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Chapter 1. Proposed Project

Permit Order 2009-0009-DWQ (as amended by Orders 2010-0014-DWQ and
2012-0006-DWQ).

Before any ground-disturbing activities, the contractor would prepare a
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) (per the Construction General
Permit Order 2009-0009-DWQ) that includes erosion control measures and
construction waste containment measures to protect waters of the State during and
after project construction.

The SWPPP would identify the sources of pollutants that may affect the quality of
stormwater; include construction site Best Management Practices (BMPs) to
control sedimentation, erosion, and potential chemical pollutants; provide for
construction materials management; include non-stormwater BMPs; and include
routine inspections and a monitoring and reporting plan. All construction site
BMPs would follow the latest edition of the Storm Water Quality Handbooks:
Construction Site BMPs Manual to control and reduce the impacts of

construction-related activities, materials, and pollutants on the watershed.

The project SWPPP would be continuously updated to adapt to changing site
conditions during the construction phase.

Construction would likely require the following temporary construction site
BMPs:

. Development of a schedule that includes sequencing of construction
activities with implementation of construction site BMPs (SS-1).

2. Existing vegetation would be removed to the minimum extent necessary to
facilitate the proposed work (SS-2).

3. Implement proper vehicle and equipment cleaning, fueling, and maintenance
procedures to minimize or eliminate discharge of pollutants (NS-8, NS-9,
NS-10).

4.  Temporary access road entrances and exits would be stabilized and
maintained to prevent sediment erosion and transport from the work area
(TC-1).
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Chapter 1. Proposed Project

12.

Temporary drainage inlet protection methods such as gravel bags would be
deployed to prevent sediment and other pollutants from entering drainage
systems (SC-10).

Perimeter control devices such as fiber rolls, compost socks, gravel bags,
and silt fences would be utilized to prevent sediment transport from the
project site (SC-1, SC-5, SC-6, SC-11).

Use proper procedures and practices for proper handling, storage, and use of
construction materials which minimizes or eliminates discharge into
receiving waters (WM-1, WM-2).

Stockpile management procedures and practices are to be followed to reduce

or eliminate air and storm water pollution from soil/material stockpiles
(WM-3).

Spill prevention and control procedures and practices are implemented to
prevent and control spills in a manner that minimizes or prevents discharge
of material to watercourse (WM-4).

Solid waste management procedures and practices are to be adhered to
which are designed to minimize or eliminate discharge of pollutants to the
water body due to creation, stockpiling, or removal of construction site
wastes (WM-5).

Liquid waste created during construction must be managed to prevent
discharge into the receiving water body (WM-10).

The elimination or reduction of construction site sanitary and septic waste

material discharge is to be recognized and proper procedures/practices are to
be followed (WM-9),

Dewatering operations would be implemented to manage the discharge of
pollutants from the accumulation of groundwater associated with

excavations, temporary stream crossings, and clear water diversions (NS-2,
NS-4, NS-5).

Paving and sealing operations would be conducted to avoid and minimize

the discharge of pollutants to receiving waters (NS-3).
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Chapter 2. CEQA Environmental Checklist

conditions within the area affected by the project” (14 CCR § 15382). CEQA determinations
are made prior to and separate from the development of mitigation measures for the project.

The legal standard for determining the significance of impacts is whether a “fair argument”
can be made that a “substantial adverse change in physical conditions” would occur. The fair
argument must be backed by substantial evidence including facts, reasonable assumption
predicated upon fact, or expert opinion supported by facts. Generally, an environmental
professional with specific training in an area of environmental review can make this
determination.

Though not required, CEQA suggests lead agencies adopt thresholds of significance, which
define the level of effect above which the lead agency would consider impacts to be
significant, and below which it would consider impacts to be less than significant. Given the
size of California and it’s varied, diverse, and complex ecosystems, as a Lead Agency that
encompasses the entire State, developing thresholds of significance on a state-wide basis has
not been pursued by Caltrans. Rather, to ensure each resource is evaluated objectively,
Caltrans analyzes potential resource impacts in the project area based on their location and
the effect of the potential impact on the resource as a whole. For example, if a project has
the potential to impact 0.10 acre of wetland in a watershed that has minimal development and
contains thousands of acres of wetland, then a “less than significant” determination would be
considered appropriate. In comparison, if 0.10 acre of wetland would be impacted that is
located within a park in a city that only has 1.00 acre of total wetland, then the 0.10 acre of
wetland impact could be considered “significant.”

If the action may have a potentially significant effect on any environmental resource (even
with mitigation measures implemented), then an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) must be
prepared. Under CEQA, the lead agency may adopt a negative declaration (ND) if there is
no substantial evidence that the project may have a potentially significant effect on the
environment (14 CCR § 15070(a)). A proposed negative declaration must be circulated for
public review, along with a document known as an Initial Study. CEQA allows for a
“Mitigated Negative Declaration” in which mitigation measures are proposed to reduce
potentially significant effects to less than significant (14 CCR § 15369.5).

Although the formulation of mitigation measures shall not be deferred until some future time,
the specific details of a mitigation measure may be developed after project approval when it
is impractical or infeasible to include those details during the project’s environmental review.
The lead agency must: (1) commit itself to the mitigation, (2) adopt specific performance
standards the mitigation will achieve, and (3) identify the type(s) of potential action(s) that
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Chapter 2. CEQA Environmental Checklist

can feasibly achieve that performance standard and that will be considered, analyzed, and
potentially incorporated in the mitigation measure. Compliance with a regulatory permit or
other similar processes may be identified as mitigation if compliance would result in
implementation of measures that would be reasonably expected, based on substantial
evidence in the record, to reduce the significant impact to the specified performance
standards (§15126.4(a)(1)(B)).

Per CEQA, measures may also be adopted, but are not required, for environmental impacts
that are not found to be significant (14 CCR § 15126.4(a)(3)). Under CEQA, mitigation is
defined as avoiding, minimizing, rectifying, reducing, and compensating for any potential
impacts (CEQA §15370).

Regulatory agencies may require additional measures beyond those required for compliance
with CEQA. Though not considered “mitigation” under CEQA, these measures are often
referred to in an Initial Study as “mitigation”, Good Stewardship or Best Management
Practices. These measures can also be identified after the IS/MND is approved.

