BDFWO
ay smelt

Confra Costa All ownerships but tidal estuarine All SFWO
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El Dorado El Dorado National Forest All SFWO
S e —————; - e )
El Dorado LakeTahoe Basin Management Unit| RFWO
Glenn Mendocine National Forest All AFWO
Glenn Other All By junsdiction (see
map}
Lake Mendocimo National Forest All AFWO
Lake Other All By junisdiction (see
map}
Lassen Modoc National Forest All KFWO
Lassen Lassen Nanonal Forest All SFWO
Lassen Toryabe National Forest All RFWO
P BLM Stupnscr and Eagle Lake All RFWO
Resource Areas
Lassen BLM Alturas Resowrce Area All KFWO
All (mcludes
Lassen Lassen Volcanic Nauonal Park Eagle Lake SFWO
trout on all |
ownerslups) |
Lassen All other ownerships All | By yurisdiction (see

map}

—_—
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Marin

Tidal wetlands marsh adjacent to

Salt marsh
species. delta

BDFWO

San Francisco Bay

Bays
smelt
AMarin All ownerships but tidal estanne All SFWO
Mendocino Russian River watershed All SFWO
AMendocino All except Russian River watershed All AFWO
Napa All ownerships but tidal estuarine All SFWO
. Salt marsh
g Tidal wetlands marsh adjacent to ety
Napa San Pablo Bay species. delta BDFWO
smelt
Nevada Humboldt Toiyabe National Forest All RFWO
Nevada All other ownerships All By jurisdiction (See
map)
Phecei Lake Tahoe Basin Management All RFWO
Uit
Placer All other ownerships All SFWO
Sacramento Legal Delta Delta Smelt BDFWO
Sacramento Other All | By jarisdiction {sec
map)
) ;. Salt marsh

San Francisco Tlatvestinpl el adyacen: s species, delta BDFWO

smelt
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San Francisco | All ownerslups but tidal estuarmne All SFWO
_{ -
P ) i Salt marsh
San Mateo Tidal wetlands marsh adjacent to species, delis BDFWO
San Francisco Bay
simelt
San Mateo All ownerships but tidal estuarine All SFWO
San Joaquli Legal Delta cm;l{:;_l;)ug San Joaquin All BDFWO
San Joaquin Othe All SFWO
. ‘ ; Salt marsh
Sssita Clan Tidal w ;t]“'"d‘ marsh adjacent to species. delta BDFWO
San Francisco Bay stisclt
Santa Clara All ownerships but tidal estarine All SFWO
Shasta Trinity National Forest
except Hat Creck Ranger District y
Shasta (admimstered by Lassen National Al VEwo
Forest)
Shasta Hat Creek Ranger District All SFWO
. Bureaun of Reclamation {Central .
Shasta Valley Project) All BDFWO
- Whiskeytown National Recreation All YFWO
Area
Shasta BLM Alturas Resource Area All KFWO

- -
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Shasta Caltrans By junisdiction] SFWO AFWO
Shasta Ahjumawi Lava Springs State Park | Shasta crayfish SFWO
Shasta All other ownerships All By jurisdiction (see
map)
Shasta Natural Resource Damage All SFWO BDFWO
Assessment. all lands
Sierra Humboldt Toiyabe National Forest All RFWO
Sierra All other ownerships All SFWO
Selane Suisun Marsh All BDFWO
) ‘ 4 Salt marsh
e Tidal wetlands marsh adjacent to species. delta BDFWO
San Pablo Bay
smelt
Solano All ownerships but tidal estuarine All SFWO
Solano Other All By junsdiction (see
map)
) ; Salt marsh
P Tidal wetlands marsh adjacent to upecies. delta BDFWO
San Pablo Bay
smelt

Sonoma All ownerslups but tidal estuarine All SFWO
Tehama Mendocmno National Forest All AFWO

Shasta Truty National Forest
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Tehama | O e by Lowsen oo | A1 YO
Forest)
Teliama All other ownerships All By) un::::;t;cm (see
Yolo Yolo Bypass All BDFWO
Yolo Other All By J“"*'::::;;OH (see
All FERC-ESA All By J'“ﬁ::;c;;ﬂn (see
All FERC-ESA Shasta crayfish SFWO
All FE R(—Rcl:cc;;::l ; ! 1:o|;-E SA) All BDFWO
*Office Leads:
AFWO=Arcata Fish and Wildlife Office
IBDFWO=Bay Delta Fish and Wildlife Office
KFWO=Klamath Falls Fish and Wildlife Office
IE—————— N
YEFWO=Yreka Fish and Wildlife Office

Attachment
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Umited States Department of Intenor
Fush and Wildlife Service

" Project name Kern 43/119/Enos Lane Roundabout

Official Species List

Provided by:
Sacramento Fish and Wildhfe Office
FEDERAL BUILDING
2800 COTTAGE WAY, ROOM W-2605
SACRAMENTO. CA 95825
{916) 414-6600

Consultation Code: 08ESMF00-2015-SL1-1193
Event Code: 08ESMF00-2015-E-03467

Project Type: TRANSPORTATION

Project Name: Kem 43 119 Enos Lane Roundabowt
Project Description: Install a roundabout at the existing intersection of SR 119 43, and Enos Lane
Project should go into construction in mid-to late 2018,

Please Note: The FWS office may have modified the Project Name and or Project Description. so it
may be different from what was subnutted in your previous request. If the Consultation Code
matches. the FWS considers this to be the same project. Contact the office i the 'Provided by’
section of your previous Official Species list if you have any questions or concems

http //ecos fivs gov/ipac, 09/08/2015 04 41 PM
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.| Umited States Depantment of Intertor
| Fish and Wildlife Service

s’ Project name Kemn 43/119/Enos Lane Roundabout

Project Location Map:

Vartettney =

Project Coordinates: MULTIPOLYGON (({-119.25282597541809 35.26954482196504, -
119.2525041103363 35.26954482196504. -119.2525362968445 35.268152049398, -
119.2519462108612 35 2676001894936, -119.25030052963255 35.26758267007. -
119.25036907196045 35.2671709625247. -119.25196766853331 35.267188482037334. -
119 252521556800841 35 26676801 2688504, 119 2525041103363 35.26584822838073, -
119.2529547214508 35 26584822838073. -119.25290107727051 35.266794292086814. -
119.253094196319587 35.267135923488084, -119.25373792648314 35.267214761299165. -
119.25578713417052 35.26719724179223. -119.25579249858855 35.26752135205747. -
119.25344824790953 35 26753011177647.-119.2531371116638 35 2677053059547, -
119.25201180610657 35.26792429814698. -119.25283670425415 35.26876522266078, -
119 25282597541800 35 26954482196504)))

Project Counties: Kemn. TA

hitp //ecos fws gov/ipac, 09/08/2015 04 41 PM
2
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

W s Project name Kern 43/119/Enos Lane Roundabout

Endangered Species Act Species List

There are a total of 12 threatened or endangered species on your species hst  Species on this hist should be considered m
an effects analysis for your project and could mclude species that exist i another geographic area For example. centam
fish may appear on the species list because a project could affect downstream species  Cntical habatats histed under the
Has Critical Habitat column may or may not he withun your project area. See the Critical habitats within veur
project area section fusther below for crincal habutat that hes within your project  Please contact the designated FWS
office if you have questions

Amphibians Status Has Critical Habitat | Condition{s)

Cahforma red-legged frog (Rana Thieatened Final designated
draytonit)

Population Entue

Crustaceans

Vemal Pool fawry shnmp Threatened Fiual designated
{Branchinecta hinchi)

Population Entue

Fishes

Delta smelt (Hypomesus Threatened Final designated
transpacificus)
Population Entire

Flowering Plants

Califormsa yewelflower (Canlantius | Endangered

caltforntcus)

San Joaquin wooly-threads Endangeted

{Monolopta {=lemberna) congdonit)

— i ——— e -

San Mateo thornmunt (dcanthomintha | Endangered

obovata ssp. duttonit)

http //ecos fivs gov/ipac, 09/08/2015 04 41 PM
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‘| Umited States Department of Intertor
{1 Fish and Wildlife Service

Project name Kern 43/119/Enos Lane Roundabout

Alammals

Buena Vista Lake Omate Shrew Endangered Final dessgnated
(Sorex ornatus reltctusi

Population Eatue

Girant kangaroo rat (Dipodomys Endangered
mgens)

Population Entire

San Joaquin Kit fox (Vuipes macrons | Endangered
murical

Population U S A(CA)

e —————————————— — — _,rﬁ
Tipton kangaroo 1at (Dipodomny s Endangered
nitratoides nitratoides)

Population Entie

Reptiles

Blunt-Nosed Leopard lizard Endangered
(Gambelia stiuz)

Population Entue

Grant Garter snake ¢ Thamnophis Threatened

gigas)

Population Entue

http /'ecos fws gov/ipac, 09/08/2015 04 41 PM
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Fish and Wildlife Service

United States Department of Intenor

y
Project name Kern 43/119/Enos Lane Roundabout

Critical habitats that lie within vour project area

There are no cntical habitats within your project area

h"E /iecos f\}:i_g_o:h!?-‘c 09/08/'2015 04 41 PM
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Appendix D Comments and Responses

This appendix contains the comments received during the public circulation and
comment period from April 1, 2015 to May 8, 2015. A Caltrans response follows
each comment presented.
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Comment from the State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit

