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General Information About This Document

What'’s in this document:

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) has prepared this Initial
Study with Negative Declaration for the proposed project located in Butte County,
California, north of Oroville. Caltrans is the lead agency under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). This document tells you why the project is being
proposed, details on the project scope of work, how the existing environment could
be affected by the project, and proposed avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation
measures.

The Initial Study circulated to the public for 31 days between January 5, 2026, and
February 4, 2026. Comments received during this period are included in Appendix B.
Elsewhere, language has been added throughout this document to indicate where a
change has been made since the circulation of the draft environmental document.

Minor editorial changes and clarifications have not been so indicated.

[Text inserted inside brackets has been added since circulation of the draft
environmental document.]

[For the purposes of this document, changes to Section 2.9 Hazards and Hazardous
Materials and Appendix B-Response to Comments, have been added.]

This document may be downloaded at the following website:
https://dot.ca.gov/caltrans-near-me/district-3/d3-programs/d3-environmental/d3-
environmental-docs/d3-butte-county

Alternate Formats:

To obtain a copy in an alternate format other than the one provided, please submit a
request to Caltrans, Attention: Megan Reese, District 3, 703 B Street, Marysville, CA
95901, (530) 701-7715 Voice, or use the California Relay Service 1 (800) 735-2929
(TTY to Voice), 1 (800) 735-2922 (Voice to TTY), 1 (800) 855-3000 (Spanish TTY to
Voice and Voice to TTY), 1-800-854-7784 (Spanish and English Speech-to-Speech)
or 711.
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State Clearinghouse Number: 2026010061

NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Pursuant to: Division 13, California Public Resources Code

Project Description
The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) proposes to improve the
existing roundabout at the intersection of State Route 191 with Durham Pentz Road.

Determination

Caltrans has prepared an Initial Study for this project and, following public review,
has determined from this study that the proposed project would not have a
significant impact on the environment for the following reasons:

The proposed project would have no impact on

o Aesthetics

e Air Quality

e Cultural resources

e Energy

e Geology and Soils

e Hydrology and Water Quality
e Land Use and Planning
e Mineral Resources

e Noise

e Population and Housing
e Public Services

e Recreation

e Transportation



e Tribal Cultural Resources

e Wildfire
In addition, the proposed project would have less than significant impacts to

e Agriculture and Forestry Resources
e Biological Resources

e Greenhouse Gas Emissions

e Hazards and Hazardous Materials
e Utilities and Service Systems

e Mandatory Findings of Significance

R o 03/23/2026

Erin Dwy{@fﬁca Chief Date of Approval
North Region Environmental — District 3

California Department of Transportation

CEQA Lead Agency
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CHAPTER 1. PROPOSED PROJECT

1.1 General Project Information

Project Title: Durham Pentz Intersection

Lead Agency Name, Address, Contact Person, and Phone Number

Caltrans District 3

703 B Street
Marysville, CA 95901
Attn: Caitlin Greenwood
(530) 821-8296

Project Location

The proposed project is located on State Route (SR) 191 at the intersection of
Durham Pentz Road in Butte County between Post Miles (PM) 3.28 and 3.78
(Figures 1 and 2). The proposed project is approximately 4.42 miles east of SR 99,
6.00 miles south of Paradise, and 8.55 miles north of Oroville. Butte College is about
0.5 miles west of the proposed project.

General Plan Designation and Zoning

The area surrounding the proposed project is zoned General Commercial and
Agricultural. The properties zoned General Commercial are located to the northeast,
southeast, and southwest quadrants of the intersection. Some rural and foothill
residential properties are located to the north, west, and east of the project area. The
Butte College campus is located to the west and is zoned Public (County of Butte
2023a).
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Chapter 1. Proposed Project

Figure 1. Project Vicinity Map
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Chapter 1. Proposed Project

Figure 2. Project Location Map
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Chapter 1. Proposed Project

Surrounding Land Use and Setting

Land use in the area is predominately rural, undeveloped grassland. At the
northwest corner of the intersection, there is a small, landscaped area with a sign for
Butte College which is approximately 0.5 miles west of the proposed project. At the
northeast corner, there is farmland and rangeland. At the southeast corner of the
intersection there is a gas station, convenience store, and a home and garden store.
The roundabout is at the intersection of SR 191 and Durham Pentz Road. SR 191 is
a north-south minor arterial route between SR 70 and Paradise. Durham Pentz Road
is an east-west county road between SR 99 and Pentz Road.