CEQA documents must consider direct and indirect impacts of a project (CAL. PUB. RES.
CODE § 21065.3). They are to focus on significant impacts (14 CCR § 15126.2(a)).
Impacts that are less than significant need only be briefly described (14 CCR § 15128). All
potentially significant effects must be addressed.

Cleone Shoulder Widening Project 24
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
























Chapter 2. CEQA Environmental Checklist

have a larger scale than existing conditions, the features are not visually out of
character when compared to the rural community character as well as the rest of
SR 1. Widening work would be the most visually apparent for highway users;
however, highway neighbors to the east would now be closer to the highway as
the roadway would be widened eastward. This would somewhat decrease the
visual quality for neighbors on SR 1 located along the northbound lane just east of
Ward Avenue, where the edge of pavement would be closer to their property
fence. For all other areas, buildings are set back far enough from the highway or
there is vegetation that would not be removed that would continue to act as a
screen from and to the highway.

e Relocation of the one utility pole would result in no visual impacts. The relocated
pole would be located adjacent to the existing pole and would not change in size
or materials.

e Drainage work would lead to visual changes; however, it is not anticipated that
there would be associated negative visual impacts. Visible drainage work areas
include removing graded unlined ditches and incorporating vegetated swales.

Both changes would be well integrated with the visual corridor.

¢ Hot mix asphalt overlay and new pavement delineation would not lead to negative
visual impacts. The pavement and striping would be in new condition and

improve the visual quality of the roadway.

While the project would somewhat degrade the existing visual character and quality of the
site and its surroundings, it would not create a new source of substantial light and glare,
would not have a high negative effect on a scenic vista, or damage scenic resources. Visual
resources in the project corridor include rural community and upland forest. The primary
changes to visual resources include shoulder widening. Resource change would be very low.
The average viewer response within the project corridor would be moderate to moderate-
high. This would include both highway neighbor and highway traveler responses within the
project site. There are more travelers than there are neighbors, and travelers have a lower
viewer response. Subsequently, overall, the proposed project at this location would have

low-moderate visual impacts.

Given this, a “Less Than Significant Impact” determination was made for CEQA
Environmental Checklist Question 2.1 c).
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Chapter 2. CEQA Environmental Checklist

flows northwest towards an outlet at the mouth of the Pacific Ocean. The habitat at the
culvert outlet at the beginning of the daylighted creek contains thick, overgrown shrub
canopy dominated by Himalayan blackberry brambles and Douglas’ spiraea. As it flows
towards the ocean and about 50 feet downstream, the vegetation changes to willow,
blackberry, elderberry, and red alder. The ordinary high water mark (OHWM) is
approximately 1 foot high from the channel bed, and the width from edge of OHWM bank to
bank is approximately 4 feet. The substrate is relatively muddy with very little cobble or
gravel. The water has leaf litter resting on the channel bed and on the water surface. The
stream is perennial and characteristically 6 inches deep. RPW-1 receives water flow from
upstream culverted ditches parallel to SR 1. Other culverted waters, created by local
residents to the east and northeast of the project ESL, contribute flow to RPW-1 during the
rainy season when stormwater runoff is highest.

Three of the eight Other Waters of the U.S. and State (OWs) occur within the ESL—features
OW-1, OW-2, and OW-3 (Figures 3 and 4). These OWs within the ESL are intermittent
drainages, meaning the area below the OHWM is either seasonally flooded or seasonally
flooded/saturated. These three intermittent drainages with an unconsolidated bottom surface
(Cowardin code R4UB4) total 0.038 acre within the ESL and 0.048 acre within the BSA.
They are relatively narrow and convey ground water and stormwater runoff from the east

towards the southwest, eventually terminating at the culvert outlet where the culvert crosses
the highway at PM 65.16.

The intermittently-flowing roadside drainage, OW-1, parallel and immediately adjacent to
the east of the northbound lane of SR 1, begins where it daylights immediately south of the
intersection of SR 1 with Nameless Lane (Figures 3 and 4). This is the longest drainage ditch
in the ESL. The daylighted sections of OW-1 comprise 0.036 acre in the ESL and also 0.036
in the BSA. The OHWM is approximately 3 feet wide from the northernmost point to the
southernmost location. The substrate is sandy, loamy soil and adjacent ruderal herbaceous
vegetation consists largely of vernal sweet grass, tall flatsedge, tall coast plantain, and ripgut
brome. The ditch begins at a somewhat shallow 10-15% slope, then soon becomes deeply
incised at approximately 60-80% slope for the remainder of the daylighted sections.

Intermittent drainage OW-2 flows directly into OW-1 approximately 200 feet south of the
intersection of SR 1 with Nameless Lane (Figure 4). Approximately 0.001 acre is
represented within the ESL and 0.007 acre within the BSA. OW-2 begins as a shallow
depression (i.e., less than 10% slope) witha OHWM width of 2 feet in a ruderal field and,
after passing through a narrow culvert approximately 15 feet upslope of OW-1, becomes
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Chapter 2. CEQA Environmental Checklist

much more incised to approximately 30-50% slope and a narrower OHWM of approximately
| foot. This section flows southwest into OW-1. Bank vegetation comprises small-fruited
bulrush, Kentucky bluegrass, and rattlesnake grass.

Intermittent drainages OW-3 and OW-4 flow directly into OW-1 and are located parallel to
Nameless Lane on the south and north sides of the street, respectively (Figures 3 and 4).
Approximately 0.001 acre of OW-3 is present within the ESL and 0.005 acre within the BSA.
OW-4 is only present within the BSA, comprising 0.001 acre. The OHWM for these
drainages ranges from 1.25 to 2 feet. The slope ranges from 15-30% and the height ranges
between 2 feet to 2 feet 10 inches. Vegetation above the OHWM is herbaceous and mostly

comprises vernal sweet grass and rattlesnake grass.

