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NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

TO: ___Office of Planning and Research __ San Joaquin County Clerk

1400 Tenth Street 44 N. San Joaquin Street, Suite 260

Sacramento, California 95814 Stockton, California 95202

FROM: San Joaquin County Public Works Department
1810 E. Hazelton Avenue
Stockton, California 95205

PROJECT: VAN ALLEN ROAD BRIDGE SCOUR MITIGATION PROJECT, SAN JOAQUIN
COUNTY

The San Joaquin County Department of Public Works has prepared an environmental evaluation
document (Initial Study) in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and intends
to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) based on the finding that there is no substantial
evidence that the action as proposed will have a significant effect on the environment. The reasons to
support this finding are documented in the I[nitial Study.

PROJECT LOCATION
Van Allen Road Bridge south of State Route 4 over South Littlejohn’s Creek
BACKGROUND

Recent history has shown that the channel bed along South Littlejohn’s Creek has experienced minor -
erosion in the upper reaches of the creek, increasing the side slopes. Streambed erosion increased due
to a constriction of the channel from the bridge abuiments and piers. The purpose of the project is to
create a smooth channel transition throughout the project area and to reduce channel degradation at
abutments and piers that lead to bridge instability.

PROPOSED PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The County proposes to develop a uniform channel section suppoerting Van Allen Road Bridge with scour

countermeasures to prevent channel degradation of South Litilejohn’s Creek. Construction will occur

within previously disturbed areas of County right-of-way, while staging will require temporary easements

on adjacent properties. The proposed project will include the following actions:

» Clearing and grubbing along the creek banks.

» Installation of a temporary access ramp and coffer dams, or alternative diversion methods, to access
the creek channel during construction while the creek is flowing.

= Excavation of the existing earthen channel bottom and banks to an approximate depth of 4.5 feet.

= Placement of a layer of Caltrans Light Class Rock Slope Protection (RSP) in the excavated channel
bottom to conform to the upstream and downstream conditions with staggered concrete baffles to
hold the RSP in place.

= Potential placement of RSP in the form of riprap along the embankment to reduce depths of
excavation.



PROJECT: VAN ALLEN ROAD BRIDGE SCOUR MITIGATION PROJECT, SAN JOAQUIN
COUNTY

HAZARDOUS WASTE PRESENCE

This project has no known association with identified hazardous waste sites pursuant to 65962.5 of the
Government Code.

A copy of the Initial Study/ Mitigated Negative Declaration may be reviewed at the following locations:

e San Joaquin County Department of Public Works, 1810 East Hazelton Avenue, Stockton,
California 95205 (Copies are available for a fee at this location.)

e San Joaquin County Department of Public Works website: http://www.sjgov.ora/pubworks/

This Notice of Intent is being sent to applicable local public agencies as well as organizations and
individuals of local interest. Written comments on this document may be submitted during the 30-day
public review period which begins Thursday April 24, 2014 and must be received by the San Joaguin
County Public Works Department no later than 5:00 p.m. on Friday May 23, 2014. Contact Mark
Hopkins, Senior Planner, at (209) 468-3085 or mhopkins@sjgov.org for questions.




Responses {o Comments

The Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration was released for a 30-day public review

and comment period from on April 24, 2014 to May 23, 2014. The following written
comments were received.

Date Agency/Organization Designator
April 24, 2014 San Joaquin County Environmental Health Department . A
April 30, 2014 San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District B
May 7, 2014 Central Valley Flood Protection Board C
May 13, 2014 Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board D
May 27, 2014 Governor's Office of Planning and Research State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit E

All comment letters have been reproduced in their entirety on the following pages. Letters
have been assigned an alphabetical designator (e.g., Comment Letter A, etc.). If specific
comments are identified, the comments will be assigned an alphanumeric designator. All
responses comments will follow the letter. Any changes to the Initial Study/Mitigated
Negative Declaration will be indicated by the following: new text is shown in underline
format and bold and deleted text is shown in strikethrough format for that section only.



San Joaquin County

Environmental Health Department DIRECIOR: . vore
1868 East Hazelton Avenue '

s PROGRAM COORDINATORS
Stockton, Callforma 95205-6232 Robert McClelion, REHS

Jeff Carruesco, REHS, RDI

Website: www.sfgov.org/ehd Kasey Faley: Ri‘f -
Phone: (209) 468-3420 R b

Redney Estrada, REHS
Fax: (209) 464-0138 Adrienne Ellsaesser, REHS

COMMENT LETTER A

April 24, 2014

Mark Hopkins, Senior Planner

San Joaquin County Department of Public Works
1810 East Hazelton Avenue

Stockton, California 95205

Subject: VAN ALLEN ROAD BRIDGE SCOUR MITIGTION PROJECT, SAN
JOAQUIN COUNTY

The San Joaquin County Environmental Health Department (EHD) has reviewed
the San Joaquin County Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative

Declaration on the above referenced project and has no commenis to impose on
this application.

If you have any questions, please call Frank Girardi, Lead Senior REHS, at (209)

468-3420.
‘,-%f/{_[_'.f‘i.". 1_; . _,-',._g:.a‘;g} s
Frank Girardi  (0)

Lead Senior REHS



COMMENT LETTER A
Agency:

San Joaquin County Environmental Health Department
Subject:

Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project, San Joaquin County

‘
Dear Mr. Girardi,

San Joaquin County Public Works thanks you for your comments.
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April 30, 2014 COMMENT LETTER B

%

Mark Hopkins

San Joaguin County

Public Works

1810 East Hazelton Avenue
Stockton, CA 95205

Project: Notice to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration for Van Allen Road
Bridge Scour Mitigation Project

District CEQA Reference No: 20140270
Dear Mr. Hopkins:

The San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (District) has reviewed the
project referenced above consisting of a proposal to develop a uniform channel section
supporting Van Allen Road Bridge with scour countermeasures to prevent channel
degradation of South Littlejohn's Creek, located in San Joaquin County, CA. The District
offers the following comments:

1. Based on information provided to the District, project specific emissions of criteria
pollutants are not expected to exceed District significance thresholds of 10 tons/year
NOX, 10 tonfyear ROG, and 15 tons/year PM10. Therefore, the District concludes
that project specific criteria pollutant emissions would have no significant adverse
impact on air quality.

2. Based on information provided to the District, the District concludes that the
proposed project is not subject to District Rule 9510 (Indirect Source Review).

3. The proposed project may be subject to District Rules and Regulations, including:
Regulation VIII (Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions), Rule 4102 (Nuisance), Rule 4601
(Architectural Coatings), and Rule 4641 (Cutback, Slow Cure, and Emulsified
Asphalt, Paving and Maintenance Operations). In the event an existing building will
be renovated, partially demolished or remaved, the project may be subject to District
Rule 4002 (National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants). The above
list of rules is neither exhaustive nor exclusive. To identify other District rules or
regulations that apply to this project or to obtain information about District permit
requirements, the applicant is strongly encouraged to contact the District’s Small
Business Assistance Office at (559) 230-5888. Current District rules can be found
online at: www.valleyair.org/rules/1ruleslist.htm.

Seyed Sadredin

Executive DirectorfAir Pullution Contral Ofiicer

Northern Region Central Regian (Main Gifice) Southern Region
4800 Enterprisa Way 1990 E. Gettyshurg Avenua 34946 Flyover Court
Madesto, CA 85356-8718 Fresno, CA 83726-0244 Bakersfield, CA 93308-8725
Tel: (208) 557-8400 FAX:{208) 53576475 Tel: (658) 230-8000 FAX: {559) 230-6061 Tel: 861-392-5500 FAX: 661-392.5585

wiw.valleyairarg wivve healthyairliving.com

Prited o ticythd yoper. b



District CEQA Reference No. 20140270

4. The District recommends that a copy of the District’s comments be provided to the
project proponent.

If you have any questions or require further information, please call Angel Lor
at (559) 230-5808.

Sincerely,

Arnaud Marjollet
Director of Permit Services

:C Thao
Permit Services Manager

AM: al

Cc: File



COMMENT LETTER B
Agency:
San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
Subject:

Notice to Adopt a mitigated Negative Declaration for Van Allen Road Bridge Scour
Mitigation Project
District CEQA Reference No: 20140135

Dear Mr. Thao,

Thank you for your comments; San Joaquin County Department of Public Works
understands and appreciates the time it took to respond in this letter for this project.

1) For comment #1, San Joaguin County Department of Public Works understands this
project is not expected to exceed San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District

significance thresholds of 10 tons/year NOX, 10 tonsfyear ROG, and 15 tons/year
PM10.

2) For comment #2, San Joaquin County Department of Public Works understands this
project is not subject to District Rule 8510.

3) For comment #3, San Joaquin County Department of Public Works understands the
significance of your comment and has addressed the District Rules and Regulations
within construction specification.

4) For comment #4, a copy of the IS/ND and all comments will accompany the
construction specification.



STATE OF CALIFORNIA — CALIFORNIA NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN JR., GOVERNOR

CENTRAL VALLEY FLOOD PROTECTION BOARD
3310 El Camino Ave., Rm. 151

SACRAMENTO, CA 95821

(916) 574-0609 FAX: (916) 574-0682

PERMITS: (216) 574-2380 FAX: (916) 574-0682
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May 7, 2014 COMMENT LETTER C

Mr. Mark Hopkins

San Joagquin County

1810 East Hazelton Avenue
Stockton, California 95205

Subject: CEQA Comments: Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project,
Mitigated Negative Declaration, SCH No. 2014042076

Location: San Joaquin County

Dear Mr. Hopkins:

Central Valley Flood Protection Board (Board) staff has reviewed the subject document and
provides the following comments:

The proposed project is located within South Littlejohn's Creek which is under Board
jurisdiction. The Board enforces its Title 23, California Code of Regulations (23 CCR) for the
construction, maintenance, and protection of adopted plans of flood control that protect public
lands from floods. Adopted plans of flood control include federal-State facilities of the State
Plan of Flood Control, regulated streams, and designated floodways. The geographic extent of
Board jurisdiction includes the Central Valley, and all tributaries and distributaries of the
Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, and the Tulare and Buena Vista basins

(23 CCR, Section 2).

Pursuant to 23 CCR a Board permit is required prior to working in the Board’s jurisdiction for
the following:

¢ Placement, construction, reconstruction, removal, or abandonment of any landscaping,
culvert, bridge, conduit, fence, projection, fill, embankment, building, structure,
obstruction, encroachment, excavation, the planting, or removal of vegetation, and any
repair or maintenance that involves cutting into the levee (23 CCR Section 6);

e Existing structures that predate permitting, or where it is necessary to-establish the
conditions normally imposed by permitting. The circumstances include those where
responsibility for the encroachment has not been clearly established or ownership and
use have been revised (23 CCR Section 6); '

e Vegetation plantings require submission of detailed design drawings; identification of
vegetation type; plant and tree names (both common and scientific); quantities of each
type of plant and tree; spacing and irrigation method; a vegetative management plan for
maintenance to prevent the interference with flood conirol operations, levee
maintenance, inspection, and flood fight procedures (23 CCR Section 131).



Mr. Mark Hopkins
May 7, 2014
Page2of2

Other local, federal and State agency permits may be required and are the responsibility of the
applicant to obtain.

Board permit application forms and our complete 23 CCR regulations can be found on our
website at http://www.cvfpb.ca.qov/. Maps of the Board's jurisdiction including all tributaries
and distributaries of the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, and Board designated floodways
are also available on a Department of Water Resources website at
http://gis.bam.water.ca.gov/bam/.

Additional Considerations Related to Potential Impacts of Vegetation and Hydraulics

Accumulation and establishment of woody vegetation that is not managed may have negative
impacts on channel capacity and may increase the potential for levee over-topping or other
failure. When vegetation develops and becomes habitat for wildlife, maintenance to initial
baseline conditions typically becomes more difficult as the removal of vegetative growth may
be subject to federal and State resource agency requirements for on-site mitigation.

The proposed project should include mitigation measures to avoid decreasing floodway
channel capacity.

Adverse hydraulic impacts of proposed encroachments could impede flood flows, reroute flood
flows, and/or increase sediment accumulation. The proposed project should include mitigation
measures for channel and levee improvements and maintenance to prevent and/or reduce
hydraulic impacts. If possible off-site mitigation outside of the Board’s jurisdiction should be
used when mitigating for vegetation removed at the project location.

If you have any questions please contact James Herota at (916) 574-0651, or via email at
james.herota@water.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

( ()/)/]CU\,(j*ﬁ

Len Marino, P.E.
Chief Engineer

cc:  Governor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
1400 Tenth Street, Room 121
Sacramento, California 95814



COMMENT LETTER C
Agency:
Central Valley Flood Protection Board

Subject:

CEQA Comments: Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project, Mitigated Negative
Declaration, SCH No. 2014042076

Dear Mr. Marino,

San Joaquin County Public Works thanks you for your comment. This project will require
permitting be the Central Valley Flood Protection Board and several other governing
agencies within the project limits. San Joaquin County Public Works will adhere to all terms
and conditions within the assigned permits.
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COMMENT LETTER D

13 May 2014
Mark Hopkins CERTIFIED MAIL
San Joaquin County Public Works B 7013 2250 0000 3465 9977

1810 East Hazleton Avenue
Stockton, CA 95205

COMMENTS TO REQUEST FOR REVIEW FOR THE DRAFT MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION, VAN ALLEN ROAD BRIDGE SCOUR MITIGATION PROJECT,
SCH# 2014042076, SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY

Pursuant io the State Clearinghouse’s 24 April 2014 request, ihe Ceniral Valley Regional Water
Quality Control Board (Central Valley Water Board) has reviewed the Request for Review for
the Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project,
located in San Joaquin County.

Our agency is delegated with the responsibility of protecting the quality of surface and
groundwaters of the state therefore our comments will address concerns surrounding those
issues.

Consiruction Storm Water General Permit

Dischargers whose project disturb one or more acres of soil or where projects disturb less than
one acre but are part of a larger common plan of development that in total disturbs one or more
acres, are required to obtain coverage under the General Permit for Storm Water Discharges
Associated with Construction Activities (Construction General Permit), Construction General
Permit Order No. 2009-009-DWQ. Construction activity subject to this permit includes clearing,
grading, grubbing, disturbances to the ground, such as stockpiling, or excavation, but does not
include regular maintenance activities performed to resiore the original line, grade, or capacity
of the facility. The Construction General Permit requires the development and lmplementatlon
of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).

For more information on the Construction _Gene‘ral Permit, visit the State Water Resources
Control Board website at; ;
http:/mww.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/consipermits.shiml.

KanL E. LoncLey ScD, P E., CHAIR \ Pamera C, Casepen P E., BCEE, execuTIve oFFicCh

11020 Sun Cent rDr va #200, Rancho Cordova, CA S5870 l www.weterboards.ca.qov/céntra J\:ll-;-',f

i3 BECYOLED Faped |



Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation -2- 13 May 2014
San Joaquin County

Phase | and Il Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permits’

The Phase | and Il MS4 permits require the Pérmittees reduce pollutants and runoff flows from
new development and redevelopment using Best Management Practices (BMPs) to the
maximum extent practicable (MEP). MS4 Permittees have their own development standards,
also known as Low Impact Development (LID)/post-construction standards that include a
hydromodification component. The MS4 permits also require specific design concepts for
LID/post-construction BMPs in the early stages of a project during the entlﬂement and CEQA
process and the development plan review process.

For more information on which Phase | MS4 Permit this project applies to, visit the Central
Valley Water Board website at:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water_issues/storm water/munlmpal permits/.

For more information on the Phase || MS4 permit and who it applies to, visit the State Water
Resources Control Board at:
http://lwww.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/phase_ii_municipal.shtml

Industrial Storm Water General Permit
Storm water discharges associated with industrial sites must comply with the regulations
contained in the Industrial Storm Water General Permit Order No. 97-03-DWQ.

For more information on the Industrial Storm Water General Permit, visit the Central Valley
Water Board website af:
http:/fwww.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water_issues/storm_water/industrial_general_perm
its/index.shtml.

Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit

If the project will involve the discharge of dredged or fill material in navigable waters or
wetlands, a permit pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act may be needed from the
United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE). If a Section 404 permit is required by the
USACOE, the Central Valley Water Board will review the permit application to ensure that
discharge will not violate water quality standards. If the project requires surface water drainage
realignment, the applicant is advised to contact the Department of Fish and Game for
information on Streambed Alteration Permit requirements.

If you have any questions regarding the Clean Water Act Section 404 permits, please contact
the Regulatory Division of the Sacramento District of USACOE at (916) 557-5250.

! Municipal Permits = The Phase | Municipal Separate Storm Water System (MS4) Permit covers medium sized
Municipalities (serving between 100,000 and 250,000 people) and large sized municipalities (serving over
250,000 people). The Phase Il M34 provides coverage for small municipalities, including non-traditional Small
MS84s, which include military bases, public campuses, prisons and hospitals.



Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation -3- 13 May 2014
San Joaquin County

Clean Water Act Section 401 Permit — Water Quality Certification

If an USACOE permit, or any other federal permit, is required for this project due to the
disturbance of waters of the United States (such as streams and wetlands), then a Water
Quality Certification must be obtained from the Central Valley Water Board prior to initiation of
project activities. There are no waivers for 401 Water Quality Certifications.

Waste Discharge Requirements

If USACOE determines that only non-jurisdictional waters of the State (i.e., “non-federal” waters
of the State) are present in the proposed project area, the proposed project will require a Waste
Discharge Requirement (WDR) permit to be issued by Central Valley Water Board. Under the
Callifornia Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, discharges to all waters of the State,
including all wetlands and other waters of the State including, but not limited to, isclated
wetlands, are subject to State regulation.

For more information on the Water Quality Certification and WDR processes, visit the Central
Valley Water Board website at:
http:/Avww.waterboards.ca.gov/ceniralvalley/help/business_help/permit2.shtmi.

Low or Limited Threat General NPDES Permit

If the proposed project includes construction dewatering and it is necessary to discharge the
groundwater to waters of the United States, the proposed project will require coverage under a
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit. Dewatering discharges are
typically considered a low or limited threat to water quality and may be covered under the
General Order for Dewatering and Other Low Threat Discharges fo Surface Waters (Low Threat
General Order) or the General Order for Limited Threat Discharges of Treated/Untreated
Groundwater from Cleanup Sites, Wastewater from Superchlorination Projects, and Other
Limited Threat Wastewaters to Surface Water (Limited Threat General Order). A complete
application must be submitted to the Central Valley Water Board to obtain coverage under these
General NPDES permits.

For more information regarding the Low Threat General Order and the application process, visit
the Central Valley Water Board website at:
http:/fwww.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/board_decisions/adopted_orders/general_orders/r5
-2013-0074.pdf

For more information regarding the Limited Threat General Order and the application process,
visit the Central Valley Water Board website ai:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/board_decisions/adopted_orders/general_orders/r5
-2013-0073.pdf



Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation -4- 13 May 2014
San Joaquin County

If you have questions regarding these comments, please contact me at (916) 464-4684 or
tcleak@w: oards.ca.gov. '

Trevor Cleak
Environmental Scientist

cc: State Clearinghouse Unit, Governor's Office of Planning and Research, Sacramento



COMMENT LETTER D
Agency:
Central Valley Regional Water Qu'ality Control Board

Subject:

Comments to Request For Review For The Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration, Van Allen
Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project, SCH NO. 2014042076, San Joaquin County

Dear Mr. Cleak;

Thank you for your comments. San Joaquin County Public Works understands and
appreciates the responsibility your agency has been delegated. This project will require
permitting be the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board and several other
governing agencies within the project limits. San Joaquin County Public Works will adhere
to all terms and conditions within the assigned permits .
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State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit K
Ken Alex
Director
COMMENT LETTE

May 27, 2014 RE

Mark Hopkins

San Joaquin County

1810 East Hazelton Avenue

Stockton, CA 95205

Subject: Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project

SCH#: 2014042076

Dear Mark Hopkins:

The State Clearinghouse submitied the above named Mitigated Nr:cranve Declaration to selected state
agencies for review. On the enclosed Document Details Report please note that the Clearinghouse has
listed the state agencies that reviewsd your document. The review period closed on May 23, 2014, and the
comments from the responding agency (ies) is (are) enclosed. Ifthis comment package i isnotin order ‘
please notify. the State Clearinghouse inumediately. Please refer to the project’s ten-digit State
Clearinghouse number in future correspondence so that we may respond promptly. )

Please note that Section 21104(c) of the California Public Resourges Cede states that:

“A responsible or other public agency shall only make substan:ve comivents regarding those
activities involved in a project which are within #a area of experiise of the agency or which are
required to be carried out or approved by the agency. Those comments shall be supported by
specific documentation.”

‘These comments are forwarded for use in preparing your final environme.tal docament. Should you need

more information or clarification of the enclosed commenis, we recominead that you contact the -
commenting agency direcily, .

witly the State Cicariughotac1 20 SW rLquireinsnts fov

This letter acknowledyss that yeu have compliz s
Envirnnmental Qualiry Act. Please contact the

State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the environmental review

e
7

f’

- process.

Smcerely,

e

e
-

Scott Morgan
Director, State Clearinghouse

Enclosures
cc: Resources Agency :
1400 TENTH STREET P.0.BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-5044
TEL (916) 445-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 wwWw.OpI.CA.EO¥



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Ddta Base

SCH# 2014042076
Project Title Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project
Lead Agency .San Joaquin County
Type MND Mitigated Negative Declaration _
Description  The County proposes fo develop a uniform channel section supperting Van Allen Road Bridge with

scour countermeasures lo prevent channel degradation of South Littlejohn's Creek. The proposed
project will include the following actions: Clearing and grubbing along the cresk banks. Installation of &
temporary access ramp and coffer dams, or alternative diversion methods, to access the creek
channel during construction while the creek is flowing. Excavation of the existing earthen channel
bottom and banks to an approximate depth of 4.5 feet Placement of a layer of Caltrans Light Class
Rock Slope Protection (RSP)in the excavated channel bottom 1o conform to the ﬂpstream and
downstream conditions with staggered concrete baffles to hold the RSP in place.

Lead Agency Contact

Name Mark Hopkins
Agency San Joaquin County
Phone 209468 3085 Fax
email
Address 1810 East Hazelton Avenue . e
Cify Stockton . State CA  Zip 95205.
* Project Location . A
' County San.Josguin . :
City 5t
Region & ) d
Lat/Long 37°54'45.6"N/121°3'22"W
Cross Streets East Oakwood Road
Parcel No. i )
Township IN- Range 8E Section 25/26 Base
Proximity to:
Highways = Hwy 4
Airports
Railways ' i
Waterways  South Litllejohn's Creek
Schools
Land l/se Resocurce Conservaliciin (08330} for.the General Plan.and Genaral Agriculture (AG. Zone}for. County. .

Zoning . .

Project Issues

. Biclogical Resources; Water Quality

Reviewing
Agencies

Resources Agency; Department of Fish and Wildlife, Region 2; Delta Frotection Commission; Office of
Historic Preservation; Department of Parks and Recreation; Central Valiey Flood Protection Board;
Department of Water Resources; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans; District 10; Air Resources Board;
Regional Water Quality Control Bd., Region 5 {Sacramento); Native American Heritage Commission;
State Lands Commission

Date Received

04/24/2014 Start of Review 04/24/2014 End of Review 05/23/2014



STATE OF CALIFORNIA — CALIFORNIA NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY . . . EDMUND G. BROWN JR., GOVERNOR

1810 East Hazelton Avenue

the following: _

CENTRAL VALLEY FLOOD PROTECTION BOARD
3310 El Camino Ave., Rm. 151 .

SACRAMENTO, CA 95821 )

(916) 574-0809 FAX: (916) 574-0682 . ]
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Mr. Mark Hopkins
San Joaquin County

Steckton, California 95205

Subjectt ~ CEQA Comments: Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project
Mitigated Negative Declaration, SCH No. 2014042076

Location:  San Joaquin County

 Dear Mr. Hopkins;

Central Valley Flood Protection Board (Board) staff has reviewed the subject document and
provides the following comments: ‘ ] e R

The proposed project is located within South Littlejohn's Creek which is under Board
jurisdiction. The Board enforces its Title 23, California Code of Regulations (23 CCR) for the
construction, maintenance, and protectich of adepted plans of flcad coniral that protect public
lands from floods. Adopted plans of flood control inciude federal-State facilities of the State
Plan of Flood Control, regulated streams, and designated floodways. The geographic extent of
Board jurisdiction includes the Central Valley, and all tributaries and distributaries of the :
Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, and the Tulare and Buena Vista basins o

(23 CCR, Section 2).

Pursuant to 23 CCR a Board permit is required prior to WOrking in the Board’s jurisdibtion for

e Placement, construction, reconstruction, removal, or abandonment of any fandscaping,
culvert, bridge, conduit, fence, projection, fill, embankment, building, structure,
obstruction, encroachment, excavation, the planting, or removal of vegetation, and any-
repair or maintenance that involves-cutting into the levee (23 CCR Section 6);

e Existing sfructures that predate permitting, or where it is necessary to establish the
conditions normally imposed by permitting. The circumstances include those where
responsibility for the encroachment has not been clearly established or ownership and
use have been revised (23 CCR Section 6); :

o Vegeiation plantings require submission of detailed design drawings; identification of
vegetation type; plant and tree names (bath common and scientific}; guantities of each
type of plant and tree; spacing and irrigation method; a vegetative management plan for
maintenance to prevent the interference with flood control operations, levee
mainteriance, inspection, and flood fight proceduras (23 CCR Section 131). -



Mr. Mark Hopkins
May 7, 2014
Page 2 of 2

Other local, federal and State agency permits may be required and are the responsibility of the
applicant to obtain.

Board permit application forms and our complete 23 CCR regulations can be found on our
website at http://www.cvipb.ca.gov/. Maps of the Board's jurisdiction including all tributaries
and distributaries of the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, and Board designated floodways
are also available on a Department of Water Resources website at
hitp://gis.bam.water.ca.gov/bam/.

Additional Considerations Related to Potential Impacts of Vegetation and Hydraulics

Accumulation and establishment of woody vegetation that is not managed may have negative
impacts on channel capacity.and may increase the potential for levee over-topping or other
failure. When vegetation develops and becomes habitat for wildlife, maintenance fo initial -
baseline conditions typically becomes more difficult as the removal of vegetative growth may
be subject to federal and State resource agency requirements for on-site mitigatien.

The proposed project should include mitigation measures to avoid decreasmg ﬂoodway

channel capacity.

Adverse hydraulic impacts of proposed encrcachments could impede flood flows, reroute flood
flows, and/or increase sediment accumulation. The proposed project should: include mitigation - -
measures for channel and levee improvements and maintenance to prevent and/or reduce
hydraulic impacts. If possible off-site mitigation outside of the Board’s Junsdtctlon should be
; used When mltigatlng for vegetatlon removeei at the prqect iocatlon :

If you have any questlons piease rontact James Herota at {916) 574-0651; or via emall at .
james.herota@water.ca. gov '

Sincerely,

\7/ /) u_,»y% |

- Len bfgarmo P.E.
Chief b:nglneer

cc:  Governor's Gffice of Planning and Research
- State Clearinghouse
* 1400 Tenth Street, Room 121
Sacramento, California 95814



& S
©
3 . @ Mg::; Fﬁooaraur
\‘qf‘;’a{ﬁ:er BO&I‘@S o EMVIROMIALITAL PROTECYTION
:-;;i e f \‘-,E‘“ﬂ{, T, s ey
Ceniral Valley Regional Water Quﬁiﬁwﬁ nt@kﬁ@ad
13 May 2014 MAY 14 201k
) < ATES s o T
STATE LL@%E{H\FG ﬁ]@gj N _ _
Mark Hopkins ‘ . , CERTIFIED MAIL
San Joaguin County Public Works 7013 2250 0000 3465 9977

1810 East Hazleton Avenue
Stockton, CA 95205

.COMMENTS TO REQUEST FOR REVIEW FOR THE DRAFT MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION, VAN ALLEN ROAD BRIDGE SCOUR MITIGATION PROJECT
SCH# 2014042076, SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY

Pursuant to the State Clearinghouse’s 24 April 2014 request, the Central Valléy Regional Water
Quality Control Board (Ceniral Valley Water Board) has reviewed the Request for Review for -
the Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Van Allen Road Bridge' Scour M{tlgauon Project, -
located in San Joaguin County

- Our agency is delegated with the responsibility of protecting the quality of surface and
groundwaters of the state; therefore our gommenfs will address concerns surrounding those
issues, ) ;

Construciion Storm Water General Permit ;
Dischargers whose project disturb one or more acres of soil or where prO_jECtS disturb Iess th an -
one acre but are part of a larger common plan of development that in total disturbs one or more
acres, are required to obtain coverage under the General Permit for Storm Water Discharges
Associated with Construction Activities (Construction General Permit), Construction General

. Bermit Crder No, 2009-008-DWQ. Construction activity subject to this permit includes clearing,
grading, grubbing, disturbances to the ground, stich as stockpiling, or excavation, but does not
include regular maintenance activities performed to restore the original line, grade, or capacity
of the facility. The Construction General Permit requires the development and i implementation
of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).

For more information on the Construction General Permit, visit the State Water Resources
Conirol Board website at:
hitp://www.waterboards.ca.goviwater_issuss/programs/stormwater/constpermits.shtml.

KanL E. LoneLey SeD, P.E., ciwin | PameLs ©, Crecoon P.E., BCEE, t#EGUTIVE OTTISCh
658

11020 Sun Center Drive #200, Rancho Cordova, Ci 85870 | www.walsrsodards.ca, rowcsn‘ﬂa\vali ¥
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Van Allen Read Bridge Scour Mitigation -2- 13 May 2014
San Joaquin County

Phase | and Il Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Svstem (MS4) Permits’

The Phase | and Il MS4 permits require the Permittees reduce pollutants and runoff flows from
new development and redevelopment using Best Management Practices (BMPs) to the
maximum extent practicable (MEP). MS4 Permittees have their own development standards,
also known as Low Impact Development (LID)/pest-construction standards that include a
hydromodification component. The MS4 permits also require specific design concepts for
LID/post-construction BMPs in the early stages of a project during the entlﬂement and CEQA
process and the development plan review process,

For more i nformatlon on which Phase | MS4 Permit this project applies to, visit the Central
Valley Water Board website at:
hitp:/Avww.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water_issues/storm Waterfmunn:!pal _permits/.

For more information. on the. Phase || MS4 permit and who it applles to, w':lt the State Water
- Resources Control Board at:
http: !Iwww Waterboards ca.goviwater_ lssuesfprogra ﬂs/stonnwater/phase ii_municipal.shtml

Industiial Storm Water General Permit .
Storm water discharges associated with industrizl s:tes must comply with the rcgula’uons
contained in the [ndustnai Storm Water Genera[ Permlt Order No. 97-03-DWQ:

For more information on the Industrial Storm Water General Permit, VJSit the Centra! Valley
Water Board website at: - -
hitp:/Awww.waterboards,ca.gov/centralvailey/water_t ssues/storm waterimdustrlal general perm
its/index. shtml : : c

Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit

If the project will involve the discharge of dredged or fill material in navigable waters or

wetlands, a permit pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act may be needed from the
United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE). If a Section 404 permit is reguired by the
USACOE, the Central Valley Water Board will review the permit application to ensure that
discharge will not violate water quality standards. If the project requires surface waterdrainage. |
realignment, the Dpucqm is advised to contact the Department of Fish.gpd Gameador . .«
mformatlon on Streambed Alteration Permit requirements. ‘

If you have any questions regarding the Clean Water Act Section 404 permits, please contact
* the Regulatory Division of the Sacramento District of USACOE at (916) 557-5250.

" Municipal Permits = The Phase | Municipal Separate Storm Water System (M84) Permit covers medium sized
Municipaiities (serving between 100,000 and 250,000 psople) and large sized municipalities (serving cver
250,000 people). The Phase || MS4 provides coverage for small municipalities, including non-traditional Small
MS4s, which include military bases, public campuses, prisons and hospitals,
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Clean Water Act Section 401 Permit — Water Quality Ceriification

Ifan USACOE permit, or any other federal permit, is required for this project due to the
disturbance of waters of the United States (such as streams and wet ands), then a Water
Quality Certification must be obtained from the Central Valley Water Board prior to initiation of
project activities. There are no waivers for 401 Water Quality Certifications.

Wasfe Discharge Requirements ,

If USACOE determines that only non-jurisdictional waters of the State (i.e., "non-federal’ waters
of the State) are present in the proposed project area, the proposed project will require a Waste
Discharge Requirement (WDR) permit to be issued by Central Valley Water Board. Under the
California Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, discharges to all waters of the State,
including all wetlands and other waters of the State including, but not limited to, isolated
wetlands, are subjeotto State regulaticn.

For more infermation on-the Water Qdahty Certlf;catlon and WDR processes, visit the Cemrai
Valley Water Board website at: o
hitp: /fwww. waterboards ca. govfoentralvalley/help/busmess helpiperm|t2 shtml

Low or Limited Threat General NPDES Permit g

If.the proposed project | lncludes constructron dewatermg and it is necessary to drsoharge the
groundwater to waters of the United States, the proposed project will require coverage under a

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit. Dewatering discharges are

typically considered a low or limited threat to water quality and may be covered under the

General Order for Dewatering' and Othér Low Threat Discharges to Surface' Waters (Low Threat .- -

General Order) or the Genera[ Order for Limited Threat Discharges of Treated/Untreated -

Groundwater from Cfeanup Sites, Wastewater from Superchlerination Projects, and Other

Limited Threat Wastewaters to Surface Water (Limited Threat General Order). A complete

' applloatlon must be submitted to thn Central Val]ey Water Board tor obtam coverage under these
_General NPDES perm|ts : - : SRR

For more |nformat|on regardmg the Low Threat General Order and the apphoahon process visit
the*Central Valley Water Board website at:

http:/iwwwv. waterBoards €4 gowoentra}va’lley/board dedi srorzs/ dopted orders?general orders/ru",' _
-2013-0074. - pef

For more information regarding the Limited Threat General Order and the application process,
visit the Central Valley Water Board website at: :

http:/fwww.waterboards.ca. gov/oentralvalley/board demsrons/adopied orders/general_orders/r5
-2013-0073.pdf :
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* If you have questions regarding these corh_ments, please contact me at (916) 464-4684 or
teleak@waterboards.ca.gov. '

Trevor Cleak
Environmental Scientist

cc: State Clearinghouse Unit,-Governor's Office of Planning and Research, Sacramento
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CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
[Pursuant fo Public Resources Code Section 21080(c) and California Cede of Regulations, Title 14, Sections 15070-15071]

PROJECT TITLE
Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project

PROJECT LOCATION
Van Allen Road Bridge (29C-115) across the South Littlejohn’s Creek (Figure1)

PROJECT APPLICANT
San Joaquin County Public' Works Department (SJCPWD) (Lead Agency)
1810 E. Hazelton Avenue
Stockton, California 95205

CONTACT
Mark Hopkins, Senior Planner
Phone: (209) 468-3085 FAX: (209) 468-2999
Email: mhopkins@sijgov.org

In compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (California Public Resources Code, Section
21000, et seq.), this Initial Study has been prepared to delermine whether an Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
or a Negative Declaration needs to be prepared or to identify the SIQmF icant environmental effects to be analyzed
inan EIR.

GENERAL PLAN AND ZONING DESIGNATIONS
The Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project land designation is within the Resource
‘Conservation (OS/RC) for the General Plan and General Agriculiure (AG Zone) for County Zoning. The
General Plan designation provides for areas with significant resources that generally are to remain in
open space. The County Zoning is established to preserve agricultural lands for the continuation of
commercial agriculture enterprises. Minimum parcel sizes within the AG Zone are 20, 40, 80, and 160
acres, as specified by the precise zoning.

EXISTING SETTING
Van Allen Road Bridge is a two span structure with a continuous reinforced concrete (RC) flat slab on
RC wall piers and RC wall abutments with "U" wing-walls. The bridge is 28 feet wide and 37 feset in
length, with an average daily trip of 869 vehicles a day including heavy fruck fraffic.

BACKGROUND

Recent history has shown that the channel bed along South Littlejohn’s Creek has experienced minor
erosion in the upper reaches of the creek, increasing the side slopes. Streambed erosion increased due
to a constriction of the channel frem the bridge abutments and piers. The purpose of the project is to
create a smooth channel transition throughout the project area and to reduce channel degradation at
abutments and piers that lead to bridge instability.

PROPOSED PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Geunty proposes to develop a uniform channel section supporting Van Allen Read Bridge with scour
countermeasures to prevent channel degradation of South Littlejehn’s Creek. Construction will oceur
within previously disturbed areas of County right-of-way, while staging will require temporary easements
on adjacent properties. The proposed project will include the following actions:

= Clearing and grubbing along the creek banks.

» Installation of a temporary access ramp and coffer dams, or alternative diversion metheds, to
access the creek channel during construction while the creek is flowing.

Initial Study/Mifigated Megative: Declaration April 2014
Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project San Joaquin County Department of Public Woris




+  Excavation of the existing earthen channel bottom and banks to an approximate depth of 4.5
feet. .

+  Placement of a layer of Caltrans Light Class Rock Slope Protection (RSP) in the excavated
channel bottom to conform to the upstream and downstream conditions with staggered concrete
baffles to hold the RSP in place.

- Potential placement of RSP in the form of riprap along the embankment to reduce depths of
excavation.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED
~ Alternatives considered: “no build®.

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration Apnl 2014
Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project San Joaguin County Depariment of Public Works
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least
one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

[] Aesthetics [] Agriculture and Forestry [ ] Air Quality
Resources
B Biclogical Resources [_] Cultural Resources [[] Geology/Soils
[ 1 Greenhouse Gases 1 Hazards & Hazardous B HydrologyANater Quality
Emissions Materials _ .
[ Land Use/Planning ] Mineral Resources ] Noise
[ 1 Population/Housing [] Public Services (] Recreation
[] Transportation/Traffic [] Utilities/Service Systems B tandatory Findings

of Significance

DETERMINATION:
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

[] I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATICN will be prepared.

B | find that althiough the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there
will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or
agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

[] I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

[1 1 find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact® or “potentially significant
unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least cne effect 1) has been adequately
analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed
by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain

to be addressed.

[] Ifind that although the proposed project could have a significant effect cn the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

/%/{2 /%/ % JM// v

Mark Hopkins, Senior Flanner Date/
San Joaquin County Public Works Depariment

Initial Study/Miligated Negative Declaration . April 2014
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Less Than
Significant

Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation  Significant No
ISSUES: Impact Incorporated  Impact Impact
l. AESTHETICS
Would the project: .
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic [ ] Il ]
vista?
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, ] ] ] ]

including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a
state scenic highway?

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual 1 1 O B
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

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

San Joaquin County is centrally located in the agricultural heartland of California, known as the San
Joaquin Valley. The terrain is generally level with the foothills of the Diable Range to the southwest and
the foothills of the Sierra Nevada Range to the east. In addition to the vast acreage of agricultural [and,
a complex network of sloughs, canals, rivers, and creeks forms a distinctive landscape. The Delta
wetlands, river corridors, valley oak tree groves, and sloping foothills and ridges of the Diablo and
Sierra Nevada Ranges are the key scenic landscape features in San Joaquin County (Baseline 1992).

The County has designated several roads as scenic routes. These routes were selected based on
several factors, including those roads which lead to recreation areas, exhibit scenery with
agriculturalirural values or topographical interest, provide access fo historical sites, or offer views of
waterways (Baseline 1992).