Tribal Consultation

On June 12, 2025, the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) was
requested to review the Sacred Lands Files (SLF) for any Native American sacred
site within or adjacent to the project area. Caltrans received the Sacred Land Files
results on June 12, 2025, which were negative for sacred lands. The NAHC also
provided a Native American Contact List which was used to complete the project
consultation. Initial correspondence was sent June 16, 2025, with follow-up emails
on July 16, 2025, to the following tribal entities:

e Matthew Williford, Chairperson, Konkow Valley Band of Maidu Indians
e Dennis Ramirez, Chairperson, Mechoopda Indian Tribe
e Benjamin Clark, Chairperson, Mooretown Rancheria of Maidu Indians

e Richard Johnson, Chairperson, Nevada City Rancheria Nisenan Tribe

e James Russ, President, Round Valley Reservation/ Covelo Indian Community

On July 16, 2025, the Chairman for Konkow Valley Band of Maidu Indians, Matthew
Williford, responded to a follow up email stating that while the project does not
contain any known resources known to them, Konkow Valley Band of Maidu Indians
wanted to open consultation because of the proximity to other sites and resources.

Initial Study with Negative Declaration 4
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Chapter 1. Proposed Project

A consultation focus meeting to go over project details took place on July 25, 2025,
with Caltrans District Native American Coordinator (DNAC) Katie Jorgensen
Abernathy and Chairman Williford and Wayne Nine of the Konkow Valley Band of
Maidu Indians.

After reviewing project plans, a follow-up email was sent by the Caltrans DNAC to
Chairman Willford to determine if there were any questions or concerns regarding
the updated project plans. To date, no response has been received. The proposed
project area was previously monitored for the construction of the existing roundabout
with no resources located. Chairman Williford suggested a field meeting to look at
locations of ground-disturbing activities. At the time of the meeting, it was noted the
project plans were being altered for biological issues; therefore, it was agreed a field
visit would be conducted after receiving the newly altered project plans. On August
7, 2025, Caltrans DNAC sent updated project plans to Chairman Williford asking that
he review the new plans and, if he still wanted to do a field visit, let the DNAC know
so a site visit could be scheduled. No response was received.

On September 9, 2025, a follow-up email was sent by the Caltrans DNAC to
Chairman Willford to determine if there were any questions or concerns regarding
the updated project plans. To date, no response has been received.

All consultation efforts with tribal partners and local historical societies are ongoing
and will remain open for the life of the project.

1.2 Purpose and Need

Purpose

The purpose of the proposed project is to improve safety by reducing the frequency
and severity of collisions at the intersection of SR 191 and Durham Pentz Road.

Need

Improvements to the intersection are required to improve safety and direct traffic
flow. The intersection is a painted temporary roundabout that was completed as an
emergency project after the 2018 Camp Fire. Observations of the intersection show
that drivers often disregard the intended circular flow and drive straight through the
intersection. The intersection reported a total of 21 collisions in the 5-year period
from January 1, 2017, to December 31, 2021, involving five injuries and one serious
injury.
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Chapter 1. Proposed Project

1.3 Project Description

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) proposes to improve the
existing intersection at SR 191 with Durham Pentz Road from PMs 3.28 to 3.78. The
current intersection configuration is a single-lane, four-leg temporary roundabout
with painted features and a gravel central island. The posted speed limit is 55 mph
on all legs. Prior to the temporary roundabout, this intersection was a four-way stop
with an overhead flashing beacon. This intersection was changed to a temporary
roundabout after the 2018 Camp Fire to help reduce delays to trucks removing
debris from the Paradise area. All temporary improvements were completed within
the available right of way.

The proposed project would improve the existing temporary roundabout through
installation of a permanent roundabout with a larger inscribed circle diameter, raised
splitter islands, raised truck apron, and chicanes. Splitter islands are raised or
painted areas at the roundabout approach which separate entering and exiting
traffic. They also slow and deflect entering traffic (FHWA 2000). Chicanes are a
series of alternating curves of shifting lanes which force motorists out of a straight
line of travel to reduce speed (FHWA). The project would also include electrical work
to improve lighting, modify flashing beacons, and upgrading a count station. Other
proposed work would include upgrading signs, improvements to traffic striping,
improving drainage, including culverts and ditches, and constructing Maintenance
Vehicle Pullouts (MVPs) at PM 3.39, PM 3.68, and near the flashing beacons on
Durham Pentz Road (Appendix A—Project Layouts). Improvements to culverts and
ditches would occur at the proposed MVPs, gas station driveway, and proposed
driveway leading to the strawberry field on the east leg of Durham Pentz Road, as
well as around the roundabout.

Landscaping removal and underground and overhead utility relocation may be
required. The landscaping proposed to be removed consists of four mature coast
redwood (Sequoia sempervirens) trees, two mature oak trees (Quercus sp.), and
two manzanita (Arctostaphylos sp.) bushes. Seven-foot-deep ground disturbance
could occur during utility pole relocations. Acquisition of property rights would be
required to accommodate the proposed roundabout improvements. Three parcels
would be acquired in-fee and a Temporary Construction Easement (TCE) would be
required from the gas station for electrical work.
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Chapter 1. Proposed Project

1.4 Permits and Approvals Needed

The following permits, licenses, agreements, and certifications (PLACs) would be
required for project construction.