Intermittent drainages OW-5, OW-6, and OW-7 are outside of the ESL, but drain eventually
to OW-1 (Figures 3 and 4). OW-5 is the northernmost drainage ditch within the BSA,
approximately 10 feet south of the intersection of SR 1 with Shashandre Lane, and represents
0.002 acre. This feature begins approximately 36 feet east of SR | with a 2.5-foot-wide
OHWM and I-foot-deep box-shaped channel, which flows through two culverts, one
directing water south along SR | and another crossing underground connecting to the west
side of SR 1. The water flowing through the cross culvert beneath SR 1 outlets into ruderal
habitat, and continues approximately 86 feet west towards CW-3 (0.001 acre on each side of
SR 1). The feature on the west side of SR 1 is on private land and has been dug and created
by private landowners to funnel the water away from the open field towards CW-3.

The ditch OHWM is only 8 inches wide on the west side of SR 1 and terminates in a 4-foot-
diameter, 1-foot-deep “pond” that was dug out to retain stormwater. Common surrounding
vegetation consists of vernal sweet grass, creeping buttercup, yellow-eyed grass, and
common oxeye daisy. Features OW-6 and OW-7 are paired drainage ditches separated by
less than 1 foot immediately north of Dusty Lane. These two ditches have origins far beyond
the 100-foot BSA survey boundary and join immediately before entering a single culvert
approximately 10 feet east of the ESL, southeast of the northbound lane of SR 1 (Figure 4).
They flow directly into OW-1 through this culvert. OW-6 and OW-7 comprise 0.002 and
0.004 acre within the BSA, respectively. OW-6 has a OHWM width of approximately 1 foot
and the depth from top of bank to channel ranges from 2 to 12 inches. The slope is relatively
gentle, ranging from 10-30%. OW-7 is slightly upslope of OW-6 and has a OHWM width of
approximately 2 feet and a depth of | foot. The slope is similar to OW-6.

Vegetation at these two drainages includes a varied canopy layer, with a tree and shrub layer
and an understory. The tree and shrub layer comprises up to 55% of the area and includes
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Chapter 2. CEQA Environmental Checklist

Energy Policy Act of 2005, 109th Congress H.R.6 (2005-2006): This act sets forth an energy
research and development program covering: (1) energy efficiency; (2) renewable energy; (3)
oil and gas; (4) coal; (5) the establishment of the Office of Indian Energy Policy and
Programs within the Department of Energy; (6) nuclear matters and security; (7) vehicles and
motor fuels, including ethanol; (8) hydrogen; (9) electricity; (10) energy tax incentives; (11)
hydropower and geothermal energy; and (12) climate change technology.

The U.S. EPA, in conjunction with the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration
(NHTSA), is responsible for setting GHG emission standards for new cars and light-duty
vehicles to significantly increase the fuel economy of all new passenger cars and light trucks
sold in the United States. Fuel efficiency standards directly influence GHG emissions.

State

California has been innovative and proactive in addressing GHG emissions and climate
change by passing multiple Senate and Assembly bills and executive orders (EOs) including,
but not limited to, the following:

EO S-3-05 (June 1, 2005): The goal of this EQO is to reduce California’s GHG emissions to:
(1) year 2000 levels by 2010, (2) year 1990 levels by 2020, and (3) 80 percent below year
1990 levels by 2050. This goal was further reinforced with the passage of Assembly Bill
(AB) 32 in 2006 and Senate Bill (SB) 32 in 2016.

Assembly Bill (AB) 32, Chapter 488, 2000, Niifiez and Pavley, The Global Warming
Solutions Act of 2006: AB 32 codified the 2020 GHG emissions reduction goals outlined in
EO S-3-05, while further mandating that the California Air Resources Board (CARB) create
a scoping plan and implement rules to achieve “real, quantifiable, cost-effective reductions of
greenhouse gases.” The Legislature also intended that the statewide GHG emissions limit
continue in existence and be used to maintain and continue reductions in emissions of GHGs
beyond 2020 (Health and Safety Code [H&SC] Section 38551(b)). The law requires the
CARB to adopt rules and regulations in an open public process to achieve the maximum
technologically feasible and cost-effective GHG reductions.

EO S-01-07 (January 18, 2007): This order sets forth the low carbon fuel standard (LCFS)
for California. Under this EO, the carbon intensity of California’s transportation fuels is to
be reduced by at least 10 percent by the year 2020. The CARB re-adopted the LCFS
regulation in September 2015, and the changes went into effect on January 1, 2016. The
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program establishes a strong framework to promote the low-carbon fuel adoption necessary
to achieve the governor's 2030 and 2050 GHG reduction goals.

Senate Bill (SB) 375, Chapter 728, 2008, Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection:
This bill requires the CARB to set regional emissions reduction targets for passenger
vehicles. The Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for each region must then develop
a "Sustainable Communities Strategy" (SCS) that integrates transportation, land-use, and

housing policies to plan how it will achieve the emissions target for its region.

SB 391, Chapter 585, 2009, California Transportation Plan: This bill requires the State’s
long-range transportation plan to identify strategies to address California’s climate change
goals under AB 32.

EO B-16-12 (March 2012): Orders State entities under the direction of the Governor,
including the CARB, the California Energy Commission, and the Public Utilities
Commission, to support the rapid commercialization of zero-emission vehicles. It directs

these entities to achieve various benchmarks related to zero-emission vehicles.

EO B-30-15 (April 2015): Establishes an interim statewide GHG emission reduction target
of 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030 to ensure California meets its target of reducing
GHG emissions to 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050. It further orders all state agencies
with jurisdiction over sources of GHG emissions to implement measures, pursuant to
statutory authority, to achieve reductions of GHG emissions to meet the 2030 and 2050 GHG
emissions reductions targets. It also directs the CARB to update the Climate Change
Scoping Plan to express the 2030 target in terms of million metric tons of carbon dioxide
equivalent (MMTCO2e).! Finally, it requires the Natural Resources Agency to update the
state’s climate adaptation strategy, Safeguarding California, every 3 years, and to ensure that
its provisions are fully implemented.

SB 32, Chapter 249, 2016: Codifies the GHG reduction targets established in EO B-30-15 to
achieve a mid-range goal of 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030.