Impact Discussion:

a—d) The project and surrounding area consists of rural and agricultural property. There are no
designated scenic vistas or scenic highways within the vicinity of the project area. While the
area has a visual character or quality of central valley farmland, the proposed project will not
have an impact on the overall setting or create a new source of substantial light or glare, which
would adversely affect day or nighttime views; therefore there will be no impact.

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration April 20714
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Less Than

Significant
Potentially With Less Than
‘ Significant Mitigation  Significant No
ISSUES: Impact incorporated  Impact Impact

Il. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

In determining whether impacls to agricultural resources are significant envirenmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the
California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation
as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculiure and farmland. In determining whether impacts te forest
resources, including imberland, 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 farest land, including the Forest and
Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment Project; and the forest carbon measurement methodology
provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the Czlifornia Air Resources Board..

VWould the project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, [ ] ] ]
or Farmland of Statewide Importance - :
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant fo the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agriculture use, [ L] L] il
or a Williamson Act contract?

¢} Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause ] [l ] ||
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 [ O ] ]
of forest land to non-forest use?

e) Involve other changes in the existing ] L] | =
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?

The Important Farmland Inventory System, initiated in 1875 by the U.S. Department of Agriculture Soil
Conservation Service (now known as the Natural Resources Conservation Service [NRCS]), classifies
land according to soil and climatic characteristics (Baseline Environmental Consulting 1992). In order to
be shown on the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program's (FMMP) Important Farmland Maps as
Prime Farmland and Prime Farmland of Statewide Importance, the land must have been used for
irrigated agricultural production at some time during the four years prior to the Important Farmland Map
date, which is determined by FMMP staff during examination of current aerial photos, local comment
letters, and field verification, and must meet the physical and chemical soil criteria as determined by the
NRCS (NRCS 2008).

initial StudyMifigafed Negalive Declaration Aprif 2014
Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project San Joaquin County Department of Public Works




The California Land Conservation Act of 1965 (commonly. known as the Williamson Act) established a
voluntary tax incentive program for preserving agricultural and open space lands. A property owner
enters into a 10-year contract with the County, which places restrictions on the land in exchange for tax
savings. The property is taxed according to the income it is capable of generating from agriculture and
other compatible uses, rather than its full market value, Williamson Act contracts are renewed
automatically each year unless they are canceled or a Notice of Non-renewal is filed with the County
(Baseline 1992).

According to the Land Cover map by the State of California’s Department of Forestry and Fire
Protection Department, agricultural land is considered to make up the vast majority of San Joaquin
County and the project area. As such, there is no forest land within the project area.

Impact Discussion:

a-8) The project and surrounding area consists of rural and agricultural property. The project will be
placing scour mitigation measure and pile repair within the channel, which will not require
conversion of land around the project; therefore, there will be no impact,

initial Study/Mitigafed Negalive Declaration : Aprit 2014
Van Ailen Road Bridge Scour Mifigation Project San Joaquin Counfy Department of Public Works



Less Than

Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
ISSUES: Impact Incorporated  Impact Impact

ll. AIR QUALITY

Would the project:

a) Conlflict with or obstruct implementation of ] ] | ]
the applicable air quality plan?

b) Violate any air quality standard or confribute ~ [] ] (] ]
substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation?

¢} Result in a cumulatively considerable net ] 1 ] ||
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal cor state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial ] I [ O]
pollutant concentrations?

) Create objectionable odors affecting a ] L] ' (388 ]
substantial number of people?

San Joaquin County is located at the northern end of the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin (SJVAB). The
pollution potential is very high due to the topographic and meteorolegical conditions which often trap air
pollutants in the SJVAB. Air quality is determined primarily by the type and amount of contaminants
emitted into the atmosphere, the size and topography of the basin, and meteorological conditions. The
low mixing heights and light winds typical of the SJVAB are conducive to the accumulation of air
pollutants (San Joaquin County 1992).

The SJVAB does not currently meet health-based standards set by the EPA for ozone and particulate
matter. Ozone is formed when heat and sunlight transform volatile organic compounds and nitrogen
oxides from vehicle exhaust, industrial processes, and other operations, resulting in smog that is
trapped in the valley hecause of the surrounding mountain ranges. Particulate matter is small particles
of man-made compounds, soot, ash, or dust, suspended in the air. In addition to health concerns,
ozcne damages crops, ornamental vegetation, and man-made materials, while particulate matter
obscures visibility (SJVAPCD 2006). :

The following table identifies health effects of some of the common pollutants found in our air, and
examples of some of the sources of these pollutants (SJVAPCD 2007):

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration April 2014
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POLLUTANT

HEALTH EFFECTS

EXAMPLES OF SOURCES

Particulate matter
(PM10: Less than or Equal
to 10 Microns)

[ncreased respiratory disease
Lung damage
Premature death

Cars and fruck especizally
diesels

Fireplaces, woadstoves
Windblown dust from roadways,
agriculture and construction

Ozone (O3)

Breathing difficulties
Lung damage

Formed by chemical reactions of
air pollutants in the presence of
sunlight. Common sources:
motor vehicles, industries, and
consumer products

Carbon monoxide (CO)

Chest pain in heart patients
Headaches, nausea
Reduced mental alertness
Death at very high levels

Any source that burns fuel such
as motor vehicles, construction
and farming equipment and
residential heaters and stoves

Nitrogen dioxide (NO,)

Lung damage

See Carbon Monoxide sources

Toxic air contaminants

a2 a|& | & ©® @ ©

Cancer

Chronic eye, lung or skin
irftation

Neurological and reproductive
disorders

Motor vehicles, especially diesel
Industrial sources such as
chrome and platers
Neighborhood businesses such
as dry cleaners and service

stations
e Building materials and products

Sensitive Receptors

Sensitive receptors are locations of human populations, such as residences, hospitals, schools, day
care centers, retirement homes, and convalescent facilities where there is reasonable expectation of
continucus human exposure to poor air quality standards (CARCB 2007).

Impact Discussion:

a, b)

G)

d, e)

The proposed project would not conflict with, ar obstruct, implementation of the applicable air quality
plan, violate any air quality standard, or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality
viclation. Construction of the project could result in temporary marginal pollutants and/or odors
associated with construction equipment and dust from eatrthmoving activities; however, construction
activities would be in compliance with the SJVAPCD fugitive dust control requirements for
construction sites to reduce any impacts to less than significant.

A project is deemed inconsistent with air quality plans if it would result in peopulation and/or
employment growth that exceeds growth estimates set forth in the applicable air quality plan.
Accordingly, proposed projects need to be evaluated to determine whether they would generate
populaticn and employment growth, and if so, whether that growth would exceed the growth rates
specified in the relevant air plans. The proposed project would not induce population or employment
grawth, for this is a scour mitigation project. Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact.

Although, there are sensitive receptors or substantial numbers of people within the vicinity of the
project area that maybe exposed to air emissions generated from the construction of this project.
The project could result in temporary marginal pollutants and/or odors associated with construction
equipment and dust from earthmoving activities; however, construction activities would be in
compliance with the SJVAPCD fugitive dust control requuremen‘[s for construct:on sites to reduce any
impacts 1o less than significant.
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Less Than

Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation  Significant No
[SSUES: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either ] 1 | ]

.b)

dy.

e)

f)

directly or through habitat modifications, on any
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or
spacial status species in local or regional plans,
policies, or regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on any L]
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans,
policies, regulations or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.8. Fish and
Wildlife Servica?

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 pocl, coastal, etc.}
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or cther means?

Interfere substantially with the movement ]

of any native resident or migratory fish or

wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corriders, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances [

protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

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

Initial Study/Mitigated Negalive Declaration
Van Alleri Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project

_ April 2014
San Joagquin County Depariment of Public Works
10



Regulatory Setting

In 1873, the federal Endangered Species Act (ESA) was passed by Congress to protect ecosystems
supporting special-status species and to be administered by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS). The California Endangered Species Act (CESA) was passed as a parallel act to be
administered by the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG). Special-status species include:

= USFWS-designated listing of threatened or endangered species; as well as candidate species;
= CDFG-designated listing of rare, threatened, or endangered species, as well as candidate species;

= Species considered o be rare or endangered under the conditions of Section 15380 of the CEQA
Guidelines, such as those identified in the Inventory of Rare and Endangered Vascular Plants of
California by the Califarnia Native Plant Saciety; and

= QOther species that are considered sensitive or of special concern due to limited distribution or lack
of adequate information to permit listing, or rejection for state or federal status, such as Species of
Special Concern designated by the CDFG.

The USFWS and CDFG both publish lists of special-status species, which satisfy criteria classifying
them as endangered. Species that have heen proposed for listing, but have not vet been accepled are
classified as candidate species. Generally, the term endangered (federal, state) refers to a species that
is in danger of becoming extinct throughout all or a significant portion of its range, while a threatened
(federal, state) or rare (state) species is one that could become endangered in the foreseeable future.

Special Staius Species

- Database listings from the USFWS and CDFG for the United States Geological Survey (USGS)
quadrangles Stockton East, Peter, Manteca, and Avena were reviewed to determine if there have been
any occurrences of special status species within the vicinity of the project area. The Biological Study
Area (BSA) was approximately 0.95 acres and consists of the project foot print, access, and staging
areas. LSA Associates, [nc. preformed the BSA survey on August 10, 2012, Vegetation communities in
the BSA were mapped and assessed for the potential to support special status species. A preliminary
jurisdictional delineation was also conducted.

There are five special status plant species listed: Greene’s tuctoria (Tuctoria greenei), Delta button-
celery (Eryngium racemosum), Big tarplant (Blepharizonia plumosa), Recurved larkspur {Delphinium
recurvatum), and Suisun marsh aster (Symphyotrichum lenium) have been recorded within the four
guadrangles; however, the BSA does not provide suitable habitat for these species, as they require
natural occurring freshwater marshes and/or vernal pool habitat, or grasslands.

There are several special status wildlife species recorded within the four quadrangles: delta smelt
(Hypomesu franspacificus), green sturgeon {Acipenser medirostris), Central Valley steelhead
(Oncorhynchus mykiss), Central Valley spring-run/winter-run Chinock salmon (Oncorhynchus
{shawytscha), Giant garter snake (Thamnophis gigas), Pacific pond turtle (Emys marmorata),
Conservancy fairy shrimp (Branchinecta conservatio), vernal pool fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lynehi),
vernal pool tadpole shrimp (Lepidurus parkardi), Valley elderberry longhorn beetle (Desmocerus
californicus dimorphus), Moestan blister beetle (Lytta moesta), Riparian brush rabbit (Sylvilagus
bachmani riparius), Pallid bat (Anirozous pallidus), California tiger salamander (Ambystoma
californiense), California red-legged frog (Rana draytonii), Suisun song sparrow (Melospiza melodia.
maxiffaris), Tricolored blackbird (Agelaius tricolor), Western burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia), and
Swainson’s hawk (Buteo swainsoni); however, the project area does not provide suitable habitat for
most of the above species due to Littlejohn’s Creek was steep banked and a maintained channel. The
project area and its vicinity provides potential nesting habitat and foraging habitat for a special status
specie Swainson's hawk and other protected non-special-status migratory birds and raptors whose
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nests and eggs are protected by the California Fish and Game Code Sections 3503 and 3503.5 and the
federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA).

Impact Discussion:

a) San Joaquin County Department of Public Works is proposing scour mitigation within the channel.
Noise associated with construction activities could result in the disturbance of nesting special-status
and protected non-special status migratory birds and raptors, if present in the area. Also,
construction will be within a low flow period (starting September 2) reducing conflicts with any
fisheries migrating through the area. To avoid construction-related impacts, the SICPWD will
require a qualified biologist to conduct a pre-construction survey for nesting birds if construction
pceurs within the breeding/nesting season and observe fish and/or water levels. Pre-construction
survey for nesting birds has become standard practice preformed by SICPWD for all projects
occurring from February 15 to September 1 and is not considered a mitigation measure for
SJCPWD. If the survey findings indicate the presence of any special status species, the SJCPWD
and a qualified biclogist will consult with CDFG to determine the appropriate action. Therefore, the
proposed project will have a less than significant impact.

b) The project area is not located within a riparian hahitat or other sensitive natural communities, as
confirmed by the Natural Environment Study (Minimal impacts) performed by LSA Associates, [nc.
August 2012 and reconfirmed by Caltrans April 2014. Therefore, the proposed project will have less
than significant impact. .

c) Section 404 of the Clean Water Act prohibits the discharge of dradged or fill material into waters of
the United States, including wetlands, without a permit issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(33 USC 1344). The proposed project will require the discharge of dredged or fill material into
waters of the United States. Therefore, the proposed project will have a less than significant impact
with mitigation. :

d) The project area is not located within a migratory fish corridor. Therefore, the propesed project will
have no impacts. : |

e) The proposed project does not include the removal of trees. Therefore, the proposed project will
have no impact. .

) In order to address concerns about impacts to sensitive resources, San Joaquin County adopted -
the San Joaquin County Multi-Species Habitat Conservation and Open Space Plan (SIMSCP) in
2004. The key purpose of the SIMSCP is to 1) provide a strategy for balancing the need to
conserve open space and the need to convert open space to non-open space uses while protecting
the region’s agricultural economy; 2) preserve landowner property rights; 3) provide for the long-
term management of plant, fish, and wildlife species, especially those that are currently listed, or
may be listed in the future, under the federal and state ESA; 4) provide and maintain multiple-use
open spaces which contribute to the quality of life of the residents of San Joaquin County; and 5)
accommodate a growing population while minimizing costs to project proponents and socisty at
large. The SJMSCP is locally implemented by the San Joaquin Council of Governments (SJCOG).

Participation in the SIMSCP satisfies requirements of both the state and federal ESA and ensures
the impacts are mitigated below a level of significance for CEQA compliance (SJCOG 2001).

Because San Joaguin County signed the initial agreement to participate with the SJMSCP, any land

conversion would anticipate participation in the SUIMSCP; however, this project is working within
existing failed scour mitigation measures and is not changing use or flow. Therefore, the proposed

project will have no impact.
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Less Than

Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation  Significant No
ISSUES: ] Impact Incorporated Impaect Impact
V. CULTURAL RESOURCES '
Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the [ [] ]
significance of a historical resource as defined
in § 15064.57
b) Cause asubstantial adverse change in the [ ] 1

significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to § 15064.57

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique ] L]
paleontological resource or site or unique
geological feature?

HE B B B
[

O]

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

Regulatory Setting .

Cultural resources in California are protected by a number of federal, state, and local regulations and
ordinances. The most frequently applied legislation consists of the provisicns of CEQA that provide for the
documentation and protection of significant prehistoric and historic resources. Prior to the approval of
discretionary projects and the commencement of agency undertakings, the potential impacts of the project
on archaeological and historical rescurces must be considered (Public Resources Code Sections 21083.2
and 21084.1 and the CEQA Guidelines [California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 15064.5]).

The CEQA Guidelines define a significant historical resource as “a resource listed or considered eligible for

listing on the California Register of Historical Resources” (CRHR) (Public Resources Code Section 5024.1).

A cultural resource may be eligible for listing on the CRHR if it

1. is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of California’s
history and cultural heritage;

2. is associated with the lives of persons important in our past;

3. embodies the distinclive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction or represents
the work of an imporiant creative individual, or possesses high artistic values; or

4, has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

Investigation and Native American Consuliation Resulis

San Joaguin County did do a records search with the Central California Information Center at California
State University Stanislaus and the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), which indicated minimal
prehistoric/historical resources. The NAHC provided contact information of Native Americans which may
have information regarding the project area. San Joaquin County sent letters to these contacts in August
2011, Furthermore, San Joaquin County creaied the Area of Potential Effect Map (APE), which was
approved on June 2012. San Joaquin County further retained the services of a sub-consultant LSA
Associates, Inc. to confinm the record search, follow-up with Native Americans, field survey the APE area,
and proved documentation of their finding to Caltrans (August 2012). LSA products two documents: a
Historic Properly Survey Report and an Archaeological Survey Repott. Caltrans, under authority delegated
by the Federal Highway Administration, has appreved the cultural documents to meet and address
requirements of the Naticnal Environmental Pelicy Act under section 108.
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Impact Discussion:
a-c) San Joaquin County Department of Public Works is proposing scour mitigation measures within

d)

the channel. LSA Associates, Inc. confirmed the record search, follow-up with Native
Americans, and proved documentation of their finding to Caltrans (August 2012). The field
survey was constrained only by limited visibility of 40% due to vegetalion and paved surfaces.
The archaeological sensitivity assessment suggests the APE is moderately sensitive for buried
prehistoric archaeological cultural resources and has low sensitivity for buried historic-period
archaeological cultural rescurces. While results of the records research and field survey did not
yield findings of cultural, historical, or paleontogical resources, or unigue geologic features, the
proposed project will excavate within the area, which could result in a finding. If any subsurface
resources are discovered, all work will stop until a qualified archaeologist has evaluated the
finding. Therefore, the proposed project will have a less-than-significant impact.

In accordance with the California Health and Safety Code, if human remains are uncovered, all
work within the area will stop and the San Joagquin County Corener and a professional :
archaeologist will be contacted to determine the nature of the remains. The caroner is required
to examine all discoveries of human remains within 48 hours of receiving a notice of discovery
on private or state lands (Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5[b]). If the coroner determines
that the remains are those of a Native Ametrican, he or she will contact the NAHC by phone
within 24 hours of making that determination (Health and Safety Code Section 7050[c])
(www.leginfo.ca.gov). Following the coroner’s findings, the archaeologist, and the NAHC-
designated Most Likely Descendent (MLD) shall determine the ultimate treatment and
disposition of the remains and take appropriate steps to ensure that additional human
interments are not disturbed. Therefore, the proposed project will have less-than-significant
impact.
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Less Than

Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation  Significant No
ISSUES: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Vi. GEOLOGY AND SOILS
Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential ] ] 1 [ |

substantial adverse effects, including the

risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, ] ] ] [ |
as delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
Map issued by the State Geologist for
the area or based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42,

iy Strong seismic ground shaking?

iy Seismic-related ground failure,
including liguefaction?

ivy Landslides?

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

0O OO oo
0 OO oo
B EO OO
0 Om mE

c) Be located on a geologic unit or scil 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 ] | i ]
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
{1994), creating substantial risks to life or
property?

&) 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?

Geology :

San Joaquin County is located in the San Joaquin Valley, which comprises the southernmost portion of
the Great Valley Geomorphic Province of California. The Great Valley is an elongated lewland bounded
by the tilted block of the Sierra Nevada on the east and the Coast Ranges to the west. The Sacramento
River drains the northern portion and the San Joaquin River drains the southern portion (DWR 2008).
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Solls
The soil type in the project area is primarily the Finrod series consists of deep to duripan, moderately
well drained soils that formed in mixed alluvium. Finrod soils are on low fan terraces and alluvial fans.

The soil type is finrod clay loam.

Seismic Hazards

Seismic hazards refer to earthquake-induced ground rupture, ground shaking, liguefaction, or water
movement. Of the known earthquake faulis in San Joaquin County, none are classified by the State
Geologist as active (San Joaguin County 1992, CDCS 2006). Localized ground shaking and
liguefaction are the most significant seismic hazards in San Joagquin County. The most likely sources of
these hazards are from the San Andreas, Hayward, Calaveras, Midland, Green Valley-Concord, or
Tracy-Stockton Faults (San Joaquin County 1992).

Ground rupiture can occur horizontally andfor vertically, which can cause significant damage such
as cracked building foundations, destroyed roads and bridges, and broken utility lines. Ground
rupture is most likely to occuralong lines of previous fault systems, meaning that the southern
portion of the San Joagquin County is more vulnerable to this hazard. However, ground rupture
usually is restricted to earthquakes of more than 5.5 magnitude on the Richter scale. While San
Joaguin County has experienced earthquakes of this magnitude in the past, there is no known
occurrence of local ground rupture (San Joaguin County 1992).

Ground shaking is the most widespread effect of earthquakes, and poses a greater seismic threat
than local ground rupture. Strong ground shaking from an earthquake could cause significant
damage, especially to unreinforced masonry buildings built before 1933. Mobilehomes and
structures not properly secured to foundations can be vulnerable during ground shaking (San
Joaquin County 1992).

Liquefaction occurs when a water-saturated, cohesionless soil loses its strength and liquefies
during intense and prolonged ground shaking. Areas which have the greatest potential for
liquefaction are those areas where the water table is less than 50 feet below the surface and soils
are predominantly clean, comprised of relatively uniform sands, and ars of loose to medium density.
The type of ground motion expected from large earthquakes felt in San Joaguin County is expected
to be a rolling type motion, which would be less likely to cause liquefaction (San Joaquin County
1992).

Water Movement resulting from seismic activity includes landslide splashes and seismic seiches,
An added hazard is flooding due to dam or levee failures. There are no historical records of
seismic-generated water movements occurring in or adjacent to San Joaquin County. This should
not, however, rule out the possibility of one occurring in the future. A seismically-induced wave in
the Delta channels could damage levees, causing localized flooding. The occurrence of a seismic-
generated landslide splash in one of the reservoirs located in San Joagquin County could result in
dam failure and flooding (San Joaguin County 1992).

Geologic Hazards
Geologic hazards in San Joaquin County include subsidence, expansive soils, erosion, and soif

instability feading to landslides. Subsidence, expansive soils, and erosion occur in the Delta, and pose
serious problems for agricultural production. Slope stability hazards are most confined to the foothills
and mountain terrain that border the San Joaquin Valley, the steep banks of the major rivers which
pass through the Valley floor, and the levees of the Delta (San Joaguin County 1992).

Subsidence is the gradual, local settling or sinking of the earth’s surface with little or no horizontal
motion. It is usually the result of gas, oll, or water extraction, hydrocompacticn, or peat oxidation. In
San Joaguin County, subsidence is generally attributed to the overdrafting of groundwater basins
and from peat oxidation of the Delta islands. Effects of subsidence include lover levees, lower
islands, flooding, infrastructure failure, crop losses, disruption to recreation, and increased
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maintenance costs. Overdrafting a cause of subsidence, occurs when the groundwater is pumped
out faster than it can be replenished. As a result, the overlying ground sinks (San Joaguin County
1992).

Subsidence can also occur from earthquake motion, which is a setilement or shakedown of soils
that can resuli in localized subsidence. This settlement is likely to occur in areas where water tables
are deep (otherwise liquefaction could occur), the soils are of loose to medium density, and the soll
profile includes a strata of loose, clean, uniformly graded sand. However, given the expected types
of ground motion from an earthquake, the potential for seismically-induced subsidence is
considered relatively low (San Joaquin County 1992).

Expansive soils, such as clay, swell when they absorb water and shrink as they dry. The bhasic
cause of expansion is the attraction and absorption of water in the expandable crystal structures of
clays. Clay areas must be recognized because they can cause building foundation cracking during
wet or dry periods. Moreover, various structural portions of a building may become distorted, so that
doors and windows do not function properly. These hazards can be avoided through proper
drainage and foundation design. The State Subdivision Map Act requires soils reports for all major
subdivisions. If expansive soils are recognized through appropriate soil testing, corrective measures
can be designed into the foundations (San Joaquin County 1992).

Erosion is the process of detachment and movement of sail particles by wind and water. Erosion
can result in the loss of topsoeil and sedimentation of the loosened soil particles can harm water
quality and pose health hazards (County 1992). The Delta and southeastern portion of the County
are highly susceptible to wind erosion. Water erosion is highest in areas of steep slopes, loose
soils, and high rates of runoff, which are found in the southwestern and eastern portions of ithe
County. Moderate water erosion has been identified in the lower, mueh gentler topography of the
higher terraces and lower hills of the eastern portion of San Joaquin County. In addition, soils along
the San Joaquin, Stanislaus, and Mokelumne rivers also have a moderate erosion potential
(Baseline 1992).

Slope instabifity is a result of the downslope movement of earth materials, often referred to as mass
movements (creep, mudflows, landslides, rockfalls, efc.), which is a normal geological process by
which slopes are flattened and valleys are widened. Although most of these movements are
considered to be minor or insignificant, there are three areas where slope failures could pose a
major geological hazard: 1) the foothills and mountain terrain which border the San Joaquin Valley,
2) the steep banks of the major rivers which pass through the Valley floor, and 3) the levees of the
Delta (San Joaquin County 1992).
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Impact Discussion:

a )

i, i)

b)

c)

d)

e)

San Joaquin County does not have any classified active faults (CDCS 2006). While it is not

- possible to eliminate all seismic and geological hazards, the County’s proposed project will be

placing scour mitigation measures within the existing channel. Therefore, the proposed project
will have no impact.

Localized ground shaking and liquefaction are the most significant seismic-related hazards in
San Joaquin County. The project area is located within an area underlain by recent alluvial and
estuarine sediments. Due to the shallow depth to groundwater, these deposits potentially
include saturated granular sediments. Such sediments may liquefy under moderate to strong
ground shaking from a large regional earthquake. While it is not possible to eliminate all seismic
and geological hazards, the County’s proposed project will be placing scour mitigation
measures within the existing channel. Therefore, the proposed project will have no impact.

Slope stability hazards within San Joaquin County are mostly confined to three areas: 1) the
foothills and mountain terrain which border the San Joaquin Valley, 2) the steep banks of the
major rivers which pass through the Valley floor, and 3) the levees of the Delta. The County’s
proposed project will be placing scour mitigation measures within the existing channel.
Therefore, the proposed project will have no impact.

The project area is located in an area identified as having a moderate water erosion and wind
erosion potential. The County is placing scour mitigation measures within the channel.
Therefore, the proposed project will have less that significant impact.

The project area is located within an area underlain by fan terrace and alluvial fan sediments.
Due to the depth of the groundwater, these deposits potentially include saturated granular
sediments, which may liquefy under strong ground shaking from a large regional earthquake.
While it is not possible to eliminate all seismic and geological hazards, the County is placing
scour mitigation measures within the channel. Therefore, the proposed project will have less
that significant impact

San Joaquin County Department of Public Works is proposing scour mitigation measures within
the channel, working with specific construction specification. Therefore, the proposed project will
have less that significant impact.

San Joaquin County Department of Public Works is proposing scour mitigation measures within
the channel, working with specific construction specification. Therefore, the proposed project will
have no impact. '
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ISSUES:

Less Than

VIl. GREENHOUSE GASES 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?

Impact Discussion:

Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation  Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
L] [] [ |
] L] [] |

a-b)  The proposed project will be placing scour mitigation measures within the channel and will not
alter the location, distribution, or traffic density of the area. Furthermore, the proposed project

will not affect housing/business or create a demand for additional housing/business. Finally, the

proposed project will not result in increased transportation needs. Therefore, the proposed

project will have no impact.
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Less Than
Significant

Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation  Significant

ISSUES: Impact

Incorporated  [Impact

No
Impact

Vlli. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Would the project:

a)

)

d)

s)]

h)

Create a significant hazard to the public orthe [ ]
environment through the routine transport, use,
or disposal of hazardous materials?

Create a significant hazard to the public L]
or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials

into the environment?

Emit hazardous emissions or handle ]
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within onhe-quarter mile

of an existing or proposed school?

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

For a project located within an airport land use [ ]
plan or, where such a plan has not been

adopted, within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport, would the project result in a
safety hazard for people residing or working in

the project area?

For a project within the vicinity of a privaie []
airstrip, would the project result in a safety

hazard far people residing or working in the
project area?

Impair implementation of or physically interfere [
with an adopted emergency respense plan or
emergency evacualion. plan?

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

o L1
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Hazardous materials include all flammable, reactive, corrosive, or toxic substances, which, because of
these properties, pose potential harm to the public or environment. Hazardous materials include, but
are not limited to, agricultural chemicals, natural gas and petroleum, explosives, radioactive materials,
and various commercial substances that are used, stored, or produced (San Joaquin County 1992).

Hazardous waste is waste, or a combination of waste, that either causes or significantly contributes to
an increase in mortality or an increase in serious irreversible illness, incapacitating reversible illness, or
pose a substantial present or potential hazard to human health or the environment when improperly
treated, stored, transported, or disposed of (San Joaquin County 1992).

Numerous Federal and State laws regulate hazardous materials and wastes, such as the EPA and
California Department of Health Services (CDHS). However, depending on the waste, the Air
Resources Board, the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), or another agency may be
involved. Locally, the San Joaguin County Environmental Health Department (SJCEHD), San Joaguin
County Office of Emergency Services (SJCOES), and the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control
District (SJVAPCD) have responsibility for enforcing some state standards (San Joaquin County 1992).

The SJCEHD regulates large and small quantity hazardous waste generators, administers the
underground storage tank program, and oversees the investigation and cleanup of contaminated
underground tank sites under a contract with the SWRCB. Enforcement of San Joaquin County
hazardous material regulations is under the jurisdiction of the SJCOES. The SJVAPCD regulates air
emissions from industrial operations and contaminated soils (San Joaquin County 1992).

San Joaquin County Public Works reviewed available records pertaining to the prbposed project with
federal, state, and local resources.

Impact Discussion:

a-c) The proposed project will be placing scour mitigation measures within the channel. The work
area is within San Joaquin County right-of-way in South Littlejohn’s Creek. Therefore, the
proposed project will have no impact.

d) The proposed project area is not listed on any lists identified under California Government Code
Section 65962.5 (www.leginfo.ca.gov). Furthermore, the SJICEHD did not have any case files
for the project area or immediately adjoining properties. -

e,f) The proposed project area is not located in an airport land use plan or within two miles of a
public airport. The proposed project will not result in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area as the proposed project will not create developments and/or facilities
that would be occupied by people. Therefore, there will be no impact.

g) The proposed project may impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan if the bridge is closed. This is due to the long traffic detour, if a
closure is implemented. Therefore, the proposed project will have less than significant impact.

h) According to the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection Natural Fire Hazard map
(2000), the proposed project area is not located within a fire hazard area. Furthermore, the
proposed project will not create developments and/or facilities that would be occupied by
people; therefore, there will be no impact. ;
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Less Than
Significant

Potentially With
Significant Mitigation

ISSUES: : ' Impact

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements?

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

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage

U
[]

]

pattern of the site or area, including through the
~ alteration of the course of a stream orriver, in a

manner which would resuli 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 runoff in a
manner which would result in flooding
on- or off-site?

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

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water
quality? :

g) Place housing within a 100-year floodplain
hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood

[

U

O
L]

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

O

]

[
‘N

[
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Less Than

. Significant
Potentially With Less Than
. Significant Mitigation Significant No

ISSUES: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
i) Expose people or structures to a significant ] ] L] B

risk of logs, injury or death involving floading,

including flooding as a result of the failure of a

levee or dam?
j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?  [] - ] ]

Four major rivers flow through or along the boundaries of San Joaquin County: San Joaquin,
Stanislaus, Mokelumne, and Calaveras. The flows in these rivers are controlled by dams, which
impound six major reservoirs to provide water supplies and flood control. Numerous tributaries and
irrigation canals drain into the major rivers, which drain into the Delta (Baseline 1992).

The San Joaquin Valley is comprised of several subbasins, identified by geologic and hydrologic
barriers. The project area is located within the Eastern San Joaquin Subbasin, which is defined by the
areal extent of unconsolidated to semiconsolidated sedimentary depasits that are bound by the
Mokelumne River on the north and northwest; San Joaqguin River on the west; Stanislaus River on the
south; and consoclidated bedrock on the east. It is drained by the San Joaquin River and several of its
major tributaries such as the Stanislaus, Calaveras, and Mokelumne Rivers (DWR 2008).

Water-bearing formations of significance in the Eastern San Joaguin Subbasin consist of the Alluvium
and Modesto/Riverbank Formations, Flood Basin Deposits, Laguna Formation, and Mehrten Formation.
The Mehrten Formation is considerad to be the oldest fresh water-bearing formation on the east side of
the basin. Annual precipitation in this subbasin ranges from about 11 inches in the southwest to about
25 inches in the northeast (DWR 2006).

Flood Hazard Areas

High flow discharge of moderate duraticn in the rivers and sireams of San Joaquin County can result in
flooding during intense rainstorms during the rainy season (from November to April.) In addition, snow
melt in the Sierra Nevada mountain range can produce high discharge flows of relatively longer
duration during early spring. Flood hazards in San Joaguin County are related to 100-year floods, levee
failures in the Delia, and dam failures (Baseline 1992).

100-year Floods

The boundary of the 100-year floodplain is the basic planning criterion used to demarcate unacceptable
public safety hazards. The 100-year floodplain boundary defines the geographic area that would be
inundated by a flood having a one percent (1%) chance of being equaled or exceeded in a given year,
which is based on hydrology, topography, and the modeling of flow during predicted rainstorms.
Outside the boundary, the degree of flooding risk is not considered sufficient to justify the imposition of
fleodplain management regulations, while inside the 100-year floodplain a tighter level of regulation is
required to protect public health, safety, and welfare (San Joaquin County 1992).

San Joaquin County has been participating in the National Flood [nsurance Program (NFIP) since
1973. This federal program is administered by the Federal Emergency Management Act (FEMA). The
primary benefit of participating in this program is that it provides an opportunity for property owners to
purchase flood insurance if their community has made a commitment to implement floodplain
management regulations that are specified by FEMA. Failure to implement these regulations could
result in suspension from the program {San Joaguin County 1992).
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The Army Corps of Engineers, under contract to FEMA, prepared a flood insurance study report, known
as the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM), and a series of maps which depict locations of the 100-year
flood, flood elevations, floodways, 500-year flood boundaries, and flood insurance rate zones (San
Joaquin County 1992). '

Levees

All of the major rivers and some streams in San Joaquin County contain levees. The potential of levee
failure is highest in the Delta because these levees often contain unstable material and have been
constructed on an unstable base, such as a mixture of peat and silt. A breach in a levee under non-
flood conditions would be localized to the specific Delta tract, while 100-year conditions could lead to
levee failure on a series of Delta islands {San Joaquin County 1992).

Dams

There are 15 major dams that have been identified as having the potential to inundate pomons of San
Joaquin County in the event of a dam failure. A dam failure can occur as the result of an earthquake, an
isolated incident due to structural instability, or a heavy rain that exceeds design capacity (San Joaquin
County 1992).

The amended Dam Safety Act (DSA) required that dam owners submit inundation maps to the Office of
Emeargency Services (OES) for dams whose total failure would cause the loss of life or personal injury.
The DSA also requires local jurisdictions fo adopt emergency procedures for the evacuation and control
of populated areas below such dams. The SJCOES Dam Failure Plan includes a description of the
dams, direction of flood waters, responsibilities and actions of individual jurisdicticns, and evacuatlon
plans (San Joaquin County 1992)

Seiches, Tsunamis, Mudflows

A seiche is a wave that oscillates in lakes, bays, or gulfs from a few minutes to a few hours as a result
of seismic or atmospheric disturbances (wind and atmospheric pressure variations), including tsunamis
(Merriam Webster 1994). A tsunami is a system of gravity waves formed in the sea by a large-scale
disturbance of the sea level over a short duration of time. Tsunamis can be generated by submarine
volcanic eruptions, coastal landslides into a bay or harbor, meteor impact, or by vertical displacement of
_the earth’s crust along a subduction zone/fault (OES 2006). A mudslide, also called mudflow, is a flow
of dirt and debris that occurs after intense rainfall or snow melt, voleanic eruptions, earthquakes and
severe wildfires. The speed of the slide depends on the amount of precipitation, steepness of slope,
vibration of the ground, and alternate freezing and thawing of the ground (Merriam Webster 1994).

Impact Discussion:

a, ¢, f) The proposed project will be placing scour mitigation measures within the channel. This requires
minor excavation and the placement of a layer of ¥4 ton class Rock Slepe Protection (RSF) to
conform to the upstream and downstream condlitions. Also, the County is potential placing gabion
mats along the embankment to reduce depths of excavation and potential erosion. The proposed
project will be working within the channel. Project permits (404, 401, LSSA, CVFPB), SWPPP and
general construction permit will govern any mitigation required. Therefore the proposed pro;ect will
have less than significant impact with mitigation.

) The proposed project will have no impact on groundwater supplies.
d} The proposed project will have no impact, due to the work taking place within South Litilejohn’s
Creek.

g, )  The project area is located within a 100-year flood zone. While a 500-year floodplain zone is
adjacent to the 100-year flood zone, the proposed project is not considered a critical action (i.e., fire
station, hospital, school, facilities praducing or storing toxic materials, etc.). In addition, the proposed
project will not result in the construction of aboveground structures. Therefore, the proposed project
will have no impact.
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i) The SJCOES has identified that the project area and surrounding area could potentially be
inundated from a failure of the Camanche Dam located at the northeastern edge of 8an Joaquin
County (SJCOES 2006). While the project area has the potential to be flooded whether by
overiopping of levees fraom intense rainstorms or levee or dam failures, the proposed project would
not expose peaple or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death as the proposed project
will not result in the construction of aboveground structur‘es that will be occupied by people.
Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact,

)] Tsunamis and seiches are primarily a threat to coastal communities. Further, while the project area
is located near the Delta waterways to the west, there are no bays, harbors, or enclosed bodies of
water near the project area. The project area is relatively flat and therefore would not be exposed to
mudflows. Therefore, there would be no impact.
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Less Than

Significant
Potentially With Less Than .
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
ISSUES: Impact Incorporated  Impact Impact
X. LAND USE AND PLANNING
Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community? [ ] ] [
b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, O ] ] |
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
rnitigating an environmental effect?
¢) Conflict with any applicable habitat ] ] | L]

conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

The San Joaquin County General Plan establishes general land use categories (designations) for the
unincorporated portions of San Joaquin County. The San Joaquin County zening ordinance implements
the General Plan’s goals and policies.

- The General Plan and zoning designation for the project is Resource Conservation (OS/RC) and
General Agricultural (AG Zone)). The Resource Conservation (OS/RC) designation provides for areas
with significant resources that generally are to remain in open space. The General Agriculture (AG
Zone) zoning is established to preserve agricultural lands for the continuation of commercial agriculture
enterprises. Minimum parcel sizes within the AG Zone are 20, 40, 80, and 160 acres, as specified by

" the precise zoning. Typical uses include crop preduction, feed and grain storage and sales, crop

spraying, and animal raising and sales. The density is @ maximum of one primary residence per 40

acres (San Joaguin County 1992).

Impact Disscussian:

a) The proposed project will not divide an established community. Therefore, the proposed project will
have no impact. ‘

b) The proposed project is located within OS/RC and A/G designations, the proposed project will
require no purchase of right-of-way. The proposed project will not conflict with any applicable land
use plans, policies, or regulations of any agencies with jurisdiction over the project. The proposed
project will have no impact.

) The propesed project may be subject to the San Joaquin Multi-Species Conservation Plan, for the
channel access and work done within the channel area. Participation with the San Joaquin Multi-
Species Conservation Plan may be required for permitting purposes. Therefore, the proposed
project will have less than significant impact. ’
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Less Than

Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation  Significant No
ISSUES: Impact Incorporated Impact [Impact

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

a) Resultin the loss of availability of a known N O N E
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- ] ] ] e
important mineral resource recovery site :
delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

The primary extractive resources in San Joaquin County are sand, gravel, and natural gas. Peat soil,
placer gold and silverare extracted to a much lesser extent. These are all nonrenewable resources.
The San Joaquin Caunty government seeks to protect these resources and manage their production in
an environmentally sound manner. Reclamation plays a central role in determining the impact of
extractive activities on the environment by controlling waste and erosion and rehabilitating streambeds.
Sand and gravel are important resources used primarily for construction materials such as asphalt and
concrete. Because materials are costly to transport, they are extracted as close as possible to their use
{San Joaquin County 1892).

Impact Discussion:
a, b) The project area is not located within an area identified as having known mineral resources.

