
The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), using state and federal funding, is proposing to replace the Scott 
River Bridge in Siskiyou County on state route (SR) 96 from post mile (PM) 71.0 to 71.5. The existing bridge that is 
approximately 229 feet long and 32 feet wide would be removed and replaced with a new bridge that would be 
approximately 240 feet long and 44 feet wide and would be supported by two abutments and four pier columns (two at 
each pier). The new bridge would have two 12-foot-wide paved travel lanes and each lane would have an 8-foot-wide 
paved shoulder. The approaches to the new bridge would be on a realigned roadway shifted slightly to the north and 
would consist of two 12-foot-wide paved travel lanes and each lane would have up to an 8-foot-wide paved shoulder. 
Additional work would consist of constructing a new structural section on the approaches of the new bridge; constructing 
a new retaining wall; removing pavement from PM 71.07 to PM 71.45; extending a single culvert; and installing new 
bridge rail, crash cushions, and Transportation Management. 

The project could potentially impact various resources. Compliance with Caltrans standard measures and 
implementation of other avoidance/minimization measures would ensure that most impacts do not reach levels that are 
potentially significant. Implementation of CEQA-driven mitigation measures to offset effects to special status salmonids 
and their critical habitat would ensure that potentially significant effects have been reduced to levels that are less than 
significant. The following CEQA-driven mitigation measure is included in the Initial Study: 
 
- California Fish and Game Code Sections 2081(b)(2) and 2081(b)(4) require action agencies fully mitigate for take of 
CESA-listed species and ensure adequate funding to implement the measures required by Section 2081(b)(2), and for 
monitoring compliance with, and effectiveness of, those measures. Mitigation for the expected pursuit, catch, capture, 
and possible mortality of coho salmon, listed as threatened under CESA, will be implemented at an off-site mitigation 
project. Potential off-site mitigation projects include the Noyes Valley Instream and Floodplain Restoration Project, Sugar 
Creek Refugia Phase III Project, and/or the French Creek Fish Passage and Restoration Project. 
 
- Temporarily impacted riverine habitat, estimated at approximately 0.060 acres, will be restored to pre-construction 
conditions by the contractor upon completion of work. 
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The project is not anticipated to be controversial. 

Responsible agencies may include: 
 
1. California Department of Fish and Wildlife (Region 1) 
2. North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board 
3. California Air Resources Board 
4. Siskiyou County Air Pollution Control District 
5. California Department of Toxic Substances Control 
6. NOAA Fisheries 
7. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
8. United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
9. California Highway Patrol 
10. CAL FIRE 
11. U.S. Forest Service (Klamath National Forest) 
12. Native American Heritage Commission 
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If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by 
agencies and the public. 
 

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project. 
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