SB 1386, Chapter 545, 2016: Declared “it to be the policy of the state that the protection and
management of natural and working lands ... is an important strategy in meeting the state’s

' GHGs differ in how much heat each traps in the atmosphere (global warming potential or GWP).
CO:2 is the most important GHG, so amounts of other gases are expressed relative to COz, using a
metric called “carbon dioxide equivalent” (CO2e). The global warming potential of COz is assigned a
value of 1, and the GWP of other gases is assessed as multiples of CO..
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Chapter 2. CEQA Environmental Checklist

e Exposure is the presence of people, infrastructure, natural systems, and economic,
cultural, and social resources in areas that are subject to harm.

® Resilience is the “capacity of any entity—an individual, a community, an
organization, or a natural system—to prepare for disruptions, to recover from shocks
and stresses, and to adapt and grow from a disruptive experience”. Adaptation
actions contribute to increasing resilience, which is a desired outcome or state of
being.

* Sensitivity is the level to which a species, natural system, or community, government,
etc., would be affected by changing climate conditions.

e Vulnerability is the “susceptibility to harm from exposure to stresses associated with
environmental and social change and from the absence of capacity to adapt.”
Vulnerability can increase because of physical (built and environmental), social,
political, and/or economic factors. These factors include, but are not limited to,
ethnicity, class, sexual orientation and identification, national origin, and income
inequality. Vulnerability is often defined as the combination of sensitivity and
adaptive capacity as affected by the level of exposure to changing climate.

Several key state policies have guided climate change adaptation efforts to date. Recent state

publications produced in response to these policies draw on these definitions.

EO S-13-08, issued by then-governor Arnold Schwarzenegger in November 2008, focused on
sea-level rise and resulted in the California Climate Adaptation Strategy (2009), updated in
2014 as Safeguarding California: Reducing Climate Risk (Safeguarding California Plan).
The Safeguarding California Plan offers policy principles and recommendations and
continues to be revised and augmented with sector-specific adaptation strategies, ongoing
actions, and next steps for agencies.

EO §-13-08 also led to the publication of a series of sea-level rise assessment reports and
associated guidance and policies. These reports formed the foundation of an interim State of
California Sea-Level Rise Interim Guidance Document (SLR Guidance) in 2010, with
instructions to state agencies on how to incorporate “sea-level rise (SLR) projections into
planning and decision making for projects in California” in a consistent way across agencies.
The guidance was revised and augmented in 2013. Rising Seas in California—An Update on
Sea-Level Rise Science was published in 2017 and its updated projections of sea-level rise
and new understanding of processes and potential impacts in California were incorporated
into the State of California Sea-Level Rise Guidance Update in 2018.
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Chapter 2. CEQA Environmental Checklist

with an average temperature of 41°F. The average annual precipitation recorded is 41 inches.
Most of the precipitation in this location falls between November and March (Caltrans 2020h).
The coastal climate and fog and close proximity to the ocean create a low likelihood of
increased fire risk.
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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 U.S.C. 4332(2)
(c)). 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 described at 50 CFR 402.12.

If a Federal agency determines, based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation, that
listed species and/or designated critical 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 critical 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:

http://www.fws.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 et seq.), and projects affecting these species may require
development of an eagle conservation plan (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/
eagle_guidance.html). Additionally, wind energy projects should follow the wind energy
guidelines (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/) for minimizing impacts to migratory birds and
bats.

Guidance for minimizing impacts to migratory birds for projects including communications
towers (e.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 http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/
comtow.html.

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their 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.

Attachment(s):

= Official Species List



12/21/2020 Event Code: 0BEACTO00-2021-E-00214

Official Species List

This list is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfills the
requirement for Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether
any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed
action".

This species list is provided by:

Arcata Fish And Wildlife Office
1655 Heindon Road

Arcata, CA 95521-4573

(707) 822-7201















12/21/2020 Event Code: 08EACT00-2021-£-00214

Critical habitats

THERE ARE NO CRITICAL HABITATS WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA UNDER THIS OFFICE'S
JURISDICTION.
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State of California « Natural Resources Agency Gavin Newsom, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Lisa Ann L. Mangat, Director
OFFICE OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Julianne Polanco, State Historic Preservation Officer

1725 23rd Street, Suite 100, Sacramento, CA 95816-7100

Telephone: (916) 445-7000 FAX: (916) 445-7053

calshpo.ohp@parks.ca.gov www.ohp.parks.ca.gov

August 5, 2020

VIA EMAIL
In reply refer to: FHWA_ 2020 _0702_001

Mr. Timothy Keefe

Caltrans District 1

North Region Environmental
1656 Union Street

Eureka, CA 95502

Subject: Determinations of Eligibility for the Proposed Cleone Shoulder
Project on Route 1, Mendocino County, CA

Dear Mr. Keefe:

Caltrans is initiating consultation regarding the above project in accordance with
the January 1, 2014 First Amended Programmatic Agreement Among the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and the California
Department of Transportation Regarding Compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act, as it Pertains to the Administration of the
Federal-Aid Highway Program in California (PA). Caltrans submitted a Historic
Property Survey Report (HPSR), Historical Resources Evaluation Report (HRER)
and Archaeological Survey Report for the proposed project.

Caltrans and the Federal Highway Administration propose to improve and alter several
roadway curves for the purpose of improving the safety of Route 1 in Mendocino County
from PM 65.13 to 65.49. This is project is necessary in order to reduce the number and
severity of 'run-off-road' type accidents. This would be achieved by widening the
shoulders that are currently 1 foot or less, to 4 feet to address the type of accidents
most common along this stretch of road. A full project description of the undertaking can
be found in the HPSR and its attachments.