Therefore, the proposed project will net result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of local, regional, and statewide value. The proposed project will have

no impact.
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L ess Than
Significant

Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation  Significant No
ISSUES: Impact Incorporated Impact [mpact
Xll. NOISE
Would the project result in:
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise [ ] ] ] #)

. levels in excess of standards established in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?
b} Exposure of persons to or generation of | ] ]
excessive groundbourne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient  [] [ L]
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?

¢) 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 ] | ] (o]
airstrip, would the project expose people :
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

The County Development Title states that 85 decibels (dB) or less is considere'd acceptable for
residential development and that development shall be planned and designed to minimize noise
interference from outside noise sources (San Joaquin County 1992a).

Exemptions include naise sources associated with construction provided that such activities do not take
place before 6:00 a.m. or after 9 p.m. on any day. The same applies to noise sources associated with
work performed by private or public utilities in the maintenance or medification of its facilities (San
Joaquin County 1992a). -

The sound levels associated with common noise sources and their effects are presented in the
following table (San Joaguin County 1992):
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TYPICAL SOUND LEVELS FOR COMMON NOISE SOURCES

Quality of Sound Sound Level, dBA Typical Sounds
Uncomfortably Loud 130
(Threshold of Pain)
120 Jet takeoff at 200 feet
Thunder
110 Rock Band
Very Loud 100
90 Power lawn mower
Diesel bus at 5 feet
Motorcycle at 25 feet
80 Inside sports car, 55 mph
Loud 70 Garbage disposal at 3 feet
Freeway traffic at 50 feet
60 Vacuum cleaner
Inside department store
Quiet 50 Normal conversation
' Quiet street
40 Average residence
. Quiet room
Very Quiet 30
_ Whisper at 5 feet
Barely Audible 20
Leaves rustling
10
Threshold of Hearing Mosguito at 3 feet
0

The San Joaquin County Development Tiile further stipulates that proposed projects that will create
new stationary noise sources or expand existing stationary ncise sources shall be required to mitigate
the noise levels from these stationary noise sources so as not to exceed the noise [evel standards
specified in the following table (San Joaquin County 1992a).

MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE NOISE EXPOSURE

TRANSFORTATION NOISE SOURCES
i i z &

Noise Sensitive Land Use (Use Types) Outdoordﬁéclt_l\grt]y Areas Inte::lchr LS é)na £y
Residential 65 45
Administrative Office -- 45
Child Care Services — Child Care Centers - 45
Community Assembly 65 45
Cultural & Library Services ~ 45
Educational Services: General — 45
Funeral & Interment Services -

Undertaking R -
Lodging Services 65 45
Medical Services 85 45
Professional Services: - 45
Public Services (excluding Hospitals) - 45
Recreation — Indoor Spectator = 45
Religious Assembly ' 65 45
{nitial Sfudy/Miﬁgéted Negative Declaration April 2014
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STATIONARY NOISE SOURCES QOutdoor Activity Areas Quidoor Activity Areas
Daytime® Nighttime®
- (7a.m.to 10 p.m.) (7 a.m. to 10 p.m.)
Hourly Equivalent Scund Level (Leqg), dB 50 45
Maximum Sound Level {Lmax), dB 70 65

T\hera the location of outdoor adfivity dreas is unkiiown or is not applicable, the nolse standard shall be applied at the property line of
the recsiving land use. When determining the effectiveness of noise mitigation measures, the standards shall be applied on the receiving
side of noise bharriers or other properly line nolse mitigation measures, :

2 Each of the noise level standards shall be reduced by 5 dB for Impulsive noise, single fone noise, or noise consisting primarily of
speech or music.

Exemptions include noise sources associated with construction provided that such activities do not take
place before 6:00 a.m. or after @ p.m. on any day. The same applies to noise sources associated with
work performed by private or public utilities in the maintenance or modification of its facilities (San
Joaquin County 1992a). :

Impact Discussion: : g :

a—c) The project area is primarily located in an unpopulated area, next to a major roadway in San
Joaquin County. No sensitive receptors are within the project limits. The proposed project will
not create any new noise sources. Therefore, there will be no impact.

d) Construction of the proposed project will create a temporary increase to the existing background
noise levels from the adjacent roadway. However, there will be no impacts, as the area is
sparsely populated agricultural area (walnut orchards). Moreover, construction of the scour
mitigations will occur during daylight hours, so the noise level increase will be marginal.
Therefore, the proposed project will have no impact.

e,y The project area is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public-
airport. The proposed project will not result in the construction of aboveground structures that
would be occupied by people. Therefore, there will be no impact.
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Less Than

Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation  Significant . No
ISSUES: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Xiil. POPULATION AND HOUSING
Would the project:
a) induce substantial population growth in an 1 L] ] ||
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 N | 1 [ |
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?
c) Displace substantial numbers of people, 1 | | B

necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

Residences in proximity to the project area are associated with agricultural uses. The surrounding area
is rural and sparsely populated.

Impact Discussion:

a-c) The proposed project will not alter the location, distribution, density or growth rate of the human
population in the area. The proposed project will not affect housing or creaie a demand for
additional housing. There is existing housing adjacent to the project area. The proposed project
will not result in displacement of housing or people. Therefare, the project will have no impact.
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Less Than

Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation  Significant No
ISSUES: Impact Incorporated  Impact Impact
XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES
a) - Would the project result in substantial adverse [] ] ] 7]
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? | ] H ]
Police protection? O L1 ] |
Schools? [] C [] ||
Parks? ] ] ] ||
Other public facilities? 1 ] [] [ |

Fire Profection

The Linden-Peters and Collegeville Fire Districts provide fire protection services for the project area
vicinity (San Joaquin County 1992).

Police Protection

Police services in unincorporated areas of San Joaquin County are provided by the San Joaguin
County Sheriff Department. The California Highway Patrol assists in maintaining routine patrols and
investigating traffic accidents on public roads in unincorporated areas (San Joaquin County 1992).

Schools ;
The project limits is located within the Linden Unified Schocl District {San Joaquin County 1992).

Parks
No parks exist in the project area vicinity.
Ofther Facilities

Other public facilities include water, wastewater, and storm drainage, which are discussed further in
section XVII, Utilities and Service Systems within this document.

Impact Discussion:

a) The propesed project will not result in substantial adverse physical impacts to existing service
ratios, response times or other performance objectives for fire protection, police protection, schools,
parks, or other public facilities, as it will not result in a development requiring additional
responsibilities for these public services. Therefore, the proposed project will have no impact.
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Less Than

Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation = Significant No
ISSUES: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XV. RECREATION
a) Would the project increase the use of existing [ ] O jiw|
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the Tacility would occur
or be accelerated?
b) Does the project include recreaticnal facilities ] 1 ] .

or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an
adverse physical effect on the environment?

The surroundling area proxh‘des fishing, boating, and wildlife viewing opportunities at the nearby South
Littlejohn’s Creek. :

Impact Discussion:
a) There are no existing neighborhood/regional parks, or other recreational facilities in the project area
vicinity. The proposed project will not require the need for new parks. Therefore, the proposed

project will have no impact.

b) The proposed project will not include construction or expansion of recreational facilities. Therefore,
the proposed project will have no impact.
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l.ess Than

Significant
Potentially With Less Than ,
Significant Mitigation  Significant No
ISSUES: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XVl. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
Would the project: _
a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or ] O I &
policy establishing measures of effectivenass for .
the performance of the circulation system, taking
into account all modes of transportation including
mass fransit 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 L] . I | 2]

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

'©) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, [l M| ] (i
including either an increase in traffic levels
or a change in location that results in
substantial safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards duetoa - ] 1 ]
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

e) Resultin inadequate emergency access? 1 ] ] .
] O [ |

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?

San Joaquin County road standards propose a level of service (LOS) of C or better on all San Joaguin
County roads, except in a city area where the city has adopted & LOS C, and LOS D on all freeways and
state highways. Intersections shall operate at an overall LOS D or better on minor arterials and roadways of
higher classification, and LOS C on all other roads (San Joaquin County 2002).

Impact Discussion:

a,b) The proposed project will not individually or cumulatively cause an increase in substantial traffic
in relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system, or fo the existing LOS
established by San Joaquin County for designated roads or highways, as there would be no
increase vehicle trips. Therefore, the proposed project will have no impact. '
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c) The proposed project will not result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an
increase in fraffic levels or a change in [ocation that results in substantial safety risks. Therefore,
the proposed project will have no impact.

d-g)  The proposed project will not result in a design feature change that will substantially increase
hazards, result in inadequate emergency access, result in inadequate parking capacity, or result
in a conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation..”
Therefore, the proposed project will have no impact.
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Less Than
Significant
Potentially - With Less Than
. Significant = Mitigation  Significant No
ISSUES: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

XVIl. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Would the project:

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

b) Require or result in the construction of new 1 ] ] [
water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction
of which could cause significant environmental
effects?

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

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to ] ] O B
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 [] ] 1 ]
capacity to accommodate the project’s salid
waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes .~ [] ] ] 1]
and regulations related to solid waste?

Wastewater Trealment

The collection, treatment, and disposal of wastewater in San Joaquin County occurs in primarily two
ways: community collection and treatment systems with discharge into various rivers, watercourses,
and the Delta, or individual on-gite treatment systems with discharge into the ground (San Joaguin
County 1992).
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Storm Drainage

Storm water runoff is that portion of rainfall not absorbed into the scil that leaves a site by surface flow.
A storm drainage system designed to prevent flooding can consist of both natural and man-made
structures used to collect, convey, and store rainwater during storms. The captured storm water is
eventually discharged to a natural body of water via the terminal drainage (San Joaquin County 1992).

Water Supply

The Eastern San Joaquin County Groundwater Basin is the primary source of potable domestic water
in San Joaquin County. The boundaries of the groundwater basin extend from the San Joaquin-
Sacramento County line and Dry Creek in the north to the Stanislaus River in the south, and from the
San Joaquin River and eastern edge of the Delta to the west to approximately the San Joaquin County
line to the east (DWR 2006).

Groundwater has been the preferred water source for domestic consumption because the cost of good
quality, fresh groundwater is substantially less than the cost of importing treated surface water.
Groundwater generally requires little treatment, whereas surface water must be filtered and treated for
domestic use. In addition, it is much less costly to locate wells near the end users with short
transmission lines to transport water a longer distance through larger, more capital intensive systems.
However, overdrafting in the past few decades has caused a steady decline in groundwater levels in
San Joaquin County, creating a zone of depression in western San Joaquin County areas and allowing
the intrusion of highly saline Delta water into the groundwater basin. A number of proposed projects to
provide areas with supplemental water will decrease groundwater pumping to safe yield levels (San
Jeaquin County 1992).

The second major source of water is supplied by major rivers such as the Mokelumne, Calaveras,
Stanislaus, and San Jeaquin Rivers, and reservoirs such as the Camanche, Pardee, Farmington,
Woodward, New Hogan, and New Melones. Surface water is subject to a complex federal and state
legal system establishing the rights of individuals and agencies to water flows threugh permits,
licenses, court decrees, contracts, and federally prescribed flood control regulations (San Joaguin
County 1992).

The third major source of water is the Delta, particularly in southwest San Joaguin County. Exporting
fresh water from the Delta, however, has caused many problems. Reverse flows, declining fisheries,
water quality problems, and levee erosion are among the many problems associated with water
transfers from the Delta (San Joaquin County 1992).

Sofid Waste

The San Joaquin County Solid Waste Division is the lead for the administration of solid wastes and the
operation of related facilities. The San Joaquin County Environmental Health Department is involved in
administering local and state regulations regarding waste management and has been appointed as the
Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) in the unincorporated areas (San Joaguin County 1992).

Impact Discussion:

a-e) The proposed project will be placing scour mitigation measures within the South Littlejohn’s
Creek. This project is within San Joaquin County right-of-way and is on an existing channel.
Therefore, the project will have no impact.
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Potentially With

Less Than
Significant
Less Than

Significant Mitigation  Significant No

ISSUES: Impact

Incorporated Impact  Impact

XVII.. 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, reduce the number
or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant
or animal or eliminate imporiant examples of the
major periods of California history or prehistory?

h) 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?

Impact Discussion:

l 00

O ] E]

a) San Joaquin County Department of Public Works is proposing placing scour mitigation
measures within the South Littlejohn’s Creek. Noise associated with construction activities could
result in the disturbance of nesting special-status and protected non-special status migratory
birds and raptors, if present in the area. Also, construction will be within a low flow period
reducing conflicts with any fisheries migrating through the area. To avoid the construction-
related impacts, SJCPWD will require a qualified biologist to conduct a pre-construction survey
for nesting birds if construction occurs within the breeding/nesting season and observe fish
and/or water levels. The proposed project will be working within the channel. Project permits (404,
401, LSSA, CVFPB), SWPPP and general construction permit will govern any mitigation required for
water quality. Therefore, the proposed project will have less than significant impact with mitigation.

b-c) San Joaquin County Department of Public Works is proposing placing scour mitigation meastires
and doing pile repair within the South Littlejohn’s Creek. Therefore, the project will have no

impact.
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1. Summary

1. Summary

The San Joaquin County Department of Public Works (County), in conjunction with the
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), proposes to construct improvements to

_prevent additional bridge scour at the Van Allen Road Bridge (29C0115) over South
Littlejohn’s Creek. '

The project proposes to install rock slope protection (RSP) across the channel of South
Littlejohn’s Creek beneath the Van Allen Road Bridge to reduce scour of the bridge piers and
abutments, and prevent further degradation of the channel.

The Biological Study Arca (BSA) includes the proposed project and lands beyond the footprint
to the edge of the road right-of-way that could potentially be affected by project construction.
The BSA consists of the paved roadway, unpaved areas on the road shoulders supporting
ruderal vegetation, and South Littlejohn’s Creek.

A large Valley oak (Quercus lobata) adjacent to the BSA to the east and a few mature trées
associated with an adjacent residence to the west may provide nesting habitat for Swainson’s
hawk (Buteo swainsoni) and other migratory birds. However, these trees are prone to regular
human disturbance, thus substantially decreasing their value as nesting habitat. Agricultural
row crops adjacent to the BSA to the southwest provide potential foraging habitat for
Swainson’s hawks.

The reach of South Littlejohn’s Creel within the BSA provides potential habitat for Pacific
ﬁond turtle (Emys marmorata). The BSA does not support suitable habitat for any other special
status species and, consequently, the project will not affect any other special status wildhfe or
plant species.

The project will result in permanent impacts to 0.03 acre of non-wetland waters and temporary

impacts to 0.04 ac wetlands in South Littlejohn’s Creek. Consequently, the project will require
" aSection 404 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) Nationwide Permit under the Clean
Water Act (CWA) and Section 401 Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) Water
Quality Certification under the CWA, and a Section 1602 California Department of Fish and
Wildlife (CDEW) Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement under the California Fish and
Game Code. The project will not result in a net loss of wetlands.

The proposed praject includes numerous aveidance and minimization measures for special
status species and habitats to reduce the potential for adverse effects.
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1. Summary

Work will occur during periods of low flow in South Littlejohn’s Creek. Construction is
scheduled for September 2 through late October and is expected to take 20 working days to

complete.
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2. Infroduction

2. Introduction

The County, in conjunction with the Caltrans, proposes to construct improvements to prevent
additional bridge scour at the Van Allen Road Bridge (29C0115) over South Littlejohn’s
Creek. The County will serve as lead agency [or the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) review while Caltvans will be the lead agency for the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) review.

2.1 Project Location

The Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation at South Littlejohn’s Creek Project (project) is
located on Van Allen Road at the South Littlejohn’s Creek crossing, approximately 3 miles
west of the Community of Farmington in eastern San Joaquin County (Figures 1 and 2).

2.2 Project Description

Recent high flows have contributed to the degradation of the slopes and banks of South
Littlejohn’s Creek at the Van Allen Road Bridge resulting in minor incising and an increase in
vertical slopes on the creck banks. The bridge piers and abutments have also contributed to the
incising of the banks by restricting high flows within the limits of the bridge crossing. The
purpose of the project s to provide stabilization of the creek bed and slopes within the bridge
limits to prevent further degradation of the creek channel, abutments, and picrs.

The project proposes to install RSP across the channel of South Littlejohn’s Creek beneath the -
Van Allen Road Bridge to reduce scour of the bridge piers and abutments, and prevent further
degradation of the channel.

The scope of work includes:

o (Clearing and grubbing along the banks.

e Temporary installation of an access ramp and coffer dams, or alternative diversion
methods, to access the channel during potential flow perieds within the creek.

o TExcavation of the existing carthen channel bottom and banks to a maximum depth of 4.5
Teet.

o Placement of a layer of ¥ ton class RSP to conform to the upstream and downstream
‘conditions.

o Placement of gabion mats along the embankment to veduce depths of excavation.

PASJDT1001B\Tech Studies\Bic\Van Allen NESMI 4.14.doc 3
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2. Introduciion

‘Project staging will be located on an open dirt area at the southeast corner of the bridge
crossing.

Work will oceur during periods of low flow in South Littlejohn’s Creek. Construction is
scheduled for September 2 through late October and is expected to take 20 working days {o
complete.

Typical equipment used on the project will include trucks, graders, loaders, backhoes, and
bulldozers.

Project design plans are included in Appendix A.

PASJDT1001B el Studies\BiotVan Allen NESMI 4. 14.doc 7 5




3. Study Methods

3. Study Methods

Prior to conducting any field studies, the limits of the BSA were established, as shown in
Figure 3. The BSA totals approximately 0.95 acre and consists of the project footprint, access,
and staging areas. The BSA also includes lands beyond the footprint to the edge of the road
right-of-way that could potentially be affected by project construction and/or were determined
necessary to inventory in order to perform an adequate analysis of project impacts.

A list of sensitive wildlife and plant species potentially occurring within the BSA was
compiled to evaluate potential impacts resulting from project constiuction. Sources used to
compile the list include the California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB 2012), the
California Native Plant Society (CNPS) Online Edition (2012) and the United States Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS) online list (2012). The extent of the record search has been :

- designed to obtain a sufficient representative sampling of special status species that could

occur in the area. Due to the location, and limited size and scope.of the project, four 7.5-minute
quadrangles were referenced to compile the species lists: Avena, Manteca, Peters, and
Stockton East. The individual lists are included in Appendix B.

The species on the special status species lists were reviewed to determine if they could
potentially occur within the BSA. The cumulative list (shown in Table 1, Section 4.4) includes
numerous species representing a variety of habitat types. The list includes each species’
protection status, habitat information, status in the BSA, and supporting comments as
necessary. The determination of whether a species could potentially occur within the BSA was
based on the availability of suitable habitat within the species’ known range. Species requiring
specitic habitat not present in the vicinity of the project (e.g., vernal pools) were climinated as
potentially occurring and are not discussed further. Those species that could potentially occur
in the BSA. from a habitat suitability standpoint are discussed in Section 4.4.

LSA biologists Laura Belt and Mike Trueblood surveyed the BSA on August 10, 2012.
Vegetation communities in the BSA were mapped and assessed for the potential to support
special status species. A preliminary jurisdictional delineation was also conducted.

Vegetation in the BSA was characterized in accordance with 4 Manual of California
Vegetation, Second Edition (Sawyer, Keeler-Wolf, and Evans 2008), as appropriate. The:
nantes of the plant species are consistent with The Jepson Manual: Vascular Plants of
California, Sécond Edition (Baldwin, B. G., et. al., editors 2012).
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3. Study Methods

Potential waters of'the U.S. in the BSA were delineated in accordance with the 1987 ACOE
Wetland Delineation Manual {1987 Manual), the September 2008 Regional Supplement - Arid
West Region, and the ACOE Regulatory Guidance Letter 08-02 regarding Preliminary
Jurisdictional Delineations (June 2008). The field investigation was conducted in accordance
with the ACOE Routine Approach for small areas (i.e., equal to or less than 5 ac), as described
in the 1987 Manual. At each point, data was collected for soils, hydrology, and vegetation
where necessary to determine the extent of potential waters of the United States. Data sheets
are included in Appendix C. The limits of CDFW jurisdiction were also delineated.

No problems or limitations were encountered during the research, field work, or document
preparation that influenced the resulls presented herein.
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4. Environmental Selting

4. Environmental Setting

The BSA is located on Van Allen Road at the South Littlejohn’s Creek crossing,
approximately 3 miles west of the Community of Farmington and 10 miles southeast of the
City of Stockton in eastern San J. oaquiﬁ County. The project is located in the Peters
quadrangle, Township 1 North, Range 8 East, and bordering Sections 25 and 26.

Lands directly adjacent to the BSA are predominanily comprised of tural residential and
agricultural lands. Undeveloped lands in the vicinity are typically agricultural (row
crops/orchards/vineyards) or pastureland.

© 4,1 Description of the Existing Biological and Physical Conditions

‘The BSA lies in the central San Joaquin Valley, which is characterized by large, flat areas of
agricultural farmland. The majority of the land in the area is privately owned and appears to be
similar to lands directly adjacent to the BSA in use and vegetative characteristics. The BSA is
small, totaling 0.95 acre, and restricted to Van Allen Road and the surrcunding unpaved
shoulders, which support sparse ruderal vegetation. However, directly adjacent lands include a
range of agricultural felds consisting of orchards, row crops, and vineyards. The topography of
the BSA is [Jat, with an elevation of 89 feet above sea level.

Van Allen Road runs north to south through the BSA and consists of a two-lane asphalt
roadway. The existing bridge crossing is a two-lane, three-span steucture over South
Littlejohn’s Creek.

The reach of South Littlejohn’s Creek within the BSA is a perennial, low-gradient siream
within a well-defined channel confined by earthen levees. The creek flows cast to west through
the BSA and supports wetland vegetation. From the BSA, South Littlejohn’s Creek meanders
through farmlands of the central San Joaquin Valley before draining into French Camp Slough,
approximately 5 miles west of the BSA. The headwaters originate in the Sierra Nevada
foothills near Copperopolis in Calaveras County.

Representative photos are provided in Appendix D.
4.2 MNatural Communities/T.and Uses

The majority of the BSA is either developed (0.27 acre) or consists of ruderal, sparsely
vegetated areas, neither of which are considercd a natural community. The only natural
© communities within the BSA are associated with South Littlejohn’s Creck and include
common tule/Himalayan blackberry wetland and open water (Tigure 4).
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4. Environmental Setting

421  Common Tule/Himalayan Blackberry Wetland
The common tule/Himalayan blackberry wetland community is located along the low flow
banks of Scuth Littlejohn’s Creek. This community is dominated by dense patches of
Himalayan blackberry (Rubus armeniacus) and stands of common tule (Scheonoplectus acutus
var. eccidentalisy, California rose (Rosa californica) and mugwort (Arfemesia douglasiana) are
also representative, The commeon tule/Himalayan blackberry wetland community comprises
_ approximately 0.09 acre in the BSA.

422  Open Water
Open water habitat consists of the unvegetated aquatic habitat along a natural bottomed bed
and bank. Within the BSA, this community is found in the low-water channel of South
Littlejohn’s Creek. The open water community comprises approximately 0.05 acre in the BSA.

4.2.3  Ruderal
The ruderal community occurs along the unpaved road shoulders and edges of agricultural
ficlds that have niot been landscaped. This community is mostly bare dirt that is sparsely
vegetated with weedy, non-native plant species, including ripgut grass (Bromus diandrus),
barley (Hordeum murinum leporidunt), wild oats (Averna fatua), black muslard (Brassica
nigra), and Ifalian thistle (Carduus pycriccephalus). Ruderal areas comprise approximately
0.54 acres in the BSA.

4.3 Wildlife

The developed areas and ruderal vegetation in the BSA, as well as the surrounding agricultural
lands, typically donot provide high quality habitat for wildlife species. However, a variety of
species are known to oceur in urbanized and agricultural settings. In addition, a large Valley
oak adjacent to the BSA to the east and trees associated with an adjacent residence to the west
may provide nesling habitat for several bird species. Common wildlile species that may ocour
in the BSA include, but are not limited to, coyote (Canis Iab—-ar}s), California ground squirrel
(Spermophilus beechyi), common kingsnalee (Lampropeltis getula), red-tailed hawk (Buteo
Jjamaicensis), Swainson’s hawk, rock dove (Columba livia), American crow (Corviis
brachyrhiynchos), Brewer’s blackbird (Euphagus cyanocephalus), northern mockingbird
(Mimus polyglotios), European starling (Sturnus vulgaris), American robin (Turdus
migratorius), and mourning dove (Zenaida macroura).

South Littlejohn’s Creek provides potential habitat for anadromous fish species due (o its
hydrologic connectivity to known habitat to the west. However, a series of concrete walls are
located in South Litilejohn’s Creek downstream of the BSA that serve as impassible barviers
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4. Environmental Setiing

for anadromous fish (Figure 5). Consequently, anadromous fish are absent fiom the reach of
South Littlejohn’s Creek within the BSA.

South Littlejohn’s Creek provides potential habitat for giant garter snake (GGS) (Thamnophis
gigas}. Caltrans Biologist Rachel Kleinfelter corresponded with Jen Schofield of USFWS via
e-mail on December 24, 2013 regarding the possibility of GGS occurting in the vicinity of the
Stanley Road Bridge over Littlejohns Creek (a bridge replacement project approximately 1.5
miles northeast of the Van Allen Road Bridge project). Ms. Schofield advised that GGS are not
likely to occur in the area as the site is at the far eastern extent of their range.

Ms. Kleinfelter corresponded with Ms. Schofield again via e-mail January 13, 2014 regarding
GGS occurrence for other bridge crossings in the area. Again, Ms Schofield advised that GGS
are not likely to occur in the area. Based on this determination, there will be “no effect”™ to
GGS as a result of this project. All correspondence is included in Appendix E.

4.4 Regional Species and Habitats of Concern

A review was conducted of the specific habitats required by each species listed in Table 1, and
the specific habitats and habitat conditions present in the BSA. Based on this evaluation, it was
determined whether the species listed in Table 1 had potential to occur in the BSA. Special
status species that were observed, or determined to potentially oceur in the BSA based on
availabilily of suitable habitat or other facters such as plucking posts, scat, nests, dens, etc., arc
discussed more fully below. Species determined unlikely to accur in the BSA based on these
same factors are documented accordingly in the table and not discussed further in this report.

4.41 Swainson’s Hawk
The Swainson’s hawl is a State threatened species; it has no federal status. Swainson’s hawks
are long distance migrants, wintering primarily in South America, and returning north to breed.
Swainson’s hawks are large, broad-winged hawks that occur in open country throughout the
western half of the United States, In California, Swainson’s hawks occur in the northeastern
portion of the State, in the Great Basin Province, and in the Central Valley. They return to the
Central Valley in mid-March and begin migrating south in August. Nests are built in the tops
of large trees, primarily those associated with riparian habitats. They are known to forage up to
10 miles from their nest sifes. '

No suitable nesting or foraging habitat for Swainson’s hawk occurs within the BSA. However,
a large Valley oak adjacent to the BSA to the east and a few mature trees associated with an
adjacent residence to the west may provide nesting habitat for Swainson’s hawk; these trees are
prone to regular human disturbance, thus substantially decreasing their value as nesting habitat.

FASJD10018\Tech Studies\Bio\Wan Allen NESMI 4. 14.doc 13
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4. Envirenmental Setting

Agricultural row crops adjacent to the BSA to the southwesl provide potential foraging habitat
for Swainson’s hawks.

The Swainson’s hawk is well-documented in the region; the CNDDB includes 23 records of
this species within 10 miles of the BSA. However, none of these occurrences have had
evidence of active nesting within the last 5 years, with the most recent nesling record being
from 2003,

No Swainson’s hawks or evidence ol recent nesting was observed in the BSA during the
August 2012 site visit. However, since suitable nesting and foraging habitat is present adjacent
to the BSA, and Swainson’s hawks have historically nested nearby, this species could nest and
forage adjacent to the BSA.

Since all work is scheduled outside of the nesting season, the project will not affect nesting
Swainscn’s hawks,

44.1  Nesting Migratory Birds

While not typically considered special status species, migratory birds are protected under the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the California Fish and Game Code. Disturbance of
migratory birds during their nesting season (February 1 to August 31) could result in “take™
which is prohibited under the MBTA and Section 3513 of the California Fish and Game Code.
California Fish and Game Code (Section 3503) also prohibits take or destruction of bird nests
or eggs.

Migratory birds can nest in a variety of habitats depending on the species including on bridges,
ree canopies, dense shrubs, and even on the ground.

Within the BSA, the existing bridge structure and all areas that are not paved, developed or
otherwise exposed to constant disturbance, could be utilized for nesting by various migratary
bird species common to the region. However, the project will not affect nesting migratory
birds, as all work is scheduled outside of the nesting season.

4.4.2  Pacific Pond Turtle
The Pacific pond turtle is a State species of concern; it has no federal status. The Pacific pond
turtle ranges from western Washington State south to northwestern Baja California. Two
subspeciss occur in California: the north Pacific pond turtle (E.m. marnicratay, and the south
Pacific pond turtle (E.m. pallida). The BSA is north of the integration zone of these two
subspecies and is only within the range of the north Pacific pond turtle. The pond turtle is a
highly aquatic species, found in ponds. marshes, rivers, streams, and irrigation ditches that
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typically have rocky or muddy bottoms and support aquatic vegetation. Eggs are laid at upland
sites, away from the water, from April threugh August.

There are no records of Pacific pond turtle within 10 miles of the BSA. The closest CNDDB
occurrence, dated 1993, is approximately 14 miles to the southeast in Stanislaus County ina
man-made pond adjacent to the Burnett Lateral.

The reach of South Littlejohn’s Creek within the BSA provides potential habitat for Pacific
pond tuttle. Though this species was not observed during the site visit, it could be present in
the BSA.

4.5 Jurisdictional Waters

Turisdictional waters include wetlands and other waters that fall under the jurisdiction of the
ACOE pursuant fo Section 404 of the CWA, the RWQCB pursuant to Section 401 of the CWA
or the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Conirol Act (PCWQCA) or the CDFW pursuant to
Sections 1600-1616 of the State Fish and Game Code.

Potential jurisdictional waters within the BSA are limited to the reach of South Littlejohn’s
Creek to the top of the banks.

Potential Waters of the U.8., totaling 0.18 acre, consist of both wetlands and non-wetland
waters. Wetlands, totaling 0.09 acre, are limited to the lower banks of the channel both
upstream and downstream of the Van Allen Road Bridge. Non-wetland waters, totaling 0.09
acre consist of all other waters below the ordinary high water mark that were determined not to
support wetlands.

CDFW jurisdictional waters in the BSA total 0.31 acre and include all waters of the U.S. as
well as all areas up to the top of the banks.

As noted in Section 3, data collection occurred on August 10, 2012; wetland data sheets are
iucluded in Appendix C. Figure 6 shows the potential jurisdicticnal waters in the BSA, which
are also summarized in Table 2.

Table 2: Potential Jurisdictional Waters in the BSA (acres)

Features Area

Potential Waters of the U.S.
Wetlands 0.09
Non-wetland Waicrs 0.09
Total Waters of the U.5. : 0.18
Total CODEW 1602 Walers 0.31
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5. Project fmpacts

5. Project Impacts

The project will result in permanent impacts to 0.02 acre of low quality, ruderal vegetation
during placement of RSP, which has limited value for wildlife.

There will be no loss of nesting or foraging habitat for Swainson’s hawk associated with the
project.

The project will not affect any other special status species, including State or federally listed
species.

The project will result in minor permanent and temporary impacts to jurisdictional waters in
South Littlejohn’s Creek during placement of RSP and constriction of a temporary access
road. The project will result in permanent impacts to 0.03 acre of non-wetland waters and
temporacy impacts to 0.04 acre of wetlands. While the project will result in a net loss of non-
wetland waters due to placement of RSP, the project will only result in tempoary impacts to
wetlands as wetland vegetation is expected to naturally reestabish along the channel banks
f;ol'lowing project construction. Consequently, the project will not result in anet loss of
wetlands. Additionally, the project has been designed to avoid impacts to wetlands, where
feasible, by placing RSP only where necessary and limiting the creek access to the southeast
bank only. The measures in Section 6 below will also minimize impacts to wetlands during and
after construetion.

Based upon the above considerations, it is determined that there is no practicable alternative to
the proposed construction in wetlands and that the proposed actien includes all practicable
measures to minimize harm to wetlands which may result from such use. Therefore, the project
complies with Executive Order 11990 (Protection of Wetlands).
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8. Avoidance and Minimization Measures

6.

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

10.

. Work in the live channel of South Littlejohn’s Creek shall be minimized to the extent

possible.
Work shall occur during peviods of low flow in South Littlejohn’s Creek.

Clearing and grubbing activities shall be minimized to the extent possible to facilitate
construction activities.

Brightly colored fencing shall be placed along the limits of work to protect adjacent
habitat in South Littlejohn’s Creek and along edge of the staging area adjacent to the
dripline of a large oak. Fencing shall be mainiained in good condition for the duration
of construction activities,

Staging areas, access routes, and construction areas shall be located outside of wetland
areas to the maximum exfent practicable.

Measures consistent with the current Calirans” Construction Site Best Management
Practices (BMP) Manual (including the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
[SWPPP] and Water Pollution Control Plan [WPCP] Mauuals) shall be implemented to
minimize impacts to wetlands resulting from erosion, siltation, ete, during construction.

Worker environmental awareness training will be conducted by a USFWS-approved
biclogist for all construction personnel. This training instructs workers to recognize
Swainson’s hawles, Pacific pond turtles, and their habitat(s).

24-hours prior Lo the slart of construction activities in South Littlejohn’s Creek, the
reach of the creel within the BSA shall be surveyed by a USFWS-approved biologist
for the presence of Pacific pond turtles. Surveys will be repeated if a lapse in
construction activity of two weeks or greater has occurred. If Pacific pond turtles are
observed in the BSA, they shall be relocated outside of the work arca by a qualified
biologist.

If dewatering is necessary, dewatered habitat must remain dry for at least 15
consecutive days after April 15 and prior to excavating or filling of dewatered habitat.

Following completion of construction activitics, all fill slopes, temporary impact and/or
otherwise disturbed areas shall be restared to preconstruction contours (if necessary)
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6. Avoidance and Minimization Measures

and revegetated with the native seed mix specified in Table 3. Invasive exotic plants

will be controlled to the maximum extent practicable.

Table 3: Native Seed Mix

Scientific Name Common Name Rate (Lbs./Acre)
Bromus carinalus California bromesgrass 5.0
Elymus glawcus Blue wild rye 5.0
Elymus X triticum Regreen 10.0
Lischscholzia californica | California poppy_ 2.0
Hordzuin brachyantherum Meadow barley 5.0
FLapinus bicolor Bicolored lupine 4.0

11. Prior to issuance of a grading permit or other authorization to proceed with project

construction, the project proponent shall obtain any regulatory permits that are required
from the ACOE, RWQCB, and CDFW.

12. In accordance with Bxecutive Order 13113 (Tnvasive Species), to avoid the distribution

of invasives during project construction, contract specifications should include, at a

minimum, the following measures:

a. All earthmoving equipmetit to be used during project construction should be

thoroughly cleaned before arriving on the project site.

b. All seeding equipment (i.e. hydroseed trucks) shall be thoroughly rinsed at least

three times prior to beginning seeding work.

¢. To avoid spreading any nonnative invasive species already existing on-site to

off-site areas, all cquipment shonld be thoroughly cleaned before leaving the

site.
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7. Permits Required

The potential waters of the U.S. in South Littlejohn’s Creek that will be affected by the project
are regulated by the ACOE under Section 404 of the CWA. Tt is expected the proposed
discharge into South Littlejohn’s Creek during installation of RSP can be anthorized by the
ACOE using Nationwide Permit (NWP) 13 — Bank Stabilization. In accordance with the
conditions of NWP 13, a Preconstruction Notification must be submitted to the ACOE for
verification that the proposed discharges comply with the conditions of the subject NWP.

Discharges into waters of the U.S. under Section 404 of the CWA also require a Water Quality
Certification from the RWQCB, pursuant to Section 401 of the CWA. The RWQCB may opt
to waive the water quality certification and instead issue waste discharge requirements
pursuant to their authority under the PCWQCA.

Project impacts to jurisdictional CDFW waters will require a Lake and Streambed Alteration
Agreement from CDFW, under Sections 1600-1616 of the California Fish and Game Code:.
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Appendix A Design Plans

Appendix A Design Plans
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Appendix B CNDDB, CNPS and USFWS Lists

Appendix B CNDDB, CNPS and USFWS Lists
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Selected Elements by Scientific Name
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
California Natural Diversity Database

Query Criferia:  Quad is {Peters {3712181) or Avena (3712171} or Stockion East (3712182) or Manteca {3712172)

Rare Plant
Rank/CDFW
Species Element Code Federal Status State Status  Global Rank State Rank  8SCorFP
Agelaius tricofor ABPBXB0020 None None G233 82 S8C
tricolored blackbird . ,
Ambystoma calfforniense AAAAADTI80  Thréatened Threatened G2G3 5253 S8C
California tiger salamander
Antrozous pallidus . AMACC10010  None Mone G5 53 SSC
pallid bat ’ ’
Athene cunicularia ABNSB10010  None None G4 S2 Ss8C
burrowing owl i
Branchinecta fynchi ICBRAQ3030 Threatened None G3 5283
vernal pool fairy shrimp
Buteo swainsoni ABNKC18070  None Threatenad G5 s2
Swainson's hawk
Delphiniunt recuivatun FDRANOB1JO  MNone None G3 83 iB.2
recurved larkspur
Desmocerus californicus dimorphus NCOL48011 Threatened None G3T2 sz
valley elderberry longhorn heetls
Eryngluni racemosum PDAPIDZ0S0 None Endangered Gl S1 1B.1
Delta hutlon-celery
Lytta moesta | ICOLACO20  None None G2 52
moestan blister beetle '
Thamnophis gigas ARADB36150  Threatened Threatened G263 5253
giant garler shake
Tuctoria greenei PMPCAENDT0  Endangered Rare G1 S1 iB.A

Greene's tuctoria

Record Count: 12

Commercial Version — Dated December, 3 2013 -- Biogeographic Data Branch - [Fage 1 o0i1
Report Printed on Friday, Dacember 06, 2013 ) Infermaticn Expires 6/3/2014




CNPS Inventory Results ' Page 1 of |

CN P S Californin #ledive Part Rare and Endangered Plant Inventory

Plant List

2 matches found. Cliclk on scientific name for defails

Search Criteria

Found in Quad 37121H1

Rare Plant State Global

Scientific Name Commen Name Family Lifeform Rank Rank Rank
Centromadia parrvi ssp. Parmy's rough :

i tarpiant Asteraceae annual herb 42 532 G3T3
Ervngium racemosurn Delta buiton-celery  Apiaceae ﬁggal fperennial 18.1 51 G10

Suggested Citation [

California Native Plant Society (CNPS). 2013. Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants (online edition,
v8-02). California Native Plant Society. Sacramento, CA. Accessed on Friday, December 06, 2013,

Search the Inventory . Information Confributors
Simple Search Abouf the Inveniory, The Calflora Dafzbase
Advanced Search About the Rare Plant Program
Clossary, . CNPS Home Page
About CNPS
Join CNPS

@ Copyright 2010 California Native Plant Society. All rights reserved.
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boania Pative o  Rare and Endangered Plant Inventory

Plant List

3 matches found. Click on scientific name for details

Search Criteria

Found in Quad 37121H2

Rare Flant State Global

~ Scientific Name Comimon Name  Family Lifeform Rank Rihk Rank
Centfomedia parrvissp.  Pamy's rough Asteraceas  annual herb &3 83.2 G313
rudig tamplant
Delphinium recurvaium recurved larkspur  Ranuneulaceae perennial herb " 1B.2 53 G3
Symphyoirichum lentum Suisun Marsh Asteraceae perennial rhizomatous 1B.2 52 G2

aster herb

Suggested Citation i

California Native Plant Society (CNPS8). 2013. Inventory of Rare and Endangered Planis (online edition,
- v8-02). Galifornia Native Plant Society. Sacramento, CA. Accessed on Friday, December 06, 2013.