Table 1. Permits and Approvals Needed

Agency PLACs Status

Section 7 Informal Consultation The Section 7 Endangered Species Act
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Letter of Concurrence would be

Service (USFWS) ‘;O;;?;zate”ed and Endangered | - ined from USFWS during design
phase.

1.5 Standard Measures and Best Management Practices

CEQA Guidelines Section 15370 defines mitigation as avoiding, minimizing,
rectifying, reducing/eliminating, and compensating for an impact. Caltrans
consistently implements projects applying Standard Measures and Best
Management Practices (BMPs) as features or components on most, if not all,
Caltrans projects. These project components typically result from laws, permits,
agreements, guidelines, and agency directives and policies. For this reason, the
measures and practices are not considered “mitigation” under CEQA; rather, they
are an integral part of the project and included as part of the project prior to
determining impact significance.

The proposed project contains the following Standard Measures and BMPs. Project-
specific mitigation measures that would be applied to reduce the significance of
impacts resulting from the proposed project are listed within the applicable resource
section.

Aesthetics

AR-1: Where feasible, the removal of established trees and vegetation would be
minimized.

Initial Study with Negative Declaration 7
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Chapter 1. Proposed Project

Biological Resources

BR-1: General

Before starting work, as required by permit or consultation conditions, a
Caltrans biologist or Environmental Construction Liaison (ECL) would
meet with the contractor to brief them on environmental permit conditions
and requirements relative to each stage of the proposed project, including,
but not limited to, work windows, drilling site management, and how to
identify and report regulated species within the project areas.

BR-2: Animal Species

A.

To protect migratory and nongame birds (occupied nests and eggs), if
possible, vegetation removal would be limited to the period outside of
the bird breeding season (removal would occur between September 16
and January 31). If vegetation removal is required during the breeding
season, a nesting bird survey would be conducted by a qualified
biologist within five days prior to vegetation removal. If an active nest
is located, the biologist would coordinate with California Department of
Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) to establish appropriate species-specific
buffer(s) and any monitoring requirements. The buffer would be
delineated around each active nest and construction activities would
be excluded from these areas until birds have fledged, or the nest is
determined to be unoccupied.

BR-3: Invasive Species

Invasive non-native species control would be implemented. Measures
would include:

Straw, straw bales, seed, mulch, or other material used for erosion
control or landscaping would be free of noxious weed seed and
propagules.

All equipment would be thoroughly cleaned of all dirt and vegetation
prior to entering the job site to prevent importing invasive non-native
species.

Initial Study with Negative Declaration 8
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BR-4:

Chapter 1. Proposed Project

Plant Species, Sensitive Natural Communities, and ESHA

A. Prior to the start of work, Temporary High Visibility Fencing (THVF)
and/or flagging would be installed around sensitive natural
communities, environmentally sensitive habitat areas, rare plant
occurrences, intermittent streams and wetlands and other waters,
where appropriate. No work would occur within fenced/flagged areas.

Cultural Resources

CR-1:

CR-2:

If cultural materials are discovered during construction, work activity within
a 60-foot radius of the discovery would be stopped and the area secured
until a qualified archaeologist can assess the nature and significance of
the find in consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer
(SHPO).

If human remains and related items are discovered on private or State
land, they would be treated in accordance with State Health and Safety
Code (H&SC) § 7050.5. Further disturbances and activities would cease
in any area or nearby area suspected to overlie remains, and the County
Coroner contacted. Pursuant to California Public Resources Code (PRC)
§ 5097.98, if the remains are thought to be Native American, the coroner
would notify the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) who
would then notify the Most Likely Descendent (MLD).

Human remains and related items discovered on federally-owned lands
would be treated in accordance with the Native American Graves
Protection and Repatriation Act of 1990 (NAGPRA) (23 USC 3001). The
procedures for dealing with the discovery of human remains, funerary
objects, or sacred objects on federal land are described in the regulations
that implement NAGPRA 43 CFR Part 10. All work in the vicinity of the
discovery shall be halted and the administering agency’s archaeologist
would be notified immediately. Project activities in the vicinity of the
discovery would not resume until the federal agency complies with the 43
CFR Part 10 regulations and provides notification to proceed.
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Chapter 1. Proposed Project

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

GHG-1:

GHG-2:

GHG-3:

GHG-4:

Caltrans Standard Specification "Air Quality" requires compliance by the
contractor with all applicable laws and regulations related to air quality
(Caltrans Standard Specification [SS] 14-9).

Compliance with Title 13 of the California Code of Regulations, which
includes restricting idling of diesel-fueled commercial motor vehicles and
equipment with gross weight ratings of greater than 10,000 pounds to no
more than 5 minutes.

Caltrans Standard Specification “Emissions Reduction” ensures that
construction activities adhere to the most recent emissions reduction
regulations mandated by the California Air Resources Board (CARB)
(Caltrans SS 7-1.02C).