Pursuant to Stipulation VII1.C.6 of the PA, Caltrans determined that the following
properties are not eligible for the National Register of Historic Places:

e The Cleone Gardens Inn (APN 069-292-13-00) 24600 North Highway 1
e The Nygard House (APN 069-292-16-00) 24500 North Highway 1
e The Hast House (APN 069-310-06-00) 24451 North Highway 1
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Plants Observed During Botanical Surveys Conducted for Project EA 01-0G600

California
. s e Native
Habitat Scientific Name Common Name . Notes
Vegetation
(Yes/No)
tree Abies grandis grand fir Yes
tree Acacia sp. acacia No landscape ornamental
tree Agathis sp. kauri No landscape ornamental
herb Agave sp. agave No landscape ornamental
graminoid Agrostis stolonifera creeping bent-grass No
herb Ajuga reptans carpet bugle No
herb Allium triquetrum three-cornered leek No
tree Alnus rubra red alder Yes
graminoid Anthoxanthum occidentale California sweet vernal grass Yes
graminoid Anthoxanthum odoratum sweet vernal grass No
shrub Arctostaphylos columbiana hoary manzanita Yes
Athyrium filix-femina var.
ferns and fern allies Y Jillx-f lady fern Yes
cyclosorum
graminoid Avena barbata barbed oatgrass No
Baccharis pilularis subsp.
shrub .p P Coyote brush yes
consanguinea
herb Barbarea orthoceras American yellow-rocket Yes




California

Habitat Scientific Name Common Name Nativte Notes
Vegetation
(Yes/No)

herb Bellis perennis Common daisy No

herb Bergenia sp. bergenia No landscape ornamental

tree Betula sp. birch No landscape ornamental
ferns and fern allies  |Blechnum spicant Deer fern yes
herb Borago officinalis common borago No
graminoid Briza maxima rattlesnake grass No
graminoid Briza minor little rattlesnake grass No
graminoid Bromus carinatus California brome Yes
graminoid Bromus diandrus ripgut brome no
shrub Buddleja davidii butterfly bush No
graminoid Calamagrostis sp. reed-grass Yes
herb Cardamine californica California milk-maids Yes
herb Cardamine oligosperma little western bittercress Yes
herb Carduus pycnocephalus Italian thistle No
graminoid Carex gynodynama wonder-woman sedge Yes
graminoid Carex harfordii Monterrey sedge Yes




California
Native

Habitat Scientific Name Common Name . Notes
Vegetation
(Yes/No)
graminoid Carex hassei false golden sedge Yes
graminoid Carex leptopoda slender-footed sedge Yes
graminoid Carex obnupta slough sedge Yes
graminoid Carex subbracteata small-bracted sedge Yes
herb Carpobrotus edulis freeway iceplant No
*CDFW/CNPS special
Ceanothus gloriosus var. . tat ies (Rank
shrub . N 9 Point Reyes ceanothus Yes status species | o
gloriosus 4.3), but planted in
landscane area along
herb Cerastium glomeratum clammy mouse-eared chickweed No
herb Cirsium vulgare bull thistle No
shrub Cistus purpureus orchid rock-rose No landscape ornamental
shrub Cistus x pulverulentus 'Sunset' [magenta rock-rose No landscape ornamental
Claytonia perfoliata subsp.
herb y ) perf P miner's lettuce Yes
perfoliata
shrub Coleonema pulchrum pink breath of heaven No landscape ornamental
herb Cordyline banksii forest cabbage tree No landscape ornamental
graminoid Cortaderia jubata jubata grass No
shrub Cotinus coggygria smoke tree No landscape ornamental
shrub Cotoneaster cf. horizontalis wall cotoneaster No




California

. f e Native
Habitat Scientific Name Common Name . Notes
Vegetation
{Yes/No)
shrub Cotoneaster pannosus silverleaf cotoneaster No
herb Crocosmia x. crocosmiifolia garden montbretia No
landscape ornamental;
possibly other genera
tree Cycas sp. cycad No in family present
within £SL
graminoid Cyperus eragrostis tall umbrella sedge Yes
graminoid Dactylis glomerata orchard grass No
herb Delosperma sp. garden iceplant No landscape ornamental
herb Digitalis purpurea foxglove No
herb Echeveria imbricata hen and chicks No landscape ornamental
graminoid Eleocharis macrostachya longstem spike-rush Yes
herb Epilobium ciliatum willowherb Yes
Erigeron karvinskianus No landscape ornamental
herb Erodium cicutarium red-stemmed filaree No
shrub Escallonia rubra red claws No landscape ornamental
herb Eschscholzia californica California poppy Yes
tree Eucalyptus globulus blue gum No
shrub Euphorbia characias Mediterranean spurge No landscape ornamental




California

Habitat Scientific Name Common Name Nativte Notes
Vegetation
{Yes/No)

herb Euphorbia peplus petty spurge No

Graminoid Festuca arundinacea tall fescue No

Graminoid Festuca myuros rat-tailed fescue No

Graminoid Festuca rubra red fescue Yes
herb Fragaria vesca woodland strawberry Yes
tree Frangula purshiana cascara Yes
tree Fraxinus angustifolia narrow-leaved ash No landscape ornamental
shrub Fuchsia magellanica fuchsia No landscape ornamental
shrub Fuchsia regia fuchsia No landscape ornamental
herb Galium aparine goose grass Yes
herb Galium trifidum three-petaled bedstraw Yes
herb Gasteria sp. ox-tongue No landscape ornamental
shrub Gaultheria shallon salal Yes
herb Geranium dissectum cut-leaf geranium No
herb Geranium molle dove-footed geranium No
herb Geranium robertianum Robert's herb No




California

Habitat Scientific Name Common Name Nativia Notes
Vegetation
(Yes/No)
shrub Grevillea sp. spider flower No landscape ornamental
shrub Hedera helix English ivy No
tree Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey cypress No
graminoid Holcus lanatus velvet grass No
graminoid Horde.‘um murinum subsp. hare barley No
leporinum
herb Hypochaeris radicata rough cat's-ear No
shrub llex aquifolium English holly No tandscape ornamental
herb Iris douglasiana Douglas's iris yes
graminoid Isolepis carinata keeled bulrush Yes
graminoid Isolepis cernua low lateral bulrush Yes
graminoid Juncus breweri Brewer's rush Yes
graminoid Juncus capitatus dwarf rush No
graminoid Juncus effusus soft rush Yes key to subspecies
graminoid Juncus patens California gray rush Yes
tree Juniperus sp. juniper No landscape ornamental
herb Kniphofia uvaria red-hot poker No landscape ornamental




California
Native

Habitat Scientific Name Common Name . Notes
Vegetation
{Yes/No)

herb Lamiastrum galeobdolon yellow archangel No landscape ornamental
shrub Lavandula stoechas Spanish lavendar No landscape ornamental
shrub Leptospermum sp. tea tree No landscape ornamental
herb Leucanthemum maximum Shasta daisy No landscape ornamental
herb Linum bienne narrow-leaved flax No