J“iﬁl\
STATE OF CALIFORNIA (‘ m}

GOVERNOR'S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT R r
EDMUND G. BROWN JR KN Avex
GOVERNOR DiRECTOR

May 7, 2015

G. Willam "Trais” Norris U1

Californis Department of Transportation, District 6
855 M Sireet, Suite 200

Fresno, CA 93721

Subject  State Route 43/State Route 119 Intersection Improvements
SCH# 2015041023

Dear G Wilham "Trais" Norris 11

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Mitigated Negative Declaration to selocted state
agencies for review  The review period closed on May 6, 2015, and no state agencies submitted comments
by that date. This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review
requirements for draft environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act

Please call the State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the
environmental review process. If you have a question about the above-named project, please refer to the
ten-digit State Clearinghouse number when contacting this office

Sincerely, "
~ _
d:——--“ﬁ;{- ’/

&

Scott Morgan
Director, State Clearinghouse

1400 10th Street  P.O. Box 3044  Sacramento, California 958123044
(916) 445-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.cagov
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Response to Comment from the State Clearinghouse

The State Clearinghouse letter acknowledges that Caltrans has completed the review
requirements for draft environmental documents as required in the California

Environmental Quality Act.
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Comment from the California Department of Fish and Wildlife

4 Central Region

g 1234 East Shaw Avenue
Fresno, California 83710
(559) 243-4005

www wildlife.ca gov

gy State of California - Nalural Resources Agency EDMUND G, BROWN JR., Governor =
l DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE CHARLTON H. BONHAM, Dicoctor ﬁ
foaiila
£ .6{_,

May 1, 2015

G. William “Trais® Norris 1li

San Joaquin Environmental Management Branch
California Department of Transporiation

855 M Street, Suite 200

Fresno, California 93721-2716

Subject: Mitigated Negative Declaration
State Route 43/State Route 119 Intersection Improvements
SCH#: 2015041023

Dear Mr. Norris:

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department) has reviewed the State
Route 43/State Route 119 Intersection improvements (Project) submitted by the
California Department of Transportation. The Project proposes to construct a mixed
single and dual lane roundabout at the intersection of State Route 119, State Route 43,
and Enos Lane. The Project site is located at the intersection of State Routes 119 and
43, and a county road named Enos Lane in south-central Kern County, near Taft and
Shafter. The Project area is from post mile 0.1 to 0.4 on State Route 43, post mile 17.8
to 18.4 on State Route 119, and from the intersection to 0.2 miles south on Enos Lane.

The Department has reviewed the Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND). Although the
comment period has passed, we would appreciate that you consider our
recommendations. Our comments follow

Department Jurisdiction

Trustee Agency Authority: The Department is a Trustee Agency with responsibility
under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for commenting on projects
that could impact plant and wildlife resources. Pursuant to Fish and Game Code
Section 1802, the Department has jurisdiction over the conservation, protection, and 1
management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and the habitat necessary for biologically
sustainable populations of those species. As a Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife
rasources, the Department is responsible for providing, as available, biological expertise
to review and comment upon environmental documents and impacts arising from

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870
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G. William “Trais” Norris |1i
May 1, 2015
Page 2

project aclivities, as those terms are used under CEQA (Division 13 [commencing with
Section 21000] of the Public Resources Code).

Responsible Agency Authority: The Department has regulatory authority over
projects that could result in the “take" of any species listed by the State as threatened or
endangered, pursuant to Fish and Game Code Section 2081. If the Project could result
in the take of any species listed as threatened or endangered under the California
Endangered Species Act (CESA), the Department may need to issue an Incidental Take
Permit (ITP) for the Project. CEQA requires a Mandatory Finding of Significance if a
project is likely to substantially impact threatened or endangered species (sections
21001{c}, 21083, Guidelines sections 15380, 15064, 15065). Impacts must be avoided
or mitigated to less than significant levels unless the CEQA Lead Agency makes and
supports Statement of Overriding Consideration (SOC). The CEQA Lead Agency's
SOC does not eliminate the Project proponent's obligation to comply with Fish and
Game Code Section 2080.

Fully Protected Species: The Department has jurisdiction over fully protected species
of birds, mammals, amphibians, reptiles, and fish pursuant to Fish and Game Code
Sections 3511, 4700, 5050, and 5515. Take of any fully protected species is prohibited
and the Department cannot authorize their take.

Bird Protection: The Department has jurisdiction over actions which may result in the
disturbance or destruction of active nest sites or the unauthorized take of birds. Fish
and Game Code sections that protect birds, their eggs and nests include sections 3503
(regarding unlawful take, possession or needless destruction of the nest or eggs of any
bird), 3503.5 (regarding the take, possession or destruction of any birds-of-prey or their
nests or eggs), and 3513 (regarding unlawful take of any migratory nongame bird).

Potential Project Impacts and Recommendations

Blunt-nosed Leopard Lizard (BNLL): BNLL (Gambelia sila) is State and federally
endangered and has been documented adjacent to the Project site. The Department
recommends focused surveys following the 2004 survey methodology titled “Approved
Survey Methodology for the Blunt-nosed Leopard Lizard” for the Project site, which
provides potential BNLL habitat. Suitable BNLL habitat includes all areas of grassland
and shrub habitat that contains required habitat elements, such as small mammal
burrows and open areas for basking. BNLL are also known to utilize open space
patches between suitable habitat features including disturbed sites and unpaved access
roadways. BNLL is fully protected and the Department cannot authorize take of this
species.
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G. William “Trais™ Norris Il
May 1, 2015
Page 3

The recommended survey methodology, the parameters of which were designed to
optimize detectability, must be conducted within one year from the start of Project
activities to reasonably assure the Department that take of this fully protected species
will not occur as a result of Project implementation. 1t is important to note that
protocol-level surveys must be conducted on multiple dates during late spring, summer,
and fall, of the same survey season, and that within these lime periods there are
specific date, temperature, and time parameters which must be adhered to; as a result,
protocol-level surveys for this species are not synonymous with 30-day
“pre-construction” surveys often recommended for other wildlife species. It is unclear if
the proposed “protocol-level pre-construction surveys™ will follow the recommended
survey methodology or will conduct a one-time survey within 30 days prior to the start of
construction activities.

In addition, CDFW advises that all potential burrows, which could be occupied by BNLL,
and all individuals observed above-ground be avoided. COFW recommends that
suitable burrows within and adjacent to potential habitat for BNLL be avoided by a
minimum 50 feet in all areas where ground-disturbing Project activities will occur, that
an appropriate number of qualified biologists be present during all ground-disturbing
Project activities to ensure that BNLL above ground are not impacted, and that any
individual that may enter the Project activity area be allowed to leave unobstructed on
its own. In the event that BNLL Is detected, consultation with COFW would be
warranted to discuss how to implement the Project and avoid take.

San Joaquin Kit Fox (SJKF): SJKF (Vulpes macrotis mutica) is a State threatened
and federally endangered species and has been documented near the Project site. As
a result, it is likely that SUKF may occur on the Project site. SJKF population sizes are
known to fluctuate over time, and absence in any one year does not necessarily indicate
a negative finding. Particularly in Kern County, SJKF are known to den in right of ways,
vacant lots, parks, landscaped areas, golf courses, oil fields, etc. and SJKF may be
attracted to the Project site due to the creation of loose and friable soils as a result of
ground disturbance. CDFW agrees with the MND that the United States Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS) “Standardized recommendations for protection of the San
Joaquin kit fox prior to or during ground disturbance” (2011) be followed prior to and
during any ground-disturbing activities occurring within the Project area, and that the
burrow and/or den buffers will be implemented. We recommend that the Project
propoenent acquire an ITP for SJKF prior to any ground-disturbing activities given the
likelihood that SJKF are present in the Project area

Tipton Kangaroo Rat (TKR) and Giant Kangaroo Rat (GKR): Both TKR (Dipodomys
nitratoides nifratoides) and GKR (Dipodomys ingens) are State and federally
endangered and have been documented near the Project site. In order to determine f

State Route 43/State Route 119 Intersection Improvements * 50




G. William “Trais" Norris il
May 1, 2015
Page 4

TKR and GKR currently occupy the Project site, focused protocol-level trapping surveys
would need to be conducted by a qualified wildlife biologist that is permitted to do so by
both the Department and USFWS. These surveys are recommended to be conducted
well in advance of ground-disturbing activities and before MND update approval in order
to determine if impacts to special status kangaroo rats could occur. In order to
implement full avoidance for both these species, the Department recommends a
minimum 50-foot no-disturbance buffer be employed around all burrows that could be
used by kangaroo rats. If full avoidance is not feasible and take could potentially occur
as a result of construction related activities, acquisition of an ITP (in accordance with
Section 2081(b) of the Fish and Game Code) would be warranted prior to Initiating
ground-disturbing activities. Alternatively, the applicant has the option of assuming
presence for this species and securing an ITP for TKR and GKR.