Use of a Transportation Management Plan (TMP) to minimize vehicle
delays and idling emissions. As part of this, construction traffic would be
scheduled and routed to reduce congestion and related air quality impacts
caused by idling vehicles along the highway during peak travel times.

Hazardous Waste and Material

HW-1:

HW-2:

HW-3:

Per Caltrans requirements, the contractor(s) would prepare a project-
specific Lead Compliance Plan (CCR Title 8, § 1532.1, the “Lead in
Construction” standard) to reduce worker exposure to lead-impacted soil.
The plan would include protocols for environmental and personnel
monitoring, requirements for personal protective equipment, and other
health and safety protocols and procedures for the handling of materials
containing lead.

When identified as containing hazardous levels of lead, traffic stripes
would be removed and disposed of in accordance with Caltrans Standard
Special Provision (SSP) “Remove Yellow Traffic Stripes and Pavement
Markings with Hazardous Waste Residue” (SSP 14-11.12).

If treated wood waste (such as removal of sign posts or guardrail) is
generated during this project, it would be disposed of in accordance with
Standard Specification 14-11.14 “Treated Wood Waste.”
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Chapter 1. Proposed Project

Traffic and Transportation

TT-1:

A Transportation Management Plan (TMP) would be prepared for the
project. The contractor would be required to schedule and conduct work
to avoid unnecessary inconvenience to the public and to maintain access
to driveways, houses, and buildings within the work zones. Pedestrian and
bicycle access would be maintained during construction.

Utilities and Emergency Services

UE-1:

UE-2:

UE-3:

All emergency response agencies in the project area would be notified of
the project construction schedule and would have access to SR 191
throughout the construction period.

Caltrans would coordinate with utility providers to plan for relocation of any
utilities to ensure utility customers would be notified of potential service
disruptions before relocation.

The project is located within the High and Very High CAL FIRE Fire
Hazard Severity Zone (FHSZ). The contractor would be required to
submit a jobsite Fire Prevention Plan as required by Cal/OSHA before
starting job site activities. In the event of an emergency or wildfire, the
contractor would cooperate with fire prevention authorities.

Water Quality and Stormwater Runoff

WQ-1:

The project would comply with the provisions of the Caltrans Statewide
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit (Order
2022-0033-DWQ), effective January 1, 2023. If the project results in a land
disturbance of one acre or more, coverage under the Construction
General Permit (CGP) (Order 2022-0057-DWQ) is also required.

Before any ground-disturbing activities, the contractor would prepare a
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) (per the Construction
General Permit Order 2022-0057-DWQ) or Water Pollution Control
Program (WPCP) (projects that result in a land disturbance of less than
one acre) that includes erosion control measures and construction waste
containment measures to protect Waters of the State during project
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Chapter 1. Proposed Project

construction. For SWPPP projects (which are governed according to both
the Caltrans NPDES permit and the Construction General Permit), soil
disturbance is permitted to occur year-round as long as the Caltrans
NPDES and CGP and the corresponding requirements of those permits
are adhered to. For WPCP projects (which are governed according to the
Caltrans NPDES permit), soil disturbance is permitted to occur year-round
as long as the Caltrans NPDES permit is adhered to.

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

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

Construction may require one or more of the following temporary
construction site BMPs:

¢ Any spills or leaks from construction equipment (e.g., fuel, oil,
hydraulic fluid, and grease) would be cleaned up in accordance with
applicable local, state, and/or federal regulations.

e Accumulated stormwater, groundwater, or surface water from
excavations or temporary containment facilities would be removed by
dewatering.

e Water generated from the dewatering operations would be
discharged on-site for dust control and/or to an infiltration basin, or
disposed of offsite.

e Temporary sediment control and soil stabilization devices would be
installed.

o Existing vegetated areas would be maintained to the maximum
extent practicable.
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Chapter 1. Proposed Project

e Clearing, grubbing, and excavation would be limited to specific
locations, as delineated on the plans, to maximize the preservation of
existing vegetation.

e Vegetation reestablishment or other stabilization measures would be
implemented on disturbed soil areas, per the Erosion Control Plan.

e For SWPPP projects (which are governed according to both the
Caltrans NPDES permit and the Construction General Permit), soil
disturbance is permitted to occur year-round as long as the Caltrans
NPDES and CGP and the corresponding requirements of these
permits are adhered to. For WPCP projects (which are governed
according to the Caltrans NPDES permit), soil disturbance is
permitted to occur year-round as long as the Caltrans NPDES permit
is adhered to.

WQ-2: The project would incorporate pollution prevention and design measures
consistent with the 2024 Caltrans Storm Water Management Plan
(Caltrans 2024). This plan complies with the requirements of the Caltrans
Statewide NPDES Permit (Order 2022-0033-DWQ).