Notholithocarpus densiflorus
tree , P f Tanoak yes

var. densiflorus
herb Lithodora diffusa heavenly blue No landscape ornamental
herb Lonicera hispidula pink hairy honeysuckle Yes

Lonicera involucrata var.
shrub . twinberry Yes

ledebourii

Lysimachia (Anagallis
herb Y ) (Anagallis) scarlet pimpernel No

arvensis
herb Lysimachia (Trientalis) latifolia |Pacific starflower Yes
herb Lythrum hyssopifolia hyssop-leaved lythrum No
tree Magnolia x soulangeana saucer magnolia No landscape ornamental
herb Maianthemum dilatatum two-leaved false-Solomon's-seal Yes
herb Maianthemum stellatum starry false lily-of-the-valley Yes
herb Malva nicaeensis or parviflora |mallow No




California

: C e Native
Habitat Scientific Name Common Name ) Notes
Vegetation
{Yes/No)
herb Medicago arabica spotted burclover No
herb Medicago polymorpha common burclover No
Melaleuca (Callistemon
shrub L ( ) lemon bottlebrush No landscape ornamental
citrina
herb Mentha pulegium pennyroyal No
shrub Morella californica wax myrtle Yes
shrub Muehlenbeckia complexa mattress vine No invasive vine
herb Myosotis latifolia broadleaved forget-me-not No
herb Nasturtium officinale water cress Yes
herb Oenanthe sarmentosa Pacific water-parsley Yes
herb Oxalis articulata ssp. rubra windowbox wood-sorrel No
herb Oxalis corniculata creeping wood-sorrel No
herb Oxalis oregana redwood sorrel Yes
herb Oxalis pes-capre Bermuda buttercup No
landscape ornamental;
herb Phormium tenax New Zealand flax No several varieties/forms
within ESL
tree Picea sitchensis Sitka spruce Yes
tree Pinus contorta subsp. contorta |beach pine Yes




California

. s m Native
Habitat Scientific Name Common Name X Notes
Vegetation
(Yes/No)
tree Pinus muricata Bishop pine Yes
tree Pinus radiata Monterrey pine No landscape ornamental
tree Pinus strobus eastern white pine No landscape ornamental
herb Plantago lanceolata English plantain No
herb Plantago subnuda tall coast plantain Yes
graminoid Poa annua annual blue grass No
graminoid Poa pratensis subsp. pratensis |Kentucky blue grass No
ferns and fern allies |Polystichum munitum western sword fern Yes
herb Prosartes hookeri Hooker's fairy-bells Yes
herb Prunella vulgaris var, vulgaris |self-heal No
tree Prunus sp. plum No landscape ornamental
Pseudognaphalium
herb gnap weedy cudweed No
luteoalbum
X Pteridium aquilinum var.
ferns and fern allies q bracken fern Yes
pubescens
State Lichen; on
lichen Ramalina menziesii lace lichen Yes Bishop pine along SB
MEN 1 at 24700
herb Ranunculus repens common creeping buttercup No
herb Raphanus raphanistrum jointed charlock No




California

Habitat Scientific Name Common Name Nativta Notes
Vegetation
{Yes/No)

herb Raphanus sativus radish No

shrub Rhododendron columbianum [Western Labrador tea Yes
shrub Rhododendron macrophyllum |California rhododendron Yes
shrub Rhododendron occidentale Western azalea Yes
shrub Romneya coulteri Coulter's Matilija poppy No landscape ornamental
shrub Rosa spp rose No landscape ornamental
shrub Rosmarinus officinalis rosemary No landscape ornamental
shrub Rubus armeniacus Himalayan blackberry No
shrub Rubus parviflorus thimbleberry Yes

herb Rubus ursinus California blackberry Yes

herb Rumex acetosella sheep sorrel No

herb Rumex crispus curly dock No

shrub Salix hookeriana Hooker's willow Yes

tree Salix lasiandra var. lasiandra  |Pacific tree willow/shining willow Yes

shrub Salix lasiolepis arroyo willow Yes

shrub Salix scouleriana Scouler's willow Yes




California

Habitat Scientific Name Common Name Nativc? Notes
Vegetation
(Yes/No)

graminoid Scirpus microcarpus small-fruited bulrush Yes
herb Senecio minimus coastal burnweed No
herb Senecio vulgaris common groundsel No
tree Sequoia sempervirens coast redwood Yes
herb Sisyrinchium californicum golden-eyed-grass Yes
herb Solanum sp. nightshade
herb Solidago elongata West Coast goldenrod Yes
herb Soliva sessilis common soliva No
herb Sonchus sp. sow-thistle No
shrub Spiraea douglasii Douglas's spiraea Yes
herb Stachys sp. hedgenettle Yes
herb Stellaria media common chickweed No
herb Symphyotrichum sp. aster Yes
herb Taraxacum officinale common dandelion No
tree Thuja cf. occidentalis northern white-cedar No landscape ornamental
shrub Tibouchina urvilleana princess flower No landscape ornamental




California

Habitat Scientific Name Common Name Nativte Notes
Vegetation
(Yes/No)

shrub Toxicodendron diversilobum poison-oak Yes

herb Trifolium pratense red clover No

herb Trifolium subterraneum subterraneum clover No

herb Triphysaria pusilla dwarf owl's-clover Yes

herb Tropaeolum majus garden nasturtium No
shrub Vaccinium ovatum evergreen huckleberry Yes

herb Verbascum thapsus woolly mullein No

herb Vicia sativa subsp. sativa spring vetch No

herb Vicia sp. vetch

herb Vinca major periwinkle No

herb Viola sempervirens redwood violet Yes

shrub Wisteria sinensis Chinese wisteria No landscape ornamental
herb Zantedeschia aethiopica calla-lily No

shrub Watsonia sp. African iris No

tree Notholithocarpus densiflorus  |Tanoak Yes

herb Luzula sp. wood rush




California
Native

Habitat Scientific Name Common Name ) Notes
Vegetation
(Yes/No)

herb Equisetum telmateia giant horsetail Yes
herb Trifolium campestre little hop clover Yes
herb Spergularia rubra purple sand spurry

herb Achillea millefolium yarrow Yes
herb Veronica americana American speedwell

tree Pseudotsuga menziesii Douglas fir Yes
shrub Berberis sp. oregon grape Yes
herb Sisyrinchium bellum Western blue eyed grass Yes

Plant list based on herbarium records listed in the

Consortium of California Herbaria (CCH) from Cleone

and Fort Bragg.
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If you have any prior communication between CDFW and Caltrans (email, meeting notes, etc) please send them
along, it would be helpful for my review.