San Joaquin Antelope Squirrel (SJAS): SJAS (Ammospermophilus nelsoni) have
been documented adjacent to the Project site. In order to determine if Project
implementation would impact SJAS, surveys focused on SJAS would need to be
conducted by a qualified wildiife biologist during the appropriate conditions for detection
of the species. Conditions considered appropriate for SJAS include daytime
temperatures between 68 to 86 degrees Fahrenheit and between April 1 and
September 30 (CDFG 1990). These surveys are recommended to be conducted well in
advance of ground-disturbing activities and before MND update approval in order to
determine if impacts to SJAS could occur during construction related activities. In order
to implement full avoidance for SJAS, the Department recommends a minimum 50-foot
no-disturbance buffer be employed around all burrows that could be used by SJAS. If
implementation of avoidance measures is not feasible and if take could occur as a result
of construction-related activities, acquisition of an ITP would be warranted prior to
initiating ground-disturbing activities. Alternatively, the applicant has the option of
assuming presence for this species and securing an ITP for SJAS,

Special Status Plant Species: There is the potential for multiple special status plant
species to occur on the Project site. The Dapariment recommends the Project site be
surveyed for special status plants by a qualified botanist following the "Protocols for
Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and
Natural Communities” (November 24, 2009). This protocol, which is intended to
maximize detectability, includes the identification of reference populations to facilitate
the likelihood of field investigations occurring during the appropriate floristic period. In
the absence of protocol-level surveys being performed, additional surveys may be
necessary. Further, the Department recommends special status plant species be
avoided whenever possible by delineation and observing a no-disturbance buffer of at
least 50 feet from the outer edge of the plant population(s) or specific habitat type(s)
required by special status plant species. If buffers cannot be maintained, then
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consultation with the Department is warranted to determine appropriate minimization
and mitigation measures for impacts to special status plant species. If a State- or
faderally listed plant species is identified during botanical surveys, it is recommended
that consultation with the Department and/or the USFWS be conducted to determine
permitting needs.

Burrowing Owl: Burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia) has the potential to be present
near the Project area. To avoid impacts to the species, the Department recommends
pre-construction surveys for burrowing owi regardless of when construction will occur to
identify any burrowing owls that may occur on the Project site. In the event that
burrowing owls are found, we recommend that impacts to occupied burrows be avolded
in accordance with the following table unless a qualified biologist approved by the
Department verifies through non-invasive methods that either: 1) the birds have not
begun egg laying and incubation; or 2) that juveniles from the occupied burrows are
foraging independently and are capable of independent survival. The below table can
be found from the Burrowing Owl Staff Report (COFG 2012).

____Level of Disturbance _

i Location T@a of Ygar Tlow | Med , High

Nestingsites |  April 1-Aug 15 200 m* i 500m | 500m
| Nesting sites | Aug 16-Oct 15 200m . 200m 500 m
| Nesting sites Oct 16-Mar 31 50 m ] 100 m 500 m
* meters (m)

The Staff Report recommends that foraging habitat be acquired and permanently
protected to offset the loss of foraging and burrow habitat. The Department also
recommends replacement of occupied burrows with artificial burrows at a ratio of 1
burrow collapsed to 1 artificial burrow constructed (1:1) as mitigation for the potentially
significant impact of evicting a burrowing owl if a biologist knowledgeable with the
biology and natural history of the species determines that suitable burrows are a
potential limiting factor for burrowing owl in the Project area.

Nesting Birds: The trees, shrubs, and grasses within and in the vicinity of the Project
site likely provide nesting habitat for songbirds and raptors. The Depariment
encourages Project implementation to occur during the non-nesting bird season.
Howaever, if ground-disturbing activities must occur during the breeding season
(February through mid-September), the Project applicant is responsible for ensuring that
implementation of the Project does not result in any violation of the Migratory Bird
Treaty Act or relevant Fish and Game Codes as referenced above. Prior to work
commencing, the Department recommends surveys for active nests be conducted by a

10
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qualified wildlife biologist no more than 10 days prior to the start of any ground or
vegetation disturbance and that the surveys be conducted in a sufficient area around
the work site to identify any nests that are present and to determine their status. A
sufficient area means any nest within an area that could potentially be affected by the
Project. In addition 1o direct impacts, such as nest destruction, nests might be affected
by noise, vibration, odors, and movement of workers or equipment. The Department
recommends identified nests are continuously surveyed for the first 24 hours prior to
any construction related activities to establish a behavioral baseline. Once work
commences, continuously monitoring all nests to detect any behavioral changes is
advised. If behavioral changes are observed, the work causing that change may cease
and the Department consulted for additional avoidance and minimization measures.

If continuous monitoring of identified nests by a qualified wildlife biologist is not feasibie,
the Department recommends a minimum no-disturbance buffer of 250 feet around
active nests of non-listed bird species and a 500-foot no-disturbance buffer around the
nests of unlisted raptors until the breeding season has ended, or until a qualified
biologist has determined that the birds have fledged and are no longer reliant upon the
nest or parental care for survival. Variance from these no-disturbance buffers may be
implemented when there is compelling biological or ecological reason to do so, such as
when the Project area would be concealed from a nest site by topography. Any
variance from these buffers is advised to be supported by a qualified wildlife biologist
and it is recommended the Department be notified in advance of implementation of a
no-disturbance buffer variance :

Kern Water Bank: Kern Water Bank Authority's (KWBA) conservation bank is located
at the northwest quadrant of the intersection and directly adjacent to the proposed
Project area. This conservation bank is composed of land which has been permanently
protected to mitigate for Project-related impacts throughout the KWBA master permit
area to listed species and the habitat on which they depend. Many of the special status
species known to occur on KWBA's conservation bank lands adjacent to the Project
area are nocturnal and can be sensitive to artificial lighting and noise. The Department
recommands the MND address impacts to special status species, including indirect
impacts resulting for any Project activities that occur at night. An Incidental Take (2081}
Permit may be required if take of State-listed species could occur.

The Department holds a Conservation Easement on this land. Since this conservation
bank was established solely to mitigate impacts to threatened and endangered specias
habitat, any activities, such as implementation of the proposed Project, which could
degrade the habitat quality, directly impact wildlife utilizing these areas, or limit the
habitat connectivity in these areas, should mitigate these impacts by protection in
perpeluity of an appropriate amount of acreage in the Project area vicinity. The

11
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Department cannot comment on what the appropriate mitigation acreage would be until
the amount of land proposed to be impacted within the bank property is identified.
Since land would be impacted which has been already secured as mitigation for other
projects, mitigation should occur in advance of Project implementation at a minimum of
twice the standard (e.g. 3:1 x 2=6:1) mitigation rate.

More information on survey and monitoring protocols for sensitive species can be found
at the Department's website (www.dfg.ca goviwildlife/nongame/survey monitor.html). if
you have any questions on these issues, please contact Reagen O'Leary,
Environmental Scientist, at the address provided on this letterhead, by telephone at
(6559) 243-4014, extension 244, or by electronic mail at

R n. wildlife.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

cillce (A

Julie Vance
Acting Regional Manager

cc.  Thomas Leeman
United States Fish and Wildlife Service
2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2605
Sacramento, California 95825-1846
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Response to comment from the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife (letter, 8 pages)

L

Caltrans acknowledges that California Department of Fish and Wildlife is
a Trustee Agency with responsibility under California Environmental
Quality Act for commenting on projects that could impact plant and
wildlife resources, and pursuant to Fish and Game Code Section 1802, the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife has jurisdiction over the
conservation, protection and management of fish, wildlife, native plants
and the habitat necessary for biologically sustainable populations of those
species.

Caltrans acknowledges that California Department of Fish and Wildlife
has regulatory authority over projects that could result in the “take” of any

species listed by the State as threatened or endangered, pursuant to Fish
and Game Code Section 2081.

Impacts, avoidance, mim'rp_ization and mitigation measures are discussed
on pages 19 through 24 of the environmental document.

Caltrans acknowledges that the Blunt-nosed Leopard Lizard (Gambelia
sila) is a fully protected species and understand that “take” of any fully
protected species is prohibited. Additionally, the California Department of
Fish and Wildlife cannot authorize their “take” for development.

Full protocol Blunt-nosed Leopard Lizard surveys, including 12 survey
visits during the active adult season and 5 additional surveys during the
active juvenile season will be performed the year prior to the
commencement of construction. Since the total avoidance of all rodent
burrows within the proposed project footprint, in addition to the
corresponding 50-foot buffer, is not possible, the burrows within the
proposed construction foot print would be hand-excavated and collapsed
no more than one week prior to construction. Biological monitor(s) would
be on site during all initial ground-disturbing activities. Environmentally
Sensitive Area exclusion fencing of a design sufficient to exclude entry by
Blunt-nosed Leopard Lizard (and other small animals) will be installed
around the limits of the project site in areas where suitable Blunt-nosed
Leopard Lizard habitat is present. Caltrans’ assessment is that Blunt-nosed
Leopard Lizard have a very low potential to occur on the site.
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5. Pre-construction burrow and spot-light surveys for San Joaquin kit fox
(Vulpis macrotis mutica) will be performed the season prior to the
commencement of construction. If warranted, additional actions such as
track-plates and/or camera stations may also be employed to confirm the
presence and status of San Joaquin kit fox on and near the site. Biological
monitor(s) would be on site during all initial ground-disturbing activities.
Caltrans agrees that San Joaquin kit fox have the potential to be present on
or near the project site, and an Incidental Take permit will be acquired.
Appropriate recommendations from the United States Fish and Wildlife
2011 document will also be followed.

6. Protocol small mammal trapping will be performed for Tipton kangaroo
rat (Dipodomys nitratoides nitratoides) and Giant kangaroo rat (Dipodomys
ingens) at least 30 days prior to the commencement of construction.
Providing that survey results are negative for Tipton kangaroo rat and
Giant kangaroo rat, Caltrans would hand-excavate and collapse all rodent
burrows within the construction footprint no more than one week prior to
construction. Environmentally Sensitive Area exclusion fencing of a
design sufficient to exclude entry by kangaroo rats will be installed around
the limits of the project site in areas where suitable habitat is present.
Biological monitor(s) would be present on site during all initial ground-
disturbing activities. Caltrans assessment is that the Tipton kangaroo rat
and Giant kangaroo rat have a low potential to occur on site.