The project design may include one or more of the following:

e Vegetated surfaces would feature native plants, and revegetation
would use the seed mixture, mulch, tackifier, and fertilizer
recommended in the Erosion Control Plan prepared for the project.

e Where possible, stormwater would be directed in such a way as to
sheet flow across vegetated slopes, thus providing filtration of any
potential pollutants.
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Chapter 1. Proposed Project

1.6 Discussion of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
Categorical Exclusion

This document contains information regarding compliance with CEQA and other
state laws and regulations. Separate environmental documentation supporting a
Categorical Exclusion would be prepared in accordance with NEPA. When required
by CEQA, this document may contain references to federal laws and/or regulations
(CEQA, for example, requires consideration of adverse effects on species identified
as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species by the USFWS and National
Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS)—in other words, species protected by the Federal
Endangered Species Act). Nothing in this document should be considered a
determination pursuant to NEPA.
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CHAPTER 2. CEQA EVALUATION

Environmental Factors Potentially Affected

The environmental factors noted below would be potentially affected by this project.
Please see the CEQA Environmental Checklist topics on the following pages for
additional information.

Environmental Factor Affected: Yes/No
Aesthetics No
Agriculture and Forestry Resources Yes
Air Quality No
Biological Resources Yes
Cultural Resources No
Energy No
Geology and Soils No
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Yes
Hazards and Hazardous Materials Yes
Hydrology and Water Quality No
Land Use and Planning No
Mineral Resources No
Noise No
Population and Housing No
Public Services No
Recreation No
Transportation No
Tribal Cultural Resources No
Utilities and Service Systems Yes
Wildfire No
Mandatory Findings of Significance Yes
Initial Study with Negative Declaration 15
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Chapter 2. CEQA Environmental Checklist

CEQA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

The CEQA Environmental Checklist identifies physical, biological, social, and
economic factors that might be affected by the proposed project. In many cases,
background studies performed in connection with the project will indicate there are
no impacts to a particular resource. A “NO IMPACT” answer in the checklist reflects
this determination. The words “significant” and “significance” used throughout the
CEQA Environmental Checklist are only related to potential impacts pursuant to
CEQA. The questions in the CEQA Environmental Checklist are intended to
encourage the thoughtful assessment of impacts and do not represent thresholds of
significance.

As discussed in Section 1.5, Standard Measures and Best Management Practices
are considered to be project components and have been considered prior to any
significance determinations documented in the checklist.

Initial Study with Negative Declaration 16
EA 03-3J930 Durham Pentz Intersection Project March 2026



Chapter 2. CEQA Environmental Checklist

2.1 Aesthetics

Based on the information in the Visual Impact Assessment Questionnaire dated
January 16, 2025 (Caltrans 2025h), the following CEQA determinations have been
made:

Question — Except as provided in CEQA Determination
Public Resources Code Section
21099, would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a | No Impact
scenic vista?

There are no designated scenic vistas
within the project limits, therefore no
scenic vistas would be impacted by the
proposed project.

b) Substantially damage scenic No Impact
resources, including, but not limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a state scenic
highway?

There are no scenic resources within
the project limits. The surrounding
natural features visually enhance the
rural-valley environment but views of
these features are common along SR
191 and Durham Pentz Road and are
not unique to the project site. The
proposed project would not impact any
scenic resources.

¢) In non-urbanized areas, substantially | No Impact
degrade the existing visual character
or quality of public views of the site
and its surroundings? (Public views
are those that are experienced from a
publicly accessible vantage point). If
the project is in an urbanized area,
would the project conflict with
applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality?

The improvements proposed by this
project are minor and consistent with
the existing highway facilities. As
proposed, the project would not
disrupt, alter, nor give an urban
appearance to the existing visual
character.
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Question — Except as provided in CEQA Determination
Public Resources Code Section
21099, would the project:

d) Create a new source of substantial No Impact
light or glare which would adversely
affect day or nighttime views in the

The project does not create any new
sources of substantial light or glare

area? during the daytime or nighttime. The
proposed upgrades to the existing
lighting would improve lighting
conditions at the intersection without
substantially increasing light or glare.
Initial Study with Negative Declaration 18
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2.2  Agriculture and Forestry Resources

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land
Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California
Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on
agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources,
including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer
to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
(CAL FIRE) regarding the state’s inventory of forest 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 California Air Resources Board.

Based on the information in the U.S. Department of Agriculture and California
Department of Conservation websites (DOC), the following CEQA determinations
have been made:

Question — Would the project: CEQA Determination
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Less Than Significant Impact
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide See discussion of CEQA

Importance (Farmland), as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

Environmental Checklist
Question a below.

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural | No Impact

s 5
use, or a Williamson Act contract” There are no lands under

Williamson Act Contract which
would be impacted by the project
(California DOC 202b).

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause No Impact
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))?

There are no timber or forest
lands within the project area.