Search the Inventory Information Caontributors
Simple Search About the Invenfory The Calflora Database
Advanced Search About the Rare Plant Program '
Glossary ; CNPS Home Page
Abcut CNPS
Join CNPS

© Copyrigiht 2010 California Mafive Slant Sociely. All rights reserved.

http:/www.rareplants.enps.org/result. html?adv=t&amp;quad=3712 1 H2:1 12/6/2013
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U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Sacramento Fish & Wildlife Office

Federal Endangerad and Threatened Species that Occur in
or may be Affected by Projects in the Counties and/or
U.s.G.S. 7 1/2 Minute Quads you requested

Document Number: 131206111520
Database Last Updated: September 18, 2011

Quad Lists
Listed Species

Invertebrates
Branchinecta conservatio
Conservancy fairy shrimp (E)
Branchinecta lynchi
Critical habitat, vernal pool fairy shrimp (X}
vernal pocl fairy shrimp (T)
Desmocerus californicus dimorphus
valley elderberry longhorn beetle (T)
Lepidurus packardi |
vernal pool tadpole shrimp (E)
Fish
Acipenser medirostris
‘ green sturgeon (T) (NMFS)
Hypomesus transpacificus
delta smelt (T)
Oncorhynchus mykiss
Central Valley steelhead (T) (NMFS)
Critical habitat, Central Valley steelhead (X} (NMFS)
Oncorhynchus tshawytscha
Central Valley spring-run chinook salmon (T) (NMFS)
winter-run chinook salmaon, Sacramento River (E) {(NMFS)
Amphibians
Ambystoma californiense
California tiger salamandear, central population (T)
Rana draytonii
Califernia red-legged frog (T)
Reptiles
Thamnophis gigas
giant garter snake (T)
Mammals
Sylvitagus bachmani riparius
riparian brush rabbit (E)
Plants

http:/fwww.tws.gov/sacramentofes species/Liste/es species lists.cfim 12/6/2013



Sacramento Fish & Wildlife Office Species List Page 2 of 4

Tuctoria greenei
Greene's tuctoria (=Orcutt grass) (E)

Quads Containing Listed, Proposed or Candidate Species:
PETERS (461A)
STOCKTON EAST (4618)

MANTECA (461C)
AVENA (461D)

County Lisis
No county species lists requested.
Key: .
(E) Endangerad - Listed as being in danger of extinction
(T) Threatened - Listed as llkely to become endangered within the foreseeable future.
(P} Proposed - Cfflcially proposed in the Federal Register for listing as endangered or threatened.

(NMFS) Species under the Jurisdiction of the National Cceanic & Atmospheric Adminisiration Fisheries Service.
Consult with them directly about these species.

Critical Habitat - Area essenfial o the conservation of a species.

(PX) Proposed Critical Habitat - The species is already listed. Critical habitat is being proposed for it.
(C) Candidate - Candidate to become a proposed species.

V) Vacated by a court order. Not currently in efféct. Being reviewed by the Service.

(3 Critical Habitat designated for this species

Important Information About Your Species List

How We Make Species Lists

We store information about endangered and threatened species lists by U.S. Geological
Survey 7% minute quads. The United States is divided into these quads, which are about the
size of San Francisco.

The animals on your species list are ones that occur within, or may be affected by projects
within, the guads covered by the list.

s Fish and other aquatic species appear on your list if they are in the same watershed as your
quad or if water use in your quad might affect them.

» Amphibians will be on the list for a quad or county if pesticides applied in that area may be
carried o their habitat by air currents.

& Birds are shown regardless of whether they are resident or migratory. Relevant birds on the
county list should be considered regardless of whether they appear on a quad list.

Plants

Any plants on your list are ones that have actually been observed in the area covered by the
list. Plants may exist in an area without ever having been detected there, You can find out
what's in the surrcunding quads through the California Native Plant Soclety's online
Inventory of Rare and Endangered Planis.

Surveying
Some of the species on your iist may not be affected by your project. A trained biclogist

http:/fwww. fivs.gov/sacramento/es_species/Lists/cs_specics_lists.clin 12/6/2013
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and/or botanist, familiar with the habitat requirements of the species on your list, should
determine whether they or habitats suitable for them may be affected by your project. We
recommend that your surveys Include any proposed and candidate species on your list,
See our Protocol and Recovery Permits pages.

For plant surveys, we recammend using the Guidelines for Conducting and Reporiing
Botanical Inventories. The results of your surveys should be published in any environmental
documents prepared for your project.

Your Responsibilities Under the Endangered Species Act

All animals identified as listed above are fully protected under the Endangered Species Act of
1973, as amended. Section 9 of the Act and its implementing regulations prohibit the take of
. a federally listed wildlife species. Take is defined by the Act as "to harass, harm, pursue,
hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect" any such animal.

Take may include significant habitat modification or degradation where it actually kills or
injures wildlife by significantly impairing essential behavioral patterns, including breeding,
feeding, or shelter (50 CFR §17.3).

Take incidental to an otherwise lawful activity may be authorized by one of two
procedures:

e If a Federal agency Is involved with the permitting, funding, or carrying out of a project that may
result in take, then that agency must engage in a formal consultation with the Service,

During formal consultation, the Federal agency, the applicant and the Service work together to
avoid or minimize the impact on listed species and their habitat. Such consultation would result
in a biological opinicn by the Service addressing the anticipated effect of the project on listed and
proposed species. The apinion may autharize a limited level of incidental take.

o If no Federal agency is involved with the project, and federally listed species may be taken as
part of the project, then you, the applicant, should apply for an incidental take permit. The
Service may issue such a permit if you submit a satisfactory conservation plan for the species
that would he affected by your project.

Should your survey determine that federally listed or proposed species occur in the area and are
likely to be affected by the project, we recommend that you work with this office and the
California Department of Fish and Game to develop a plan that minimizes the project's direct and
indirect impacts to listed species and compensates for project-related loss of habitat. You should
include the plan in any environmental documents you file.

Critical Habitat

When a species is listed as endangered or threatened, areas of habitat considered essential
to its conservation may be designated as critical habitat. These areas may require special
management considerations or protection. They provide needed space for.growth and
normal behavior; food, water, air, light, other nutritional or physiological requirements;
cover or shelier; and sites for breeding, reprcduction, rearing of offspring, germination or
seed dispersal.

Although critical habitat may be designated on private or State lands, activities on these
lands are not restricted unless there is Federal involvement in the activities or direct harm to
listed wildlife.

If any species has proposed or designated critical habitat within a quad, there will be a
separate line for this on the species list. Boundary descriptions of the critical habitat may be
found in the Federal Register. The infermation is also reprinted in the Code of Federal
Regulations (50 CFR 17.95). See our Map Rocom page.

hitp:/fwww.fws.gov/sacramento/es species/Lists/es_species_lists.cfin 12/6/2013
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Candidate Species

We recommend that you address impacts to candidate species. We put plants and animals
on our candidate list when we have encough scientific information to eventually propose them
for listing as threatened or endangered. By considering these specles early in your planning
process you may be able to aveid the problems that could develop if one of these candidates
was listed before the end of your project,

Species of Concern

The Sacramento Fish & Wildlifa Office no-longer maintains a list of species of concern.
However, various other agencies and organizations maintain lists of at-risk species. These
lists provide essential information for land management planning and conservation efforts.
More info : :

Wetlands

If your project will impact wetlands, riparian habitat, or other jurisdictional waters as defined
by section 404 of the Clean Water Act and/or section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act, you -
will need to obtain a permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Impacts to wetland
habitats require site specific mitigation and monitering. For questions regarding wetlands,
please contact Mark Littlefield of this office at (916) 414-6520.

Updates

Our database is constantly updated as species are proposed, listed and delisted. If you
address proposed and candidate species in your planning, this should not be a problem.
However, we recommend that you get an updated list every 90 days. That would be March
06, 2014.

htip:/fwww.fws.gov/sacramento/es species/Lists/es species_lists.clim 12/6/2013
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

Projact/Site: ___Y ek City/County:_ S&w._ o aguiin Sampling Date: _"7/3Y4 {as)

ApplicanyOvmer: ___Soe. Toesunn (o Ty State:_ (i Sampling Point: A
Investigater(s)___ An e Trvtileag o Section, Townshlp, Range: '

Landform (hillslope, tarrace, elc.): Local refief (concave, convey, none): _. - Siope (%%
Subregion (LRE): Lat: Long: Dalum:

Soil Map Unit Name: _— NWI elassification:

(If no, explain in Remarks.)

Ara climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site fypical for this time of year? Yes _y/ Ne
Are Vegataiion ;Soif _yf_, or Hydrology slgnificantly disturbed? Ara "Nommal Cireumstancss” present? Yes v Mo

Ara Vagetation Soil . or Hydrology naturally problematic? (i needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Aftach site map showing sampling point locatlons, fransects, Important features, etc.
Ey:r:ap:yfl; 1; Vagt?t:;ﬁqn Prasent? :BS Y4 No Is the Sampled Area
ydiic Soil Present? !
: within a Wetiand? Yes_ v/ . No
Wetland Hydrology Presani? Yos _ " Nu ~ ]
Remarks: 7 : ; : |
SenY onriTEcve kel ustdd ~ Sea el Srekot gy IO f
—
VEGETATION )
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheek:
Tree Stratum  (Use scientifie names.) % Cover_  Species? _Status Number of Dominant Spadies
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAG: a A
= : Total Nomber of Dominant 3
3, : Species Across All Strafa: (B}
4
; ; Percént of Dominant Species - g,
Total Cover ___ That Are OBL, FACW, or FAG:
Sapling/Shiub Strafum @ or _GH A m
19 _Ribvs crm@nsacus M __'1_,—_ _Fazyy | Frevalence index workshest:
2, _Resa coliGornito il _-ﬁ Fag, Total % Coverof Mutiply by
o) _ OBL spetles xl=
4, _ ¢ ' FACW spacies x2=
5. - " FAC species x3=
Total Cover; _Yerdo FACU specles  X4=
Herb Stratum L UPL species xXG=
2 0 o [+ ]
1 Scheonopldis QCUTVS_ Lar, oth d"'&-i_d _Son Y Okt Cofumn Tolals: ___ {A) 8
2. fr¥iasyia Jagﬂaﬁ‘lg b g io L Mh farr ]
£\ i _ 5 % wd Tac Prevalenca [ndex =B/A=
4 ; BT 1o ,g, A7 Obl Hydrophytlc Vegetatlon Indicators:
5. A~z Dominanca Tes{ is >50%
g, __.. Provalence Index s =3,0°
7. ___ Morphologicat Adapfations® (Provids supporimg
4 data In Remarks or on a separafe shest)
' PR | .
rota) Covar: ﬁ - Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' {Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum 44
1 "Indicators of iydric soif and wetland hydralogy must
be present.
2
Totai Cover: Hydrophytie
Vegefatlon ‘/
% Bara Ground [n Herb Strafum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
| Remars

LS Army Corps of Enginsers Arid West - Version 11-1-2008



.

—_—

SOIL Sampling Point:

Profile Description: (Dascriba to the depth nesded to documentthe Indlcator or confirm the abeancs of Indlcaftors.}

Depth Matrix Redax Featuras
(inches) Color [moist) % Color (moist} Y% Type' _Loo

Texiura Remarks

"Type: C=Conceniration, D=Deplstion, RM=Reduced Matri.

*Location: PL=Pore Lining, RC=Ract Channel, M=Matrbx.

Hydric Soll Indleators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwlsa nated.)

Indleators for Problematic Hydric Solls™

__. Histosol {A1)

__. Histic Epipsdon (A2}

___ Biack Hisfic (A3)

Hydrogen Sulfids (A4)

Stratified Layers (AS) (LRR C)

1 em Muck (A9) (LRR D) .
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)

—_—

___ Thick Dark Surface (A12)
— Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
__. Sandy Gleyed Mafrix (S4)

___ Sandy Redox (S5)

__ Styipped Mairix (S6)

— Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
__. Loamy Glayed Mabix (F2)
__ Deplatad Malrix (F3)

___ Redox Daik Surface (F6)
___ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
_.. Redox Depresslons (F8)
. Vemal Pools (F9)

__ T om Muck (A3) (LRR ©)
— 2em Muck (A10) (LRR B)
___ Reduced Verfic (F18) _
___ Red Pareni Material (TF2)
. Other (Explain in Remarks)

*Indicafors of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetlland hydrofogy must be present,

Restrictlva Layer (if present):

Type:
~ Depth (inches): v Hydrlc Soll Present? Yes Mo
Remarks: R
goils dofs  hob collichdd., Banks Too sheee  Gor 0megS quet  linad 1, BN
HYDROLOGY =

Watiand Hydrolegy Indlcators:

" Surface Water (A1)

__. High Water Tabls (A2)

___ Seluration (A3)

__ Waler Marks (B1) (Nenrivering)

___ Sediment Deposits (B2) (Nonrivering)
__ Driit Deposits (B3) (Nonrlvarina)

. Surface Soil Cracks (BE)

___ inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)

Primary Indicalors {any ona Indicalor is suffelent)

Secondary Indicators (2 or mora requlrsd)

— Waler Marks (B) (Rlvering)

___ Salt Crust (B11)

___ Biotlc Crust (B12)

—. Aquaiic (nvsriebrales (813)
— Hydrogen Sulfide Odor {C1)

—— Sadiment Deposits (B2) (Riverine)
— Difi Depostts (B3) (Riverine)

___ Drainage Pattems (B10)

. Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

— Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3) —. Thin Muck Surfaee (G7)

___ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
— Recent Iron Reduction in Plowad Soils (C5)
__ Other (Explain in Remarks)

— Crayfish Burrows (C8)
— Saluration Visible on Asrial Imagery (c9)
—. Shallaw Aquitard (D3)

(includss capillary fringe)

—_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9) — FAC-Neutra] Test (D5)

Flsid Observations: ]

Surface Water Present? Yos_of  No Depth (nches): olege

Water Table Present? Yes___ Neo Depth (inchas) _—

Saturation Present? Yes Na Depth (inches): __ — Watland Hydrolegy Fresent? Yes_V/ He .

Dsscriba Recorded Dala (stream gauge, monioring well, aerfal pholes, previcus inspactions), if available:

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Enginssrs

Arid West —Version 11-1-2008




WETLAND DETERMINATION DAYA FORM - Arid West Reglon

Projact/Site:__ W'eaw w Ylwaed City/Counly: __ Do, "Sﬂg,g_v T Sampling Date:_ 2./ dyfhoik,
Applicant’Ouwner: __Sdves 'Sdagu‘. v Cyu KE State; _(F Samphng Point;_L.a
Investigator(s) __ e Syvewlon t-l Saction, Towrishlp, Range:
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Lecal reliaf (concave, convex, none): Stopa (%):
Bubregion (LRR): Lat: Long: Datum:
Soll Map Linit Name: NWI classkication:
Ara climatic / hydrologic condilions on the site fypical for this ime of year? Yes _~»” No___ (Ifno, explain in Remariks.) :
Are Vegetalon ______, Soil . or Hydrology significantly disturbeg‘i? Are *Normal Circumsiances” present? Yes_ W No
Are Vagetation Soil -, or Hydrology _ nafurally problematic? (If needad, explaln any answers in Remarks.)
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showling sampling point locations, transects, mpertant features, etc.
Hy'dr.bphyfic Vagefation Prasant? Yes_____ No u‘; , K i BTt Are " 7
Hydrc Scil Present? Yes____ No_w__ within a Wetland? Vg No {
Walland Hydrolegy Present? Yes ___ No_ v ) i ¥
Remarks:
) Ufiﬁmk thatin pe wx — Tep of ] l{vag
VEGETATION ‘
Absolule Deminant Indiczter | Domlinance Testworkshesk:
T@aﬁtrafurn {Uss scientiiic names.) % Cover Specles? _Status Number of Dominant Specias
3 : ThatAre OBL, FACW, or FAC; 2 )
o Total Number of Dominant :L )
3. _ . Species Across All Strala: (B}
4 : y
— Parcent of Bominant Species o
- Total Cover ____ ThatAre OBL, FACW, o FAC: ___D 10 (ajm)
Sapling/Shrub Strabusm
1. Preyval Index worksheet:
2, Total % Cover of: Muttinly by:
a, OBL species xi=
A. FACW species x2=
5, FAC species L X3=
Tolal Caver: =~ FACU spacies ' R4=
Herb Stratum ; ; UPL species x5=
1. Pagflcw Prvdunds lode  _are Fed | Colun Totals: ) ®
2. Bt < § ) & PTI u 2
3, cowhalis s S® e (e Prévalence Index = B/A =
4. iﬂ” e v EOy 52.1 P el | Hydrophytlc Vegetation Indlcators:
5. €utwo faviaie ﬁn’c.&trﬁ' io e o YPL, | — Dominance Testis »50%
6. Heyche e | g sl ady e WL | ___ Prevalence Index 1z£3.0"
7. —_ Marphological Adaptations® (Provide stipporting
3 _ data in Remarks o on a separats sheet)
- g PR | P
Total Cover. o). — Problematic Hydrophytie Vegetation! (Explain)
Woady Vina Straturn
1 *Indicatars of hydric soll and welfand hydrolagy must
5 ba present.
TofalCovern Hydrophytic
Vegoetation
% Bara Ground in Herd Strafum % Cover of Biotlc Crust Present? Yas Mo !./
Remarks:

US Anmy Corps of Engineers And West— Version 11-1-2006




SO0IL Sampling Point; o

Profile Deseription: {Dascn‘ba to the depth needed fo document the Indlcator or co nﬂn'n the absences of Indlcators.)

Depih Redox Feafures
[m@es} Color gmursu ﬁ Caolor ;mmsl) [ nga _Loc® _ Texure Remarks
oot loy 3 [).  lowe _ loap~

“Type: G=Concenfration, D=Deplefion, RM=Reduced Maldx.  ‘Localion: PL=Pora Lining, RC=Rost Channeal, M=Matrix.

Hyd:lc Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRS, unless otherwlsa nofed.) Indlcators for Problematic Hydrie Salis™:
__ Histosol (A1) — Santy Redox {S§) __ 1 cm Muck {(A9) (LRR ©)
. Histlc Epipedon {A2) . Strippad Matiix (S6) — 2 e Muck {A10) (LRR B)
___ Black Histic (A3) —_ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) _, Reduced Vertic (F18)
___ Hydrogen Suifide (A4) __. Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) ___ Red Parent Malerial (TF2)
__. ‘Sfratified Layers (A5} (LRR ) — Dspletad Matiix (F3) ___ Other {Explain in Remarks)
— 1om Muck {A9} (ERR D) _ ___ Radox Dark Surface (F&)
__ Depleted Befow Dark Surfacs (A11) ___ Dapleted Dark Surface (F7)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) __ Redox Depressions (F8)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) . Vemal Pools (F9) “Indicators of hydrophyllc vegefation and
_ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) watland hydrofegy must bs presant.
Rasfrictlve Layer (if prasent):
Typs:
Dapth (inches): Hydric Soll Present?  Yes No__ ¥
Remaris: ‘
HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrolegy Indicators: Secondary Indicators (2 or mora reguirsd)
Primarv Indicators (any one ndicator is sufficlsnt) ___ Waler Marks (B1) (Rivarins)
___ Surface Walsr (A1) ___ SaltCrust (Bi1) — . Sediment Deposils (82) (Riverine)
__ High Walsr Table (AZ) —. Biotie Crust (B12) __ Drift Deposits (B3) (Rivaring)
Saturation {A3) — Aqualic [nveriebrales (B13) _ Drainags Pattems (B10)
__ Water Marks (B1) (Nonrivering) ___ Hydregsn Suifide Oder (C1) — Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
Sediment Deposils (B2) (Menrivering) __ Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roofs (C3) ___ Thirs Muck Surface (C7)
___ [Dnift Deposits (B3) (Monriverine) ___ Frasence of Reducad Iran (G4) __ Crayfish Burrows (ca)
___ Surface Soil Cracks (B6) __ Recent fron Reduction in Plowed Saoils (C5) ___ Saturation Visibla on Aerfal Imagery (C9)
__ Inundation Visible on Aerfel Imagery (B7})  ___ Other (Explain in Remarks) —_ Shallow Aquitard (D3)
_ Water-Stained Leaves (BB) i . FAC-Neutral Test {D5)
F!sid Chservations:
Surfaca Water Presant? Yes_____ MNe_ o  Depthiinches):___
Water Tabla Prasent? Yes_ Na__¥  Depth(iiches): (e
Saturation Presant? Yes__ No_ A~ Depth (inches): "2 !0“‘{ Wetland Hydrology Preseni? Yes Neo 'u/'
(inchsdes capillary frings) ——

Deseribe Recorded Daila (stream gauge, moniloring welh, 2erial photos, pravious Inspections), If available;

Remarks:

US Anmy Corps of Enginesrs Ard West —Version 14-1-2008



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

Project/Site: VR\-\ Allay )?ng gﬁ ‘3&’-‘4 City/County: 5 L1 ‘T Oaguin Sampling Date; 2L L Fheiy,
Applicant/Owner; Saw Tony ik Canty State:__Cop __ Sampling Polnt ___ &)
Invastigator(s): il ; Saction, Townshlp, Rangs:

Landform (hiilsicpe, terrace, efe.): Local rellef (concave, convex, nana); Slape (%)
Subregien (LRR) Lat: Long: ' Dafum:

Soll Map Unit Nama: . NW! classificatian:

Ara climatle / hydiologic sondilions on ths sitaiypisal for this time of year? Yes " No {If ne, explain In Remarks.)

Ars Vegetation Soil _v*__, or Hydrology sighificantly disturbed? Ara "Normal Clreumstances” prasent? Yes 1/ No__
Ara Vagetation __/” , Seil__w~"_, or Hydrology raturally problamatic? (i needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)’

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locatlons, franseets, important features, efc.

:ngmp;yt:t; Vagelz:;iun Present? :ss_\'i_ :n i fa % Bamipled Aroa o j
ric Soil Presen 8s o ;
. within a Wetland¥ Yes No
Woetland Hydrology Present? Yos_a/ Mo______ . ¥
'Remaris:
VEGETATION _
Absoluts  Dominant Indicater | Dominance Test worksheet:
S[);gtum (Uss scientific names.) % Cover _Spacles? _Stalus Number of Dominant Species )
1 That Ara OBL, FACW, orFAG: __ 4. &)
& Total Number of Dominant 1
3. : Species Across All Strala: e )
* — Percant of Dominant Species 1o
” over That Are OBL, FACW, ﬁl.!g

Sapling/Shrub Steafum a DEERE: (B}
1. _Rfors 1Gemandatys Aoy Ty P _ | Prevalence Index worksheet: :
2. : Tolsl % Covar of: Multioly by:
3, OBL species Xi= -
4, s FACWspedes- .  _ x2=__
5, FAC species X3=

Total Covar_ J&ds FACU spacies ___ x4=
Herby Stratum UPL spacles . x5=

1._Dr¥asnesia E}m[hﬂam 0% Yy _ Faew CofumnTotals: _______ (A) ®)
2 Qotpaluw olifalatin _ AFe no  Fuw
3._Schevnoplahts s vor, Octidedabs S  _wo Ol FTSIRIIERIRE MHIAY

4, Hydrophytlc Vegeiaticn Indicators:

5. __. Dominanca Testis >50%

a. . Pravalencs Indaxis £3.0°

7. . Morphological Adaplatiens' (Provide supporting
" data In Remarks or on a separate sheef)

i . Ty |
Totz! Cover: ) ‘f! i Problematic Hydrophytic Vegefation® (Explain)

Woody Vine Straturn

£ "Indlcators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
be present.
2.
TotelCoverz Hydrophytle
Vagelatlon
% Bars Ground in Herb Sirafum % Cover of Blotic Crust Present?: Yes W Ka
Remarks:

Obrrass wrsfiond telgn, &% letr— Sl th.mwé YE ik b\y[{_}-_._aﬂ_r, shag Cetigrend
ek acets vapkafon. Shabo S¥rafna nok Useod For c»lammwmw fes .

A

US Army Corps of Enginesers Ard West —Version 11-1-2005



SOIL

Sarnpling Polnt: g\

Depth Matrix

Profile Description: {Jescribs to the depth needsd te document the Indleatar or cantirm the absance of Indlcators.j

Redox Featires

_{inchas) Color {molsi} %

Colorfmpish % Type!

2

Lo Texiure Remarks

1Typs: C=Conventration, D=Depletion, RM=Reducad Mairix.

%Laocation: PL=Pore Llning, RG=Root Channel, M=Malrix,

___ Histosol (A1)

___ Histic Epipadon (A2}

___ Black Histic {A3)

___ Hydrogen Sulfide (Ad)

___ Siratified Layers (A5) (LRR C)

— 1 em Muck (49) (LRR D)

_ Daplated Below Dark Surfaca (A17)

Hydric Soli Indlcators: {(Appilcable {o all LRRS, unless otherwies nofed.)

___ Sandy Redox {85)

—_ Siripped Mairix {S6)

___ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1).
_ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2}
. Dapleisd Matrix (F3)

___ Redox Dark Surfacs (F8)
__ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls™;

__ 1 om Muck (A9) (LRR €}
— 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR B)
___ Reduced Vertic (F18)

___ Red Parant Material (TF2)
___ Other (Explalnin Remarks)

—__ Thick Dark Surface (A12) — Redox Depressions (F8)
___ Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___ Vemal Pools (Fg) Jindlcators of hydrophyiic vegetation and
___ Sandy Glayed Mairix (S4) wetland hydrology must ba present.
Restrictlve Layar (if present):

Type:

Depth (inchss): Hydric Sofl Present? Yas No
Remarks: @ : A ks .

soil crivtrvn AT vicdd  Baeks fow Shep Ser saf Grtess any Banlg Kineed
wik g,
HYRPROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indlcators:

_y Burface Watsr (A1)

. High Water Table (A2)

___ Saturation (A3)

__ Water Marks {B1) (Nonriverinis)

___ Sediment Deposits (B2Z) (Nonrivering)
___. Drift Deposils (B3) (Nonrvsrins)

___ Surfaca Soil Cracks (B6)

2. Inundation Visible on Aerlai Imagery (B7)
- Water-Stained Laaves (B9)

Prdmary Indicafers {any ona Indicator [s sufficient)

Secondary Indicators (2 or mors requirsd)
. Water Marks (B1) (Rivarine)

___ SaltCrust (841)

___ Biofie Crust (B12)

___ Aguatic [nvertebrates (B13)
___ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

— Oxidized Rhlzospheres along Living Roofs (C3) __ Thin Muck Surfaca (C7)

. Presence of Reduced [ron {C4)

__. Regeni Iron Reduciion in Plowed Seils (C5)

. Othar (Explain in Remarks)

— Sediment Deposils (B2) (Rivering)
. Drift Deposits {B3) (Riverins)

___ Drainage Patierns (B10)

___ Dry-Season Water Tabla-{C3) -

—_. Crayfish Burrows (C8)
—. Saturation Visibla on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Shallow Aquitard (D3).
. FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Fleld Chsarvations:

Yes__ s No

Surfaca Water Present?
Waler Table Presant?
Saturalion Present? Yes

(includes capllifary mnga)

Dapth {inches): —ijﬁiﬂw_

Yeas Mo Depih (nches): ___—
No Depth (ches):

Wetland Hydrology Presenf? Yes_ W/ No

Desciibe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerizl pholas, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:

Uz Ammy Corps of Enginsers

Arid West - Version 11-1-2008



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM ~ Arld West Reglon

Projact/Sits: _\ &vi Allen Road N, :dee City/County: S aiw, ”Saqgu‘m Sampiing Date; _# /A 4/ ) ld
Applicant/Ownear: Soe Yooy uiy Cuu u_\j_g State: _ (A Sampling Point:___ . q
Invesilgator(s): _QQMQAQ@S)—_ Section, Townshlp, Range:

Landform (hilislope, ferrace, slo.): Local reflef {concave, convey, rione): Slope (%)
Subregion (LRR): Lat: Long: Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: NWI classification:

.Ara climatie { hydrelogic conditions on thé sile typical for this lime of yesr? Yes _ s/~ No {if no, explain in Remarks.)

Ara Vegetation_____, Soil ______, or Hydrolagy significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Clreumstances” present? Yes % Ne_
AreVegelation __,Soill _____, or Hydjology naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showlng sampling polnt locatlons, transects, important features, efe.

:y:rnphyﬁn Vagetftfen Prasent? ?{’Bs . a xo = Is the Sampled Arsa
Hyelie Sol Evssenty - e within a Wetland? Yes No_\/
Wefland Hydrology Presant? Yas No__ o . :
Finmagiis: upland dofn  poink- fop o lev-e
VEGETATION & . )
: Absolute Dominant Indicafor | Dominanes Test werkshest:
TreeStratum  (Use scientific names.) % Cover, Species? _Status Numbar of Dominant Species
1. That Ars OBL, EACW, or FAC: 4. 1Y)
s 2 Tolal Number of Dominant :
3. _ Specles Across Al Strata: .‘-L' B8)
4
Folal Tovin: Petcant of Dominant Spaciss | a e
- That Ara OBL, FACW, or FAC:
Sapling/Shrub Stratu A OFL, — 10U Jo. (am)
1. . Prevalencs Index worksheaf:
2, Total % Cavet of: Multiply by;
a. OBt specles %=
4, FACW spocles X2=
5, ‘ FAC species xB=
Total Coyen FACU species X4 =
ﬂ.@ . e ¥ R UPL specles Xg=
[ !*;5_?5?(&,_}3"4"‘?-'.“‘1"5 Soie W —%E | Column Totals: Ay &)
2- . ‘
3. Prevalence Index =B/A=
4 Hydropfiytlc Vegetation Indlcators:
5 —_ Dominance Test is >50%
6. ___ Provalence Indsx is =3.0°
7 __ Mormphological Adaptations! (Provide supporting
i data In Remarks or on @ separale shest)
. - - i p .
S — __. Pmblematic Hydrophyiic Vegetation' (Explain}
Woody Vine Strafum
N "Indicators of hydric oil 2nd welland hydrofagy mist
be present.
2
Tofal Cover: Hydrophyile
-] Vegetation )
% Bara Ground in Herb Stratum __ 0 /b % CoverofBiofieGrust_____ | Prasent? Yos ¥ Ma____
Remerks:

1‘&5_‘6 Crosicn 38 A | 5-1.1,(:!":%3_

LS Army Corps of Engineers Arid West —Version 11-1-2005



SDIL ‘ Sampling Point: cl;\

Profile Dascription: {Deseribe to the depth needad to document the Indicator or confinm the absance of Indleators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Featuras
{inches) Color (molst) __ __%  __ Color (meist) % Tvpe' _Lod’ Texdurs Remarks

G"-'-‘o u !Gjh &!I ]O!‘.lﬁ_ IQ;;:-..‘

"Type: G=Concenfration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix. ZLosalion: PL=Pare Linlng, RC=Root Charnal, M=Matrix,

Hydric Soll Indleators: {Applicable to all LRRS, uniess otherwlse notad,) Indleators for Problematic Hydrlc Soils™:
. Histesol (A1) ___ Sandy Redox {S5) — 1 om Muck (A8) (LRR C)
___ Histic Epipedon (A2) __ Stripped Matrix (S6) ___ 2cm Muck (A10) (LRR B)
. Biack Histic (A3) ___ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) —_ Reduced Vertie (F18)
__ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) __ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) — Red Parsnt Material (TF2)
___ Stralified Layers (A5) (LRR ) ___ Depleted Matrbe (F3) __ Other (Explain in Remarks)
1 em Muck (A9) (LRR D) ' . Redox Dark Surface (FG) '
_. Deplated Below Dark Surfaca (411) — Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
— Thick Dark Surface {A12) ____ Redox Depressions (F8)
___ Sandy Mucky Minerai (1) ___ Vemal Pouis {F8) “Indicators of hydrophytic vagetaiion and
__ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (39) weiland hydrology mustbe prasent,
Restrictive Layer (if present):

Type: "

Depth (inches): , Hydric Soll Prasent?  ‘Yes No W
Remarks: )

Aavle 5o}~ Ks 503\

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indlcators: Secondary Indicators (2 or mors requlired)
Primary Indicators {any one indicator is sufficient) —_ Waler Marks {B1) (Rl\rerim;)
___ Surface Water (A1) __ Selt Crust (B11) — Sediment Deposits (B2) (Rivarins)
__. High Waler Table {A2) — Blotie Crust (B12) . Drift Deposfis (B3) (Riverine)
. Saturatfon (A3) __ Aquatic Inverlebrates {513) —__ Drainage Pattems (B10}
__ Water Marks (B1) {Nunriveﬁne) . Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) — Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
___ Sediment Deposits (B2) (Nonriverins) . Oxidized Rhizaspheras along Living Rools (C3) ___ Thin Muck Surfaca c7)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) (Nenriverine) __ Presanca of Reduced Iron (£4) ’ __ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
___ Surface Soll Cracks (B6) — Recent Iron Reduction in Plowad Sails (C5) — Seturation Visibls on Aerial Imagery (C9)
— [nundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)  __ Other (Explain in Remarks) ___ Shallow Aguitard (D3)
—_ Water-Slained Leaves (BB) | ___ FAC-Neutrat Test (D5)
Fleld Obsarvatlons:
Surfzcs Waler Present? Yes__ No_V Depth{nches)__—
Walsr Tabla Praseni? Yes  No ¥ Depth {inches): __ 7 ¢ 4
Safurafien Presant? Yes No _\"__ Depth (inches):__ 7 Je)* Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes Na Vf
(inciudes caplilary frings)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerfal photos, pravious inspections), If avafiable:

Remarks:

US Ammy Comps of Enginesrs Arfid West - Versian 11-1-2006



ﬁgg@ndix D Representative Phofos

Appendix D Representative Photos

PASIDI001B\Tech Studies\BioWan Allon NESMI 4.14.doc



(z1/e o1 Jndsaond dnpsanrdernig 1001 Arsd

stdeaSorong samiepragardayy

(955) 6565-dWdd "o\ w2loig piopag

§0~pooy sy oA -[g-0T

§24 5, MyOfIHIT ynog 0

UMOIIpY dnoag (Srro-née) s pooy uafy uny

(2102} “2UL SIRI00SS Y V7T SHOWN0S

pic

Me() AaeA Jusorlpe ple eose FmImg

ATPLET PROY U]V UZA

—— e =1




Appendix £ Agency Coordination

Appendix E  Agency Coordination

PASJD1001B\Tech Studics\Bio\Van Allen NESMI 4.14.doe



Milce Truehlood

From: Kleinfelter, Rachel S®DOT <Rachel Kleinfelier@dot.ca.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2014 11:58 AM '

To: Mike Trueblood; Jeff Bray; Smith, Steve; Scott Goebl; Diane Moore

Cc: Mark Hopkins; Myrah, Julie A@DQOT; Zelazo, Emilis M@DOT

Subject: FW: RE: Distribution of Giant Garter Shake in Eastern San Joaquin County
Attachments; Delta GGS Material 08-18-2009.docy; Hansen \White Slough WA GGS Final Repart

03-10-2011 Public.pdf; BNSF Escalon to Stockton Double Tracking - GGS Pre-
Construction Surveys_2013-09-16a.pdf; BNSF Escalon to Stockton Double Tracking -
GGS Pre-Construction Surveys_2013-09-16b.pdf; BNSF Excaloh to Stockton Double
Tracking - GGS Pre-Construction Surveys_2013-09-15.pdf; BNSF 2013-09-150001.pdf;
BNSF 2013-09-160001.pdf; BNSF 11181 WQ 2013-09-17 pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged
Hi,

I spoke with Eric Hansen yesterday ahout GGS distributions in Eastern San loaquin County. He does net have any
accurrence nformation but he sent survey data that he has collected at Little John's Creek.

-Eric has done some survey work on Liitlejohn's Creek for the BNSF railroad project, Stockton to Escalon Double Track

Project. See attached e-mails/data sheets. He did not observe GGS during the pre-construction surveys.

_ -Biological Assessment that was written for this project can be accessed .
at: htip://149.136.20.80/rail/dor/assets/File/Stockton to Escalon NEPA EA Vol 2 052009 sans Cultural Se
nsitive 03252011.pdf

=

Very [ittle likelihood that GGS are found along Littlejohn’s Creek. Although suitable GGS habitat may be present,
aguatic habitat (such as rice fields or adjacent wetland habitat) necessary to support GGS populations are not
present. Area also has alot of human disturbance.

~Stockten Diverting Canal: Habitat has changed drastically. Ten years ago, this habitat went to the wayside. He was
going to trap this area, however, he decided not to due to conversion of land to agriculture and presence of homeless
encampments.

- The White Slough Wildlifa Area (Coldoni Marsh/White Slough) population of GGS is potentially the Southernmost
extant population in the Sacramento Valley, and is the only known extant population in San Joaquin County. GGS
population exists at the White Slough, Pond 9, Caldoni Marsh and GGS were captured in 2009 and 2010. Refer to
attachment, Hansen White Slough WA GGS Final Report.

Mark-Could you piease pass this along to anyone that | may have missed. Thanks:-)

o s e s e e e e e e
st ikt Srake sl e ale e als

SRk kR

Rachel Kleinfalter

Associate EP/Biologist

Environmental MPS and Local Assistance Branch
(209) 948-3567



From: Eric C. Hansen [mailto:echansen@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2014 4:06 PM

To: Kleinfelter, Rachel S@DOT

Subject; RE: RE; Distribution of Giant Garter Snake in Eastern San Joaguin County

Hi Rachel,
It was nice talking with you this afternoon. As | mentioned, 'm attaching a summary of Delta work (including the area
you're describing) with a list of citations. It's older than | remembered {don’t knew where the time goes), so I've also

attached my WSWA report to fill gaps if you need.

The other materials are a series of emails decumenting monitoring efforts along the BNSF this past summer. The field
survey forms are also provided in'suppaort of the messages.

Please let me know if you have any additional questions.
Best Regards,

Eric C. Hansen, M.3.

consulting enwromaarial biologist

4200 North Freeway Brulevard, Suits 4 ‘(
Saoramanio, CABHRIL-1238

F: 945.921.8284 [ M 916.3947248 | F: 516.921.5273

From. K!emfelter, Rachel S@DOT maﬂto Rachel Kremfe[ter@dot ca.gov ]

Sent: Friday, January 24, 2014-4:54 PM

To: Eric Hansen

Subject: RE: RE: Distribution of Giant Garter Snake In Eastern San Joaquin County

That would be great. | will give yau a call on Monday. Have a good weekend!

From: Eric Hansen [mailto:echansen@sbeaglobal net]

Senkt: Friday, January 24, 2014 4:52 PM

To: Kleinfelter, Rachel S@DOT

Subject: Re: RE Distribution of Giant Garter Snake in Eastern San Joaquin County

Rachel,

Darn, I'm sorry this slipped off my radar. T don't have occurrence data either, but could pass alongside some
survey data if you'd like to give me a call on Monday.