7. Caltrans will perform focused San Joaquin antelope squirrel
(Ammospermophilus nelsoni) surveys during the season prior to
construction. Caltrans would hand-excavate and collapse all rodent
burrows within the construction footprint no more than one week prior to
construction. Environmentally Sensitive Area exclusion fencing of a
design sufficient to exclude entry by San Joaquin antelope squirrel will be
installed around the limits of the project site in areas where suitable habitat
is present. Biological monitor(s) would be present on site during all initial
ground-disturbing activities. Caltrans agrees that the San Joaquin antelope
squirrel have the potential to occur on or near the site and an Incidental
Take permit will be prepared.
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Protocol botanical surveys, targeting potential special-status plant species
will be performed during the appropriate blooming periods, in the season
prior to commencement of construction. Due to the disturbed and weedy
nature of the project site, Caltrans assessment is that special-status plant
species have a low potential to occur on the site.

Caltrans will perform pre-construction surveys for burrowing owls (Athene
cunicularia). Active burrows will be protected through reproductive
phases and passive burrow relocation to sites with suitable habitat will be
conducted if necessary. Caltrans does not purchase mitigation credits to
compensate for habitat loss of non-listed species, so the loss of 0.41 acres
of foraging habitat will not be offset by acquisition and permanent
protection of other habitat. Caltrans agrees that the potential for burrowing
owls to be found is high, as they have been observed during spring surveys.

All tree and shrubbery removal will take place during the non-nesting
season to avoid impacts to nesting birds and raptors. Where this is not

- possible, comprehensive pre-removal surveys will be conducted by a

11.

qualified biologist prior to removal. Active nests found during the nesting
season (February 15 through August 30) will be protected by a no-
disturbance buffer until the young are fledged. This is in accordance with
Caltrans’ migratory bird protection standard provision.

The project was specifically designed to avoid all direct impacts to the
Kern Water Bank conservation property. All work in the northwest and
northeast quadrants of the project site will either be within the Caltrans
right of way or on private property, so no mitigation acreage is expected to
be necessary. Temporary impacts from noise, vibration and dust may be
expected within the radius of construction activity, but these disturbances
are not expected to be substantially higher that what occurs presently in
that area due to normal, high volume of traffic in this area. Night
construction is very likely for this project, for both speed of construction,
worker safety and to minimize the disruption of daytime traffic. Caltrans
will consider methods to minimize disturbances from artificial lighting
and noise to the adjacent conservation property.
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Appendix E United States Fish and Wildlife
Service Biological Opinion

United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Saaameato Fish and Wildhife Office
2800 Cottage Way, Suite W-2605
Sacamento, Californm  95825-1846

OCT 14 2065

Dena Gonzalez

Chuef, Central Reggon Bwlogy Branch

Californm Department of Taasporation, Districz 6
855 M Street, Sute 200

Fresno, Califoma 93721

Subject Formal Consultation on the State Route 119/43/Enos Lane Intersection Safety
Improvement Project, Kem County, Califomia {California Department of
Tmasportation 06-KER 43, 119- PM 0.1/0.4, 17.8/18 4; EA 06-0P900)

Dear Ms. Gonzakez

Thus letter is in response to the Californta Depamment of Transportation’s (Caltrans) July 30, 2015
request for instiation of formal consultaton with the U S, Fish and Wildhfe Service Service) on its
acton to constnxct the proposed Stace Route 119/43/Enos Lane Intesection Safety Improvement
Project (projea) in Kem County, Califorota. Your request was received by the Service by email on
July 30, 2015. Atissue are the proposed project’s effears on the federally-listed as endangered San
Joaquin kz fox (I afpes macraty smrics) and Tipton kangamoo mt (Dipodawys nitratides nitratosdes). This
msponse is provided under the authonty of the Endangered Species Aa of 1973, as amended

(16 US.C. 1531 ¢ #g) (Act), and m acoordance with the implementing egulations pemammg ©
mtemgency cooperation (50 CFR 402)

The Moving Ahead for Progeess m the 213t Century Act (MAP-21) was signed into aw on

July 16, 2012 Caltrans was approved to participate in the MAP-21 Susface Transportation Projea
Delivery Progmam through the Natonal Enviroamental Policy Act (NEPA) assignment
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) baween the Fedemi Highway Administration (FHWA) and
Caltrans (effective October 1, 2012), as codified n 23U S.C. 327 The MOU allows Caltrans to
assume the FHWA's eesponsibilities undes NEPA as well as the FHWA's consultation and
coordination responsibilitics under Federal cavironmental laws for the majority of tanspormation
pmojects in Califormia

The federal action on which we are consulnng s Caltmns’ proposed construction of a new
toundzbout at the mtessection of State Route (SR) 119, SR 43, and Enocs Lane in Kem County
Pursuaat to 50 CFR 402 12()), you submitted a lettex, dated Apnl 13, 2015, which we recetved in this
office on Apal 15, 2015, along with a bwlogal assessment for our review; you requested
concumence with the findings presented therein. These findings concluded that the proposed
project may affect, but 1s not hkely to adversely affect the federally listed as endangered Cabiformia
eweltlower (Cawdmrbas arlformcns), Kern maliow (Eremalche kernensis), San Joaquin wooly-theeads
(Momolopia @agdonu), blunt-nosed loopasd lzand (Gasbeda nl), gant kangaroo rat (Dipodomys mgens,
Tipton kangamo rat (Dipademys mitramides sitratides), and the San Joaquin kit fox (Vifoes macrotis
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matias). You revised your determination for the San Joaguin kit fox on July 30, 2015, concluding
that the proposed project may affect, and s hikely to adversely affect this species. Following further
discussion with the Seevice, you also revised your determinanion for the Tipton kangaroo rat on
October 5, 2015, conduding that the proposed project may affect, and is bkely to adversely affect
thus specics

L considering yous request, we based our evaluation on the following: (1) Caltmas” Apal 13, 2015
letter and its supportng SR 43/5R 119/ Enas Lawe Intersecoon Safecy Improsement Brobgiar! Assessment
(Biological Assessment), dated April 2015; (2) email and telephone corres pondence berween the
Service and Caltrans; (3) Caltrans’ July 30, 2015 and October 5, 2015 emads evising its
determinations for the San Joaquin kit fox and the Tipton kangaroo rat; and {4) other infosmation
available to the Service

Caltrans has determined that the proposed project may affect, but 1s not bikely to adversely affect the
California jewelflowes, Kern mallow, San Joaquin wooly theeads, biunt nosed leopard lizard, or giant
kangaroo rat, based on a combimtion of factors, including the absence of reaneded ocaumrences in
the project footprint, habitat quality, the results of species surveys, and species’ distribution.

Aceording to the California Natumal Diversity Database (CNDDB, 2015)’, these 2te no reconds of
any of the five species within the project footprant.

Focused botanical surveys were not conducted, but Caltrans carsed out generalized plant surveys
concurrently with other species surveys. It identified caly common plant specics present at the site;
0o Californa jewelflowers, Kem mallows, or San Jaaquin wooly threads were detectod. While there
is 2 small portion (0.47 acxe [ac]) of mitbrush scrub within the peoject footpdnt located beyond
Calerans’ existing right-of way (ROW) in the northeast quadrant that could serve as poteatial habitt
for the specics, the habitat is degraded and distusbed, so the potential for any of these plant species
to ocaur in the footprint is low.

Caltrans and its consultant, Quad Knopf, Inc., conducted protocol surveys for the blunt nosed
leopard lizasd (juvenile surveys: five visits between August 1 September 15, 2013%; and adult surveys:
12 visits between May 12 Junc 26, 2014). No individuals were deteced during these efforts. Large
thimof&:pmﬁmﬁquhnmmlyn&:&mﬂyﬂinbhnhdimfuﬂh:spcdudn:nd:
presence of dense invasive weed species and disking practices. The most suitable habitar is likely
within the Kem Water Bank Authorty (KWBA) conservation property, which is located outside the
footprint in the northwest quadrant of the intersection. Given the absence of previously recarded
sightings within the footprint, the impaired quality of the habitat, and the results of the protocol
surveys, the potential for the blunt-nosed leopard bzacd to occur in the footpant is low.

Caltrans conducted non-protocol small mammal trapping for the glant kangaroo rat over the course
of four nights (September 30-Octobes 3, 2014). Although suitable (but disturbad) habitat is present
within the fooprint in the foom of saltbush scrub, and there is even higher quality saltbrush sonub
habitat cusside the project footprint (mainly in the nontheast quadrant, and on the KWHBA property
in the nonthwest qudmat), no giant kangaro rats wem observed or captured duang this period,
only non listed Heermann's kangamoo rats (Dipadomys beamanni) wese detected. Potential kangaroo
rat burrows were observed at 12 sites during the 2014 blunt-nosed leopard lizard surveys, all of them
Iocated east of SR 43 and Enos Lane. However, no assocated sign, such as haystacks, sced pits, and

! Californm Namal Dversity Datsbase. 2015 Natural Hertage Dy , Calforma Dep of Fah and Widhfe
Rarefind 5. Sacramento, Cakfomia Accessed June 16, 2015
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mown grass were detected. The potental for the gant kangamo at to occur in the footpant is low
based on the species’ cumrent range (whuch is distabuted predommantly west of the footprint), the
results of the 2014 non-protocol small mammal tapping surveys, and the absence of observable

sign

Caltrans has concluded that the potenual for these five species to occur at the project site is low
However, out of an shbundance of concern, Calirans proposes to implement the conservanon
measures below. For the purpose of this consultabon, a “quahfied biologist,” as refereaced in this
document, refers 1o an individual who, at a nunimum, holds a four-year degree i a relevant
biological field and who has demonstrated knowledge of, and expenence with, a given species.