Initial Study with Negative Declaration 19
EA 03-3J930 Durham Pentz Intersection Project March 2026



Chapter 2. CEQA Environmental Checklist

Question — Would the project: CEQA Determination

d) Result in the loss of forest land or No Impact
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

There are no forest lands within
the project area.

e) Involve other changes in the existing Less Than Significant Impact
enrlronmer};whlcrllt, .due to the!r |OC?’[IOI’] or See discussion of CEQA
Ea urtla, c(;)ut resuftin ccipvell’smn 0 Environmental Checklist
armland, to non-agricultural use or Question e below.
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Question a)

Affected Environment

Agricultural resources in the project area were identified through the use of the
California DOC mapping tools, including the California Important Farmland finder
(California DOC 2022a). There are 9.0 acres of unique farmland located to the
northeast of the intersection, adjacent to the roundabout and the north and east legs
of the intersection. The remaining land surrounding the proposed project is classified
as grazing land. Approximately 8,911 square feet of unique farmland would be
converted to highway use, as shown on Figure 3 below. The land was farmed for
crops (such as strawberries), with images from Google Earth Street View showing
active farming going back to 2012 (Google Earth 2025). Structures, such as storage
areas and a booth for selling crops, in addition to signs advertising the farm, were
present on the land from 2012 to at least 2021. As of the 2024 Street View images,
the structures and signage no longer exist. It also appears that the land was no
longer farmed as of 2024 as grasses have taken over the parking area and
previously cultivated land. The unique farmland still appears to be abandoned.
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Environmental Consequences

The proposed project is standardizing the existing roundabout, which was
constructed as an emergency project during the 2018 Camp Fire. To ensure the
roundabout functions properly and reduces accidents at this location, additional right
of way would be needed to accommodate the larger circle diameter, splitter islands,
truck apron, and chicanes. These features would require varying amounts of right of
way from the properties adjacent to each leg of the intersection and the intersection
itself. Table 2 below indicates the amount of land required from each parcel and the
amount of farmland impacted by the project.

Table 2. Unique Farmland

Acquisition Unique Unique
Parcel Number Type of Area Farmland q
. Parcel Owner Farmland
(APN) Right of Way (Square (Square
(Acres)
Feet) Feet)
041-120-121-000 Acquisition Carlene Gunn 8,911 8,911 0.205

Butte Juni
041-120-089-000 |  Acquisition utte Junior 30,715 0 0
College District

Katz Family

041-120-088-000 Acquisition 9,346 0 0
Trust
Temporary .
P F
041-120-102-000 |  Construction aradise Food 391 0 0
& Gas #2 Inc.
Easement
Total -- -- 49,363 8,911 0.205

The proposed project would convert 8,911 square feet of unique farmland to non-
agricultural use. The total size of the unique farmland on Parcel 041-120-121-000 is
approximately 9.03 acres or 393,346.8 square feet. The conversion of 8,911 square
feet is approximately 2.3% of the unique farmland adjacent to the proposed project.
While the project would convert some prime farmland to non-agricultural use, the
impact would be less than significant based on the small size of the acquisition, its
proximity to SR 191, and due to the land currently not used for agricultural purposes.

Mitigation Measures
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Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no
mitigation measures are proposed.

Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Question e)

Affected Environment

Agricultural resources in the project area were identified through the use of the DOC
mapping tools, including the California Important Farmland finder (DOC 2022a).
Besides the unique farmland in the northeast corner of the intersection, the
remaining land is classified as grazing lands. To the northwest of the intersection is
land owned by Butte College. While classified as grazing land according to the DOC
mapping tools, it is not clear if the land is currently used for agricultural purposes.
The proposed right of way acquisition of approximately 0.705 acres includes a
landscape sign for the college and portions of a dirt road on the Butte College
property.

At the southwest corner of the intersection, 0.215 acres of right of way would be
acquired to accommodate the project. This is considered grazing land; however the
land does not appear to be used as grazing land currently as the right of way fence
along SR 191 has open and downed sections. A small amount of right of way (0.007
acres) is needed from the parcel at the southeast corner of the intersection. While
the DOC mapping classifies this parcel as grazing land, the land is currently being
used as a gas station and is zoned General Commercial. The portion of land which
would need to be acquired is from a strip of land between the gas station parking lot
and the existing intersection and would not impact grazing lands.

Environmental Consequences

A total of 0.927 acres of grazing land would be acquired to construct this project
(Table 3). Approximately 0.007 acres of the DOC mapped grazing land is currently a
gas station and impacts to this property would not impact agricultural lands (Table
3). The remaining acquisitions would impact 0.920 acres of grazing lands. Because
the portion of the properties impacted by this project and overall right of way needs
impacting grazing lands are relatively small, there would be a less than significant
impact.
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Table 3. Other Agricultural Property Impacts
Grazing Grazin
Parcel Number Type of Parcel Area (Square Land Lan dg
(APN) Right of Way Owner Feet) (Square (Acres)
Feet)
041-120-121-000 Acquisition Carlene Gunn 8,911 0 0
Butte Juni
041-120-089-000 | Acquisition | oo ~4nor 30,715 30,715 | 0.705
College District
041-120-088-000 Acquisition Katz Family Trust 9,346 9,346 0.215
Temporary Paradise Food &
041-120-102-000 | Construction 391 319 0.007
Gas #2 Inc.
Easement
Total - - 49,363 40,380 0.927
Mitigation Measures
Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no
mitigation measures are proposed.
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2.3 Air Quality

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

Based on the information in the Air Quality Memorandum dated September 16, 2025
(Caltrans 2025a), the following significance determinations have been made:

Question — Would the project: CEQA Determination

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation | No Impact
of the applicable air quality plan?