Fric

Sent from Yahoo! Mail on Android

Erom: Kleinfelter, Rachel S@DOT <Rachel.Kleinfelter@dot.ca.gov>;

To: Eric Hansen <echansen@shcealobal.net>;

Subject: RE: Distribution of Giant Garter Spake in Eastern San loaquin County
Sent: Sat, lan 25,2014 12:48:41 AM ’




Hi,

I was just checking in with you. Theard back from the Service and they did not have any occurrence info. for GGS in the
area described below. Still wondering if you may have any occurrence info. They also said that it was unlikely that GGS
would be found at the bridge scour projects located east of Austin Road. However, they did say that there could be a
potential for GGS to be at Austin Road. Do you have any occurrence info. for this location and do you think that there is
potential for GGS to be found at this location?

Thanks for your assistance,

Rachel

Fhgkck Rk Rk kR

Rachel Kleinfelter
Associate EP/Biologist .
Environmental MPS and Local Assistance Branch

(209) 9483667

From: Eric Hansen [maillo:echansen@sbeglobal.net]
Sent: Monday, January 13,2014 6:43 PM

To: Kleinfelter, Rachel S@DOT

Subjeet: Re: Distribution of Giant Garter Snake in Eastern San Joaquin County

Hi Rachel,
I'm out of town, but will contact you when T retwrn on Thursday,
Eric

Sent from Yahoo! Mail on Android



From; Kleinfelter, Rachel S@DOT <Rachel.Kleinfelter@dot.ca.gov>;
To: echansen@sbcglobal.net <echansen@sbeelobal.net>;

Subject: Distribution of Giant Garter Snake in Eastern San Joaquin County
Sent; Mon, Jan 13, 2014 10:44:47 PM

Hi,

I work for Caltrans, in the Stockton office, and attended the GGS weorkshop, almost three years ago! | was
hoping to get some guidance from you on the distribution of GGS in eastern San Joagquin County. 1 am working
on several bridge scour projects along South Littlejohns Creek from 2.13 miles east of Route 99 (Austin Road)
to Escalon-Bellota Road. Would you happen to have cmy GGS occurrence info. for this area? Also, would you
expect to still find GGS in this atea?

Tam also working on a bridge replacement project at Victory Road at the Lone Tres Creck crossing
approximately 3.5 miles northeast of the City of Escalon. The project is locafed at the southeast edge of San
Joaquin County on the border with Stanislaus County. Would this be outside the current known range of the
GGS?

Thanks lor your assistance,

Rachel

ssde o e ook e ook o o bk ok R kg
Rachel Kleintelter
Associate BEP/Biologist

Environmental MPS a_nd'Local Assistance Branch

(209) 948-3667



Mike Trueblood

From: : ' Kleinfelter, Rachel S@DOT <Rachel Kleinfelter@dot.ca.gov>
Sent: Monday, Jahuary 13, 2014 5:23 PM

To: Jeff Bray; Mike Trueblood

Cc: ' Myrah, Julie A@DOT; Zelazo, Emilie M@DOT; Mark Hopkins
Subject: Victory Road Bridge Replacement 5929 (216)

Hi,

In lieu of the info. that we received from the USFWS below regarding the Stanley Road Bridge Scour Project, GGS would
not be present at the Victory Road project area since it is well ouiside of the easternmost range of the GGS. Thus,
Caltrans is comfortable moving forward with a “no effect” determination regarding GGS at Victory Road.

Thanks

HhERREREFRRFER R EE RS

Rachel Kleinfelter

Associate EP/Biologist

Environmental MPS and Local Assistance Branch
(203) 948-3667

From: Kleinfelter, Rachel S@DOT

Sent: Monday, January 13, 2014 5:09 PM

To: 'Scott Goebl'

Cecz Myrah, Julie A@DOT; Zelazo, Enilie M@DOT,; Mark Hopkins

Subject: FW: Request for Assistance; GGS Distribution in Eastern San Joaquin County

Hi Scott,

See response that | goi back from the USFWS (len Schofield} concerning GGS. It is unlikely that GGS are present within
the Stanley Road Bridge project area. |also tried contacting Eric Hansen (GGS expert) to get GGS cecurrence infa. for
this area. If | get a response from Eric Hansen, | will forward it to you. However, with the USFWS response below,
Caltrans is comfortable moving forward with a “no effect” determination regarding GGS.

Mark-We are waiting to get a response from the USFWS on the status of GGS for the Van Allen, Mariposa, and Austin
Road project areas. Assoon as | get a response from the USFWS or Eric Hansen, | will let you know.

Thanks

R T E e e

Rachel Kleinfelter

Assoclate EP/Biologist

Environmental MPS and Local Assistance Branch
(209) 348-3667

=



From: Schofield, Jennifer [mailto:ien_schofield@fws.gov]

Sent: Monday, January 13, 2014 3:38 PM

To: Kleinfelter, Rachel S@DOT )

Subject: Re: Request for Assistance; GGS Distribution in Eastern San Joaquin County

T've followed up with a co-worker who's very involved with GGS work and he also confirms it's pretty unlikely

that the GGS would actually be present in this area.

Jen Schoficld

Contract Biologist - Caltrans Liaison :

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Sctvice, Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office
Endangered Species Program - San Joaquin Valley Division

2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2605, Sacramento, CA 05825
Office: (916) 414-6604; Jen_Schofield@fivs.gov

On Man, Jan 13, 2014 at 9:56 AM, Klcinfelter, Rachel S@DOT <Rachel.Kleinfelter@dot.ca.gov> wrote:

Thank you for checking into this:-)

From: Schofield, Jennifer [mailto:jen_schofield@fws.gov]
Sent: Friday, January 10, 2014 5:59 PM

To: Kleinfelter, Rachel S@DOT

Subjeci: Re: Request for Assistance; GGS Distribution in Eastern San Joaquin County

Hi Rachel,

I'm not aware of any additional GGS cccurrences in this area. Based on aerial mapping, there could be suitable
habitat for the species at this location, but it is unlikely (though not impossible) they wonld be present this far
cast. I'll do some further checking.

Jen

Jen Schofield



Contract Biologist - Calitans Tiaison
T1.S. Fizsh and Wildlife Service, Sactamento TFish and Wildlife Office

Endangered Species Program - San Joaquin Valley Division

2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2605, Sactainento, CA 95825

Office: (916) 414-6604; Jen Schofield@fws.gov

On Tue, Dec 24, 2013 at 4:40 PM, Kleinfelter, Rachel S@DOT <Rachel.Kleinfelter@dot.ca.cov> wrote:

Hi,

[ am providing oversight on a bridge scour repair project located in San Joaquin County on South Littlejohns
Creek at Stanley Road. See attachments. Would you happen to have any GGS occurrence info. for this
area? Would you expect to find GGS at this location?

Thanks for your help,

Rachel

st e ol e ek e
Rachel Kleinfelter
Associate EP/Biologist

Environmental MPS and Local Assistance Branch

(209) 948-3667
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State of California Department of Transportation

HISTORIC PROPERTY SURVEY REPORT

1. UNDERTAKING DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION
District |County|Route Post Miles ~ unit E-FIS Project Number  |Phase
10 SJ
_ |District |CounfyiFunding Source IFederaf—Aid Froj. No. [Location |e-Fis Proj. No  |Phase
10 S IBPMP-5929(226)  [Farmington |
“For Local Assistance projects off the highway system, use headers in ifalics)
| Project Description: I

San Joaquin County Department of Public Works (County), in cooperation with the California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans), proposes a project to design a uniform channel section
supporiing the Van Allen Road Bridge (29C0115) with scour countermeasures to prevent channel
degradation of South Littlejohn’s Creek, near Farmington, San Joaguin County, California (Attachment
1: Figyres 1 and 2).

Van Allen Road Bridge is located southeast of the City of Stockton in a rural area of the County that is
surrounded by agricultural land. Construction would oceur within previously disturbed areas of County
right-of-way, while staging will require temporary easements on adjacent properties.

The scope of work includes:

. Clearing and grubbing along the banks

® Temporary installation of an access ramp and coffer dams, or alternative diversion methods, to
access the channel during potential flow periods within the creek

- Hxcavation of the existing earthen channel bottom and banks to a maximum depth of 4.5 feet

. Placement of a layer of V4 ton class Rock Slope Protection (RSP) to conform to the upstream and

downstream conditions

» Potential placement of gabion mats along the embankment to reduce depths of excavation

The purpose of the project is to create a smooth channel transition throughout the Area of Potential
Effects (APE) and reduce channel degradation at abutments and piers leading to bridee instability. No
new right-of-way will be required.

Bascd on this Archacological Survey Report (ASR) study the proposed underlaking does not have the
potential to affect historic properties.

2. AREA OF POTENTIAL EFFECTS |

The APE is located in Sections 25 and 26, Township 1 North/Range 8 East, Mount Diablo baseling and
meridian, as depicted on the accompanying portion of the USGS (1994) Peters, Calif., 7.5° topographic
quadrangle (Attachment 1: Figures 1-3).

The APE was established in consultation with Jacqueline Wait, PQS — Lead Archaeological Surveyor,
Environmental MPS and Local Assistance Branch, and Mahmoud Sagga, Senior Bridge Engineer, on
June 11, 2012. The 1.0-acre horizental APE is approximately 400 feet long along Van Allen Road and 60-
170 feet wide. The APE has been bounded to include the maximum extent of ground disturbance
including staging, which will require temporary construction easements on adjacent properties. The

For the federal undertaking described in Part 1: To minimize redundancy and paperwork for the Callfornia
Department of Transpertation and the State Historic Preservation Officer, and in the spirit intended under the federal
Paperwork Reduction Act (U.S.C. 44 Chapter 35}, this document also satisfies consideration under California

Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Secfion §15064.5{(a) and, as appropriate, Public Resources Code §5024 (a)(h)
and (d).

[HPSR form: 07-22-10] : Page 1



State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency California Department of Transportation .

HISTORIC PROPERTY .SURVEY REPORT

vertical APE will reach a maximum depth of 4.5 feet in the existing earthen channel, which measures
180-feet long and 80-feet wide.

3. CONSULTING PARTIES f PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

X Native American Heritage Commission (Attachment 3)

LSA and the San Joaquin County Department of Public Works conducted Native Amencan
consultation. Both scts of consultation are detailed below.

Native American Heritage Commission: In July of 2011 Mark Hopkins, Senior Planner at the San
Joaguin County Department of Public Works, sent a letter describing the project with maps
depicting the project area to the Native American Heritage Commission (NALIC) in Sacramento

_ asking the Commission to review their Sacred Lands File for any Native American cultural
resources that might be affected by.the project. Also requested were the names of Native
Americans who might have information or concerns about the APE. Katy Sanchez, NAHC
Program Analyst, in a fax dated July 19, 2011, informed Mr. Hopkins that a records search of the
Sacred Lands File did not “indicate the presence of Native American cultural resources in the '
immediate project area.” Ms. Sanchez also provided a list of Native American contacts
(Attachment 3).

On August 4, 2011, Mark Hopkins, San Joaquin County Department of Public Works, sent letters
deseribing the project with maps depicting the project area to the Native American contacis onthe
contacts list provided by the NAHC, asking for any information or concerns regarding cultural
resources within the project area (Attachment 4).

LSA has not received any responses to these letters.

On June 5, 2012 and on July 9, 2012, LSA sent a fax describing the project with maps depicting the
APE to the NAHC in Sacramento asking the Commission to review their Sacred Lands File for any
Native American cultural resources that might be affected by the project. Also requested were the
names of Native Americans who might have information or concerns about the APE. Katy
Sanchez, NAHC Program Analyst, in a fax dated July 11, 2012, informed LSA that a records
search of the Sacred Lands File did not “indicate the presence of Native American cultural
resources in the immediate project area.” Ms. Sanchez also provided a list of Native American
conlacis {Attachment 3).

[

Native American Tribes, Groups and Individuals {(Attachment 4)

On July 12, 2012, LSA sent letters describing the project with maps depicting the APE to the
Native American contacts on the contacts list provided by the NAHC, asking for any information
or concerns regarding cultural resources within the APE (Atiachment 4).

The following two responses were received:

California Valley Miwok Tribe: In a July 17,2012, letter, Ms. Silvia Burley of the California
Valley Miwok Tribe stated that the tribe has no concerns regarding the project and they would like
to be contacted if Miwok artifacts are observed in the APE. Ms. Burley also requested the authors

For the federal undertaking described in Part 1: To minimize redundancy and paperwoik for the California
Department of Transportation and the State Historic Preservation Officer, and in the spirit intended under the federal
Paperwork Reduction Act (1.S.C. 44 Chapter 35), this document also satisfies consideration under California
Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Section §15084.5(a) and, as appropriate, Public Resources Code §5024 (a){b)
and (d).

[HPSR form: 08-20-07] : Page 2
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email address for future correspondence; the email address was provided in a follow-up fax.

Ione Band of Miwok Indians: On July 26, 2012, LSA spoke with a tribal receptionist who stated the
consultation document was routed to the lone Band of Miwok Indians Cultural Comumiltee, At the
request of the receptionist, a copy of the consultation document was emailed to the Cultural

- Committee email on July 26, 2012,

No response to the remaining consultation letters was received within three weeks and LSA made

follow-up telephone calls. A summary of these calls and additional correspondence is presented
below:

Briana Creekmore: On July 26, 2012, LSA attempted a follow-up call but the telephone number
provided by the NAHC is incorrect.

Buena Vista Rancheria: On July 26, 2012, LSA left a message with the Tribal Environmental
Resource Director, Ms. Roselaynn Lwenya. In the message LSA requested that the tribe contact
LSA with any information or conceins regarding culiural resources within the APE. No response
has been received to date.

Tone Band of Miwok Indians — Cultural Committee: On July 26, 2012, LSA left a message
requesting that the fribal cultural committee contact LSA with any information or concerns
regarding cultural resources within the APT. No response has been received to date.

Katherine Erolinda Perez: On July 26, 2012, LSA left a message requesting that Ms. Perez contact
LSA with any information or concerns Iegurdmg cultural resources within the APE. No response
has been received to date,

Randy Yonemura: On July 26, 2012, LSA left a message requesting that Mr, Yonemura contact
LSA with any information or concerns regarding cultural resources within the APE. No response
has been received to date.

Wilton Rancheria: On July 26, 2012, LSA left a message requesting that the Rancheria contact
LSA with any information or concerns re garding cultural resources within the APE No response
has been recelved to date.

[

Local Historical Society / Historic Preservation Group (Aftachment 5)
On June 4, 2012, L8A sent a letter describing the project with maps depicting the APE to the
Stockton Historical Socisty, San Joaquin Historical Society, and Escalon Historical Society

(Attachment 5), On June 25, 2012, LSA made follow-up telephone calls. The results of these calls
are provided below.

San Joaguin Historical Society: No response 1o the leiter was received within three weeks and LSA
attempted to make a follow-uprtelephone call. In a telephone conversation the San Joaquin
Historical Sociely Archivist, Lee Johnson, said that he is unaware of features with historical
significance in the APE.

Stockton Historical Society: No response (o the email was received within three weeks and, in lieu
of a listed telephone number, LSA attempted follow-up emails. No responses were obtained.

Lscafon Historical Society: No response to the letter was received within three weeks and LSA
made follow-up telephone calls and emails. The Escalon Historical Society responded in an email

For the federal undertaking described in Part 1: Tc minimize redundancy and papanwork for the Califorpia
Department of Transportation and the State Historic Preservation Officer, and in the spirit inténded under the faderal
Papasrwork Reduction Act (U.8.C. 44 Chapter 358), this document also satisfies consideration under California
Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Secilon §15064.5(a) and, as appropriate, Public Resources Code §5024 (2)(b)
and (d).
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that they have “no concerns regarding this project.”

4. SUMMARY OF IDENTIFICATION EFFORTS I

X National Register of Historic Places Month & Year: 1979-2002 & supplements
X California Register of Historical Resources Year: 1992 & supplemental information to date
X California Inventory of Historic Resources Year; 1976
X California Historical Landmarks Year: 1995 & supplemental information to date
X California Points of Historical Interest Year: 1992 & supplemental information fo date
X State Historic Resources Commission Year: 1980-present, minutes from quarterly

: meetings
X Caltrans Historic Highway Bridge Inventory Year: 2006 & supplemental information to date
X Archaeological Site Records

The Central Califorria Information Center (CCIC) of the California Historical Resources
Information System, California State University, Stanislaus, conducted two records searches (8017

~ L.and 8267 L) of the APE and a Y-mile radius on July 25, 2011 and June 6, 2012 (Attachment 6).
The CCIC, an affiliate of the State of California Office of Historic Preservation, is the official state
repository of cultural resource records and reports for San Joaguin Countly.

" Resulis:
No arch'leologlcal cultural resources were identified within or adj acent to the APL’ Additionally,
no previous studies have been conducted in the records search area.

=

5. PROPERTIES IDENTIFIED |

>

No cultural resources are present within the project APE.

6. LIST OF ATTACHED DOCUMENTATION |

Project Vicinity, Location, and APE Maps, Attachment 1

Archaeological Survey Report (ASR) Attachment 2

Native American Heritage Commission Consultation Letters. Attachment 3
Native American Contacts Consultation Letters. Attachment 4

Historical Society Consultation Letters, Attachment 5

Central California Information Center, ‘Attachment 6

B I I 1 1

7. HPSR to File |

No properties requiring evaluation are present within the Project APE.

[>

For the federal underiaking desciibed in Part 1: To minimize redundancy and paperwork for the California
Department of Transportation and ihe State Historic Preservation Officer, and in the spirit intsnded under the fzderal
Papenwork Reduction Act (U.5.C. 44 Chapter 35), this document also satisfies consideration under California
Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Section §15084.5(a) and, as appropriate, Public Resources Code §5024 (a)(b)
and (d).
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8. HPSR to SHPO

X Not applicable.

9. Findings for State-Owned Properiies

X Not applicable; project does nof involve Caltrans right-of-way or Caltrans-owned property.

10, CEQA IMPACT FINDINGS

X Notapplicable; Galtrans is not the lead agency under CEQA.

11. HPSR PREP:\RAT]ON AND DEPARTMENT APPROVAL

Prepared by: (sign on line) l\l j 12/10/2012
GOLE, J0RDAN
Consultant / discipline: Nichole Jordan, Principal investigator Date
Prehistoric and Historical Archaeology
Affiliation LSA Associalss, Inc.
Reviewed for approval by: (sign on
line) | Wi 7 S 72 /};1 / 4
District 10 Calirans PQS ary S‘aﬁﬁze, PQ@S Principal Investigator Date
" disciplineflevel: - Caltrans District 10, Stockton
- : (shi i T hY
Approved by: (sign on line) /\\L':ku.ﬁ \( (\\u g Q ) j2. / \ &'A 2
District 10 EBC: " Julie Myrah, Local Asjstance and MPS Branch Date

Chief

[HPSR form: 07-22-10]
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ATTACHMENT 1
Maps

Figure 1: Project Location and Vicinity

Figure 2: Project Arca

Figure 3: Archacological Area of Potential Effects
Figure 4: Survey Coverage
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ATTACHMENT 2

Archacologieal Snrvey Report
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DECEMEER 2012 . ARCHAEOLOGIGAL SURVEY REPORT
’ VAW ALLEN ROAD BRIDGE SCOUR MITICATION FROJECT
FARMINOTON, SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

San Joaquin County Department of Public Works, in cooperation with the California Departiment of
Transpottation (Caltrans), proposes a project to design a uniform channel section supporting the Van
Allen Road Bridge (29C0115) with scour countermeasures to prevent channel degradation of South
Littlcjohn’s Creek, near Farmington, San Joaquin County, California (HPSR Attachment 1: Figures 1
and 2). T

The Project will rely on federal funding and meets the definition of an “undertaking’™ according to

36 CFR §800.16(y). Caltrans, acting as the lead agency under the delegated authority of the FHWA is
providing oversight of this undertaking in accordance with the Programmatic Agreemeitt Among the
Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory Council on Historie Preservation, the Caolifornia 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 (January 1, 2004),

This Archaeological Survey Report also addresses requirements of the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) under authority delegated to Caltrans by the FHWA in aceordance with the provisions of
the Meniorandum of Understanding between the FHWA and Caltrans concerning the State of
Cualifornia’s Participation in the Surface Transportation Project Delivery Pilot Program Pursuant to
23 ULS.C. 327, which became effective Ogtober 1, 2012 (Caltrans 2012). Caltrans is acling as the.
lead federal agency for this undertaking and providing regulatory oversight. The MOU was signed
pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 as amended by Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-
21) which allows Calirans environmental review and consultation responsibilities inder NEPA.

This ASR also addresses requirements of the California Envirenmental Quality Act.

This Archaeological Survey Report study consisted of background research, field suxrvey of the Area
of Potential Effects {APE) onJune 26, 2012, consultation with potentially interested parties, and an
archaeological sensitivity assessment. No prehistotic or historical cultural resources were identified in
the APE or the Y%-mile records search radius. The fi2ld survey was constrained only by limited
visibility of 40% due to vegetation and paved surfaces. The archasological sensitivily assessment
suggests the APE is moderately sensitive for buried prehistoric archaeological cultural resources and
has loyw sensitivity for buried historic-period archaeological coltural resonrces.

It is Caltrans’ policy to avoid cultural resources whenever possible. Further investigations may be
needed if the site(s) cannot be avoided by the project. If buried eultural materials are encountered
during construction, it is Caltrans® policy that work stop in that area until a qualificd archaeologist can
evaluate the nature and significance of the find. Additional survey will be required if the project
changes io include areas not previously surveyed.

PASIDI001BY Tech SludicsiCultural ASR_HPSRYword filesiVan Allen_SIDIO0IS ASR 12.10012.doc (12/10/12) i
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AUCUBT 2012 ARGIAEOLOGICAL SURVEY REPORT
VAN ALLEN ROAD BRIDGE SCOUR MITIGATIGN PROJEGT
FARMINGTON, SBAN JOAQUIN COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

INTRODUCTION

San Joaquin County Department of Public Works, in cooperation with the California Department of
Transportation, proposes a project to design a uniform channel section supporting Van Allen Road
Bridge (29C0115) with scour countermeasures to prevent channel degradation of South Liltlejohn’s
Creek, near Farmington, San Joaquin County, California (PSR Attachment 1: Figures 1 and 2).

LSA Associates, [nc. (LSA) Cultural Resources Manager Nichole Jordan conducted a pedestrian ficld
survey of the APE ‘on June 26, 2012 (HPSR Attachment 1: Figure 4). :

This report was prepared by LSA, Cultural Resources Manager Nichole Jordan. Ms. Jordan has an
M.A. in Applied Anthropology from Califomia State Universily, East Bay and is a Registered
Professional Archaeologist (#989208). She has 8 years of experience in cultural resources
management and research in the western United States and Polynesia, and meets the Secrelary of the
Interior’s Projessional Qualifications Standards for prehistoric and historical archaeology.

PASID1001BYTech Studizst Culturall ASR_HFSRWVan Allen SID100TB_ASR.dec (12/10/12) 1
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PROJECT LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION

PROJECT LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION

* San Joaquin County Department of Public Works (County), in cooperation with Caltrans, proposes a
project to design a uniform channel section supporting the Van Allen Road Bridge (29C0115) with
scour countermeasures to prevent channel degradation of South Littlejohn’s Creek, near Farmington,
San Joaquin County, California (HPSR. Attachment 1: Figures 1 and 2).

Van Allen Road Bridge is located southeast of the City of Stockton in a rural area of the County that
is swrrounded by agriculfural land. Construction would occur within previously disturbed arcas of
County right-of-way, while staging will requue temporary easements on adjacent properties. No new

right-of-way will be acquired.
The scope of work includes:
» Clearing and grubbing along the banks

= Temporary installation of an access ramp and coffer dams, or alternative diversion methods, to
access the channel during potential flow periods within the creek

»  Dxcavation of the existing carthen channel bottom and banks to 2 maximum depth of 4.5 feet

= Placeiment of a layer of ¥ ton class Rock Slope Protection (RSP) to conform ta the upstream and
downstream conditions

e Potential placement of gabion mats along the embankment to reduce depths of excavation

The purpose of the project is to create a smooth channel transition throu gh‘dut the APE and reduce
channel degradation at abutments and piers leading fo bridge instability. No new right-of-way will be
required.

Based on this Archaeological Survey Report (ASR) study the proposed undertaking does not have the
potential to affect historic properties.

AREA OF POTENTIAL EFFECTS

The APE is located in Sections 25 and 26, Township I North/Range 8 East, Mount Diablo baseline
and meridian, as depicted on the accompanying portion of the USGS (1994) Peters, Calif, 7.5’
topographic quadrangle (HPSR Attachment 1: Figures 1-3).

The APE was established in censultation with Jacqueline Wail, PQS — Lead Archaeoclogical Surveyoer,
Environmental MPS and Local Assistance Branch, and Mahmoud Saqqa, Senior Bridge Engineer, on
June 11, 2012. The 1.0-acre horizontal APE is approximately 400 feet long along Van Allen Road

PARINNT001 B ech Studies'Culiural ASR. HPSRYword [les\Van Allen STDIGDIB_ASR_12.10.12.doc (12/10/12)
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and G0-170 feet wide. The APE has been bounded 1o include the maximum extent of ground
disturbance including staging, which will require temporary construction easements on adjacent
properties. The vertical APE will reach a maximum depth of 4.5 feet in the existing earthen channel,
which measures 180-feet long and 80-feet wide.

PASIDN00LB Tech StudiestCilhuralAS R IIPSRiword filesiVan Allen_SID1001B_ASR_12.10.12.doc (12/10/12) 3
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SOURCES CONSULTED

Background research was conducted to identify previously recorded cultural resources within the
APE and cultural resource studies of the APE. The background research consisted of a records search
and a literature review.

RECORDS SEARCH

The Central California Information Center (CCIC) of the California Historical Resources Information
System, California State University, Stanislaus, conducted two records searches (8017 L and 8267 L)

_ofthe APE and a Y-mile radius on July 25, 2011 and June 6, 2012 (HPSR Attachment 6). The CCIC,
an affiliate of ths State of California Office of Hisloric Preservation, is the official state repository of
cultural resource records and reports for San Joaquin County. The records search included a review of
the following federal and state inventories:

s California Inventory of Historic Rescurces (California Office of Historic Preservation 197a6);

s California Points of Ihistorical Iterest (California Office of Historic Preservation 1992 and
updates);

o California Historical Landmarks (California Office of Historic Preservation 1996);

s National Historic Landmarks Survey: List of National Historic Landmarks by State (National
Parks Service 2011);

o  Five Views: An Ethnic Historic Site Survey for California (California Office of Historic
Preservation 1988); and - :

s Directory of Properties in the Historic Property Data File (Calilornia Office of Historic
Preservation, April 5, 2012). 'The directory includes the listings of the National Register of
Historic Places, National Historic Landmarks, the California Register of Historical Resources,
California Historical Landmarks, and California Points of Historical Interest.

No archasological cultural resources were identified within or adjacent to the APE. Additicnally, no
previous studies have been conducted in the records search area,

LITERATURE REVIEW

LSA reviewed publications, maps, and websites [or archaeological, ethnographic, histotical,
and environmental information about the APE and its vicinily (Beck and Haase 1974,
Bennyhoif et al. 1994; Caltrans 20122, 2012b; California Office of Historic Preservation
1988; California Soil Resource Lab 2012; Cook 1955, 1976; Elasser 1978; Gilbert 1890;
GLO 1851-1855; Gudde and Bright 2010; Harden 1998; Hayves 2007; Heizer 1973; Heizer
and Whipple 1971; Hoover et al, 2002; Hundley 2001; Internet Archive 2001; Kroeber 1925;

PASIDLO01 BV ach Studies:Culiural\ASR. HPSRhword filestVan Allen_SIDI0O1B_ASR_12.10.12.doc (12/10/12) . 4
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Lintﬂn'lsgé; Marschner 2001; Merriam 1967; Moratto 1984; Robertson 1998; State of
California 2007, 2012; United States Geological Survey (USGS) 1915, 19523, 1952b; and,
United States National Park Service 2012a, 2012b). The historical map search findings are
presented here, Other literature review materials are presented in this 1ep0rt’s environmerital
and cultural settmg sections.

The 1851-1855 Government Land Office Plat depicts a “wire fence” adjacent to the east side of the
APE. .

An undated map, presumably drawn in the 1870s (Gilbert 1968, a reprint of Thompson and West
1879), depicts townships of San Joaquin County. It illustrates South Littlejohn’s Creek in its current
alignment with the S. Dunham homestead depicted north of the APE,

An 1883 (Linton) map depicts S. Dunham owning the west half of section 25 within the APE; the
landowner’s name of the east side of section 26 within the APE is illegible; and South Littlejohn’s
Creek is lllustrated in its current alignment.

The 1915 Pefers, Calift, USGS topographic quadrangle does not depict Van Allen Road, Oakwood,
Road or the building footprint illustrated on later maps (USGS 1952a, 1952b). South Littlejohn’s
Creek is in its current alignment with historical secondary tributaries north of'the APE.

The 1952(a) Manteca, Calif,, USGS topographic quadrangle depicts Van Allen Road, Oakwood Road
and Sonth Littlejohn’s Creek in their current alignment (USGS 1952a). There i3 a building footprint
located northwest of the intersection of Van Allen and Oakwood Roads; this building exists adjacent
to the APE today. '

The 1952(b) Peters, Calif, USGS topegraphic quadrangle depicts Van Allen Road, Oakwood Road
and South Littlejoln’s Creek in their current alignment (USGS 1952b). There is a building footprint
located northwest of the intersection of Van Allen and Oakwood Roads; this building oxists adjacent -
to the APE today,
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INTERESTED PARTIES CONSULTATION

NATIVE AMERICAN CONSULTATION

LSA and the San Joaquin County Department of Public Works conducted Native American
consultation. Both sets of consultation are detailed below,

Native Americon Heritage Commssion: In July of 2011 Mark Hopkins, Senior Planner at the San
Joaquin Counly Depariment of Public Works, sent a letter describing the project with maps depicting
the project area to the Native American Heritage Commission (NAIIC) in Sacramento asking the
Commission to review their Sacred Lands File for any Native American cultural resources that might
be alfected by the project. Also requested were the names of Native Americans who might have
information or concerns about the APE. Katy Sanchez, NAHC Program Analyst, in a fax dated July
19, 2011, informed Mr. Hopkins that a records search of the Sacred Lands File did not “indicate the
presence of Native American cultural resources in the immediate project area.” Ms. Sanchez also
provided a list of Native American contacts (HPSR Aftachment 3).

On August 4, 2011, Mark Hopkins, San Joaquin County Department of Public Works, sent letters
describing the project with maps depicting the project area to the Native American contacts on the
contacts list provided by the NAHC, asking for any information or concerns regarding cultural
resources within the project area (HPSR Attachment 4).

LSA has not received any responses to these leiters.

On June 5, 2012 and on July 9, 2012, LSA sent a fax describing the project with maps depicting the
APT to the NAIHC in Sacramento asking the Commission to review their Sacred Lands File for any
Native American cultural resources that might be affected by the project. Also requested were the
names of Native Americans who might have infonmation or concerns about the APE, Kaly Sanchey,
NAHC Program Analyst, in a fax dated July 11, 2012, informed LSA that a records search of the
Sacred Lands File did not “indicate the presence of Native American cultural resources in the
immediate project area.” Ms. Sanchez also provided a list of Native American contacts (FIPSR
Attachment 3).

. OnlJuly 12,2012, LSA sent letters deseribing the project with maps depicting the APE to the Native
American contacts on the conlacts list provided by the NALC, asking for any information or concerns
regarding cultural resources within the APE (HPSR Attachment 4),

The following iwo responses were received:

California Valley Miwok Tribe: In a July 17, 2012, letter, Ms. Silvia Burley of the California Valley
Miwok Tribe stated that the tribe has no concerns regarding the project and they would like to be
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conlacted if Miwok artifacts are obsetved in the APE. Ms. Bufl_ey also requested the authors email
address for future correspondence; the email address was provided in a follow-up fax.

Tone Band of Miwok Indians: On July 26, 2012, LSA spoke with a tribal receptionist who stated the
consultation document was routed to the lone Band of Miwok Indians Cultural Committee, At the
request of the receptionist, a copy of the consuliation document was emailed to the Cultural
Committee email on July 26, 2012,

No response to the remaining consultation letters was received within three weeks and LSA made
follow-up telephone calls. A summary of these calls and additional correspondence is presented
below:

Briana Creekmore: On July 26, 2012, LSA attempted a follow-up call but the telephone number .
- provided by the NAHC is incorrect.

Buena Vista Rancheria: On July 26, 2012, LSA left a message with the Tribal Environmental
Resource Director, Ms. Roselayun Lwenya, In the message LSA requested that the tribe conlact LSA
with any information or concerns regarding cultural resources within the APE. No response has been
received to date.

Jone Band of Miwok Indians — Cultural Committee: On July 26, 2012, LSA lefta message requesting
that the tribal cultural committée contact LSA with any information or concerns regarding cultural
resources within the APE. No response has been received to date,

Katherine Erolinda Perez: On July 26, 2012, LSA left a message requesting that Ms. Perez contact
LSA with any information or concerns regar dmg cultural resources within the APE. No response has
been received to date.

Randy Yonemura: On July 26, 2012, LSA left a message requesting that Mr. Yonemura contact LSA
with any information or concerns regarding cultural resources within the APE. No response has been
received to date.

Wilton Rancheria: On July 26, 2012, LSA left a message requesting that the Rancheria contact LSA
with any information or concerns regarding culfural résources within the APE. No response has been
received to date.

HISTORICAL ORGANIZATION CONSULTATION

On June 4, 2012, LSA sent a letter deseribing the project with maps depicting the APE to the
Stockton Historical Soelety, San Joaquin Historical Society, and Escalon Historical Society (HPSR
Attachment 5). On June 25, 2012, LSA made follow-up telephone calls. The results of these calls ars
provided below.

San Joaguin Historical Sociefy: No response to the letter was received within three weeks and LSA
atteinpted to make a follow-up telephone call. [n a telephone conversation the San Joaquin Historical
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Society Archivist, Lec Johmson, said that he is unaware of features with historical significance in the
APE. '

Stockton Historical Society: No résponse to the email was received within three weeks and, in lieu of
a listed telephone number, LSA attempted follow-up emails. No responses were obtained.

Escalon Historieal Society: No tesponse to the lefter was received within three weeks and LSA made
Tollow-up telephone calls and emails. The Escalon Historical Society responded in an email that they
have “no concerns regarding this project.”
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BACKGROUND

ENVIRONMENT

The APE is in the San Jeaquin Valley, at approximately 90 feet above mean sea level on a gently
sloping alluvial fan, nine miles south of the Calaveras River and 14 miles east of the San Joaquin
River. Geologically, the APE is underlain by the Late Pleistocene (126,000 to 10,000 years B.P.)
Meodesto Formation (Harden 1998:236; State of California 2007) of continental rocks and deposits
which include a heterogenzous mix of generally poorly sorted clay, silt, sand, and gravel. Underlying
the Modesto Formation are Cenozoic (65,000,000 years B.P. to present) deposits of alluvium pre-
dating the Pleistocene. Underlying the Cenozoic valley fill at an unknown depth arc Upper
Cretaceous (99,000,000 to 65,000,000 years B.P.) marine sedimentary formations of sandstone and
shale (Wagner, Bortugno, and McJunkin 1991).

Surface soils in the APE are of the Gollenbeck soil series. These soils were deposited as an alluvial

fan during the Early to Middle Holoceno and are 40 — 60 inches thick (Rosenthal and Meyer

2004:81). These silty clay soils are common along flood plains, swales, valleys, swamp, and fan
basins; they are moderately-developed and are found on 0-2% slopes. They are formed from alluvium
derived from mixed rock sources and have the potential te be prime farmland if irrigated, If not '
irrigated, these soils will develop 1—4 inch cracks that open and close at least once a year.

(California Soil Resource 2012).

South Liftlejohn’s Creek is located in the central portion of the APE. Vegetation loday consists of
landscaping, native and non-native grasses and forbs, and orchards. During the prehistoric and
ethnographic periods native vegetation of the APE would have included areas of riparian forest
dominated by Populus fremontii (Fremont cottonwood), OQuercus spp. (oaks), and Umbellularia
californica (laurel); tule marsh dominated by Schoenoplectus acutus (tule) and Typha latifolia (broad-
leafed cattail); and Californiz prairie dominated by Stipa spp., a genus of perennial hennaphroditic
grasses (Anderson 2005; Lightfoot and Parrish 2009).

PREHISTORY

The Paleo-Archaic-Emergent cultural sequence developed by Fredrickson (1974), recalibrated by
Rosenthal, White and Sutton {2007) is commonly used to interpret the prehistoric occnpation of
Cenfral California. The recalibrated sequence is brolcen into three broad periods: the Paleoindian
Period (11,550-8550 cal B.C.); the three-staged Archaic Period, consisting of the Lower Archaic
(8550-5550 cal B.C.), Middle Archaic (5550-550 ¢al B.C.), and Upper Archaic (550 cal B.C.- cal
AD. 1100); and the Emergent Period (cal A.D. 1100-Historic) (Rosenthal, White and Sutton
2007:150).

The Paleo Period began with the first entry of people into California. These people probably subsisted
mainly on big game, minimally processed plant foods, and had no trade networks. Current research,
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however, indicates more sedentism, plant processing, and trading than previously believed. The
Archaic period is characterized by increased nuse of plant foods, elaboration of burial and grave goods,
.and increasingly complex trade networks (Bennyhoff and Fredrickson 1994, Moratto 1984). The
Emergent Period is marked by the introduction of the bow and arrow, the ascendance of wealthlinked
social status, and ihe claboration and expansion of trade networks, signified in pait by the

appearance of clam disk bead money (Moratto 1984).

The San Joaquin Valley has had many population movements and waves of cultural influence from
neighboring regions. The valley was settled by native Californians between 12,000 to 6,000 years
ago, probably at the end of the Pleistocene, approximately 11,500 to 7,500 years ago, as evidenced by
core and flake tools (Moratto 1984:214-5). Hokan speakers may have been the valley’s earlisst
occupants and were later displaced by migrating Penutian speakers (ancestral Yokuts) coming from
outside of California. The Penutians most likely entered the San Joaquin Valley in several minor
waves, slowly replacing the original Hokan speakers, causing them to migrate to the periphery of the
valley (Elsasser 1978:41; Shipley 1978:81). By about A.D. 300-300, the Penutian seitlement of the
San Joaquin Valley was complete,

There are no previously recorded prehistoric archasological resources within or adjacent to the APE.

ETHNOGRAPHY

The APE falls within the arca that is ethnographically attributed to the Northern Valley Yokuts, a
Penutian language group with many local dialects (Baumhoff 1963:206; Levy 1978:399; Wallace
1978:462). Their ethnographic territory extended from midway between the Mokelumne River and
the Calaveras River and south to the large bend in the San Joaquin River west of Fresno. The western
boundary was probably near the crest of the Diablo Range and the eastern boundary included the
Sierra Nevada [oothills (Wallace 1978:462).

Archaeological studies provide little detail about when the Yokuts entered the region, but they appear
to be latecomers, entering the region abeut 500 years age and remaining there until Europeans entersd
the valley. The population of the eighteenth-centiry Northern Valley Yokuts is estimated at
approximately 41,000, making them the largest ethnic group in pre-Euro-American California
(Moratto 1984:173), although Kroeber (1939:137), Coak (1955:49-68), and Baumholf (1963:221)
provide estimates ranging from 11,000 to 31,404 persons.

Village dwellings were of several styles. Most Yokuts houses were circular or oval single-family
dwellings consisting of tule mats over pole frames {Moratto 1984:174). Wedge-shaped tule houses
and small dwellings made of bark placed against the framework were also constructed (Kroeber
1025:521-523). Some settlements included a tule mat-covered communal lodge that housed up to 10
families. Two other structures found in most communities were the earthen sweathouse and the
ceremanial assembly chamber (Wallace 1978:465).