Cadifornia feselflower, Kern mallow, and San Jorguan sooly thrads

Caltrans will conduct preconstaucuon botanical surveys of the project area dunng the
appropriate blooming penod for each species in the season prior w project groundbreaking.
Caltrans will use the California Department of Fish and Wildhfe's (CDFW) Pratocsds for
Surveying and Enilwating Impacts to Spetal S tases Natue Plast Populations and Natural Communities,
dated November 24, 2009, or the most recent gudelnes.

If any of the species 13 observed on sste, Caltrans will noufy the Service to discuss any

addivonal conservanon measures that should be mmplemented to avoid take, or to discuss
renitiating this consultation.

Biwns wosed lespard kard

1

2

Caltrans will conduct pre-construction surveys of the project fooepant, plus an additioml
200 foot (fr.) area outside the footprnt where posuble usng the CDFW'S May 2004
Approsed Sureey Methadology for the Blnnt wosed Lespand Lszard m the year prios to the start of
construction. If the species is found within the project area, Caltrans wall contact the
Service to discuss measures to avoid take of the blunt-nosed leopard lizard, or to discus
reamnaung this consultanon.

A qualified biologist(s) will be on-site dunng mitmal ground-dismicbing acuviues.

Cosant keangiroo rat

A qualified biologist(s) will be on-ute to momstor mal ground-disturbing acuviues.

2 Exclusion fencing will be mstalied in the northern half of the project azea along segments

of SR 119 and SR 43 to discounage the species from entenng the work site from the
neighboring KWBA conservaton property in the northwest quadrant and from the adjacent
saltbrush scrub habitat in the northeast quadeant, m the event these areas are ocaupied by
the species

The Service concurs that the action 1s ot tkey o advessely affect the Cabfornia jewelflower, Kem
mallow, San Joaquin wooly-threads, blunt nosed leopard hzard, and gant kangaroo rat. We concut
because there 18 a very low bikelthood that these speaes oaur within the acion and therefore the
potenual for the action to affect them 1s discourgable
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The remamder of this document provides our biological opinion on the effects of the proposed
project on the San Joaquin kit fox and the Tipton kangamo rat.

Consultation History

Sepembar 1823, 2014.

Apnl 6, 2005

Apnl 15, 2015

June 1819, 2015,

Juse 24.25, 2015,

Jaume 26, 2015

Juty 27 28, 2015.

July 29. 201 5.

Juby 30, 2015

Awgug 3 &6, 2015.

Ocgsber 3. 2015

Outober 13, 2015

Caltrans requested approval from the Service to conduct tapping
surveys at the project site for the gant and Tiptoa kangaroo rats.
The Service provided authorizaton

The Service received 2 hard copy of Caltrans’ 90-day small mammal
Lapping reposm.

The Service mceived hard copies of Caltirans” Biologscal Assessment
and its April 13, 2015 letrer requesting initiation of informal
consulation.

The Setvice emailed Caltmans to request additional informaton
conceening the Biological Assessment. Caltrans responded to severnal
of the Sexvice’s comments and questions.

Caltrans emailed the Service to respond to its remaining comments
and questions.

The Service emailed Caltrans to discuss the potenual for including
conservation measures for non-histed pollinator species as part of the
project.

The Sexvice and Caltrans exchanged emails addressing several of the
responses from Caltmns’ eadier June 18 email.

Caltrans telephoned the Service to discuss revising its determinanon
for the San Joaquin kit fox and intianng formal consultation.

Caltrans emailed the Service to state that upon funther evahauon of
the project, it had decided to modify its determination for the San
Joaqun kit fox, and to conclude that the project was likely to
adversely affect this particular species. The project mitzanon package
was deemed complete and formal consultation was mutiated.

The Service, the CDFW, and Caltrans exchanged emais discussing
the viability of implementing conservation measures for non-hsted
pollmator species as part of the project.

The Service and Caltrans exchanged emails and a telephone all to
discuss reviing Caltrans’ determination for the Tipton kangaroo rat.
Calreans concluded that the project was likely to adversely affect the

species.

The Service and Caltrans exchanged emails to discuss the
mtroduction of modified k- rasl as an additional conservanon measure
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Description of the Action

Caltrans proposes to replace the current intersection of SR 119, SR 43, and Enos Lane with a mixed
single/dual lane roundabout. The site is located in south-centml Kem County, midway beracen the
cities of Bakensfidd and Taft. The project area extends from post mile (PM) 178 1o 1840n SR 119,
from PM 0.1 to 0.4 on SR 43, and from the inersection to 0.2-mule (mi) south on Enos Lane
Constructon of the moundabout is expected to improve intersection safety by reducing colksions
along the appmaches and at the mtersection; it also will address the operanons! defiaencies craared
by traffic queues that occur duang peak morming and evening hours by improvng channelizanon
and widonng the roadway.

SR 119 and SR 43 are both convenuonal, two lane undivided highways. SR 119 1« on an east west
algnment and compases a 12-ft. lane and an 8-ft. wide shoulder in cach travel direcoon. SR 43
begms at the mtessection with SR 119 and heads nortly it comprises a 12-ft. wade e anda 1.2t
wide shouvider m each travel drection. On the south side of the mtersection, Enos Lane heads
south; this county mad also compases a 12-ft wide lane and a 1 -2-ft. wide shoulder i each wravel
disecion. Left-turn lanes are present m all four travel directions at the mtersection, but the left rum
channdzaton lanes are all less than smndand length. The intersection is controlied by a fully
phased, four-way signal light system

Most of the exising roadways within the construction limits will be removed as part of the projea
and replaced with curved roadways (“chicane™ arcas designed to slow teafific) and the roundabout
inersecion. The design will mdude a center concrete idand with an inscribed dircle diameter of
220 ft. to accommodate large trucks and extra-legal oversized overweight vehicles. Within the
cxculatory path of the roundabout, dual lanes will be constructed. The approaches to, and exits
from the soundabout will be designed using either single or dual lanes. Single lanes will be
constructed for the SR 119 eastbound exit, for the Enos Lane northbound approach and
southbound exit, and for the SR 43 northbound exit. Dual lanes will be constructed for the SR 119
westhound approach and westbound exit, for the SR 119 eastbound approach, and for the SR 43
southbound appraach.

Concrete work will be required for a portion of the approach pavement, the circulatory mtersection
araa, the truck aprons, the intersorton center island and splitter island curbs, the outside gurters, the
sidewalks/bicycle paths and curb mmp arcas, and the drainage mlets. Existing eleancal facilines wili
need to be removed in order to faclitate electrical work for lighting and flashing beacoas. Other
required acivities will indude permanent ecosion control/landscaping, placement of duffand
concrete acsthenc treatments for the truck aprons, and temporary and peamanent road stoiping and

signage.
Regle-of Way amd Stamag . Armas

Caltrans will acquire addinonal ROW parcels in the northeast, southeast, and southwest qudmnts.
Caltrans has indicawrd that designated staging arcas for equipment storage and vehude parkang will
be pre approved by a Calirans biologist. Equipment staging areas nay be established wathin the gas
station parcel orm the open, dirt areas of the commercial parcels in the northeast and southeast
quadmars. For the purpose of this project, ail staging areas will occur withun the project footpring,
as descnbed on page 8 of this document under the Adtion Ara headmg. Any location the contrcux
uses that 1= outsade this ares will nced to be evaluated and may require Caltmns to revise s
consuanon,
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Detosrs and Propea Staging

The construction of the roadway, embankment, side slopes, and ditch will be oganized by stage and
will require detour- and temporary trmffic handling. Traffic may be detoured © Interstate (1)-5,
which is located east of the project area, via Union Road, Coles Levee Road, and Bear Mountain
Boulevard to the south. Detour routes will vary according to the coastruction stage and which parts
of the intersection are obstructed by work activities af any given tme. Project staging will be broken

mto the following:

Stage ' Work will occur on the northern portion of the moundabout (SR 43) with some
work on the outside cdges of the castem segmeat of SR 119 SR 43 will be dosed at thus
time, with detours m phce.

Stage 2: Work will occur on the southem portion of the roundabout (Enos Lane), which
will be closed at this tme, with detours in place

Stage 3: Work will oocur on the center portion of the soundabout (SR 119 east- and
westbound). Traffic will be Emited 10 one lage, altonating east- and westbound, and wall be

controlled by a signal light
Konzt

Temporary k-mil barders will be installed on-site to preveat wffic from entenng the work zones
and to protect personnd in these aseas. These bamiess will be placed along linear segments at the
intersection site (at a maximum of appoximawly 0.6-m along SR 119 and approximately 0.5-m
along SR 43 and Enos Lane). There will be oaly a single line of k-mil placed parallel to SR 119
dusing Stages 1 and 2, with bamicades placed at the ead of construction on the north leg of the
intersection for Stage 1, and at the end of constmction on the south leg of the intessection for Stage
2. For Stage 3, a single line of k-mil will be instailed aloag SR 119 to keep tmffic to the north of the
k-mil and on the south side of the intessection at Encs Lane  (altmas does not expeat the k-l
bariers to enclose any areas or to be installed in such a way as to coavey bve traffic between paralle!
structures. Al k-mil will be eemoved once consruction at the site is completed.