Also, if you could please provide the NES for the project it will assist in my review.
Thank you,

Jen

Jennifer Olson

Senior Environmental Scientist

North Coast Caltrans Liaison

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

619 2nd Street, Eureka, CA 95501

Cell: (707) 499-5081

Office: (707) 445-5387 (this number is monitored infrequently due to my current telework status) Pronouns: she/her/
hers

Cleone Shoulder Widening Project
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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Appendix F. Response to Comments on the Draft IS/MND

From: Hebel, Kurt

To: Gagnon, Jennifer@DOT; Walker, Liza M@DOT

Cc: pambatalo@sbcglobal.net

Subject: RE: Draft Environmental Document - Cleone Shoulder Widening Project
Date: Friday, October 2, 2020 7:44:09 PM

Kurtis Hebel

Are you able to answer my question or do | need to contact another department Comment #2

Kurtis Hebel

Cell

Safety, Integrity, Quality, Superior Service

Cleone Shoulder Widening Project
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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Appendix F. Response to Comments on the Draft IS/MND

To whom it may concern,

After reading your 200 page document I came to the conclusion that in short the MND is incomplete
and inadequate in that it fails to describe and analyze the cumulative (past, current, future) significant
impacts of the Caltrans highway guardrail, shoulder widening, and drainage project as a whole along
Highway 1 in Mendocino County - at Cleone, Navarro Ridge, Navarro River grade, Gualala-Pt. Arena,
etc.) on LCP-protected coastal visual and designated highly scenic area quality (aesthetics), biology
(wetlands, streams, raptor and other avian habitat, other aquatic habitats), coastal access and recreation,
community character, noise, light/glare, and transportation (increased traffic generation, decreased
safety by roadside parking, failure to provide a functional bike lane, and failure to provide the
pedestrian Coastal Trail). The MND does not analyze the cumulative impacts, nor the Mandatory
Findings of Significance of this project.

[ am asking you to conduct additional environmental studies (EIR), or abandon the project (No-Build
Alternative).

"The No-Build Alternative would maintain the facility in its current condition and would not meet the
purpose and need of the project. For each potential impact area discussed in Chapter 2, the No-Build
Alternative has been determined to have no impact. Under the No-

Build alternative, no alterations to the existing conditions would occur and the proposed improvements
would not be implemented. The No-Build alternative is not discussed further in this document.”

Why is the No-Build alternative not discussed further in this document?

According to the Document Description:

"The California Department of Transportation proposes to widen shoulders 4 feet along both sides of
State Route 1 in the town of Cleone in Mendocino County from post miles (PMs) 65.13 through PMs
65.49."

How wide is it now? How wide will it be afterwards?

"The project also proposes improvements to the drainage system within the project limits, including
replacing deteriorated inlets, grates and pipes. Utilities would also be relocated within the project
limits."

A much as everyone approves improvements to the drainage system, replacing deteriorated inlets,
grates and pipes it could be done without widening this stretch like so many others (see above) by 4
extra feet along both sides of State Route 1 in the town of Cleone.

Not only will utilities be relocated within the project limits, but also trees & bushes trimmed/cut down,
which causes residents to be exposed to severe winds and there will be a loss of shade effecting local
waters and additional noise to residents, additional fire danger due to drier climate, and loss of privacy
as a result of this project.

"The project is being proposed to address a higher than average collision rate at this location."

Widening the roads will only encourage motorists to drive faster which causes more accidents and
more severe accidents. Lowering the speed limit would help more (less than 35 miles per hour).

As it effects multiple parcels where is the list of residents that were contacted and their opinions? How

Cleone Shoulder Widening Project
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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Appendix F. Response to Comments on the Draft IS/MND

many got notified and how close to the area is their parcel?

The Initial Study is available (but not for public review) at the Mendocino County Library at 499 East Laurel
Street, Fort Bragg, CA 95437 as the library only offers curb side help.

What are the appropriate restoration and/or mitigation ratios and measures for the loss of up to 0.052
acre of jurisdictional waters protected under Sections 404 and 401 of the Clean Water Act and 0.008
acre of waters protected under the California Coastal Act?

Apparently Caltrans would coordinate with resource agencies to determine these. Where are they listed
in the Initial Study?

Disturbing approximately 1.2 acres of soil area for the project will have a significant impact.

With construction activities anticipated to begin by June 2022 and completed in approximately 70
working days would severely impact tourism as this area survives from tourism.

You indicate that night work is not anticipated. "However, there may be night work if construction
needs to be accelerated. Any night work would be subject to the county noise limitation of 86 decibels
(dB) at 50 feet."

A lawn mower is about 90 dB and at night this is too loud to be acceptable in an otherwise quiet area
for people and animals alike. How often will this happen?

"The site would then be restored to a natural setting by regrading and revegetating with native plants,

as required by the final approved Revegetation and Erosion Control plans. Wetland vegetation would

be planted from November 1 to February 28 in the year following completion."

“Caltrans would implement a program of invasive weed control in all areas of soil disturbance caused

by construction to improve habitat for native species in and adjacent to disturbed soil areas within the project
limits.”

Caltrans track record is very bad as far as this is concerned. See Albion berm/dune, stage of
geotechnical investigation on north west side of the historic Albion River Bridge. Not only were these sites
more or less abandoned, not revegetated, but also the invasive weeds not taken care off.

"Caltrans would utilize controlled one-way traffic flow and crews working in the lane closed to traffic." No
indication how long motorists would wait?