Acoms were astaple food, and various seed, nuts, roots, berries, and greens were also collected.
Salmon, geese, mudhens, and other waterfowl and the eggs of these birdsalse provided a substantial
portion of their diet {Wallace 1978:450). Large mammals like deer, elk, and antelope were important,
although thay did not constitute a large part of the Yolkuls diel.
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During the Spanish and Mexican periods, 1769-1846, short- and long-term exposure fo Europeans
slowly reduced native populations and adversely affected indigenous culture. From 180010 large
numbers of “Delta Yokuts” entered the Franciscan mission in San Francisco (Cook 1976:83). Euro-
Ametican trappers were the probable source of the malaria epidemic of 1830-3 that had a mortality
rate of nearly 100 percent. During this time entire commumtles of San Joaquin Valley Indians
disappeated (Cook 1955).

In 1834, the Mexican government secularized the mission system by which time the language and
culture of the Yokuts had been permanently discupted. Many Yokuts left the abandoned missions and
returned to their former territories where they survived by hunting and gathering; others worked on
ranches as laborers (Wallace 1978:459-460, 469).

HISTORY
Settlement

Buro-Americans first entered what was to become San Joaquin County when a Spanish military
expedition visited the area in 1776. The party was led by the Spanish army officer, Gabriel Moraga,
on the expedition they followed the San Joaquin River into the vicinity of present-day Modesto. A
second expedition, led by Moraga’s son, Gabriel, revisited the area in 1806 and traveled as far east as
what is now Knight's Ferry. Lieutenant Moraga led another expedition into the area in 1810.
European influence extended into the valley with the establishment of missions in the coastal areas
near San José, Santa Clara, and San Juan Bautista, These missions undertook efforts to convert the
Native Americans to Catholicism and “civilize” them. Once baptized, the converts or neopfiyfes.
experienced a life of hard labor and forced piety. Many Native Americans within and outside of the
mission system died of diseases brought by the Spanish (Beck and Haase 1974:32; Heizer and
Almquist 1971:4-22).

Adfter Mexico declared its independence in 1821, the republican ethos of the Mexican state favored
secular growth over ecclesiastical. The mission system, now without royal protection, gradually
declined as its lands were taken and granted to ranchers, and the neophytes departed. As a result,
within 15 years the number of ranchos in California doubled. During this time the Mexican
government became increasingly focused on political developments in central Mexico, and the native-
born Spanish speakers, or Californios, enjoyed relative peace and a relatively high level of autonomy
in thelr social, political, and economic affairs (Robinson 1948:28-30; Rosenus 1995: 11-12; Royce
2002: 17-25).

Anglo-American activity in the San Joaquin Valley began with the arrival of trappers and fur traders.
In February of 1827, Jedediah Smith and a group of trappers began working the rivers and streams of
the valley, acquiring beaver pells for delivery to the Hudson Bay Company’s outpost at Fort
Vancouver. Smith prospered and news spread quickly fo other trappers in the San Joaquin Valley.
Smith’s reports attracted over 400 English, French, and Ametican trappers to the San Joaquin Valley
beiween 1827 and 1845 (Clough and Secrest 1984:27; Marschner 2001:257),

Between the early 1830s and 1845, five ranches were granted around the Stanislaus, San Joaquin, and
Tuolumne rivers. Two of these ranchos were along the Stanislaus River and the other three were
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located along the San Joaquin River. These ranchos raised cattle to provide hides and tallow for
overseas trade. The closest grant to the APE, Thompson's Grant, covered over 30,000 acres and was
granted in 1846 to Captain Alpheus B. Thompson of Brunswick, Maine. Captain Thompson, who
came to California from Honolulu in 1834, engaged in maritime trade between Boston and California.
Thompson did not take possession of the ranch or bring in cattle until around 1847. He died in Los
Angles in 1870 (Gilbert 1890; Marschner 2001:248; Robinson 1948:29-31).

In 1848 the Califormia Gold Rush started and in the ensuing years hundreds of thousands of miners
passed through Yokuts territory (Anderson 2005:85). The current alignment of State Roufe 4 was an
early route called Big Tree Road, later called the Stockton and Sonora Road (Gilbert 1890:199). This
road was an important route and toll was collected during the gold rush because so many miners were
using it to travel from the port of Stockton to the gold mines. In 1844 and 1846 John C. Fremont
surveyed transportation routes info California for overland travelers. In 1848 the United States
published ten thousand copies of Fremont’s overland route map that was used by gold seekers,
merchants, and sefilers entering California (Hayes 2007:79).

Transportation

California experienced a huge swrge in population after the discovery of gold in 1848. Many people,
initially drawn by the prospect of gold mining, settled permanently in California and became ranchers
or farmers, or opened businesses that supplied food and supplies to the flood of miners headed toward
the mines. [n 1850, San Joaquin County was created at the time of statehood. It is named after the San
Joaquin River which forms the county’s western border. The San Joaquin River was named by
Lieutenant Moraga in 1813 for St. Joachim:

San Joaquin County has a lotal area of 1,426.25 square miles and experienced its first economic boom
as a result of cercal grain cultivation during the 1860s and 1870s. Population growth mirrored this
dramatic rise in agricultural activity, rising from 9,423 in 1860 to 21,050 ten years later (Coy
1973:268-271; Gilbert 1890; Rosenus 1995: 11-12).

Apriculture

Before the arrival of the railroad, much of San Joaquin County lands were used for grazing large
herds of cattle, horses, and sheep. Ranchers prospered during the gold rush, supplying beef to miners.
Following the gold rush, the countryside experienced a growth in population and farmers began to till
the fertile river soils and cultivate crops, signaling a massive shift in land use priorities. Prosperous
ranchers suffered a series of natural disasters beginning with thousands of caftle drowning in the
catastrophic floods of 1861-2, immediately followed by two years of severe drought and further
decimation of the herds. Cattle prices plunged and ranches burdened with debt acquired during the
boom years folded and sold off tracts of land. The passage of “fence laws” requiring ranchers to fence
in their lands to protect farmers from erop damage by cattle was the final blow,

Beginning in the 1860s, wheal was the main crop due to a combination of suitable climate and a sharp
increase in demand for cereal grains due lo the American Civil War disrupting the supply of wheat to
international markets (Cleland 1941:127-137; Hundley 2001:88-90; Rawls and Orsi 1999:233-247).
The rise of wheat farming in California during the 1870s was made possible by the arrival of the
railroads, increasing land values, and optimistic descriptions ol land lerlilily by booslers and land
promoters.
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Land use in the APE has progressed in complexity such as increased crop specialization as a result of
water conveyance projects. Before the advent of irrigation at or near the turn of the century, farming
in the area was comprised mainly of larger farms cullivating grains, primarily wheat and barley. More
acreage per farm was required in order to capitalize on the limited crop yields due to a relatively short
wet season. With the arrival of irrigation, agriculture shifted from large scale staple crops to more
specialized, water-intensive produce and row crops, providing higher yields per acre, making smaller
residential farmsteads more practical and financially sustainable.

Faxmington

Before Farmington was an agricultural town it was a stage and freight stop called “Oregon Tent”
along; the Stockton and Sonora Road (Hoover et al. 2002:374). In 1848, George Theyer and David
Wells lived there and built the first house in the area, constructed of tules. They sowed the first wheat
fields which would become an important source of commierce in the area. In 1852, the area was
purchased by Nathaniel Siggons Harrold and he laid out the town that would become Farmington in
1858.

Farmington received its name around 1859 from W.B. Slamper and formed the hub of a rich farming
region (Gilbert 1890:199; Gudde and Bright 2010:130). Situated between two rivers, Farmington
offered a relief from high costs associated with pumping groundwater which was common in the San
Joaquin Valley starting in the late nineteenth century (Hundley 2001:239). [n the 1870s a branch line
of'the Stockton and Visalia Railroad connected Farmington with Ozkdale, spurting Farmington’s
carly development. By 1890, Farmington had a population of 250 and a grade school, three hotels,
iwo general stores, express and telegraph offices, three blacksmith shops, churches, a harness shop, a
livery shop, a tinware and pump shop, and an abundance of eultivated wheat fields (Gilbert
1968:199). The population of Farmington has been in decline ever since the early 1900s, when it was
not included as a stop along the Santa Fe Railroad and lost its role as a regional trading center to
Escalon.

Today, with a population of approximately 207, unincorporated Farmington conforms to the typical
profile of a small San Joaquin County town. Agriculture remains a significant economic activity. The
cultivation of wheat and almonds was historically significant in the community and continues to this
day. Farmington is the closest town to the APE, located three miles northeast. :

[y
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FIELD SURVEY

LSA Cultural Resources Manager Nichole Jordan conducted a pedestrian field survey of tlie APE on
June 26, 2012, The ground surface throughout the APE was inspected using two-rneter wide or less
transects. Areas of bare soil were reviewed for indicators of archacological deposits. Small areas of
soil surface were periodically cleared of obstructions by trowel, and rodent holes, road cuts, and
banks were examined for archaeological deposits. The survey was documented in field notes, maps,
and photographs. '

Ground visibility was limited by vegetation and foadways. At paved surfaces ground visibil-itj was
0%; in Souih Liftlejohn’s Creele visibility ranged from 0-40% while off-road visibility increased to
80% (HPSR Attachment 1: Figure 4). '

The field survey did not identify any cultural resources within the APE.
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- ARCHAEOLOGICAL SENSITIVITY ASSESSMENT

INTRODUCTION

LSA reviewed the APE’s archaeological sensitivity using the results of the interested parties
consultation, background nd seils research, and field survey. An assessment of the APE’s
archaeological sensitivity is'presented below.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The APE straddles South Littlejohn’s Creek, at an elevation of approximately 90 feet above mean sea
level in the San Joaquin Valley. Level terrain adjacent to freshwater sources such as found in the APE
may have provided an attractive selting for prehistoric occupation. The APE and its vicinity continue
to provide a rich environment for agriculture. Environmental impacts related to the development of
agriculture in the project vicinity include: (1) large areas of overflow bordering the rivers have been
drained and put under cultivation; (2) former grassy plains have been put into crops; and (3) former
areas of oak woodland have been deforested and are now under cultivation (Baumhoff 1963:205).

BACKGROUND RESEARCH

The records search and literature teview did not identify any cultural resources in the APE or the ¥%-
mile records search radius. No cultural resources were observed during the field survey and there are
no concerns from consulted Native Americans or historical organizations.

SOILS RESEARCH

The APE lies in the northeastern San Joaquin Valley, at the base of the Sierra Nevada foothills. The
San Joaquin Valley is a large &tructural trough situated between the Coast Ranges and the Sierra
Nevada. The valley is filled with marine and alluvial sediments approximately six miles thick that
date from the Mesozoic (251,000,000-6,500,000 years B.P.) to the Late Holocene (2,000 years B.P. to
present) (Bartow 1991:2), which overlie the westward-tilted block of the plutonic and metamorphic
Sierra Nevada basement.

During the Late Pleistocene, changing climatic conditions resulted in the creation of a series of large
alluvial fans on both sides of the San Joaquin Valley where sediment eroded from the hills into the
vallsy and the APE (Atwater 1932:5; Bartow 1991:23-24; Rosenthal and Meyer 2004:50). Late
Pleistocene alluvial sediments within the APE consist of gravels, sands, and silts of the Modesto
Formation.
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Surface soils in the APE are of the Gollenbeck soil series. ‘These soils were deposited as an alluyial
fan during the Early to Middle Helocene and are 40 — 60 inches thick (Rosenthal and Meyer
2004:81). These Gollenbeck silty clay soils are common along flood plains, swales, valleys
backswamps, and fan basins; they are moderately-developed and are found on 0-2% slopes. Formed
from alluvium, these soils are derived from mixed rock sources and have the potential to be prime
farmland if irrigated. If not irrigated, these soils will develop 1—4 inch cracks that open and close at
least once a year. (California Soil Rescurce 2012), :

The landforms in the APE date to the Early to Middle Holocene, 7, 000 to 4,000 years ago (Rosenthal
and Meyer 2004: Map 1), with a moderate sensitivity for buried archaeological deposits.

FIELD SURVEY

The field survey did not identify any cultural resources within the APE. Ground visibility was limited
by vegetation and roadways. At paved surfaces and in South Liftlejohn’s Creek ground visibility was
0-40% while off-road visibility increased to 80% (HPSR Attachment 1: Figure 4).

CONCLUSIONS
Prehistoric archaeological sensitivity

Background research and ficld survey did not identify prehistoric archaeclogical cultural résources in
the APE. Soils data, however, indicates that the APE is moderately sensitive for buried prehistoric
archaeological cultural resources. The Gollenbeck soil series may contain buried soil horizons that
were occupied by Native Americans. The APE is therefore moderately sensitive for prehistoric
archaeological cullural resources.

Historié—perio'd archaeological sensitivity

The field survey did not identify any historic-period archacological cultural resources and the
background research does not suggest that the APE is sensitive. Therelore ithe APE has low
sensitivity for historic-period archacological cultural resources.
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STUDY FINDINGS AND CONCLUSION

The record search and literature review did not identify any cultural resources in the APE or'the %-
mile records search radius. No archaeological resources were observed during the field survey. The
archaeological sensitivity assessment suggests the APE is moderately sensitive for buried prehistoric
archagological cultural resources and has low sensitivity for buried historic-periced archaeological
cultural resources.

If previously unidentified cultural materials are unearthed during construction, it is Caltrans’ policy
that work be halted in that arca until a qualified archaeologist can assess the significance of the find,
Additional archaeological survey will be needed if project limits are extended beyond the present
survey limiis.
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ATTACHMENT 3

Native American Heritage Commission Consultation Letters

(To save paper, only one representative set of the maps sent with each request is included here)
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HIATE OE CA)FORNIA
NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
815 CAPITOL MaLL, RO 2364 2
SACRAMENTO, CA 05814

{915} B53-4002

Fax {316) 657-5380

Wabi Siia wiww.hshe.ca.gov

July 19,2011

Mark Hopkins

Fublic Warks )

P.Q. Box 1810—1810 E. Hazelfcn Avenue
Stockton, CA 95201

Sent by Fax: 209-468-2999
MNurnber of Pages: 2

Re: Praposed Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation, San Joaquin County
Dear Mr. Hopking 7

A record search of the sacred land file has failed to indicate the presence of Native American
cultural resources in the immediate project area. The absence of specific site Infarmation in the
sacred lands file does not indicate the absence of gultural resources In any project area, Other
sources of cultural resources should also be contacted for information regarding known and
recorded sites.

‘Enclosed is a list of Native Ameticans individuals/organizations who may have knowledge of
cuftural resources in the project area, The Commission makes no recommendation or
preference of a single individual, or group over another. This list should provide a starting place
in locating areas of potential adverse Impact within the proposed project area. | suggest you
contact all of those indicated, if they cannot supply infcrmation, they might recommend others
with specific knowledge. By coniacting all those listed, yaur organization will be better able fo
respand to claims of failure to consult with the appropriate tribe or group. If 2 response has not
been received within two weeks of nofification, the Commission requests that you follow-up with
& telephone call to ensure that the project information has been received. '

It you receive notification of change of addresses and phone numbers from any of these
individuals of groups, please notify me. With your assistance we are able {o assure that our
lists contain current information. If you have any questions or need addftional infarmation,
please cantact me at (916) 653-4038.

bie Pilas-Treadway
-Environmental Speciallst i)t
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Katherine Erolinda Peraz
. PO Box717

Linden » CA 895236
canuies@vearizon.net
(209) 887-3415

Southem Sierra Miwuk Nation
Jay Johnson, Spiritual Leader
5235 Allred Road

Mariposa » CA 85338

209-966-6038 o

Southemn Sierra Miwuk Nation
Anthony Brachini, Chairperson
P.Q. Box 1200

Mariposa » GA 95338
tony_brochini@nps.gay
209-379-1120

209-628-0085 cali

Southern Siermra Miwuk Nation
Les James, Spiritual Leader
PO Box 1200 '
Mariposa » CA 95338

208-856-36580

Native American Contacts
San Joaquin County
July 18, 2011

Ohlone/Costanoan
Northern Valley Yokuts
Bay Miwok

Miwak
Pauite

" NertrEmn Valldy Yokut -

Miwok
Pauite
Northern Valley Yok

Miwok
Pauiie .
Northiem Valley Yokut

Thia llat s citrrertt only &2 of the dsta of this decument.

Bistibutlon of this lis] does nel relfovs sny person: of siafadtary respopsihiliiy 2= defined In Secion T650.5 of the Haalh and
Safely Cotle, Secifon 5097.54 of the Public Resourons Code and Section S597,92 of the Fulili- Resoiires Cods

This Iist; s only appicanie for contactng Yoozl Nafive Amedicnns with regard o culfurst iesaurses for the proposed
Van Allen Road Brldges Scour Mitlgation, San Jesquin County

Aood
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June 4, 2012

Larry Meyers

Native American Heritage Comimission
905 Capitol Mall, Room 364
Sacramento, CA 95814

Fax: 916-657-5390

Subject: Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Project City of Stockton, San Joaquin County,
California (LSA Project #USID1001B) ?

Dear Mr. Meyers:

The City of Stockton is proposing the Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Project near Escalon, California.
I.SA Associates, Inc.; is conducting a study to determine it the project might affect cultural resources.
Please review the Sacred Lands Files for any Native American cultural resources that may be.within
or adjacent to the project area. The proposed project is located in San Joaquin County, northwest of
Escalan, on Van Allen Road at Littlejohns Creek (southern crossing) on the border of sections 25 and
26, Township | North/Range 8 East, Mount Diablo base line and meridian, as depicted on the
accompanying portion of the USGS Peters, C4, 7.5 topographic map.

We also request a list of Native American individuals and organizations who may have knowledge of
cultural resources in the project area. If you have any questions, please contact me at the address and
phone number above ot via e-mail <nichole jordan@lsa-assoc.com>. I lock forward to hearing from
you. Thank you.

Sincerely,

LSA ASSOCIATES, INC.

R\ W(HoLL, JOYL!DF\Q

Nichole Jordan, M.A., RPA
Cultural Resources Manager
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Fax from : 916 657 5398 BY-11-1Z Wiizep Pg:t

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
615 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 354

SACRAKENTO, CA 95314

{814) 0328261

Fau (318) B57-5395

July 11, 2092
Nichole Jordan
LSA Associates, Inc.

Sent by Fax: 916-630-4603
Number of Pages: 2

Re: Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Project, San Joaquin County.
Dear Ms. Jordan:

A record saarch of the sacred land file has failed ta indlcate the presence of Native American
cuitural resources in the immediate project area. The absence of speclﬁc site information In the
sacred lands file does not indicats the absence of cultural resources in any project area. Cther
sources of cultural resources should also be contacted for mformat:on regarding known and
recorded sites.

Enclosed Is a list of Native Americans Individuals/organizations who may have knowledge of
culiural resources in the project area. The Commission makes no recommendation ar
preference of a single individual, or group over another. This list should provide a starting place
in locating areas of potential adverse impact within the proposed project area. | suggest you
confact all of those indicated, if they cannot supply information, they might recommend others
with specific knowledge. By contacting ail those listed, your organization will be better able to
respond to claims of failure to consult with the appropriate tribe or group. If a response has not

been raceived within two weeks of notification, the Commissian requests that you follow-up with

a telephonea call to ensure that the project information has besn received.

if you receive notification of change of addresses and phong numbers from any of these
individuals or groups, please notify me, With your assistance we are able to assure that our
lists contain eurrent information. If you have any questions or need additicnal information,
please contact me at (218) 653-4038,




Fax from : 916 657 5398

Natnve amencan Contacts

BY-11-1Z @1:26p Fg- 2

San Joaquin County
July 10, 2012

Katherine Erolinda Perez
PO Box 717

linden » CA 95236
canutes@verizon._net

(209) B&7-3415

Ohlone/Costanoan
Northern Valley Yokuts
Bay Miwok

Randy Yonemura

4305 - 38th Avenue Miwok
Sacramento . GA 95824
honertraditions@mail.com

(916) 421-1600

(916) 601-4063-cell

Briana Creekmore
PO Box 84 Miwak
Wilseyviile » CA 85257

209-298-7158

Buena Vista Rancheria

Rhonda Morningstar Pape, Chairperson

1418 20th Street, Suite 200 Me-Wuk / Miwok
Sacramento . CA 95811
rhonda@buenavistatribe.com

916 491-0014

916 491-0012 - fax

California Valley Miwok Tribe
Silvia Burtey, Chalrperson
10601 N Escondido PL Miwok
Stockion » CA 95212
office@evmt.net
208-931-45687

209-931-4333

This st ks current only as of the date of this document.

ione Band of Miwok Indians

Yvonne Miller, Chairparson

PO Box 629 Miwok
Plymouth . CA 95869

(209) 274-6753

(209) 274-6636 Fax

lone Band of Miwok indians Cultural Commitiee E

Ms Billie Blue, Chairperson

604 Pringle Ave, #42 Miwal
Zalt + CA 95632
bebluesky @soficom.net

(209) 745-7112

Wilian Rancheria

Mary Daniels-Tarango, Chalrperson
7916 Farnell Way Miwok
Sacramentoe  CA 95823
witanrencharla@frontisi.com

(916) 427-2909 Home

Distritustion of this izt doss not reflove any peresn of statiteny responsibility as defined tn Sestion 7050.5 of the Health and
Sataly Code, Bectlon S057.94 of the Fuldllc Aesoucses Coda and Sectlon 5057.98 of the Publlc Resources Codo

This list s oaly applleable for contacting locat Motive Amarlcens with regard to cultural resources for the Pt

Vo Aliet Boad Brigge Scout preject, San Josguin Caunty
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Native American Contacts Consultation Letters

(To save paper, only one representative set of the maps sent with each request is included here)
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P. D, BOX 18101810 E. HAZELTON AVENUE
- STOCKTOR, CALIFORMIA 95201
{209)466-3000 FAX (209} 468-2999

WV, SIgOV,org/aubirorics

THOMAS M. GAU
DIRECTOR

Eé?“‘uﬁ%éc%;‘ B Worlking for YOU

STEVEN WINKLER
DEPUTY DIRECTOR

ROCER JANES -
. BUSINESS ADMINISTRATOR 4 August 4, 2011,

Anthony Brochini, Chairperson
Southemn Sierra Miwuk Nation
Post Office Box 1200
Mariposa, California 95338

SUBJECT: VAN ALLEN ROAD BRIDGE SCOUR MITIGATION — SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY
Dear Chairperson Brochini:

. The San Joaquin Colnty Department of Public Works is coniacting all individuals identified by the
Native American Heritage Commission as persons who may have information to contribute regarding
potential Native American concerns in the pr0_|ecl area (see enclosed map. Any information or .
concerns the tribe may have regarding village sites, traditional lands, or modern Native American
uses in any portion of the project vicinity, would be helpful in determining potential project impacts; the
‘San Joaquin County Department of Public Works understands the confidentiality of cultural rescurce
sites and will work with the individual(s) fo deten'mne the appropriate pmuect planmng in order {o avoid
-adverse impacts. :

Project Description;

The proposed project would repair/place scour mitigation for issues under Van Alien Road Bridge at
South Litilejohns Creek. All work will be within 8an Joaquin County right-of-way; however, the project
will require temporary construction easements earth work, and disturbance of nafive soil.

Project Area | USGS Quad Towwnship Range Section
Van Allen Road Bridge Peter- 1N 8E 25,26

Please contact me at (209) 468-3085 if you have any questions or require additional information.

Sincerely

MARK S. HOPKINS
Senior Planner .

MSH:to
TE-11011-T1

Enclosure




P. 0. BOX 1810 - 1810 E. HAZELTON AVENUE
STOCKTON, GALIFORNIA 95201
(209)468-3000  FAX (209) 468-2009
www.sigoy.org/pubworks

THOMAS M. GAU
DIRECTOR

MICHAEL SELLING : :
DEPUTY DIRECTOR o Warking for YOU

STEVEN WINKLER
DEPUTY DIRECTOR

ROGER JANES
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATOR August 4, 2011
T

Jay Johnson, Spiritual Leader
Southemn. Sierra Miwuk Nation
5235 Alired Road

Mariposa, California 95338

SUBJECT: VAN ALLEN ROAD 8RIDGE SCOUR MITIGATION - SAN JCAQUIN COUNTY
Dear Mr. Johnson: _ .

The San Joaquin County Department of Public Works is contacting all individuals identified by the
Native American Heritage Commission as persons who may have information to contribute regarding
potential Native American concerns in the project area (see enclosed map. Any information or
concerns the tribe may have regarding village sites, {raditional lands, or modem Native American
uses in any portion of the project vicinity, would be helpful in determining potential project impacts; the
San Joaquin County Department of Public Works understands the confidentiality of cultural resource
sites and will work with the individuak(s) o determine the appropriate project planning in order to avoid
adverse impacis. P

Project Description:

The proposed project would repair/place scour mitigation for issues under Van Allen Road Bridge at
South Littlejohns Creek. All work will be within San Joaquin County right-of-way; however, the project
will require temporary construction easements, earth work, and disturbance of native soil.

Project Area USGS Quad Township Range Section
Van Allen Road Bridge  Peter 1N 8E 25,26

Please contact me at (209) 468-3085 if you have any questions or require additional information.

Sincerely, '
%4’ o

MARK 8. HOPKINS
Senior Planner -

MSH:fo
TE-11011-T2

Enclesure




P.0.BOX 1810 - 1310 E. HAZELTON AVENUE
STOCKTON, CALIFORMNIA B5204
(200) 4683000 FAX (209) 468-2909
wiww.sjgov.ofg/pubworks

THOMAS M. GAU
DIRECTOR.

Worlding for YOU

MICHAEL SELLING
DEPUTY DIRECTOR

STEVEN WINKLER
DEFUTY DIRECTOR

ROGER JANES
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATOR August 4, 2011

Katherine Erdlinda Perez
Post Office Box 717
Linden, California 95236

SUBJECT:  VANALLEN ROAD BRIDGE SCQUR‘MITIGATIDN — SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY
Dear Ms. Perez:

The San Joaquin County Department of Public Works is contacting all individuals identified by the

Native American Heritage Cominission as psrsons who may have information to.contribute regarding

potential Native American concerns in the project area (see enclosed map. Any information or

concerns the tribe may have regarding village sites, fraditional lands, or modern Native American ‘
uses in any portion of the project vicinity, would be helpful in  determining potential project impacts; the !
San Joaquin County Department of Public Works understands the conf? identiality of cultural resource :
sites and will work with the individual(s) to determine the appropriate project planning in order to avoid

adverse impacls.

'F'ro:'e ot Description: .

The proposed project would repair/place scour mitigation for issues under Van Allen Road Bridge at
South Little_aohns Creek. All work will be within San Joaquin County right-of-way; however, the project
will require temporary construction easements, earth work, and disturbance of native soil.

Project Area USGS Quad Township Range Section
Van Allen Road Bridge . Peter ' 1N 8E 25,26

Please contact me at (209) 468-3085 if you have any questions or require additiorial information.

MARK S, HOPKINS
Senior Planner

MSH:to
TE-11011-T3

Enclosure




P. 0. BOX 1810 - 1810 E. HAYELTON AVENUE
STOCKTON, CALIFORNIA 95204
(209} 468-3000 FAX (209} 468-2999
‘www.sjgov.org/pubworks

THOMAS M. GAU
DIRECTOR

MICHAEL SELLING % : :
DEPUTY DIRECTCR W@]ﬂkmg Tor You -

STEVEN WINKLER
BEPUTY DIRECTOR

RDGER JANES :
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATOR August 4, 2011

Les James, Spiritual Leader.
Scuthern Sierra Miwuk Nation
Post Office Box 1200
Mariposa, California 95338

SUBJECT: VAN ALLEN ROAD BRIDGE SCOUR MITIGATION — SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY
i.')_ear Mr. James: )

.. The San Joaquin County Department of Public Works is contacting all individuals identified by the

" Native American Heritage Commission as persons who may have information to contribute regarding
potential Native American concerns in the project area (see enclosed map, Any information or
concerns the tribe may have regarding village sites, traditional lands, or modern Native American
uses in any pertion of the project vicinity, would be helpful in determining potential project impacts; the
8an Joaquin County Department of Public Works understands the confidentiality of cultyral resource
sites and will work with the individual(s) to determine the appropriate project planning in order to avoid
adverse impacts. ‘ :

Profect Description: .

The proposed project would repairfplace scour, mitigation for issues under Van Allen Road Bridge at
South Littlejohns Creek. All work will be within San Joaquin County right-of-way; however, the project
will require femporary construction easements, earth work, and disturbance of native soil.

Project Area , USGS Quad Township Range  Section

Van Allen Road Bridge Peter 1N ) 8E 25, 26

Please contact me at (209) 468-3085 if you have any questions or require additional information.

Sincerely, ' ' o "

ARK S. HOPKINS
Senior Planner

VisH:to
TE-11011-T4

Enclosure
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POINT RICHMOND
L3A ASROQIATES, ING, BERKELEZY FRESNO RIVERSIDE
4200 BOCKLINBCAD, SUITE 113 ‘B14.6%4 4600 TEL GARLSBAD IRVINE SAN LUIS OBISFO
ROCKLIN, CALIFORNIA 893877 B15,650, 4603 FAX FORT COLLIKS PALM SPRINGS SQUTH RAN FRANCISGO

LS A

July 12, 2012

California Valley Miwok Tribe
Silvia Burley, Chairperson
10601 N Escondido PL
Stockton, CA 95212
209/931-4567

Subject: Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project City of Stockton, San Joaquin
County, California (LSA Project #SJD1001B)

Dear Ms. Burley:

LSA Associates is conducting a cultural resources investigalion for the above-referenced project.
The proposed project is located in San Joaquin County, northwest of Escalon, on Van Allen Road at
Littlejohns Creek (southern crossing) on the border of sections 25 and 26, Township 1 North/Range
8 East, Mount Diablo base line and meridian, as depicted on the accompanying portion of the
USGS Pefers, CA, 7.57 topographic map.

The project will design a uniform channel section supporting Van Allen Road Bridge with scour
countermeasures to prevent channel degradation of South Littlejohn’s Creek. Recent history has
shown that along Littlejohn’s Creek, the channel bed has experienced minor cutting in the upper
reaches of the ¢reek, incressing the side slopes. Streambed cutting is increased due to a constriction
of the channel from the bridge abutmenis and piers.

Federal monies are being fumished by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) to partially
fund the project and is thus subject to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservalion Act of
1966, as amended, The Programmatic Agreement Among the Federal Highway Administration, the
Advisory Couricil on Historic Preservation, the California State Iistoric Preservation Officer, and
the California Department of Transportation Regarding Compliance with Section 106 of the
Natioal Historic Preservation Act, as it Pertains to the Administration of the Federal-aid Highway
Program in California Section 1V (A.) states that the FHWA will honor all requests made by any
Indian tribe for direct government-to-government consultation. If yvou wish {o engage in direct
government-to-government consultation please make this known soon so it can quickly be
arranged.

A records search by the Central California Information Center and a search of the Sacred Land files
by the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) have been condueted; neither search
identified prehistoric cultural resources within or in the immediate vicinity of the project boundary.
Additionally, no cultural resources were identified during a cultural resources survey of the project
ared.

The NAHC has identified you as a Native Ameétican representative that may have knowledge

concerning cultural resources within the project area, We are requesting any information that you

may have regarding any traditional cultural properties, values, or other cultural resources within the
07/11/12 (PASITNN0 1T Tech Studies\Culiural:Consultativn A coratSID1001B_NA_CAvalleyhdiwaok.doc)
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LSA ASSOGIATES, ING.

project area so that this information can be incorporated info the planning phase of the project. If
you have any commients or concerns regarding Native American issues related to the overzll
project, please contact me, expressing your concerns at your earliest convenience.

Your project comments and concerns are important to us. We look forward to hearing from you in
the near future.

Sincerely,
ld DL, 3 2N
Nichole Jordan, MLA., RPA

Cultural Resource Manager

LSA Associates, Ine.

4200 Rocklin Road, Suite 1183
Rocklin, CA 95677

p- 916-630-4600 / £. 916-630-4603

Attachment: Topographic maps indicating project location

07/11/12 (P8ID100 1BVEech Studies'Cullurub Consultation N Aleorg' SIDIOOIE_NA_ CAvalleyMiwoldoc)
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CALJFORNIA VALLEY MIWOK TRIBE
10601 N. Escondido PL, Stockton, CA 95212 Ph: (209) 931.4567 Fax: (209) 931.4333
'b@:ﬁvmmiﬂbrniwaueynﬁwmiﬁf-nm gav

July 17, 2012 Fax: (916) 30-4803

Ms. Michole Jordan., RPA
Cultural Resources Manager
LSA Assuociates Inc.

4200 Rocklin Road, Suite 118
Rocklin, California 95677

Re: CYMT Comments Regarding the Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project
City of Stackion, San Joaguin County, California (LEA Project #5JD1001B)

Dear Ms. Jordan,

The California Valley Miwok Tribe (CVMT) is in receipt of your lefter (dated July 12,
2012) Informing the tribe that LSA Associates Inc., is in the precess of conducting a
cultural resource investigation for the above referenced project. The proposed project
is located in San Joaguin County, northwesl of Escalon, on the Van Allen Road at
Littlejohns Creek (southern crossing) on the border of sections 25 and 16, Township 4
North/Range 8 East, Mount Diablo base line and meridian.

CWMT is of the understanding that the project will design a uniform channel section
supporting Van Allen Road Bridgs with scour countermeasunes to prevent channrel
degradation of South Littlejohn’s Creek. Recent history has shown that along
Litflejohn’s Creek, the channel bed has experienced minor cutting in the upper
reaches of the creek, increasing the side slopes. Streambed cutling is increased due
ta a constriction of the channel from the bridge abutments and piers.

As of this writing, the California Valley Miwok Tribe has no issues on the proposed
Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project, City of Stockton, San Joaquin
County, Catifornia (LSA Project #5J01001B). The Tribe's only concem is that, since
Miwok Indians regularly lived, traveled, hunted and gathered basket making materials
thraugh this area, there is a helghtened possibility that historic Miwak artifacts could
ba found, Therefore, the Tribe Is requesting that it be kept apprised of Miwok artifacts
if any ara found at the propesed project sites. in clesing, the Tribe is also requesting
that you provide us with an emaif (where you can be reached) for future reference.,



Respectiully Submitted,

Silvia Burley, Chairperson
s burl californiavall woktribe-nsn.gov

Note: Due {o the high cost of postage, and being that sur Tribe ovarsees 10 counlies, the
Tribe will respond to this Inquiry via fax and future inquiries via email. For future reference,
please provide CYMT with an email address in which you may he contacted. if you need or
require ‘?n otiginally signed hard copy, please provide a stampead, selt-addressed envelope.
Thank You,




L5A ASSOCIATES, INC,
4200 ROCKLIN ROAD, SUITL. 113 ©16.630.4500 TEL
HOCKLIN, QALIFORNIA 83697 416.630.4403 FAX

TRANSMITTAL

TO:  California Valley Miwok Tribe
RE: CYMT Comments Regarding Van
Allen Bridge Scour Mitigation Project
10601 N. Escondido PI.
Stockton, CA 95212
(209)931.4333 - fax

Van Allen Road Bridge Scour
projEcT: _Mitigation Project

PT. RICEMOND

BERKELLY FRESHNOQ RIVERSIDE
CARLSBAD IRVINE SAN LUDIS OBISPO
FORT QCLLINS PALM SPRINGS SOUTH AN FRANGIS(GO

paTe. July 18,2012

O FOR YOUR REVIEW O FOR YOUR FILES

AT YOUR REQUEST 0 FOR YOUR INFORMATION
O FOR YOUR APPROVAL 0 BISTRIBUTION

Van Allen Bridge Scour Mitigation

suBJEeT: _ Project

PROJECT NUMBER: SIDI00IB

ITEMSE BELOW ARE TRANSMITTED: O HEREWITH O UNDER SEPARATE QOVER [ VIA:

DATE QOPIES DESCRIPTION
July 18,2012 0 Per your request [ have provided my cmail,

CGENERAL REMARKS:

Thank you for your response in regards to the Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project. Per your

request my email address is: nichole jordan(@lsa-assoc.com.



Nichole Jordan

From: s.burley@californiavalleymiwoktribe-nsn.gov

Sent: Wednesday, July 18, 2012 12:45 PM
To: Nichole Jordan
Subject: Thank You!

Dear Ms. Jordan;

Thank you for providing CYMT with an email address of which you can be reached.
This correspondence is to confirm that the Tribe has received your faxed information.
Please feel free’to contact us-anytime.

We have created a file folder for any and all recent and future projects concerning LSA.
Respeactfully,

/s/

Silvia Burley, Chairperson

California Valley Miwok Tribe
10601 N, Escondido Pl
Stockton, CA 95212

~ Tribal Office: {209) 931-4567
Fax: (209) 931-4333

Office Email; office@cvmt.net

http://www.califarniavalleymiwokiribe-nsn.gov




POINT RICHMOND

LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. BERXELEY FRESNG RIVERSIDE
4200 ROCKLINROAD, SUITE 11D 916.630.4500 TEL CARLSBAD IRVINE SAN LUIS OBISPO
ROCKIIN, CALIFOQORNIA Y5G77 Yl6.630.4608 FAX FORT OOLLIKS PALM SPRINGS SOUTH SAN FRANQISCD

July 12,2012

Buena Vista Rancheria

Rhonda Mormingstar Pope, Chairperson
1418 20" Street, Suite 200
Sacramento, CA 95811
Rhonda@@buenavistatribe.com
916-491-0011

Subject: Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project City of Stockton, San Joaquin
County, California (LSA Project #SID1001B)

Dear Ms. Pope:

LSA Associates is conducting a cultural resources investigation for the above-referenced project.
The proposed project is located in San Joaquin County, northwest of Escalon, on Van Allen Road at
Littlejohns Creek (southern crossing) on the border of sections 25 and 26, Township 1 North/Range
8 East, Mount Diablo base line and meridian, as depicted on the accompanying portion of the
USGS Peters, CA, 7.5’ topographic map.

The project will design a uniform channel section supporting Van Allen Road Bridge with scour
countermeasures to prevent channel degradation of South Littlejohn’s Creck, Recent history has
shown that along Littlejohn’s Creek, the channel bed has experienced minor cutting in the upper
reaches of the ereek, increasing the side slopes. Strcambed cutting is increased due to a consttiction
of the channel from the bridge abutments and piers.

Federal monies are being furnished by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) to partially
fund the project and is thus subject to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of
1966, as amended. The Programmatic Agreement Among the Federal Highway Administration, the
Advisory Councif on Historie Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and
the California Department of Transportation Regarding Complicmee with Section 106 of the
Natioal Historic Preservation Act, as it Periains lo the Administration of the Federal-aid Highway
Program in California Section IV (A.) states that the FHWA will honor all requests made by any
Indian tribe for direct government-to-gevernment consultation, If you wish to engage in direct
government-to-government censultation please make this known soon se it can quickly be
arranged.

A records search by the Central California Information Center and a search of the Sacred Land files
by the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) have been conducted; neithet search
identified prehistoric cultural resources within or in the immediate vicinity of the project boundary,

Additionally, no culiural resources were identiffed during a cultural resources survey of the project
area.

The NALC has identified you as a Native American representative that may have knowledge
conceming cultural vesources within the preject arca, We are requesting any information that you
+ may have regarding any traditional cultural properties, values, or other cultural resources within the
07112 (PASTDIO0 I Tech StudiedCulnwal Consulationt™NAtcoret SIDI00IB_NA BVRancheriadoc)
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LSA ASSOCIATES, INC,

project area so that this information can be incorperated into the planning phase of the project. If
you have any comments or concemns regarding Native American issues related to the overall
project, please contact me, expressing your concerns at your earliest convenience.