Schedeling, Dust Control, Barrow/ Fill, and Parking/ Aceess

Caltrans proposes to begin construction in October 2018 and to finish by July 2020. The projectis
expected to take approximately 150 working days to complete. Due to the heavy volume of daytime
wraffic throughout the project area, night work is proposed in onder to minimize construction-related
traffic delays and to improve safety for the traveling public and construction pesonnel. Because
Caltrans has indicated that the traveling public traverses detours and construction areas better when
work is restrcted solely to either daytime or nighttime activities, for this project Caltmns has chosen
to consder all working days as night work

The contractor will follow Best Management Prctices dusag construction. Dust control measures
will be implemented as part of the pmiject. Prior to constaction, the contractar will be

for the sclection and eavironmental compliance of a selected borrow site in the eveat that fill
material needs to be imposted to the project area. Equipment parking, project access, equipment
maintenance, and other project-related activities may occur within the existing ROW, proposed
ROW areas, or tempomsy construction casements.
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Conscrvanon Measurcs

Caltrans will inplemeat the followmg meaasures to reduce the potential for adverse effects to the

specics.

Son Joagun kit fox

1

The construction arca will be cleady ddineated i1n order to avoid inadvertent impacts to
adjacent suitable habatat.

Preconstrucnon surveys will be conducted no less than 14 days and no more than 30 days
paor to the beginning of ground distusbance and/or construction acuvities. Surveys for the

San joagum kit fox and s dens will be performed throughout the project footprint as weli
as within 200-ft. of the footprint.

A qualified biologst(s) will conduct an ecavironmental awareness training program for all
constructon personnd, covedng the stans of the San Joaquin lut fox, the importance of
avoiding impacts to the species, and the penalties for not complying with minimization
requirements. New construction personnel who are added to the projeat after the tmining is
first conducted aiso wall be roquired to take the wamning.

A qualificd biologsst(s) will be present on-site during mitial ground. disturbing activines. To
the extent possible, the biologist(s) also will be available on-call when not present on-site

Disturbance to all San Joaqun kit fox dens will be avoided to the maximum extent possible.

3 Potennal and arypical dens that ase located at least 50-fr. from construction will be
protected with 2 50 ft. zone. Known dens that are located at least 100-ft. from
construction will be pmtected with a 100-ft. zone. In instances where 50-ft. or 100-
ft. exclusion zones cannot be maintamed, potential and/or known dens will be
monnred; once these deas ase vegfied to be unoccupied, they will be blodked
temporagly (via sandbagpang or mstallanon of a one-way door) for the duration of

the project.

b. If a natal/pupping den is discovered cither within the project footprints or within
200 fr. of the footpant, Caltrans will nonfy the Serviee immediately.

Calrrans wall mstall modified temporary k-nail barders that faciliate San Joaguin kat fox
movement and passage aceoss the roadways. Openings in the barners wall be spaced at
approximately 140 fo. mrcrvals {segments of k-rail are 20-ft. long, © opemungs will be spaced
every seven segments). (ne, or a combinanon, of two design options will be implemented.

2. A Modified Type K scgment with one 8-inch diameter hole cast or bored into a
typical rail segment.

b. A Type L passageway that off scts a segment of k-rail via a gap measuning berween
8 inches and 5ft.

State Route 43/State Route 119 Intersection Improvements = 65




Dena Gonzalez 8

7. All food-related trash items such as wrappers, cans, bottes, and food scraps will be disposed
of in dosed containers and emoved daly from the project site in ondes to reduce the

potential for artracting predatar species.
8 No pets or fircamns will be allowed on the project site

9. Parts of the project area that are tempomnly affected will be re aontoured and m-vegetated
with an appropriate, weed-free native plant seod mixture following the completion of
constnichon.

Tipton kangarso rut

1 Exclusion fendng will be instafled in the northern half of the projea areaalong segments
of SR 119 and SR 43 to discounge the specics from entering the work site from the
acighboring KWBA conservation property in the nosthwest quadmnt and from the adjacent
saltbush scrub habitat in the northeast quadrant.

2. Tmpping surveys will be conducted no mose than 30 days prior to constuction and will
cover the excluded area mentioned in measuse #1 above. If ocoupied suitsble habitat is
observed dudng the surveys, Caltmns will discass with the Sesvice the implementation of
measures to minimize take, induding relocatiog indviduals ou of the project footpant.
Caltrans will develop and provide a detailed selocation plan to the Service pros o the start
of construction, or prior to relocating any animals,

3. A qualified biologist(s) will be on-site 1 monitor initial ground-disturbing activitics.
Action Area f

The action area is defined in 50 CFR § 40202, as “all areas to be affected direatly or indisectly by the
Fedesl action and not merely the immediate area involved in the action™ The action area for the
proposed project is composed of the project footprint (or project impact area), which encompases
1) the SR 119/5R 43/Enos Lane intersection (0.6-mi east/west segment and 0.5-m: north/south
segmeat); and 2) portions of ruderal areas, degrded saltbrush scrub, and developed areas in which
the roundabout will be constructed, staging arcas established, and other soadway mmprovements
arded out. The action area also inchudes land extending approximately 200-fi. from the edge of the
footprint, which will experience further reaching effecs of construction activities such as noise and
visual disturbance.

Analytical Fmmewodk for the Jeopardy Determination

In accordance with policy and regulation, the jeopardy analysis in this biclogical opinion relics on
four componeats: (1) the Statas of the Species, which evahates the moge-wade condition of the San
Joaquin kit fox and the Tipton kangaroo me, the factors respoasible foc that condition, and their
survival and recovery needs; (2) the Exwrvnmental Basefne, which cvaluates the condition of the San
Joaquin kit fox and the Tipton kangamo mt in the action area, the factors responsible for that
condition, and the relationship of the action area to the survival and secovery of the San Joaquin kut
fox and the Tipton kangaroo rat; (3) the Effets of the Advon, which determines the direct and indirect
effects of the proposed Federal action and the effects of any mterselatad or intesdependent activities
on the San Joaquin kit fox and the Tipwon kangasoo mt; and (1) Cusmlztee Effats, which evaluates
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the effects of future, non-Fedeml actmaties 1n the action area on the San Joaquin kit fox and the
Tipton kangaroo mt

In accordance with policy and regulation, the jeopardy determination is made by evaluating the
effects of the proposed Federal acuon in the context of the current status of the San Joaquin kit fox
and the Tipton kangaroo mt, taking into account any cumulative effects, to determine if
mmplementanon of the proposed action is kkely 10 cause an appreciable eeduction in the likelihood
of both the survival and recovery of the species in the wild.

The jeopandy analysis m this biclogical opinion places 3n emphasis on considemtion of the range-
wide survival and recovery needs of the San joaquin kit fox and the Tipton kangaroo rat, and the
role of the action area in the survival and cecovery of the San Joaquin kit fox and the Tipron
kangaroo rat as the context for evaluaning the significance of the effects of the proposed Federal
action, taken together with cumulative effects, for purposes of making the jeopandy determination.

Status of the Specics

For the most recent comprehensive assessment of the moge-wide status for the San Joaquin kit fox
and the Tipton kangaroo mt, please refer to the San Joaquin Kit Fox 5-year Review” and the Tipton
Kangaroo Rat 5-year Review”, respectively. No change in either species’ listing stanus was
recommended inits 5-year review. Threats evaluared duning those reviews and discussed in the final
documents have continued to act on the species since the Febnmry 2010 5-year reviews were
finalized, with loss of habirat being the most significant effect. While these have been continued
losses of San Joaquin kit fox and Tipton kangamo mt habitar thronghout the various recovery units,
mchuding the Westem Kem County San Joaquin kit fox core recovery unit in which the proposed
project is located, to date no project has proposed a level of effects for which the Service has isued
a biological opinion of jcopardy for cither species.

Eanvironmental Baseline

Within the action area, it is reasonably likely thar the San Joaquin kit fox and the Tipton kangaroo
rat have been affecied by the mteoduction of mnspartation infrastructure like SR 119, SR 43, and
Enos Lane, roadway and vehicle-celated nsks pose therats of injury and mortality to the species. Itis
also rcasonably likely that the speacs have been affected by the convesmion of once natuml lands o
agricultural use, and by the subsequent sbandoament of these lands. The project foctprint is
composed of multiple habitattypes: nudeml areas, saktbrush scrub, and developed areas. Of the
footprint’s total 7.5 ac, rudesal habitar compases 3.29 ac (44 percent), saltbrush scrub compsises
0.47 ac (6 peccent), and developed areas compase 374 ac (50 percent). Pastof a gas station and
conveaicace store is located within the action ares in the southwest quadrant of the intemsection at
SR 119, 5R 43, and Eaos Lage. Rudesal land, plus a small porion of a conservation propenty owned
by the KWBA are located within the action area in the northwest quadmat of the intemsection
Saltbrush scrub habitat, plus an informal parking lot/tum-out area measuring approximately 0.25 ac
and composed of bare, compacted dut are located within the action area in the northeast quadraor.
And rudeml areas are focated within the acnion area in the southeast quadrant. Al land in the
project area used to be cultivated, but the majoaty of the parcels in the four quadrants of the

' U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 2010 San | osgquen Kit Fox {Vafer susrar snatics) 5 Year Review Summary and
Evamton Sacramento Fsh and Widki Sacramento, Californa. 122 pp.