The proposed project would not
conflict with an air quality plan as
there is no increase to operational
emissions.

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable No Impact
net increase of any criteria pollutant for
which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal
or state ambient air quality standard?

The proposed project would not
increase any criteria pollutants as
there is no increase to operational
emissions; therefore there would be
no impact.

c) Expose sensitive receptors to No Impact

i i ? .
substantial pollutant concentrations” There are no sensitive receptors

(such as schools, healthcare
facilities, or childcare facilities)
adjacent to the project limits. No
substantial pollutant concentrations
would be released during
construction or during operation of
the intersection.

d) Result in other emissions (such as No Impact
those leading to odors) adversely
affecting a substantial number of
people?

The proposed project would not result
in other emissions, such as odor.
Some odor could occur during
construction, however these odors
would be limited to the construction
site and would be temporary in
nature. Due to the rural nature of the
site, these odors would not affect a
substantial number of people.
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2.4 Biological Resources

Based on the information in the Natural Environment Study (NES) dated November
13, 2025 (Caltrans 2025e), the following significance determinations have been
made:

Question — Would the project: CEQA Determination

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either Less Than Significant Impact
directly or thr.ough _habitat modifi_cations, ON | gee discussion of CEQA
any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local
or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or
by the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, or
NOAA Fisheries (NMFS)?

Environmental Checklist Question
a below.

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any Less Than Significant Impact
riparian hab_itat o.r.oth'er sensitive ngtural See discussion of CEQA
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife | Question b below.
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Environmental Checklist

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state | Less Than Significant Impact
or federgll)_/ protected wetlands (including, See discussion of CEQA
but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool,
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?

Environmental Checklist Question
c below.

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of | No Impact

any native resident or migratory fish or .

wildlife species or with established native ggrerir:r:rv?/iph?rf Itsr? epSiislsgiial
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or Study Area (BSA). There are no
impede the use of native wildlife nursery other known migrétory corridors in

oo r
sites’ the project area. The proposed
project would not change how
wildlife moves through the project
area.
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Question — Would the project: CEQA Determination

e) Conflict with any local policies or No Impact
ordinances protecting biological resources,
such as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance?

There are no ordinances or local
policies which are applicable to
the proposed project. Therefore,
there would not be any conflict
with any local ordinances or
policies which protect biological
resources.

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted No Impact
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

The proposed project would
comply with federal and state
measures, which would cover
species and habitat types
protected under the Butte
Regional Conservation Plan.

Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Question a)

Affected Environment

The NES (Caltrans 2025e) documents the special status and threatened and
endangered species found near the project, specifically within the Environmental
Study Limits (ESL) and the Biological Study Area (BSA). The ESL encompasses the
work for the proposed project. Because of the potential for listed, candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in close proximity to the project, a BSA was
created. The BSA includes areas within and adjacent to the ESL where standard
environmental assessments for sensitive resources (habitats, plants, wildlife,
wetlands and other waters, etc.) are conducted. The BSA encompasses the ESL
plus any areas outside of the ESL that could potentially be directly or indirectly
affected by the project. The BSA for this project includes a buffer of 250 feet from
ground-disturbing activities due to the proximity of vernal pools, which are
considered habitat for several plant and animal species.

To determine if a special status, threatened, or endangered species is present or
had possible habitat within the ESL or BSA, field reviews were conducted throughout
the spring and summer of 2025. Botanical surveys and surveys for animal species
were conducted during these field reviews (Table 4).
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No special status, threatened, or endangered plant or animal species were observed
during the surveys indicated in Table 4. The NES contains the results of the
USFWS, NMFS, CDFW and California Native Plant Society (CNPS) database
queries (USFWS 2025, NMFS 2025, CDFW 2025, CNPS 2025). Special-status
species known or likely to occur within the project area were identified based on
information compiled from the USFWS IPaC database, the NMFS online species list,
the California Department of Fish and Wildlife’s CNDDB ("RareFind”), the CNPS
Inventory of Rare and Endangered Vascular Plants, and species distribution and
habitat requirements data. All species lists were retrieved on September 10, 2025

Table 4. Type of Field Survey, Dates and Personnel

Type of Survey Date(s) Personnel
General reconnaissance January 28, 2025 Rebecca Stark-Stoddard, Caltrans
and field surveys to assess Environmental Scientist

the potential presence of
plant and wildlife special
status species and their
habitat in the project study

Jesse Starr, Caltrans Biologist,
Environmental Construction Liaison

area.