General Land Use Policies—Development Element

Policy DE-40 Maintain communities as distinct places with visual separation, Policy DE-69 Emphasize local
community character and culture in community planning and development, Policy DE-128

Ensure that transportation infrastructure accommodates the safety and

mobility of motorists, pedestrians, bicyclists, and persons in

wheelchairs, Policy DE-137 Develop and improve a roadway system that facilitates orderly

development and serves the multiple needs of existing and future development all sound good, but the Initial
Study does not reflect these elements.

Cleone Shoulder Widening Project
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Appendix F. Response to Comments on the Draft IS/MND

Coastal Element Policies CE Policy 3.8-2

The Department of Transportation shall be requested and urged as a

high priority of public interest and Coastal Act purpose to:

2. Develop a LONG RANGE comprehensive circulation plan for Mendocino County coastal state
highways and tributaries consistent with Coastal Act mandates. If the objectives of the Coastal Act are
to be met, these goals must receive high priority at both local and state levels.

CE Policy 3.8-5 Caltrans shall, in cooperation with the County, set priorities based on safety
requirements and existing highway congestion for improving the capacity of impacted segments of
Highway 1. Measures to be studied should include MINOR RE-ALIGNMENTS, width and shoulder
improvements, passing lanes, view turnouts and parking areas, and

intersection improvements. Goal DE-10 Functional, safe and attractive pedestrian and bicycle systems
coordinated with regional and local transportation plans and other transportation modes.

Where in the Study are these safe and attractive pedestrian and bicycle systems coordinated with
regional and local transportation plans and other transportation modes shown?

"AR-5: Minimize the removal of, and avoid where feasible, established trees and vegetation."
How many trees, what kind of trees and where are the trees located that would be cut?

“AS-4: Areas proposed for tree removal for utility relocation or road widening in suitable
habitat (e.g., trees with large cavities, snags) must be surveyed by a qualified
contractor-supplied biologist no less than 7 days and no more than 14 days prior

to the beginning of tree removal (regardless of season) to determine if day

roosting bats are present.” Where is the survey about bats? What time of day was it done?

Threatened and Endangered Species

“TS-4: Artificial night lighting may be required. To reduce potential disturbance to

sensitive species, the use of artificial lighting would be temporary and of short

duration and would be focused specifically on the area under construction.”

“Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or

nighttime views in the area?” The answer was no, but Caltrans uses often very bright lights which
would not only be detrimental for animals, but also very bad for people. How often? What kind of
lights?

The Water Quality and Stormwater Runoff does not mention the Inglenook Fen.

“VIS-2: Minimize the removal of, and avoid where feasible, established trees and
vegetation.” How many, how tall? What kind? Where are they now?

Project Impact Analysis Under CEQA

CEQA broadly defines “project” to include “the whole of an action, which has a potential for
resulting in either a direct physical change in the environment, or a reasonably foreseeable
indirect physical change in the environment” (14 California Code of Regulations [CCR] §
15378).

“In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public views of the
site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are experienced from a
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publicly accessible vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable
zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality?” The Study indicates that it is less than significant.
I disagree.

“The entire SR 1 corridor within the county is considered sensitive regarding visual and scenic resources and is
known for scenic views of coastal bluffs and the Pacific Ocean. Under the Scenic Highways Element of the
county's General Plan, there are two visual elements within view of the project site that are considered scenic
resources, including small rural communities and natural wildlife and wildlife habitats.

Local communities along the county’s coastline have a strong and vibrant artisan culture. As a result, much of the
retail along the coast can be described as cottage industry and/or tourist serving. State Route 1 serves as an
essential life-line for residents of the Mendocino Coast, and is considered a Main Street for many of the
communities and is the only north-south travel corridor on the coast, such as in Cleone. State Route 1 is a popular
choice for tourists using both motorized and non-motorized means of travel. State Route 1 is legislatively
designated as part of the Pacific Coast Bike Route (PCBR), which is internationally known and traveled
extensively in the summer months by cyclists from multiple countries. The California Coastal Trail (CCT) follows
sections of SR 1 within the county. The CCT runs west and outside of the viewshed of the highway within the
project limits.”

Relating to c:

“The visual character of the project site would be altered by the proposed project but would still be somewhat
compatible with the existing visual character of the corridor. The change between the existing visual character and
the proposed project’s visual character would be positive very low.

Visual character would be altered by the installation of wider shoulders and tree removal. Shoulder widening
would increase the dominance of the highway within the landscape; however, the proposed shoulder width is still
narrow and consistent with highway sections within the region and is not expected to result in high visual change.

Though exact locations for utility relocation would be determined in future project phases, it is anticipated that all
trees would be removed 15 feet back from the edge of cut and fill. There is a potential for a larger mature tree
stand to be removed east of the highway, and smaller tree clusters to the west that could be impacted, primarily
from the middle of the project northward. Tree removal within the project limits would lead to more open views of
and from adjacent private properties, as well as decrease the number of large visual forms along the highway and
canopy cover. Overall, the rural character of the project corridor would still be maintained; however, the highway
would have a higher level of dominance in the landscape than existing conditions and less unique character
attributes would be present due to the potential for mature tree removal.”

“Visual quality is evaluated by identifying the vividness, intactness, and unity present in the
project before and after project implementation and measuring average change. The visual
quality of the project site would be altered by the proposed project. The change between the
existing visual quality and the proposed is negative low.”

“Intactness is the integrity of visual features in the landscape and the extent to which the
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“As there are no proposed design features that would highly contrast with the existing visual environment, the
proposed work would still be visually consistent within the corridor, and overall change to unity would be low.” |
disagree with many of the things stated above. Including resource change (changes to visual resources as
measured by changes in visual character and visual quality) for the project.

Effects on highway neighbors & travelers would be high & there are permanent visual impacts. Biological
Resources would be effected, Environmental Setting & Sensitive Natural Communities would be effected,
Wetlands & other Waters, Plant Species, Animal/Threatened and Endangered Species, Tribal Cultural Resources,
Utilities & Service Systems, and Wild Fire.

The MND does not analyze the cumulative impacts, nor the Mandatory Findings of Significance of this project. ;\v"c'i'le):;“ric
An EIR is needed. Comment #24
Sincerely, Annemarie Weibel
10-16-20
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