*US. Fish and Wildlife Service 2010, Tipton Kangaroo Rat (Diduays suratedes witrasaides) S-Year Review: Summary
and Fydustion. Sacamento Fish and Widki Office, Sacramenn, Cadiforna. 102 PP
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mtessection werge alowed to go fallow. The native saltbrush scrb 1s recovenng m areas that are 0o
longer actively worked (such as the KWBA property m the nonhwest quadkant), but m parcels
where peniodic disking or other activities still occur, the vegetation consists pramanly of distucbance
favonng, invasive species like Russan thistle (Safods fragus) and other woedy speaes.

San Joaguin kit fax

Acconting to the CNDDB (2015)', there are no records of the San Joaquin kit fox within the action
area Eleven potential San Joaquin kit fox dens were identified both within the acuon area and
the immediate vidnity of the action area during the blunt-nosed leopard zrd susveys conducted m
2014, oaly one of these potential dens, located along SR 119 in the northwest quadrant of the site,
was observed within the projeat footprint and is likely to be ehmmnated durmg comstruction. As well
as providing denning poteatial, the project site offers foraging oppoaunities for the speass. In
addition to detecting Heermann’s kangaroo mts and other small mammals duang the on-site
apping efforts, Caltrans observed ground squirrels (Otospermopbilus beechyi) and their burrows.

Caltrans conducted spotlighting surveys for the San Joaquin kit fox on September 4, 2014; ao
individuals were observed within, or in proximity I, the action area despite there being suitable
habitst present. That same night, Caltrans set up a motion-activated Gamera station to MONITOs 3
recently used potential den in the nogtheast quadrant of the intersection, located appeoximately
400-ft. from the action area. The camen station did not record any San Joaquin kit foxes. Poor to
setting up the camen, Caltrans talked with a watermelon vendor who was sationed in the pullout in
the nostheast quadant of the intersection; the vendor claimed to have seen San Joaquin kit fox pups
outside his stall dusing late summer 2014 and beieved they had come from vegetated habitat located
east of the intersection; Caltrans was unable to conficm this repost.

There is reasonsble potential for the San Joaquin kit fox to eccur in, or move theough, the action
arcea. This is based on the following reasons: 1) the project site is located within the range of the
species (n particula, within the Western Kera County core population and recovery area for the
species [Seqvice, 2010°); 2) the presence of a potental den m the project footprint as well as
mubtiple potential deas situated in close proximity to the action area, 3) suitsble prey sources; and
4) the presence of suitable, though disturbed, habitat

Tipion kamparoo nat

The CNDDB (2015)" identifies one record of the Tipton kangaroo rat within the action area, which
dates from 1985.

Caltrans conducted non-protocol small mammal teapping for the Tiptoa kangaroo eat over the
eourse of four nights (September 30-October 3, 2014). Although sumable (though disturbed) habirat
is present within the footprint in the form of saltbrush scrub, and there 5 even higher-quabity
saltbrush sceub habitat owside the project footpant {mainly in the nostheast quadrant, and on the
KWBA propeny in the nonthwest quadrant), no Tipton kangaroo rats wese observed or captured
during this period; only non-listed Heermana's kangaroo mats (Dipedsns bermanm) were detected
Since competitive interactions exist between Tipton and Heeanana's kangamo rats (Teanaat and
Gesmano, 201 3)', and Heesmann's kangaroo fats were discovered during the recent surveys, it is
possible that the presence of D. beermame on-site could be bminng the presence of D. o witraides

* Tennane, EN.and D) Ge 2 2013 Competitive interactions between Tiptan snd Heermaon's kangaroo rats in
the San J aaquin Valey, Cakformia. The South Nasucalist 58(2) 258-264.
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Even so, the speciesare still known to co-occr  Potential kangamo @t bumows were observed at
12 stes dwring the 2014 bluntnosed leopand bzard surveys, all of them locatod east of SR 43 and
Enos Lane. However, no assoqated sign was detected

There is masonable potential for the Tipton kangaroo rat to occur 1a the acion area based on the
following reasons: 1) the project site is located withmn the current mnge of the speaes; 2) the
presence of suitable habitat both within, and neighbonng, the action aren, 3) the existence of a
hustorical record of the species within the acion area; and 4) the presence of potennal kangamo rat
bumows.

Effects of the Action
Habitat Impacts

The poposed project 15 expected to affect a ol of 376 ac of habirar  Of this toml, constmuction
aaivites will permaneatly cemove 041 ac and temporanly disturb 3 35 ac as a eesult of work
assnqated with building the mundabout. Caltmns has defined permanentdy affected habirar as those
areas that are convered to new hardscape/roadway; m so doing, all habitar availability ts eliminated
Caltrans further has defined wemporarily affected habitar as those ageas thar are or-contoured and -
vegenared following the completion of constaction, and which within 3-5 years can once again
become availshle habitat for the species. The permaneatly affected portion of the footpant is
composed only of ruderal land (041 ac), while the tempomsily affected arca is composed of ruderal
land (2.88 ac) and saltbrush scrub (047 ac). Caltmns has identified the existing saltbrush scrub areas
and mudesml lands as sunble, thaugh dismurbed, habitar for the San Joaquin kit fox and the Tipton
kangaroo at (saltbrush scrub only). Although ther 1s masonsble potential for the San Joaquin kit
fox and the Tipron kangaroo rat © ocaur in the action arca, the loss of, and disturbance o, this
habitat 5 unlikely to result in adverse effects w the species since the amount of lnd ro be

permanertly and temporarily impacted is munimal and of impamed quality. Therefore, it is unbikely
thar such effects will rise to the level of take of the species.

Adverse effects to the San Joaquin kit fox from project-related equipment/vehicle stakes are likely
to occur given the hugh likelthood of the species’ presence in the action area, and thar construction
work will take place predominantly ar night, which is a time when the species is most active. Also,
since suitable (though degmded) denning habitar and potmtial San Joaguin kit fox dens exist withn,
and m proximity o, di action area, it is reasonable to condude that the species docs den i the
propea ama. Any known or potential dens identified i the project footprar dunng preconstruction
surveys that require excavation and/or collapse (following sppropaate monronag) will remove
shelter and cover for the San Joaqum kit fox. However, beause arews will receive environmental
awareness training and a biologist(s) will be monitogng the site for the species, the nsk of crushing
or entombing the San Joaquin kit fox in dens during excavation/ collapsing activities, as well as
durng ground-breaking and construction is not masonsbly likely to oorue

With the implementation of Caltrans’ proposed avoidance and mnimizaton measures like exdusion
fencing, wapping surveys, relocation efforts, and monitotng during ground breaking, advesse effeas
to the Tipton kangaroo rat in the foams of injury and death eesulting from project-eelated
equipment /vehicle stokes, and from being crushed or entombed i bumrows during construction
work age unbkely to occur.
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Trap pirg and Relocation

Despite their utifity in conservanon, trapping and relocation activities are likely to risk hamssmg,
harming, or even mjunng and lilling Tipton kangaroo rats found in the project area There 1s 2 nsk
of individuals bang npured by the trap or mishandled by the surveyors, or dying from exposure, lack
of food and water, or human emor  In the event an individual requires eemoval from its existing
habitat in osder to avoid the effects from constauction, the Tipton kangaroo rat is likely to
experience distress as a result of the rdo@uon process.

Road Martaisty

Injury and mostality aee hikely to oocur to the San Joaquin kit fox when individuals attempt to cross
roads. Each highway and roadway assocated with this project is aleeady an exisung hazand for this
widely ranging and dispersing species, and each highway/roadway will continue to be a hazard for
the San joagum kst fox.

Temporary K-nasl Barriers

The temporary k-rail barsers that Caltrans plans to install on the peoject site as a means of tffic
controd and safety are bkely to prevent the San Joaquin kit fox from making successful road
crossings. Since the San Joaquin kit fox is highly likely to occur in and/or use the action ares, those
individuals traversing the action sera thesefore aze at high risk of encountering a k-nil basoer and
becoming tmpped berween it and the roadway. Consequently, they ace likely to end up being injured
or killed by vehides. Caltrans will reduce this sisk by modifying the k-rail design to include one, ora
combination, of two types of passageways spaced at 140-ft. intervals, thereby continuing to provide
a degree of madway permeability and 2 means for the San Joaquin kit fox potentally to move
through the bamer

Cumulative Effects

Cumulative effects include the effects of future State, Tribal, local, or private actions that are
reasonably cesain to ocqu in the action area considered in this biological opinion. Future Fedenl
actions that are unrelared to the proposed action are not considered in this section because they
require separate consultation pursuant to secnion 7 of the Act. Dudng this consulmtion, the Service
did not identify any funwe non-fedeml acions that are reasonably cemain to occur m the action area

of the proposed project.
Conclusion

After seviewing the cureent status of the San Joaquin kit fox and Tipton kangaroo i, the
environmental basdine for the action area, the effects of the proposed SR 119/43 /Enos Lane
Intersection Safety Improvement Projeat, and the cunmlauve effects, it is the Service’s tialogscal
opinion that the SR 119/43/Enos Lane Interscction Safety Improvement Project, as proposed, is
nex likdy to jeopandize the continued existence of the San Joaguin kit fox or the Tipton kangasoo
rat. The Servicr seached this condusion becase the projec-related effects to the speaes, when
addad to the environmental bascine and analyzed in consuderation of all potential cumulative
effects, will not ase 1o the level of precluding recovery or reducing the likelihood of survival of the
species. This condusion is based on the following factors: (1) the results of recent species surveys;
(2) the impaired quality of suitable habitar within the project footpdnt; and (3) the conservation
measures proposed to minimize potentil effects o the species.