Your project comments and concerns are important to us, We look forward to hearing from you in
the near future.

Sincerely,

ﬂlcﬁoti Joeoad

Nichole Jordan, MLA., RPA
Cultural Resource Manager

LSA Associates, Inc.

4200 Rocklin Road, Suite 11B
Rocklin, CA 95677

p. 916-630-4600 / £. 316-630-4603

Atlachment: Topographic maps indicating project location

07/11412 (B:SID100TR Tech StudissiCulturalConsuliaorn N AcoreiSI00IE NA_BVRancheria.doc)




) . POINT RICHMOND
LSA ASBOQIATES, TN, BERKELEY FRESHO RIVERSTDE
4200 ROCKLIN ROAD, SUITE 11B 015.530.4600 TEL CARLSBAD IRVINE SAN LUIS OBISTO

ROCKLIY, CALITORNIA 55877 916.630.4503 FAX FORT COLLINS PALM SPRINGS SOUTII SAN FRANCISCO

July 12,2012

Katherine Erolinda Perez
PO Box 717

Linden, CA 95236
canutes(@@verizon.net
209/887-3415

Subject: Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project City of Stockton, San Joaquin
County, California (LSA Project #USJID1001B)

Dear Ms. Perez:

LSA Associates is conducting a cultural rescurces investigation for the above-referenced project.
The proposed project is located in San Joaquin County, northwest of Escalon, on Van Allen Road at
Littlejohns Creek (southern crossing) on the border of sections 25 and 26, Township 1 North/Range
8 East, Mount Diablo tase line and meridian, as depicted on ihe accompanying portion of the
USGS Peters, CA, 7.5 topographic map.

The project will design a uniform channel section supporting Van Allen Road Bridge with scour
counlermmeasures to prevent channel degradation of South Litilejohn’s Creek. Recent histoty has
shown that along Littlejohn’s Creek, the channel bed has experienced minor cutting in the upper
reaches of the creel, increasing the side slopes. Streambed cutting is increased due to a constriction
of the channel from the bridge abutments and piers.

Federal monies are being furnished by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) to partially
fund the project and is thus subject to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of
1966, as amended. The Progranmmatic Agreement Among the Federal Highway Administration, the
Advisory Council on Historie Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and
the California Department of Transportation Regarding Compliance with Section 106 of the
Natioal Historic Preservation Act, as it Pertains fo the Administration of the Federal-aid Highway
Program in California Section IV (A.) states that the FHWA will honor all requests made by any
Indian tribe for direct government-to-government consultation. [fyou wish to engage in direct
government-to-government consultation please make this known soon so it can quickly be
arranged.

A records search by the Central California Information Center and a search of the Sacred Land files
by the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) have been conducted; neither search
identified prehistoric cultural resources within or in the immediate vicinity of the project boundary.
Additionally, no cultural resources were identified during a cultural resources survey of the project
area.

The NAHC has identificd you as a Native American representative that may have knowledge
concerning cultural resources within the project area. We are requesting any information that you
may have regarding any traditional culfural properties, values, or other cultural resources within the
project area so that this information can be incorporated into the planning phage of the project. If

071112 (LASIDIUDLBY Tech BtudissCulturall Consultation N ALcorelURS1101_NA_Angla doc)
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LSA ASSOCTATES, INQ.

you have any comments or concerns regarding Native American issues related to the overall
project, please contact me, expressing your concerns at your earliest convenience.

Your project comments and conecerns are important to us. We look forward to hearing from you in
the near future.

Sincerely,

Nt(,&OL'E \BUELDAQ | |

Nichole Jordan, MLA., RPA
Cultural Resource Manager

L.SA Associates, Inc.

4200 Rocklin Road, Suite 11B
Rocklin, CA. 95677

- 916-630-4600 / f. 916-630-4603

Adtachment: Topographic maps indicating project location

07{11/12 (PASI00 1B Tech StodiesyCulmuraliConsuitationNAore W IR31101_NA_ Angle doc)



POINT RICHMOND
I8A _ASSOCIAT'ES. IN_G, BERKELEY FREING RIVERS[_EE
2300 ROCKLINROAD, SUITE 113 91CG.630.4500 TEL GARLS]JAD IRVINE SAN LUIS O318P0
ROOKLIN, CALIFORNIA 95677 976.6%0,4504 Fax FORT COLLINS PALM SPRINGS SOUTH SAW FRANQISGOD
July 12,2012

lone Band of Miwok Indians
Yvonne Miller, Chairperson
PO Box 699

Plymaouth, CA 95669
209/274-6753

Subject: Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project Cily of Stockton, San Joaquin
County, California (LSA Project #SIDL001B)

Dear Ms, Millet:

LSA Associales is conducting a cultural resources imvestigation for the above-referenced project.
The proposed project is located.in San Joaquin County, northwest of Escalon, on Van Allen Road at
Littlejohns Creek (southern crossing) on the border of sections 25 and 26, Township 1 North/Range
8 East, Mount Diablo base line and meridian, as depicted on the accompanying portion of the
USGS Peters, CA; 7.5 topographie map.

The project will design a uniforin channel section supporting Van Allen Road Bridge with scour
countermeasures to prevent channel degradation of South Littlejohn’s Creek. Recent history has
shown that along Littlejohn’s Creek, the channel bed has experienced minor cutting in the upper
reaches of the creek, increasing the side slopes. Streambed cutting is increased due to a constriction
of the channel from the bridge abutments and piers.

Federal monies are being furnished by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) to partially
fund the project and is thus subject to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of
1966, as amended. The Programmatic Agreement Among the Federal Highway Administration, 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
Nutival Hisloric Preservation Aok, as it Pertains lo the Administration of the Federal-aid Highway
Program in California Section IV (A.) states that the FHWA will honor all requests made by any
Indian {ribe for direct governmenti-to-government consullation. If you wish to engage in direct
government-to-government consultation please make this known soon so it can quickly be
arranged.

A records search by the Central California Information Center and a search of the Sacred Land files
by the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) have been conducted; neither search
identifisd prehistoric cultural resources within or in the immediate vicinity of the project boundary.
Additionally, no cultural resources were identified during a cultural resources survey of the project
area.

The NAHC has identified you as a Native American representative that may have knowledge
concerning cultural resources within the project area. We are requesting any information that you
may have regarding any traditional cultural properties, values, or other cullural resources within the
project area so that this information can be incorporated into the planning phase of the project. If
711712 (PASID 100 1BV Tech Smdiss'Cultural'ConsultationNAlcore’SIDI 001 NA ToneBandMiller.doc)
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LSA ASSOCIATES, INQG.

you have any comments or concerns regarding Native American issues related to the overall
project, pléase contact me, expressing your concerns at your earliest convenience.

Your project comments and concerns are important to us. We look forward to hearing from you in
the near future.

Sincerely,

Nicole e

Nichole Jordan, M.A., RPA
Cullural Resource Manager

LSA Associates, Inc.

4200 Rocklin Road, Suite 11B
Rocklin, CA 935677

p- 916-630-4600 / f. 916-630-4603

Attachment: Topographic 1naps indicating project location
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TOINT RICHMONT:

LEA ASSOQUTATES, 1NG, RERKELEY FRESNO RIVERSIDE
4200 ROCKLINROAD, SUITE 11B 915.530.4600 TEL CARLSEBAD IRVINE SAN LUIS OHISFO
ROCKLIN, CALIFORNIA 85577 316.530.4603 FAX FORT COLLINS PAIM SPHINGS SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO

July 12,2012

Ione Band of Miwok Indians Cultural Commiites
Ms. Billie Blus, Chairperson

604 Pringle Ave, #42

Galt, CA 95632

bebluesky@softcom.net

209/745-7112

Subject; Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project City of Stockton, San Joaquin
County, California (L.SA Project #8ID1001B)

Dear Ms. Blue:

LSA Associates is conducting a cultural resources investigation for the above-referenced project.
The proposed project is located in San Joaquin County, northwest of Escalon, on Van Allen Road at
Littlejohns Creek (southern crossing) on the border of sections 25 and 26, Township | North/Range
& East, Mount Diablo base line and meridian, as depicted on the accompanying portion of the
USGS Peters, CA, 7.5 topographic map.

The project will design a uniform channel section supporting Van Allen Road Bridge with scour
countermeasures to prevent channel degradation of South Liltlejohn’s Creek. Recent history has
shown that along Littlejohn’s Creek, the channel bed has experienced minor cutting in the upper
reaches of the creek, increasing the side slopes. Streambed cuiting is increased duc to a constriction
of the channel from the bridge abutments and piers.

Federal monies are being fumnished by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) to partially
fund the project and is thus subject to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of
1966, as amended. The Programmatic Agreement dmong the Federal Highway Administration, 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
Natioal Historic Preservation Act, as it Pertains to the Administration of the Federal-aid Highway
Pragram in California Section IV (A.) states that the FHWA will honor all requests made by any
Indian tribe for direct government-to-government consultation. If you wish to engage in direct
government-to-government consultation please make this known soon so it can quickly be
arranged.

A records search by the Central California Information Center and a search of the Sacred Land files
by the Native Amcrican Heritage Commission (NAHC) have been conducted; neither search
identified prehistoric cultural resources within or in the immediate vicinity of the project boundary.
Additionally, no cultural resources were identified during a cultural resources survey of the project
area. :

The NAHC has identified you as a Native American representative that may have knowledge
concerning cultural resources within the project area. We are requesting any information that you
may have regarding any traditional cultural properties, values, or other cultural resources within the
project area so that this information can be incorporated into the planning phase of the project. If

UF1LL/12 (PASID1001BYTech StudiesiCulturaliConsultation N AleoretSID1001B_NA_loneBandBlne.doc)
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LSA ASSOCGIATES, ING.

yout have any comiments or concerns regarding Native American 1ssues related to the overall
project, please contact me, expressing your concerns at your earliest convenience.

Your project comments and coneerns are important to us. We look forward to hearing from you in
the near future.

Siicerely,

N oL, JORDA

Nichole Jordan, M.A., RPA
Cullural Resource Manager

LSA Associates, Inc.

4200 Rocklin Road, Suite 11B
Rocklin, CA. 95677

p. 916-630-4600 / . 916-630-4603

Attechment: Topographic maps indicating project location

Q7112 (B2SID100 1B ech Studics\Cutturzl'Consultationt NA cort8ID1001B_NA_ foncBindBlucdoc)




Nichole Jordan

From: Nichole Jordan

Sent: Thursday, July 26, 2012 12:45 PM

To: culturalcommittee@ionemiwok.org

Subject: Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project City of Stockton, San Joaquin County,
California - Cultural Consultation Document

Attachments: Van Allen Road Bridge_Ione Band_Cultural Committee. Consultation.pdf

lone Band of Miwok Indians Cultural Committee,

This afternoon | spoke with your tribal receptionist who requested | forward consultation documents for the above
referenced project to this email.

Contact me directly at your earliest convenience.

Thank you for your time,

Nichole Jordan

Cultural Resources Manager

LSA Associates, [nc.

4200 Rockiin Road, Suite 118
Rocklin, CA 95677

p. 916-630-4600 / f. 916-630-4603
. 916-799-3861



POINT RICHMOND
L8A ASSOCIATSES, ING, BERKELEY FRESNO RIVERSIDE
1200 ROCKLIN KOAD, SUTTE 118 $16.630.4600 TEL CARLSBAD IRVINE AN LULS ODISFO
ROCKLIN, GALIFORNIA §5677 $16.630.450% FAX FORT COLLINS  PALM SPRINGS SOUTH SAN FRANCISOO

LS A

July 12, 2012

Briana Creekmaors

PO Box 84
Wilseyville, CA 95257
209/298-7158

Subject: Van Allen Read Bridge Seour Mitigation Project City of Stockton, San Joaquin
County, California (LSA Project #USID1001B)

Dear Ms. Creekmore:

LSA Associates is conducting a cultural resources investigation for the above-referenced project.
The proposed project is located in San Joaquin County, northwest of Escalon, on Van Allen Road at
Littlejohns Creek (southern crossing) on the border of sections 25 and 26, Township | North/Range
8 East, Mount Diablo base line and meridian, as depicted on the accompanying portion of the
USGS Peters, C4, 7.5 topographic map. '

The project will design a uniform channel section supporting Van Allen Road Bridge with scour
countermeasures to prevent channel degradation of South Littlejohn’s Creek. Recent history has
shown that along Littlejohn’s Creek, the channel bed has experienced minor cutting in the upper
reaches of the creek, increasing the side slopes. Streambed cutting is increased due to a constriction
of the channel! from the bridge abutments and piers.

Federal monies are being furnished by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) to partially
fumd the project and is thus subject to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of
1966, as amended. The Programmatic Agreement Among the Federal Highway Administration, 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
Natioal Historic Preservation Act, as it Pertains fo the Administration of the Federal-aid Highway
Program in California Section IV (A.) states that the FHWA will honor all requests made by any
Indian tribe for direct government-to-government consultation. If you wish to engage in direct
government-fo-government consultation pleas¢ make this known soon so it can quickly be
arranged.

A records search by the Central California Information Center and a search of the Sacred Land files
by the Native American Heritage Commission (NALIC) have been conducted; neither search
identified prehistoric cultural resources within or in the immediate vicinity of the project boundary.
Additionally, no cultural resources were identified during a cultural resources survey of the project
area,

The NAHC has identified you as a Native American representative that may have knowledge
concerning cultural resources within the project area. We are requesting any information that you
may have regarding any iraditional cultural properties, values, or other cultural resources within the
project area so that this information can be incorporated into the planning phase of the project. If

071112 (PASID 10818V ech Studizs\Culmral Consultationt M Aleorei 8110100 lB_NA_Cchi(mm‘c.dﬂ-;:}
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LSA ASSOCGIATES, INC.

you have any comments or concerns regarding Native American issues related to the overall
project, please contact me, expressing your concerns atyour earliest convenience.

Your project comments and concerns are important to us. We look forward to hearing from you in
the near future,

Sincerely,

NIC&obE Jorpa

Nichole Jordan, M.A., RPA
Cultural Resource Manager

LSA Associates, Inc.

4200 Rocklin Road, Suite 11B
Rocklin, CA 95677

p- 916-630-4600 / £, 916-630-4603

Attachment: Topographic maps indicating project location

071112 (P:E.S-JI)IDO 1B\ Tech SiedicsCuliuraliConsuliation AL ora\STD 10011 NA_Creckmore.doc)



3 5 POINT RICHMOXD
LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. HBERKELEY FRESKO RIVARSIDE

£200 ROCKLLN ROAD, BUITE 113 916.630.4600 TEL CARLEBAD IRVINE SAN LUIE OBISTFO
ROCKLN, CALTFORNIA 45677 916.680.4803 FAX FORT COLLINS PALM BPRINGS SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO

Tuly 12, 2012

Randy Yonemura

4305 —39™ Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95824
honortraditions@mail.com
616/421-1600
516/601-4069

Subject: Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project City of Stockton, San Joaquin -
County, California (LSA Project #USID1001B)

Dear Mr. Yonemura:

L.SA Associates is conducting a cultural resources investigation for the above-referenced project.
The proposed project is located in San Joaquin Counly, northwest of Escalon, on Van Allen Road at
Littlejohns Creek (southern crossing) on the border of sections 25 and 26, Township 1 North/Range
8 Bast, Mount Diablo base line and meridian, as depicted on the accompanying portion of the
USGS Peters, €A, 7.5° topographic map.

The project will design a uniform channel section supporting Van Allen Road Bridge with scour
countermeasures to prevent channel degradation of South Littlejohn’s Creek. Recent history has
shown that along Litilejohn’s Creek, the channel bed has experienced minor cutting in the upper
reaches of the creek, increasing the side slopes. Streambed cutting is increased due fo a constriction
of the channel from the bridge abutinents and piers.

Federal monies are being furnished by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) to partially
fund the project and is thus subject to Section 106 of the National Hisloric Preservation Act of
1966, as amended. The Programmatic Agreement Among the Federal Highway Administration, the
Advisory Cowuncil on Historic Preservation, the California State Hisloric Preservalion Officer, and
the California Department of Transporiation Regarding Complionce with Section 106 of the
Natioal Historic Preservafion Act, as it Pertains fo the Administration of the Federal-aid Highway
Program in California Section TV (A.) states that the FHUWA will honor all requests made by any
Indian iribe for direct government-to-government consultation, If you wish to engage in direct
government-to-government consultation please make this known soen so it can quickly be
arranged.

A records search by the Central California Information Center and a search of the Sacred Land files
by the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) have been conducted; neither search
identified prehistoric cultural resources wilhin or in the immediate vicinity of the project boundary.
Additionally, no cultural resources were identified during a cultural resources survey of the project
area.

The NAHC has identified you as a Native American representative that may have knowledge
concerning cultural resources within the project area. We are requesting any information that you
may have regarding any traditional cultural properties, values, or other cultural resources within the
0711412 {238ID801 B3 Tech Studles'Cultural ConsultationN A corei8ID1001B_NA_Yonemurs.doc)
PLANNING i ENVIRONMENTAL SUIENOES 1 DESICGN



L8A ASSOGTATES, ING,

project area so that this information can be incorporated into the planning phase of the project. If
you have any comments or cancerns regarding. Native American issues related to the overall
project, please contact me, expressing your concerns at your earliest convenience,

Your project comments and concerns are important to us. We look forward to hearing from you in
the near future.

Sincerely,

N ot Joeoad

Nichole Jordan, ML.A,, RPA
Cultural Resource Manager

LSA Associates, Inc.

4200 Rocklin Road, Suite 11B
Rocklin, CA 95677

p. 916-630-4600 / £ 916-630-4603

Attachment: Topographic maps indicating project location

07/ 1112 (PSID1001BTech Studies' CullurulConsultation N ALcor¢iSIN 190 IB_NA_Yonemura.doc)



POINT RIGITMOND

LSA ASSOCIATLES, INC. BERKELEY FRESH O RIVERSIDE
4200 ROCKLIN ROAD, SUITE 118 816.630.4600 TEL CARLSBAD IRVINE SAKN LUIS QBISPO
ROCKLIN, CALIFORNIA 85677 B16.639,4605 FAX FORT COLLINS PALM SPRINGS SOUTH 2AN FRAMCISCO

July 12, 2012

Wilton Rancheria

Mary Daniels-Tarango, Chairpersen
7916 Farnell Way =~
Sacramento, CA 95823
wiltonrancheria@firontier.com
916/427-2900

Subject: Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project City of Stockton, San Joaquin
County, California (LSA Project #SJD1001B)

Dear Ms. Daniels-Tarango:

LSA Associates is conducting a cultural resources investigation for the above-referenced project.
‘The proposed project is located i San Joaquin County, niorthwest of Escalon, on Van Allen Road at
Littlejohns Creek (southern crossing) on the border of sections 25 and 26, Township 1 North/Range

8 East, Mount Diablo base line and meridian, as depicted on the accompanying portion of the
USGS Peters, CA, 7.5 topographic map.

The project will design a uniform channel section supporting Van Allen Road Bridge with scour
countermeasures to prevent channel degradation of South Littlejohn’s Creek. Recent history has
shown that along Littlejohm’s Creek, the channel bed has experienced minor cutting in the upper
reaches of the creek;, increasing the side slopes. Streambed cutting is increased due to a constriction
of the channel from the bridge abutments and piers.

Federal monies are being furnished by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) to partially
Tund the project and is thus subject to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of
1966, as amended. The Programmatic Agreemeni Among the Federal Highway Administration, the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and
the California Department of Transportation Regarding Complionce with Section 106 of the
Natioal Historic Preservation dct, as it Pertains fo the Administration of the Federal-aid Highway
Program in California Section IV (A.) states that the FHWA will henor all requests made by any
Indian tribe for direct government-to-government consuliation. Ifyou wish to engage in direct
government-to-government consultation please make this known seon so it can quickly be.
arranged.,

A records search by the Central California Information Center and a search of the Sacred Land files
by the Native American Heritage Commission (NAFC) have been conducted; neither search
identified prehistoric cullural resources within or in the immediate vicinity of the project boundary.
Additionally, no cultural resources were identified during a cultural resources survey of the project
area.

The NAHC has identified you as a Nafive American representative that may have knowledge
concerning cultural resources within the project area. We are requesting any information that you
may have regarding any traditional cultural properties, values, or other cultural resources within the
project area so that this information can be incorporated into the planning phase of the project. If

O N/12 (PASIDI001 B Tech StudiesiCulrelCansultation N A core)STD 100 1B_NA. Wilton.dac)
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LEA ASSOQIATES, ING.

you have any commenis or concerns regarding Native American issues related to the overall
project, please contact me, expressing your concerns at your earliest convenience.

Your project comments and concerns are important to us. We look forward te hearing from you in
the near future.

Sincerely,

(\\ (olE, -\BﬂiLDP@

Nichole Jordan, M.A., RPA
Cultural Rescurce Manager

LSA Associates, Inc.

4200 Rocklin Road, Suite 11B
Rocklin, CA 95677
p-916-630-4600 / 1. 916-630-4603

Attachment: Topographic maps indicating project location
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DECEMBER 2412 HISTORIC PRCPERTY SURVEY REPORT
VAN ALLEN ROAD BERIDGE SCOUR MITICATION PROJEOT
FARMINGTON, SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY, CALIFGRNIA

ATTACHMENT 5
Historical Solciety Consultation Letters

(To save paper, only one representative set of the maps sent with each request is included here)

PA3IDI00 1B\T'ech Studies\Culturall ASR_HPSRiwoerd filesiVan Allen SID1001B_HPSR_Auechment Covers.dec {12/10/12)



POINT RICIIMOND

LSA ASSOCLATES, INOG. BERXELEY FAEENO RIVERSIDE
4200 ROOKLIN ROAD, SUITE 11E 915.630.4600 TEL CARLSBAD IRVINE SAN LUIS QHISFQ
ROCKLIN, GALIFORNIA $G5677 915.630.£603 TAX FORT COLLINS PALM SPRINGS SOUTH SAN FRAVOISCO

June 4, 2012

Escalon Historical Society
1630 Main Sireet
Escalon, California 95320
(209) 838-8070

Subject: Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Project City of Stackton, San Joaquin County,
California (LSA Project #USJD1001B)

Dear Escalon Historical Society:

The Cily of Stockton is proposing the Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Project near Escalon, California.
LSA Associates, Inc., is conducting a study to determine if the project might alfect cultural resources.
The proposed project is located in San Joaquin County, northwest of Escalon, on Van Allen Road at
Littlejohns Creek (southern crossing) on the border of sections 25 and 26, Township | Notth/Range 8
East, Mount Diabloe base line and meridian, as depicted on the accompanying portion of the USGS
Peters, C4, 7.5 topographic map.

Pleass notify us if your organization has any information or concerns about historical sites in the
project area. This is not a request for research; it is solely a request for public input for any concerns
that the historical society may have. If you have any questions, pleass contact me at your earliesi
convenience.

We look forward to hearing from you. Thank you.

Nigorg Joeoad

Nichole Jordan, ML.A., RPA
Cultural Resource Manager

LSA Associates, Inc,

4200 Rocklin Road, Suite 11B
Rocklin, CA. 95677

p- 916-630-4600 / f. 916-630-4603

D6/0412 (PASTDI 001 PATech StudivsiCelwurafiConsultntiont Histicors files\SID1001B_Escalon Hisotrical Sociaty Consuliation.doc)
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ATCTST 2912 HIETORIGC PROPERTY BURYVEY REFORT
VAN ALLEN XOAD ZEIDGL §OOUR MITICATION PROJEOT
' FARMINGTON, SAN JOAQUIN GOUNTY, CALIFORNIA

ATTACHMENT 6

Central California Information Center — Records Search (8267 L) Results

PARID1001BYTach StudiesiCulieral\ASR,_HPSKIVan Allen 5101 0D1B_EPSR,_Attachment Covers.doe (07/27/12)



AUGUST 2012 HISTORIC PROPIRTY BURVEY REPORT
VAN ALLEN ROAD ERIDOE SCOUR MITIGATION FROJECT
FTARMINGTON, BAN JOAQUIN COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

ATTACHMENT 6

Central California Information Center — Records Search (8267 L) Resulis

PASIDIO0IB Teeh Sludics'Cultuwrall ASR HPSR Wan Allen STDI00IR HPSR Aftachment Covers.doe (07/27/12)



California Historical Resources Information System
Department of Anthropology — California State University, Stanisfaus
One Unive_r#ity Circle, Tutlock, California 95382
(209) 667-3307 - FAX (209) 667-3322

Alpine, Caluveras, Mariposa, Mereed, San Joaguin, Stavislans & Tnalunne Counties

Date: July 25, 2011

CCIC File #: 8017 L
Project: Van Allen Road Bridge
(#29C-115) Scour Mitigation

Mark Hopkins, Senior Planner/Biologist
Transportation Engineering Division
San Joaguin County Public Works

P.O. Box 1810

Stockion, CA 95201

Dear Mr. Hopkins,

We bave conducted a records search as per your request for the above-referenced projoct arca
located on the Peters USGS 7.5-minute quadrangle map in San Joaquin County.

Search of our files includes review of our maps for the specific project area and the immediate
vicinity of the projeot area, and review of the National Register of Historic Places, the California
Register of Historical Resources, the California Inventory of Historic Resources {1976), the
California Historical Landmarks (1990), and the California Points of Historical Interest listing
(May 1992 and updates), the Directory of Properties in the Historic Property Data File (HPDF)
and the Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility (ADOE) (Office of Historic Prosorvation
current computer lists dated 03-09-2011), the CALTRANS State and Local Bridge Survey (1989
and updates), the Survey of Swrveys (1989), GLO Plats, and other pertinent historic dafa available
 at the CCIC for each specific connty.

The following details the results of the records search:
Prehistoric or historic resources within the project area:

(1) No prehistoric or historic archacological resources or historic properties have besn
reported to the Information Center, but this does not preclude the possibility that culiural
features over 43 years old are in the project area.

(2) The bridge in question (#29C-115) was built in 1973 and is considered by Caltrans to be

ineligible for the NRHP, Reference: Caltrans® Structure Maintenance & Trvestigations,
Historical Significance—Local Agenicy Bridges (Jan. 2011).




(3) The GLO Plai map TIN/RSE (sheet #41-013, dafed 1851-1855), and Map No. 1 from
Thompson and West (1879; 1968 reprint) shows the slough at this location. The 1952
(Photorevised 1968) USGS Peters 7.5” map shows one building (from the 1952 map) near
the sonth western end of the bridge.

Prehisteric or historic resources within the immediate vicinity of the project area:

Mone have been reported to the Information Center.

Resources thaf are known té have value to local cubtural groups:

Momne have been formally reported to the Information Cenfer.

Previous investigations within the project area:

Wome have been reported to the Information Center:

'Previous investigations within the immediate vicinity of the project area:

None have been reported to the Information Center.

Recommendations/Comments: Based on existing data in our files the project arsa has a

moderate-to-high sensitivity for the possible discovery of prehistoric and/or historic

archaeological resources on and under the surface of the ground around the bridge. The property

at the southwestern end of the bridge may also contain standing situctures over 45 year old that

may be considered potertial cultural resources. We recommend professional archaeological

survey of the project area as well as archacological monitoring during any excavation for this
project that disturbs native soils.

The Statewide Referral List for Historical Resources Consnltants is posted for your uss on the
internet af hitp://chrisinfo.org

Please be advised that a historical resource is defined as a building, structure, object, prehistoric
or historic archasological site, or district possessing physical evidence of human activities over 45
years old. There may be unidentified features involved in your project that are 43 years or older
and considered as historical resourees requiring further study and cvaluation by a qualified
professional of the appropriate discipline.

We advise you that in accordance with Federal and State law, if any historical resources are
discovered during project-related activities, all work is to stop and the lead agency and a gualified
professional are 1o be consalied to determine the imporiance and appropriate ireatment of the
find, If Native American remains are found the County Coroner and the Native Amedean
Heritage Commission, Sacramento (916-653-4082) are to be notified immodiately for
recominended procedures,




We further advise you that if you retain the services of a historical resources consultant, the
firm or individual you retain is responsible for submitting any report of findings prepared
for you to the Central California Information Center, including one copy of the narrative
report and two copies of any records that document historical resources found as a result of
field work. If the consultant wishes to obtain copies of materials not included with this
records search reply, additional copy or records search fees may apply.

We thank you for contacting this office regarding historical resource preservation. Please let us
know when we can be of further service, Billing is attached, payable within 60 days of receipt of
the invoice.

Sincerely,

YL.LJ@W‘(&

Robin Hards, Assistant Research Technician

E. A, Greathouse, Coordinator

Central California Information Center

Califomia Historical Resources Information System



Wiap Output , Page 10f ]

Eagend
. e

Seels
i fiRes
Szt
e

TiINegE

=

Vaa Allent Road Bridge USGS Map

$an Joaquin Counly Geographic Information Sysiems
1810 East Hzaeitoa Avemuc, Reckion, Calfemia 95205

G 2 i i =
T2 Levite i Tmais Sy e i sz, taihancy, 1 EARMES S, G i e
4 e sz o R @

CCie # <01 L Peters mnse ¢ 7.§’

http://webstet/servlet/com.esri.esrimap. Esrimap?ServiceName=SjcOverviews Form=Tie&Encod... 7/1 4/2011



ke
-

QY s / ;3

STATE RWY 4

—

g

4 VANALLEN RD ./

e
£
- .-b-b °
" i
l‘.
& e
CYRETE
e,
) 0
4 T N
i
k|
8

/

£

3

B

\Z]

ki

B

a[NoTigueva ™/
< >

WHDWOOR RD 4
, i : it m g

S
TR AHaEn |

™ L 8| b e q . 2
S e = L

- VIC AP ——
Cccc:tt%om i m]_[w R
VAN ALLEN ROAD
BRIDGE NO. 29C-115
over S. LETTLE JOHNS CREEK

' NOSCME L

DATE: May:l 201

BAN JOACAIN COUNTY, Dept. of Pulic Warks
Thier Coemy of San mMmmﬁem ﬁﬂp‘aﬁm 'Ebié"hl mpm
mmmmn@smm t x b bl

fehamEn ﬁvmb.mxs .&m,ruagam

SAM JOAGUIN
" COUNTY




CENTRAL CALIFORNIA INFORMATION CENTER

California Historical Resources Information System
Department of Anthropology — California State University, Stanislaus
One University Cirde, Turlock, California 95382
(209) 667-3307 - FAX (209) 667-3324

Alpinz, Calaverns, Mariposa, Merced, Sau Joaguin, Stenislans & Tuolummne Cointies

Diate: June 6, 2012

CCIC File #: 8267 L
Project: Van Allen Road Bridge Scour

_ Project at South Littlejohns Creek
Nichole Jordan

Cultural Resources Manager
LSA Associates, Inc.

4200 Rocklin Road, Suite 11B
Rocklin, CA 95677

Dear Ms. Jordan,

We have conducted a records search as per your request for the above-referenced project area.
located on the Peters USGS 7.5-minute quadrangle map in San J oaquin County,

Search of our files includes review of our maps for the specific project area and a one-quarter- w
mile radius of the project area (as specified by the client), and review of the National Register of

Historic Places, the California Register of Historical Resources, California Inventory of Historic

Resources (1976), the California Historical Landmarks (1996), and the California Points of

Historical Interest listing (May 1992 and updates), the Directory of Properties in the Historic

Property Data File (“HPDF”) and the Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility (“ADOE")

(Office of Historic Preservation current computer lists dated 04-05-2012), the CALTRANS State

and Local Bridge Survey (1989 and updates), the Survey of Surveys (1989), the GLO Plats, and

other pertinent historic data available at the CCIC for each specific county.

Please note that this Information Center does not currently have a Resource Database FPrintout,

an Ethnographic Information Database, Local Inventories for San Joaquin County (or any of its
cities), or Seil Survey Maps.

The following pages detail the results of the records search:



Prehistorie or historic resources within the project area:

(1) No prehistoric or historic archaeological resources or historic propertics have been
reported to the Information Center.

(2) Bridge #29C-115 (Van Allen Road at South Littlejohns Creek) is listed in the Caltrans
bridge inventory as constructed in 1973 and not eligible for the NRHP. Attached:
pertinent pages from Caltrans’ Structure Maintenance & Investigations. - Local Agency
Bridge List (April 2012) and Structure Maintenance & Investigations, Historical
Significance—Local Agency Bridges (May 2012).

(3) Please also see these attached historic maps for other information:
1. GLO Plat TIN/RSE (sheet #41-013, dated 1851-1855)—"Wire Fence™ extends to the
project area. .
2. Map No. Two from History of San Joaguin County, California with Hlustrations

(Thompson and West 1879; 1968 reprint). Also pages 112 and 137, and lithograph
LXXIV for the S. Dunham estate.

3. 1883 San Joaquin County map (see copy for full title). Parts of the map are illegible.
4. 1952 Peters USGS 7.5°
Prehistoric or histaric resources within a one-quarter-mile radius of the project area:
None have been reported to the Information Center. However, please also see the attached
historic maps listed above.
Resources known to have value to local cultural groups:

None have been formally reported to the Information Center.

Previous investigations within the project area:

None have been reported to the Information Center.

Previous investigations within a one-quarter-mile radius of the project area:

None have been reported to the Information Center.



Comments: In accordance with Federal and State law, if any historical resources are found
during consiruction, work is to stop and the lead agency and a qualified professional are to be
consulted to determine the importance and appropriate treatment of the find.

We understand that you will be conducting an archacological study of the proposed project that
is the subject of this records search. We look forward to receiving one copy of your report of
findings which should include two copies each of site records for all historical resources
documented,

We thank you for contacting this office regarding histotical resource preservation. Please let us
know when we can be of further service. Please sign and return the attached Access Agreement
form. Billing is atiached, payable within 60 days of receipt of the invoice.