State Route 43/State Route 119 Intersection Improvements * 70




INCIDENT AL TAKE STATEMENT

Section 9 of the Act and Federal regulation pursuant t section 4(d) of the Act prohibit the take of
endangered and threatened speaies, tegpecuvdy, withowt special exempuon. Take is defined as to
harass, harm, pusue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, tp, caprure or collect, or © atempt to engage in any
such condua. Hamss is defined by Servior regulanons at 50 CFR 17.3 as an mennonal or negligent
act or omussion which areates the hkelhood of mpury to saldhfe by annoymg it to such an extent as
to significantly disrupt normal behavior patterns which mclude, but ase not kmited to, breading,
feeding, o1 sheltenng. Ham s defined by the same segulations as an act which actually kalls or
injures wildlife. Harm 1s further defined to indude ssgnificant habitat modification or degmadanon
that results in death or mjury © histed species by significantly impainng essential behavior pattesns,
induding breeding, feeding, or sheltenng locidental mke s defined as take that is incideatal to, and
not the purpose of, the canrymg out of an otherwise lawful acuvity. Under the terms of section
7(b)(4) and secnon 7(o){2), mking that is mcxdenzal to and not intended as pant of the agency action
1s not considered to be pohibited taking under the Act provided that such taking is in compliance
with the teems and conditions of this lnadental Take Statement

The maasures descobed below ase non discretonary, and must be undestaken by Caltrans so that
they become bmding conditions of any contract developed with the contractor, as appropriate, for
the exemption in section 7{(0)(Z) to apply. Caltmans has a continumng duty to regulate the activity
covered by this mcidental take statement 1f Caltmas (1) fads to assume and implement the teems
and condroons or (2) fads to requiee 1ts contractor to adhere to the teoms and conditions of the
inddental take statement through enforceable teoms that are added to the contmct, the protective
coverage of section 7{0)(2) may. lapse In onder to moniror the impact of incidental take, Caltrans
must ceport the progress of the action and its impact on the speces to the Service as specified m the
mcidental take starement (30 CFR §402.14(0(3)}.

Amount or Extent of Take

San Joaguin ks fox

The Sesvice anucipates that incideatal take of the San Joaqum kit fox wall be difficult to detect or
quanafy because the number of mdmnduals m the acion agea 1s unknown and esumates of
population density in the action area are unavalable There 5 2 ask of haom, hamssment, njury, and
monality as a result of the pmoposed constructon sawvines.  Therefore, the Service anticipates take
mcidental to the proposad action as the haom, hamssment, injusy, and momality of all San Joaquin kit
foxes withen 3.76 ac of suitable habitat  The Service anncpates that no more than one individual
will be killed or mjured as a cesult of project sl ated acuvities and will be dewcted by biological
monitors. Upon implementanon of the following masonable and prudent measures, incidental ke
of the San Joaquin lut fox assocuated with the proposed project wall become exempt from the
prolubitions described n secnon 9 of the Act

Tipton kampareo rat

The Service anucipates that madental take of the Tipton kangaroo mat will be difficult o detect or
quantify because the number of mdmduals m the action area 15 unknown and esumates of
populaton density in the acton area are unavailable. These 15 a risk of hasm, harassment, mjusy, and
montality as a result of the proposad constuction acuvines, m addinon to tapping and

removal/ eelocation effonts. Thesefore, the Savice anticipates take madental to the proposed acoon
as the caprure, removal, harm, hamssment, mjury, and mortabity of all Tipton kangaroo mts within
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0.47 ac of suimble habrtat Uponimplementation of the following reasonable and prodent measures,
macudental take of the Tipton kangaroo rat associated with the proposed project will become exempt
from the prohibinions described in section 9 of the Act

Effectofthe Take

In the accompanymng biologscal opinion, the Service determmed that this level of aaticipated ke 5
not likely to result in jeopandy to either species.

Reasonable and Prudent Measures

As part of the project’s proposed conservation measures, Caltmaas has included measuses to avoud or
munimize effects on the San joaquin lat fox and the Tipton kangaroo rat sesultng from
implementation of this progct. Therefore, the Service believes the following reasonable and

measure i necessary and appropriate to minimize incidental take of the San Joaqum kit fox
and the Tipton kangaroo rat

1. All conservaton measures, as descobed in the biological assessment and restated here m the
Descripdion of the Adion section of this biological opinion, shall be fully implemented and
adhered to. Furthes, this reasonable and prudent measure shall be supplemented by the
terms and conditions below:.

Terms and Conditions

In udamhcmnptﬁmndmfpmhﬁﬁﬁumofmﬁonfdnquﬂummmm
compliance with the following teem and condition, which implements the reasonable and prudeat
measure descobed above. This term and condinon 1s nondiscretionary.

1. Caltrans shall include full implementation and adhesence to the conservation measures as a
condition of any contract issuad for the project.

Monnonag:

in ogdes to monitor whether the amount or extent of incidental take anucipared from
mplementation of the project is approached or exceeded, Caltmas shall adhere to the followmg
reporting requixements.  Should this anticipated amount or extent of incideatal take be exceeded,
Calirans must immediately remnitiate foemal consultation as per 50 CFR 402.16.

a. For those components of the action that may result in disect encounters between listed
species and projea workers and their equipment whereby incidental take m the form of
hamssment, hasm, injury, or death 15 anticipated, Caltrans shall immedately contace the
Savice's Sacamento Fish and Wildlife Office (SFWO) at (916) 414 6544 to sepoxt the
encounter. If the encounter occurs after nomal wodking hours, Caltrans shall contaa the
SFWO at the eariest possible opportunity the next working day

b. For those components of the action that will require the capture and relocation of any listed
species, Caltzans shall immediately contact the SFWO to sepost the acson. If caprure and
relocation need o occur after normal working houss, Caltrans shall contact the SFWO at the
caghiest possible opportunity the next wodang day.
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¢ For those components of the action that will result in habitat loss or disnwbance, Caltmans
shall provide monthly updates to the Service with an acoounting of the total acreage of
habatat affected  This shall contnue unal there 1s no new ground distushance Updates also
shall include any mformaton about changes 1n project implementation that sesultin habitat
distusbance not described m the Desmiprion of tée Action and not analyzed m this biologcal
opimion

d  In the event that fill matenal needs to be imported to the progect area, Caltrans shall venfy
that the contmaor fulfills its respoasibility for the appropriate selecion and environmental
comphance of a selected borrow site

e A post-constucton report detading complance with the project design critena and
poposd conservanon measures desaribed under the Desvpraon of rée Acton section of this
biological opmion shall be provided to the Service within 90 calendar days of completion of
the project. The repont shall mclude: (1) dates of project groundbreakng and completion;
(2) perunent information concerming the success of the project 1o meenng the conservation
measures; (3) an explanation of failure to meet such measuses, f any, {4) knowa projea
effeas on the San Joaquin kit fox and the Tipton kangamo rat, if any; (5) obseved mcidents
of hamssment to the San Joaqum kit fox or the Tipton kangaroo rat, if any, {6) the numbes
of dens and burrows lost, if any; and, (7} any othe perinent mformation

CONSERVATION RECOMMENDATIONS

Secnon 7(a)(1) of the Act diwecs Fedeml agencies to unlize thew authosties to further the purposes
of the Act by carsymg out conservation programs for the benefit of endangared and threatened
speaes. Conservation recommendations are discrenonary agency activiies © murumize or avoid
advense effects of a proposed action on listed species or cnnaal habstar, to hdp implement reaovery
plans, or to develop infomanon. The Service recommends the followmng acton:

1. Caltrans should report new sighnngs of the San Joaque kit fox or s dens, and the Tipton
kangaroo mat to the CNDDB. A copy of the reporng form and a topographic map cleasly
marked with the loaton i which the ammals were observed also should be provided to the
Semice

In order for the Service 1o be kept mformed of actbons munumuzing o avosding advesse effects or
benefinng speaes or thar habemes, the Service requests nonficanon of the mplementanon of any
conservation recommendanons

REINITIATION—CLOSING STATEMENT

This concludes formal consultanon on the SR 119/43/Enos Lane latesecnon Safety Improvement
Project. As provided 1n 50 CFR §402.16, reinmanon of formal consultabon is required and shall be
requested by the Federal agency or by the Service where discrenonagy Fedenl agency mvolvement
or conuwl over the action has been retamed or 1s authonzed by law and:

(a) If the amount or extent of wking specified 1n the madental ke satement 15 exceeded,

(b) If new information reveals effects of the acton that may affect listed species or catical
habntat n a manner or to an extent not previowsly considered,
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{c) 1f the dentfied acoon is subsequenty modified n a manner that causes an effect to the
listed species or cntical habitat that was not considexed in the biological opinion; or

{d) If 2 new specics is ited or aritical habitat designated that may be affected by the idenufied
adion

If you have any quesions regarding dus biological opinion, please contact Jen Schoficld
(len_schoficld@fus gov), or Thomas Leeman (thomas_leeman(@fws.gov) at the letterhead address,
by e-mail, or ar (916} 4146544

Sincerely,

Jeanifes M. Nomis
Field Supervisor

cc
Craig Bailey, Califomia Department of Fish and Wildlife, Fresno, Califomia
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