Sincerely,

L

Robin Hards, Assistant Research Technician

E. A. Greathouse, Coordinator

Central California Information Center

California Historical Resources Information System
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Van Allen Roud Bridge Scour Project



Structure Maintenance &

- &
Investigations
Local Agency Bridge List
SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY
County of San Joaguin
Bridge Dist Bridge Name Facility Carriad City  Bypass Lanes  AADT Appr Slr  Rosd  Year SDIFO  Length Suff
Number Length ONUM Widih Type Width Built Rating
29C0083R 10 CALIFORNIA AQUEDUCT MOUNTAIN HOUSE RD 11 0200 4403 88 3204 0B 1967 48 936
28C0087 10 MORMON SLOUGH GOLDEN GATE AVENUE 2 0200 4400 9B 201 9.8 1966 37 046
25C0050 10 FRENCH CAMP SLOUGH ARPORT WAY & 0400 42716 259 201 287 198B 85 93.2
28C0098 10 WALKER SLOUGH O'DELL AVEMUE 2 0200 1500 98 201 9.8 1870 22 943
2960089 10 DUCK CREEK POCK LANE 5 0200 1500 841 201 9.8 1983 20 958
29C0100 10 CALAVERAS RIVER TULLY ROAD 10 0200 431 55 201 98 1973 27 968
28C0101 10 CALAVERAS RIVER MCALLEN RD 8 4200 8685 73 am o7 1970 FO 28 885
28C0103 10 MORMON SLOUGH WALKER LANE 5 0200 1597 67 201 122 1974 22 9656
29C0104 10 MOKELUMNE RIVER NEW HOPE ROAD 27 0200 1906 122 204 122 1969 40 458
29C0105 10 MORMON SLOUGH FLOOD ROAD ] 0200 785 73 204 98 igra 56 96.7
29c0106 40 MORMON SLOUGH MILTON ROAD 11 0200 556 55 204 9B 1974 83 967
24G0107 10 CALAVERAS RIVER SHELTON ROAD 23 0200 171 61 204 9B 1976 a3 953
= 2900108 10 MIDDLE RIVER BACON ISLAND RDAD 159 0200 980 85 37 85 1995 297 T2
ﬁg 29C0109 10 MIDDLE RIVER UNDINE ROAD 13 0200 208 76 204 98 1875 63 968
o _gs_p.w.(mmos,_c 10 MORMON SLOUGH FINE ROAD 5 0200 1358 7.0 204 9.8 1972 83 657
[sarezE  29C0111 10 MORMON SLOUGH DUNCAN ROAD 10 0200 1839 55 204 o8 1973 53 o5
bagwar 2900112 10 LITTLEJOHNS CREEK STAMLEY RUAD 13 0200 132 58 201 98. 1974 26 969
G-edis  20C0113 10 CALAVERAS RIVER MESSICK ROAD 3 0200 139 73 201 98 1977 2§70
29C0114 10 BISHOP CANAL . EIGHT MILE ROAD 199 0200 2600 101 317 4.0 1989 98 810
29C0115 18 SOUTH LITTLEJOHNS CREEK VAN ALLEN ROAD 13 0200 350 55 201 95 1973 22  96.8
29C0116 10 BEAVER SLOUGH BLASSOM RD 11 0200 296 &1 2001 85 1980 g9 968
2000117 10 NORTH LITTLE JOHNS CREEK VAN ALLEN ROAD 13 0200 a0 55 201 98 1960 21  ©as
2000120 10 W_mm.@.gmzooi CANAL CFM CHRISMAN ROAD 13 0200 933 98 504 122 1948 35 954
29C0123 10 BEAR CREEK WESTLANE 1 D400 18166 268 201 214 1966 50 715
29C0124 10 FRENCH CAMP SLOUGH EL DORADO STREET 14 0400 3730 195 201 185 958 4 978
29G0129 10 DRY CREEK DUSTIN RD 16 0200 181 7.3 201 85 1974 127 905
290130 10 SOUTH BRANCH DUCK CREEK HEWITT ROAD 11 0200 270 61 201 98 1963 27 989
29C0131 10 w_%mﬂ%_mczzm RIVER {MILLERS WALNUT GROVE ROAD a2 0200 2084 88 317 73 1985 5D 7 517
29C0132 10 mommm“. LAKE UP UP RR & BNSF RY 6 0002 4528 302 1925 2N
29¢0133 10 BEAVER SLOUGH THORNTQN RD 13 0200 1515 7.3 702 7.3 194 41 AT

28C0135 10 BEAR CREEK LOWER SACTO RD 6 0200 17462 9B 201 9B 1863 33 58
.II-I{I.III

e Data predsiiied Hers is for information only. 1 shouid nof be used to datermine e ofical status of s bridge’s eftpibilityfor HRRR money

__npw_ﬁ:_nﬁa__. “ ; : 2 Umnw 581



~ Bridga
-~ Number

Investigations

Structure Maintenance &

Historical Significarica

28C0135

he_localraf

2000091  NORTH BRANCH WEBER CREEK JUST NORTH OF SPERRY 5. Bridge not aligibla for NAHP 1961 ‘
20C0091R  NORTH BRANCH WEBER CREEK JUST NORTH OF SPERRY 5, Bridge not sligible for NRHP 1968
20960092l  NORTH LITTLE JOHNS CREEK 0.15 Mt N INDUSTRIAL WAY 5. Bridge not ellgible for NRHP 1964
20C0082R  NORTH LITTLE JOHNS CREEK 0.15 MI N INDUSTRIAL WAY 5. Bridge not sfigible for NRHP 1958
| 2000003  DUCK CREEK 1 M N INDYSTRIAL DR 5. Bridgs not eligible for NRHE 1968
29C0093R  DUCK CREER 1 MI N INDUSTRIAL DR §. Bridga not efigible for NRHP 1988
2000034  MORMON SLOUGH 0.1 MI N CHURCH ST 5. Bridga not eligible for NRHP 1972
= zucuoss MOSHER SLOUGH 0.1 MI S WAUDMAN AVE 5. Bridge not aligibte for NRHP 1976
- 2900088 WALKER SLOUGH JUST HORTH OF DOWNING 5. Bridge rot eliglble for NRHP 1970
= 2600098 DUCK CREEK 0.1 M1 8 OF LOCMIS AVE 5, Bridge not eligitle for NRHP 1963
ps ggiom o CALAVERAS RIVER 0T MIN SMIRD 5. Bridge hot eligibla for NRHP 1873
©29C0101  CALAVERAS RIVER AT HOLMAN RD 8. Bridge ot efigible for NRHP 1970
2960103 MORMON SLOUGH 0.3 MI.S MAIN ST 5. Bridge not eligible for NRHP 1974
2060104 MOKELUMNMNE RIVER SACRAMENTC CO LINE 5. Bridge not eligible for NRHP 1889
. 23C0105 MORMON SLOUGH 0.9 Mi WEST OF FINE ROAD 5. Bridge not eligiblé for NRHP 1973
290106 MORMON SLOUBH 0.3 Mf E DUNCAN RD 5. Bridge nof aligible for NRHP 1974
20C0107 CALAVERAS RIVER 0.6 MI S WIMER RD 5. Bridga not sligible for NRHP 1976
29C0{05 MIDDLE RIVER 16-SJ-Co. Rd. §. Bridgs not eligible for NRHP 1995
29C0109 MIDDLE fIVER 2.1 MI W OF HOWARD RO 5, Bridge not eligible for NRHP 1975
2900110 MORMON SLOUGH 0.2 MI SOUTH OF SH 26 5 Bridge not eligible for NRHP 1972
2900111 MORMON SLOUGH 0.8 MIN COPPEROPOLIS RD 5. Bridge not sligible for NRHP 1978
29C0112 LITTLEJOHNS CREEK 0,5 Ml SOUTH OF SH4 5. Bridga ot eligible for NRHP 1874
29C0113 CALAVERAS RIVER 0.2 Ml EAST OF DUNCAN RD &. Bridgs niot aligible for NRHP 1977
209C0114 BISHOP CANAL JUST W OF RIO BLANCO RD 5. Bridge 1ol eligible for NRHP 1888
28C0115 SOUTH LITTLEJOHNS CREEK 14 MISSH 4 5, Bridge nol eligible for NRHP 1973
29C0116 BEAVER SLOUGH 1 Mi M OF PELTIER 5. Bridge not eligible for NRHP 1980
2000117 NORTH LITTLE JOHNS CREEK 1LOMISSH4 5. Bridge not eligible for NRHP 1069
2800118 PARADISE CUT 0.5 MI N OF DELTA AVE 5, Bridge rot eligibls for NRHP 1989
29C0118 PARADISE CUT 0.4 MI M DELTA AVE 5. Bridgs not eligibie for NRHP 1089

29C0420 DELTA-MEMDOTA CANAL CPM 019,47 1.2 Mi NORTH OF 8.H. 580 5, Bridge nol eligible for NRHP 1948 1969
- 29C0122 PARADISE CUT 1.2 M) SAV STEWART RD 5, Bridge not eligible for NRHP 1932

. 20C0123 BEAR CREEK 1.8 MI N HAMMER LAKE 5. Bridge riot eligible for NRHP 1986 1972
| 2800128 FRENGH CAMP SLOUGH 0.3 MI N FRENCH CAMP RD 5. Bridge not eligible for NRHP 1958

| 28C0126 EAST TRACY OH 0.4 MIE MAC ARTHUR DR 5. Bridge nol sligible for NRHP 1936 1958
[ 28co127 SAN JOAQUIN RIVER 0.3 M) NE OF STEWART RD 5. Bridge not eligible for NRHP 1926
28C0129 DRY CREEK 0.8 MIN LIBERTY ROAD 5, Bridge not eligible for NRHP 1974
29C0120 SOUTH BRANCH DUCK CREEK 07 MINSHAY 5. Bridge not aligible for NRHP 1863
29C0131 MOKELUMNE RIVER (MILLERS FERRY) AT 8J & BAC COUNTY LINE 5, Bridga not sligibla for NRHP 1955
29Co132 FOREST LAKE UP 0.4 Ml S/0 COLLIER RD 4. Historical Sigrificance not determined 1925
29C0183 BEAVER SLOUGH 0.75 MI $ KILE RD 5. Bridge not sligible for NRHP 1941
29C0134  MOSHER SLOUGH N, OF MACDUFF AVE 5. Bridge not efigible for NRHP 1972
28C0135 BEAR CREEK 0.5 Ml MO ROYAL OAKS DR 5, Bridgs not efigible for NRHP 1963
PIXLEY SLOUGH E. OF LOWER SACTORD. 5. Bridge not eligible for NRHF 1869
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HISTORY OF SAN JOAQUIN CoUNTY, 04

§
devoted hinself exclusively to i‘armms. The farm lies in Douglass |

Township, and containg 320 neres of excellent grain raising land ;
is all under cultivation, and is devoted chiefly to the cultivation of
wheat. Mr. Blohme made & visit to his ustive land in 1871,
remaining theee months. His father and brother ave still living in
the old country, A view of his place iz given in this work,

Epwrw B. CoaswaLy was born in Boston, Mass., Sept. 25, 1823,
He came to California across the Jathmus of Panama in Aug., 1849,
After epending about one year in the mines on Mokelumne river,
be came 1o Ban Joaquin Co., in which he has continued to resida,
with the exosption of one yéar spent In Trinity Co., and three

months on & visit to bis naiive oity. He located hia farm near Lin- |
den, in Douglass Township, 1850, and hought it of thestate in 1853, |

The farm containg 232 acres of as excellant grain land a5 can be
found in the valley ; s large portion of his land has heen sowed to

wheat for twelve successive years, without any diminution in the yield,

He was married in 1868 to Mis. Sersh Van Pelt. He has taken

quite a prominent part in the Grangs movement, =nd was electad |

master of the Linden Grange; be was also o delepate to the State
Grange Convention, at Ban Francisco, in 1875, A view of his
place Is given ¢n ancther page.

Sausdy DM was born in Mesa, In Sept., 18256, He came to
California. across the plains in 1849, and sold goods st the Dry
efetk mines for sbout & year and a hal  In 1853 he established a
stors on Mormon oreek, Tuolumne Co., which he kept for two yesrs,
Ha settled in San Jeaquin Co, in 1855 and purchased his ranch in
Douglass Township the same year. Ha has 1410 acves of land sll
under cultivation. Grain raiing is his specialiy, paying particular
sitention o the production of whest. The farm was a part of the
Btate Behool Land Grant, and cost him §2.50 per scre.  He built
his house in 1859, at & cost of $10,000 (a view of this placa will he
found on another page). M. Dunham I & stockholder and Presi-
dent, of the Farmington Water Co. He shipped the first eargo of
four to New York across Paniama, and also the firet to Tiverpool.
He visited his native place in 1861, 1858 and 1870, His ranch s
fifieen miles distant from Stockton, and thres miles from Fayming-
ton. _

Jomw Duzmanm was bom in Pulaski Co., Ky., May 12 1884,
and lived there until shout twelve years of age, when tha ﬁmily
removed to Washington Co., Ind. He came seross the plains o

this state in 1866, and came to San Joaquin Co, in that same year, |

‘He spent about & year in tha mines of Calaveras Co. His principal

business since coming to Californis has been that of farming, He
purchaszed the farm on which he now resides in 1873, Tt issituated
in Douglase Township, and contains 320 neres of rich grain land. |

Te ralses grain chiefly, giving most of hia attention to whest.
higs well stocked his place with caitle, and furnished it with
machinery and buildings required on 2 well conducted farm.
was married on the 18th of May, 1876, ai Steckten, o
Jogephine Holden. Thay have one child. A view of his
will be found in this work.

Worran V. Freaes is o nsilve of 8t Charles Co., Mo, whe
was ban Avgust 27, 1831, He removed to Pike Ca,, 11, in
Ha came across the plafns in three months, in 1850. ¥From
e 1861 he sold milk in Stockisn. He purchased the farm whe
now residesin 1861, The place contains 264 acres, and ix siti
in Bellota, Douglass Townehip. Bince purchasing this plac
chief occupation has been that of farming and keeping hotel.
has 264 scves, shout 100 of which are rich bottom land. Tu
tion to the generel furm husiness and the raising of grain, h
paid considerahle attention to the breeding of fine sheap,
horses, ete. Mr. Fisher, at his place in Bellota, kespa & hotel,
is wellkngwn throughott the valley. Fe wad married Dece
12, 1858, to Miss Maggie McDonald, at her father’s residence,
miles from Stockton, on the Calaveras river. They have mix

| dren, the two youngest being twins, A view of his place ia in

work.
Tmomss Froop was born in the Co. of Meath, Treland,
came to the United States in 1855, and to Califoraia, vz the |

| mus of Panacie, in 1857, He spent the first six yenrs of his 1i

this Sfats at the mines in Tuclurmne Co.  He permanently se
in this County in 1864, purchasing 160 acrea of land in Douy
Pownahip, near the villags of Linden, and ahout tiwelve miles |

Stockton. All of this land is being cultivated and yields a § -

cxop of wheat, to which it is chiefly sowed. Tn additlon to the e
vation of grain, hé has given vonsiderable attention to the raisin
fine cattle and sheep. He has now forty fine graded shesp.
married Miss Ann M. Weleh, January 8, 1873, and hos two «
dren. His residence was evected in 1876 and cost him shout 83,
A view of his placs Is given elsewhere.

Joew Perer Foneg was born near Frankfort, Germeny, in

| year 1805. Ho emigrated to America in 1831, landing ot B

more, Md. He wes o blackemith, end worked st that trade
several Statea of the TUnion, He 1’@iqﬂ._ﬁﬁm years in Burlingt
and finally came across the plains to Californis, in 1350, Afler

yerrs sojourn hera he reforned for his family. He mareisd A
Elizeheth Boerger, s native of Prussis, in Burlington, in 1f
They had three children, two of whem are now living. Mms. Fu.
died at their home in Douglass Township, January 14, 1878, U
his yeturn from Iowa he settled on the placs on which he new
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CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION/CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION DETERMINATION FORM

10-SJ-San Joaquin County BPNP-5929(226)
Dist.-Co.-Rte. (or Local Agency)  P.M./P.M. E.A/Project No. Federal-Aid Project No. (Local Project)/Project No.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: (Briefly describe project including need, purpose, location, limits, right-of-way requirements, and
activities involved in this box. Use Confinuation Sheel, if necessary.)

San Joaquin County Department of Public Works proposes to install scour countermeasures at Van Allen Road Bridge
(#29C0115) over South Littlejohns Creek, near Farmington, San Joaquin County. The scope of work includes
application of rock-slope protection (RSP), channel excavation, gabion mats, vegetation removal along the banks, and
temporary coffer dams. Work will occur during periods of low ﬂow on South Littlejohns Creek. Following the completion
of construction, bank slopes will be restored to preconstruction contours and re-seeded with a native seed mix. All work
will occur within the County right-of-way and temporary construction easements will be required for access and staging;
no work will occur on the bridge deck. The purpose of the project is to prevent bridge failure and provide a uniform
channel along Littlejohns Creek. The project is needed becauss the channel beneath the bridge has degraded.
(continued on Page 2)

CEQA COMPLIANCE (for State Projects only)

Based on an examination of this proposal and supporting information, the following statements are frue and exceptions do not apply
(See 14 CCR 15300 et seq.):

e [f this project falls within exempt class 3, 4, 5, 6 or 11, it does not impact an environmental resource of hazardous or critical concern
where designated, precisely mapped and officially adopted pursuant to law.

There will not be a significant cumulative effect by this project and successive projects of the same type in the same place, over time.
There is not a reasonable possibility that the project will have a significant effect on the environment due to unusual circumstances.
This project does not damage a scenic resource within an officially designated state scenic highway.

This project is not located on & site included on any list compiled pursuant to Govt. Code § 65962.5 (“Cortese List").

o This project does not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource.

e & o @

CALTRANS CEQA DETERMINATION (Check one)
|:| Exempt by Statute. (PRC 21080[b]; 14 CCR 15260 et seq.) ;
Based on an examination of this proposal, supporting infermation, and the above statements, the project is:

]:] Categorically Exempt. Class . (PRC 21084; 14 CCR 15300 et seq.)
[0 categorically 2 bt_Ji within an exempt[ b "I can be seen with
certainty that t p I c =a ]I3]-)
Print Name: Environmental Branch Chief Print Name: Project Manager/DLA Engineer

Signaiure Date Signature Date

NEPA COMPLIANCE

In accordance with 23 CFR 771,117, and based on an examination of this proposal and supporting information, the State has

determined that this project:

o does not individually or cumulatively have a significant impact on the environment as defined by NEPA and is excluded from the
requirements to prepare an Environmental Assessment (EA) or Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), and

e has considered unusual circumstances pursuant to 23 CFR 771.117(b).

CALTRANS NEPA DETERMINATION (Check one)

23 USC 326: The State has determined that this project has no significant impacts on the environment as defined by NEPA, and
that there are no unusual circumstances as described in 23 CFR 771.117(b). As such, the project is categorically excluded from
the requirements to prepare an environmental assessment or environmental impact statement under the National Environmental
Policy Act. The State has been assigned, and hereby certifies that it has carried out the responsibility to make this determination
pursuant to Chapter 3 of Title 23, United States Code, Section 326 and a Memorandum of Undarstanding dated June 07, 2013,
executed between the FHWA and the State. The State has determined that the project is a Categorical Exclusion under:

[ 23 CFR 771.117(c): activity (c){__)
] 23 CFR 771.117(d): activity (d)(__)
Activity _1_ listed in Appendix A of the MOU between FHWA and the State

]] 23 USC 327: Based on an examination of this proposal and supporting information, the State has determined that the project is a
CE under 23 USC 327.
Julie Myrah Parmjnder Singh

Print Name: Environmental Branch amey DLA Engineer -
7<) M@J ﬁ[’//é/f‘!
ate

Date of Categorical Exclusion Checklist completion: 4/11/14 l)ate of ECR or equivalent : 4/11/14

Briefly list environmental commitments on continuation sheet. Reference additional infarmation, as appropriate (e.g., CE checklist,
additional studies and design conditions).

February 12, 2014
Page 1 of2



CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION/CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION DETERMINATION FORM
Continuation Sheet

10-SJ-San Joaquin County BPMP-5929(226)
Dist.-Co.-Rte. (or Local Agency) P.M./P. M. E.A/Project No. Federal-Aid Project No. (Local Project)/Project No.

Continued from page 1:

Environmental Commitments-

Construction equipment will be newer or well-maintained and fitted with adequate mufflers
Nearby residents will be notified of scheduled dates and times for construction
Construction Site, Design Pollution Prevention, and Treatment Control BMPs as described in the Caltrans’
Stormwater Management Plan (SWMP) will be incorporated into the final design and compliance with the
standard requirements of the SWMP for potential short-term impacts will be followed
Design recommendations as listed in the Location Hydraulic Study and Scour Analysis will be incorporated as
appropriate (Domenichelli and Associates, Inc., August 2013)
Brightly colored fencing will be placed and maintained along the limits of work to protect adjacent habitat
Brightly colored fencing will be placed and maintained along the edge of the staging area adjacent to the
dripline of a large oak
A Service-approved biologist(s) will conduct environmental awareness training for all construction personnel
concerning biclogical issues including instructions on how to recognize the Swainson’s hawk and their habitats
If dewatering is necessary, the dewatered habitat must remain dry for at least 15 consecutive days after April
15 and prior to excavating or filling of the dewatered habitat
The native seed mix used to revegetate the bank slopes shall match the mix listed in Table 3 of the Natural
Environment Study (Minimal Impacts) by San Joaquin County Department of Public Works (April 2014).
Measures in accordance with Executive order 13112 (Invasive Species) shall be followed to avoid the
distribution of invasive plants during construction
If excess soils are to be taken off site for disposal elsewhere, a lead compliance plan will be needed.
If cultural materials are discovered during construction ,do not disturb the resources and immediately:

o  Stop all work within a 60-foot radius of the discovery

o Protect the discovery area

o Notify the Engineer

Do not move cultural materials or take them from the job site. Retain a qualified archaeologist to assess the
significance of the find. Do not resume work within the discovery area until authorized

If human remains are discovered, State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 states that further
disturbances and activities shall cease in any area or nearby area suspected to overlie remains, and the
County Coroner will be contacted. Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, if the remains are
thought to be Native American, the coroner will notify the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) who
will then notify the Most Likely Descendent (MLD). At that time, the landowner will work with the MLD on the
respectful treatment and disposition of the remains. Further provisions of PRC 5097.98 are to be followed as
applicable.

Required Permits-

Clean Water Act Section 404 Nationwide Permit from the United States Army Corps of Engineer

Clean Water Act Section 401 Water Quality Certification from the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control
Board

Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement from the California Department of Fish and Wildlife

February 12,2014
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Categorical Exclusion Checklist

DistiCo/Rte/PM:  10-SJ-San Fed. Aid No. {Local Project): BPMP-5929(228) EA/Project No.:
Joaquin Counly

SECTION 1: TYPE OF CE: Use the information in this section to determine the applicable CE and
corresponding activity for this project.

1. Project is a CE under CE Assignment 23 USC 326. BJIYes [INo
If “yes”, check applicable actrwty in one of the ihree [ables befow (acfivily must be listed in 23 CFR 771.117 (c) or (d) list or
included in activities listed in Appendix A of the CE Assignment MOU fo be eligible for 23 USC 326).

Activity Listed in 23 CFR 771.117(c)

1 1| Activities which do not involve or lead directly to construction such as planning and researsch activities; grants for training;
engineering to define the elements of a proposed action or alternatives so that social, economic, and environmental effects can
be assessed; and Federal-aid system revisions which establish classes of highways on the Federal-ald highway system.

2 [] | Approval of utility installations along or across a transportation facility.

3] | Construction of bicycle and pedestrian lanes, paths, and facilities.

4 3| Activities included in the State's highway safely plan under 23 USC 402.

5 [1| Transfer of Federal lands pursuant to 23 USC 107(d) andfor 23 USC 317 when the land transfer is in support of an action that is
not otherwise subject to FHWA review under NEPA.

6 []| The installation of noise barriers or alterations fo existing publicly owned buildings to provide for noise reduction.

7 | Landscaping.

8 [1| Installation of fencing, signs, pavement markings, small passenger shellers, traffic signals, and railroad warning devices where
no substantial land acquisition or traffic disruption will occur.

9" |The following actions for transportation facilities damaged by an incident resulfing in an emergency declared by the Governor of

the State and concurred in by the Secretary, or a disaster or emergency declared by the President pursuant to the Roberi T,
Stafford Act (42 USC 5121)%

(i) Emergency repairs under 23 USC 125;

]

[ | @) The repair, reconstruction, restoration, retrofitting, or replacement of any road, highway, bridge, tunnel, or transit facility (such
as a ferry dock or bus transfer station), including ancillary transportation facilities (such as pedestrian/bicycle paths and bike
lanes), that is in operation or under construction when damaged and the action:

(A) Occurs within the exisling right-of-way and in a manner that substantially conforms to the preexisting design, function, and
~ location as the original (which may include upgrades to meet existing codes and standards as well as upgrades warranted to
address conditions that have changed since the original consiruction); and

(B) Is commenced within a 2-year period beginning on the date of the declaration.

10 [1| Acquisition of scenic easements.

11 | Determination of payback under 23 USC 156 for property previously acquired with Federal-aid parficipation.

12 [ Improvements to existing rest areas and truck weigh stations,

13 [ | Ridesharing activities.

14 []| Bus and rail car rehabilitation.

15 [] | Alterations to facilities or vehicles in order to make them accessible for elderly and handicapped persons,

16 [] | Program administration, technical assistance activities, and operating assistance to transit authorities to continue existing
service or increase service to meet routine changes in demand.

17 (| The purchase of vehicles by the applicant where the use of these vehicles can be accommodated by existing facilities or by new
facilities which themselves are within a CE.

18 [[] | Track and railbed maintenance and improvements when carried out within the existing right-of-way,

! On the CE form, distinguish between c9i or ¢ii
* Include copy of the emergency declaration in the file
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Categorical Exclusion Checklist (continued)

Dist/Co/Rte/PM:  10-SJ-San Fed. Aid No. (Local Project):  BPMP-5928(226)  EA/Project No.:

Joaquin County

190

Purchase and installation of operafing or maintenance equipment to be located within the transit facility and with no significant
impacts off the sife.

2001

Promulgation of rules, regulations, and directives.

211

Deployment of electranics, photonics, communications, or information processing used singly or in combination, or as
components of a fully integrated system, to improve the efficiency or safety of a surface transportation system or to enhance
securily or passenger convenience. Examples include, but are not limited to, traffic control and detector devices, lane
management systems, electronic payment equipment, automatic vehicle locaters, automated passenger counters, computer-
aided dispatching systems, radio communications systems, dynamic message signs, and security equipment including
surveillance and detection cameras on roadways and in transit facilities and on buses.

22°[

“Projects, as defined in 23 U.S.C. 101, that would take place entirely within the existing operational right-of-way. Existing
operational right-of-way refers to right-of-way that has been disturbed for an existing transportation facility or is maintained for a
transportation purpose. This area includes the features associated with the physical footprint of the transportation facility
(including the roadway, bridges, interchanges, culverts, drainage, fixed guideways*, mitigation areas, efc.) and other areas
maintained for transportation purposes such as clear zone, traffic control signage, landscaping, any rest areas with direct access
to a controlled access highway, areas maintained for safety and securlity of a transportation facility, parking facilities with direct
access to an existing transportation facility, transit power substations, transit venting structures, and fransit maintenance
faciliies. Portions of the right-of-way that have not been disturbed or that are not maintained for transportation purposes are not
in the existing operational right-of-way." Existing operational right-of-way also does not include areas outside those areas
necessary for existing transportation facilifies such as uneconomic remnants, excess right-of-way that is secured by a fence to
prevent trespassing, or that are acquired and held for a future fransportation project. A transportation facility must already exist
at the time of the review of the proposed project being considered for the CE, This precludes the acquisition of right-of-way and
the subsequent use of this CE fo build within that right-of-way.

23° Federally-funded projects: Enter project cost $ and Federal funds $
O ()] That receive less than $5,000,000 of Federal funds; or
O (i) With a total estimated cost of not more than $30,000,000 and Federal funds comprising less than 15 percent of the
total estimated project cost.
Activity Listed in Examples in 23 CFR 771.117(d)

1 [0 | Modernization of a highway by resurfacing, restoration, rehabilitation, reconstruction, adding shoulders, or adding auxiliary lanes
(e.g., parking, weaving, turning, climbing).

2 [1| Highway safety or traffic operalions improvement projects including the installation of ramp metering control devices and lighting.

3 [ | Bridge rehabilitation, reconstruction or replacement or the construction of grade separation to replace existing at-grade railroad
crossings.

4 [] | Transportation corridor fringe parking facilities.

5[] | Construction of new truck weigh stations or rest areas.

6 ] | Approvals for disposal of excess right-of-way or for joint or limited use of right-of-way, where the proposed use does not have
significant adverse impacts.

7 1| Approvals for changes in access control.

8 [ | Construction of new bus storage and maintenance facilities in areas used predominantly for industrial or transportation purposes
where such construction Is not inconsistent with existing zoning and located on or near a street with adequate capacity to handle
anticipated bus and support vehicle traffic.

9 [1 | Rehabilitation or reconstruction of existing rail and bus buildings and ancillary facilities where only minor amounts of additional
land are required and there is not a substantial increase in the number of users.

10 [ | Construction of bus transfer faciliies (an open area consisting of passenger shelters, boarding areas, kiosks and related street

improvemenis) when located in a commercial area or other high activity center in which there Is adequate street capacity for
projected bus traffic.

% Onthe CE form, identify in the project description that all work is within operation right-of-way.

* “Fixed Guideway” means a public transportation facility using and occupying a separate right-of-way for the exclusive use of public transportation such as rail, a
fixed catenary system (light rail, trolley, ete.) passenger ferry system, or for a bus rapid transit system.

3 On the CE form, distinguish between ¢23i or ¢23ii.
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Categorical Exclusion Checklist (continued)

Dist/Co/Rte/PM:  10-SJ-San Fed. Aid No. {Local Project):  BPMP-5920(226)  EA/Project No.:
Joaquin County

11 []| Construction of rail storage and maintenance faciliies in areas used predominantly for industrial or transportation purposes
where such construction is nof inconsistent with existing zoning and where there is no significant noise impact on the
surrounding conmunity.

12 [ | Acquisition of land for hardship or protective purposes. Hardship and protective buying will be permitted only for a particular
parcel or a limited number of parcels. These types of land acquisition qualify for a CE only where the acquisition will not limit the
evaluation of alternatives, including shifts in alignment for planned construction projects, which may be required in the NEPA
process. No project development on such land may proceed until the NEPA process has been completed.

(i) Hardship acquisition is early acquisition of praperty by the applicant at the property owner's request to alleviate particular
hardship to the owner, in contrast to others, because of an inability to sell his property. This is justified when the property owner
can document on the basis of health, safety or financial reasons that remaining in the property poses an undue hardship
compared to others.

(i) Protective acquisition is done to prevent imminent development of a parcel which may be needed for a proposed
fransportation corridor or site. Documentation must clearly demonstrate that development of the land would preciude future
transportation use and that such development is imminent. Advance acqmsmon is not permitted for the sole purpose of reducing
the cost of properiy for a proposed project

Activity Listed in Appendix A of the CE Assignment MOU for State Assumption of Responsibilities for Categorical Exclusions

1 Construction, madification, or repair of storm water lreaiment devices (e.g., detention basins, bioswales, media filters, infiltration
basins), protection measures such as slope stabilization and other erosion control measures throughout California.

2 [[]| Replacement, modification, or repair of culverts or other drainage facilities.

3 1| Projects undertaken to assure the creation, maintenance, restoration, enhancement, or protection of habitat for fish, plants, or
wildlife {e.g., revegetation of disturbed areas with native plant species; stream or river bank revegetation; construction of new, or
maintenances of existing fish passage conveyances or structures; restoration or creation of wetlands).

4 1| Routine repair of facilities due to storm damage, including permanent repair, to return the facility to operational condition that
meets current standards of design and public health and safety without expanding capacity (e.g., slide repairs, construction or
repair of retaining walls).

8 [1| Routine seismic retrofit of facilities to meet current seismic standards and public health and safety standards without expansion
of capacily.

6 [[]| Air space leases that are subject to Subpart D, Part 710, title 23, Code of Federal Regulations.

7 [J| Driling of test bores/soil sampling fo provide information for preliminary design and for environmental analyses and permitting
purposes.

2. Project is a CE for a highway project under NEPA Assignment 23 USC 327. [JYes [No
{Use only if project does not qualify under CE Assignment 23 USC 326 [aclivities nof included in three previous lists above].)

. Independent Utility and Logical Termini

The project complies with NEPA requirements related te connected actions and segmentation (i.e. the project must have
independent utility, connect logical termini when applicable, be usable and be a reasonable expenditure even if no addilional
transportation improvements in the area are made and not restrict further consideration of alternatives for other reasonably
foreseeable transportation improvements). (FHWA Final Rule, "Background,” Federal Register Vol. 79, No. 8, January 13, 2014.)

4, Categorical Exclusions Defined (23 CFR 771.117[a]).
FHWA regulation 23 CFR 771.117(a) defines categorical exclusions as aclions which:
» do not induced significant impacts to planned growth or land use for the area;
do not require the relocation of significant numbers of people;
o do not have a significant impact on any natural, cultural, recreational, historic or other resources;
¢ do not involve significant air, noise, or water quality impacts;
= do not have significant impacts on travel pattemns; or
e do not otherwise, either individually or cumulatively, have any significant environmental impacits.
B4 Checking this box certifies that project meets the above definition for a Categorical Exclusion.
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Categorical Exclusion Checklist (continued)

Dist/Co/Rte/PM:  10-SJ-San Fed. Aid No. (Local Project):  BPMP-5929(226)  EA/Project No.:
Joaquin County
5. Exceptions to Categorical Exclusions/Unusual Circumstances (23 CFR 771.117[b]).

FHWA regulation 23 CFR 771.117(b) provides that any action which normally would be classified as a CE but could involve
unusual circumstances requires the Depariment to conduct appropriate environmental studies to determine if the CE classification
is proper. Unusual circumstances include actions that involve:

o Significant environmental impacts;
e Substantial controversy on environmental grounds;

 Significant impact on properties protected by section 4{f) of the DOT Act or section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act;
or

o Inconsistencies with any Federal, State, or local law, requirement or administrative determination relating to the environmental
aspects of the action.

All of the above unusual circumstances have been considered in conjunction with this project, (Please select one.)}
Checking this box certifies that none of the above conditions apply and that the project qualifies for a Categorical Exclusion.

[ Checking this box certifies that unusual circumstances are involved. However, the appropriate studies/analysis have been
completed, and it has been determined that the CE classification is still appropriate.

SECTION 2: Compliance with FHWA NEPA policy to complete all other applicable environmental

requirements" prior to making the NEPA determination:

During the environmental review process for which this CE was prepared, all applicable environmental requirements were
evaluated. Outcomes for the following requirements are identified below and fully documented in the project file.

Air Quality

Air Quality Conformity Findings Checklist has been completed and project meets all applicable AQ requirements.
For 23 USC 326 projects which require an air quality conformity determination (certain projects under 23 CFR
771.117(c)22) and (23), list the date of the Caltrans conformity determination:econstructing bridges (no additional travel lanes)
1 For 23 USC 327 projects, list date of FHWA concurrence cn conformity determination:

Cultural Resources

Section 106 compliance is complete-select appropriate finding:
[1 Screened Undertaking No Historic Properties Affected [ ] No Adverse Effect [ Adverse Effect/ MOA

Noise

23CFR 772

Is this a Type 1 project? [] Yes; No (skip this section.)

] Future noise levels with project either approach or exceed NAC or result in a substantial increase
Ifyes, [] Abatement is reasonable and feasible [l Abatement is not reasonable or feasible

Waters, Wetlands

= Section 404 of the Clean Water Act

Impacts to Waters of the US: Yes []No

If yes, approval anticipated:

<] Nationwide Permit [ Individual Permit [l Regional General Permit  [] Letter of Permission
e Wetland Protection (Executive Crder #11990)

No wetland impact

] Wettand Impact; Only Practicable Alternative Finding is included in a separate document in the project file
= Section 401 of the Clean Water Act

[[] Exemption [] Certification

Floodplains

e Floodplains (Executive Order #11988)
1 No Floodplain Encroachment No Significant Encroachment  [] Significant Encroachment

% please consult the SER for a complete list of applicable laws, statutes, regulations, and executive orders that must be considered before completing the CE.
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Categorical Exclusion Checklist (continued)

Dist/Co/Rte/PM:  10-SJ-San Fed. Aid No. {Local Project):  BPMP-5929(226) EA/Project No.:
Joaquin County
Biology
No Section 7 Needed

e Section 7 (Federal Endangered Species Act) Consultation Findings (Effect determination)
[] No Effect [] Not Likely to Adversely Affect with FWS/NOAA Concurrence Date:
[ Likely to Adversely Affect with Biclogical Opinion Date:

¢ Essential Fish Habitat {(Magnuson-Stevens Act) Findings (Effect determination):

[] No Effect [] No Adverse Effect [] Adverse Effect and consultation with NOAA Fisheries
Section 4(f} Transportation Act (23 CFR 774)

e Section 4(f) regulation was considered as a part of the review for this project and a determination was made:
Section 4(f) does not apply
(Project file includes documentation that properly is not a Section 4(f) property, that project does not use a
Secfion 4() property, or that the project meeis the criteria for the temporary occupancy exceplion.)
[] Section 4(f) applies
] De Minimis
[ Programmatic: Type {List one of the five appropriate categories as defined in 23 CFR 774.3)
[ Individual: [ Legal Sufficiency Review complete ] HQ Coordinator Review Complete
Section 6(f)—Was the above property purchased with grant funds from the Land and Water Conservation Fund?
No, Section 6(f) does not apply. No additional documentation required.

[]ves [ Documentation of approval from National Park Service Director (through California State Parks) has
been received for the conversion/and replacement of 6(f) property.

Coastal Zone

Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972

Not in Coastal Zone [] Qualifies for Exemptions  [] Qualifies for Waiver [] Coastal Permit Required
[ ] Consistent with Federal State and Local Coastal Plans [} Federal Consistency Determination
Relocation and Right of Way

No Relocations

] Project involves (#) relocations and will follow the provisions of the Uniform Relocation Act.

] No right of way acquisitions or easements.

[[] Project involves (#) acquisitions and (#) easements.

Hazardous Waste and Naterials

e Are hazardous materials or contamination exceeding regulatory thresholds (as set by U.S. EPA, Cal EPA, County
Environmental Health, efc) present? [ Yes No

o If yes, is the nature and extent of the hazardous materials or contamination fully known? [JYes [No
If no, briefly discuss the plan for securing information:

SECTION 3: Certification

Based on the information obtained during environmental review process and included in this checklist, the project is
determined to be a Categorical Exclusion pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act and is in compliance with all
other applicable environmental laws, regulations, and Executive Orders.

Prepared by: Emilie Zelazo

Title: Associate Environmental Planner

Signature: é_"/ S’ %\ ﬁ;?) P Date: 4-11-2014
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FILED

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION 901 SEP 22 &K ©: 32

TO: Office of Planning and Research
P.O. Box 3044
1400 Tenth Street (95814)
Sacramento, California 85812-3044

FROM:  8an Joaquin County Department of Public Works (Lead Agency)
1810 E. Hazelton Avenue

Stockton, California 95205
Contact: Amy Spitzer, Assistant Planner
Phone: (209) 468-9494

SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in Compliance with Section 21152 of the
Public Resources Code

Project Title: Van Allen Road Bridge Scour Mitigation Project

State Clearinghouse Number:_2014042076

Project Location: Van Allen Road Bridge (29C-~115) south of State Route 4 over South Lsttlelohns
Creek

Project Description: Please view attached project description.

This is fo advise that the Lead Agency has approved the above-described project on July 22,
2014 and has made the following determinations regarding the above-described project.

1. The project [] will X will not have a significant effect on the environment,

2. ] An Environmental Impact Report was prepared for this project pursuant to the
provisions of CEQA.

X A Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared for this pro;ect pursuant to the
provisions of CEQA.

3. Mitigation measures [_] were [X] were not made a condition of the approval of this
project.

4. A mitigation reporting or monitoring plan [_] was [X] was not adopted for this project.

5. A Statement of Overriding Considerations [_] was, [X] was not, adopted for this project.

6. Findings X] were [_] were not made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

This is to certify that the Mitigated Negative Declaration is available to the general public at: San
Joaquin County Department of Public Works, 1810 E. Hazelton Avenue, Stockion, California.

[ i[4 Assistant Planner
Dhte! ; Title

SEP 29 2014

Date received for filing and posting at OPR:




State of California—Natural Resources Agency

@ CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISHAND WILDLIFE

| 2014 ENVIRONMENTAL FILING FEE CASH RECEIPT

RECEPT#
39-2014- 167
STATE CLEARING HOUSE # (rappiicabie)
SEEINSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE. TYPE OR PRINT CLEARLY 2014042076
LEADAGENCY DATE
SAN JOAUQIN COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS | 0912212014
COUNTY/STATEAGENCY OF FILING DOCUMENT NUMBER
[Sandoaquin ~  Ix] N/A
PROJECTTITLE
VAN ALLEN ROAD BRIDGE SCOUR MITIGATION PROJECT
PROJEC TAPPLICANT NAME PHONE NUMBER
SAN JOAUQIN COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS (200 ) 468-9494
PROJECT APPLICANT ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP CODE
1810 E HAZELTON AVE STOCKTON CA 95205
PROJECT APPLICANT (Check appropriate box): "
[=] Local Public Agency [C] school District ] Other Special District [[] state Agency [] Private Entity
CHECK APPLICABLE FEES:
1 Environmental Impact Report (EIR) $302075 § 0.00
[=] mitigated/Negative Declaration (MND)(ND) $2,18125 $ 2/181.28
] Application Fee Water Diversion (State Water Resources Control Board only) $85000 $ 0.00
[] Projects Subject to Certified Regulatory Programs (CRP) $103025 § 0.00
[=] county Administrative Fee $5000 § 50.00
Project that is exempt from fees
[} Motice of Exemption (attach)
] COFW No Effect Determination (attach)
] other $
PAYMENT METHOD:
[Clcash [Clcredt  [CJcheck [Clother TOTALRECEVED  § 223125

SIGNA _ PRINTED NAME AND TITLE

VKELLEY MCHUGH - DEPUTY COUNTY CLERK

ORIGINAL - PROJECT APPLICANT COPY - CDFWIASB COPY - LEAD AGENCY COPY - COUNTY CLERK

FG 753.5a (Rev. 12M13)



Project Description
Van Allen Road Bridge No. 29C-115
Scour Mitigation Project

PROJECT LOCATION
Van Allen Road Bridge (29C-115) across the South Littlejohn’s Creek

EXISTING SETTING .
Van Allen Road Bridge is a three span structure with a continuous reinforced concrete (RC) flat
slab on RC wall piers and RC wall abutments with “U" wing-walls. The bridge is 32 feet wide and

72 feet in length. The bridge has a history of scour and has been noted in past State Bridge
Inspection Reports.

BACKGROUND
Recent history has shown that the channel bed along South Litlejohn’s Creek has experienced
minor erosion in the upper reaches of the creek, increasing the side slopes. Streambed erosion
increased due fo a constriction of the channel from the bridge abutments and piers. The purpose
of the project is to create a smooth channel fransition throughout the project area and to reduce
channel degradation at abutments and piers that lead to bridge instability.

PROPOSED PROJECT DESCRIPTION
The County proposes to develop a uniform channel section supporting Van Allen Road Bridge
with scour countermeasures to prevent channel degradation of South Littlejohn’s Creek.
Construction will occur within previously disturbed areas of County right-of-way, while staging will
require temporary easements on adjacent properties. The proposed project will include: clearing
and grubbing along the creek banks; installation of a temporary access ramp and coffer dams, or
alternative diversion methods, to access the creek channel during construction while the creek is
flowing; excavation of the existing earthen channel bottom and banks to an approximate depth of
4.5 feet; placement Rock Slope Protection (RSP) in the excavated channel bottorn to conform to
the upstream and downstream conditions with staggered concrete baffles to hold the RSP in

place; and potential placement of RSP in the form of riprap along the embankment to reduce
depths of excavation.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED
Alternatives considered: “no build”.

NATURE
The majority of the 0.95-acre Biological Study Area (BSA) is either the project footprint,
0.27-acre of developed land, or consists of ruderal, sparsely vegetated areas, none of which
are considered a natural community. The only natural communities within the BSA are

associated with South Litllejohns Creek and include common tule/Himalayan blackberry
wetland and open water.

BENEFICIARIES

The purpose of the project is to prevent bridge failure and provide a uniform cannel along
Littlejohns Creek for residents and visitors.
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VAN ALLEN ROAD
- BRIDGE NO. 29C-115——
over S. LITTLE JOHNS CREEK

MO SCALE

BATE: May 3, 2050

SAN JIOAQUIN COUNTY, Dept. of Public Workis

Tha County of Sam Jeaqyln do ! or sultchity for any pa vt purp
The information on (s map i not intended fo replace enginoering, financisl or primary recopds rezcach,
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