Survey—habitat-based March 11, 2025 Rebecca Stark-Stoddard, Caltrans

assessment for special Environmental Scientist

status species and botanical Anna Burns-Manfredi, Caltrans

survey Environmental Scientist/Botanist
Rylie Towne, Caltrans Environmental
Scientist

Focused survey to assess April 9, 2025 Rebecca Stark-Stoddard, Caltrans

impacts on vernal pool Environmental Scientist

branchiopods and vernal

. Casey Westcott, Caltrans Environmental
pool mapping

Scientist
Botanical survey April 18, 2025 Rebecca Stark-Stoddard, Caltrans
May 14, 2025 Environmental Scientist
julne1102,2%(;255 Anna Burns-Manfredi, Caltrans
uly 1%, Environmental Scientist/Botanist
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PLANT SPECIES

A list of special status, threatened, or endangered plants potentially occurring within
the project vicinity was developed based on information compiled from USFWS
Information for Planning and Consultation database, CDFW California Natural
Diversity Database, and CNPS (USFWS 2025, CDFW 2025, CNPS 2025).

Botanical surveys were conducted on March 11, 2025, April 18, 2025, May 14, 2025,
June 12, 2025, and July 10, 2025. These surveys were timed to coincide with the
flowering and identification periods of the potentially occurring special-status plant
species. Visits were conducted throughout the blooming periods of the potential
species so that unusual flowering times due to climatic variables was accounted for.

Based on spring botanical survey results (Spring 2025), review of the habitat of
potential species, and implementation of Standard Measures and BMPs, it was
determined that special status plant species would not be impacted during
construction.

ANIMAL SPECIES

A list of special status, threatened, or endangered wildlife and wildlife habitats
potentially occurring within the project vicinity was included in the NES and was
developed based on information compiled from USFWS Information for Planning
and Consultation database, NMFS online species list, and CDFW California Natural
Diversity Database (USFWS 2025, NMFS 2025, CDFW 2025).

Vernal Pool Branchiopods

Vernal pools within the BSA are potential habitat for Conservancy fairy shrimp
(Branchinecta conservatio), vernal pool fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lynchi), and
vernal pool tadpole shrimp (Lepidurus packardi). These three species are
collectively referred to as vernal pool branchiopods in this document when being
discussed together.

Conservancy fairy shrimp is federally endangered and occurs in vernal pools found
on several different landforms, geologic formations and soil types. They have been
observed in vernal pools ranging in size from 30 to 356,253 square meters (323 to
3,834,675 square feet). Observations suggest this species often is found in pools
that are relatively large and turbid (USFWS 2005). Suitable pools must stay
inundated and continuously hold water for a minimum of 19 days, in all but the driest
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years; thereby providing adequate water for incubation, maturation, and reproduction
(USFWS 2006).

Vernal pool fairy shrimp is federally threatened and commonly inhabits vernal pools
or vernal pool-like habitats, typically in grassland landscapes. They occur primarily in
smaller pools and are most frequently found in pools measuring less than 0.05 acre
in area (USFWS 2005). Suitable pools must stay inundated and continuously hold
water for a minimum of 18 days, in all but the driest years; thereby providing
adequate water for incubation, maturation, and reproduction (USFWS 2006).

Vernal pool tadpole shrimp is federally endangered and is endemic (native and
restricted to a certain geographical area) to California Central Valley, with most
populations in the Sacramento Valley. Vernal pool tadpole shrimp occur in a wide
variety of seasonal habitats including vernal pools, ponded clay flats, alkaline pools,
ephemeral stock tanks, and roadside ditches. Habitats where vernal pool tadpole
shrimp have been observed range in size from small (less than 25 square feet),
clear, vegetated vernal pools to highly turbid, alkali scald pools to large (more than
100 acres) winter lakes (USFWS 2005). These pools and other ephemeral (short-
lived) wetlands must dry out and be inundated again for the vernal pool tadpole
shrimp cysts to hatch. Suitable pools must stay inundated and continuously hold
water for a minimum of 41 days, in all but the driest years; thereby providing
adequate water for incubation, maturation, and reproduction (USFWS 2005).

In addition to the presence of vernal pool branchiopods within the BSA, critical
habitat for vernal pool tadpole shrimp also exists to the east of SR 191. Due to the
proximity of SR 191, Durham Pentz Road, and agricultural activities adjacent to
vernal pools, the vernal pools within the BSA tend to be low quality. No vernal pools
exist within the ESL; therefore, these vernal pool branchiopods would not be directly
impacted by construction. It is possible that construction of the proposed project
could change the hydrology of the surrounding area, which in turn could change how
water flows into vernal pools. Potential indirect impacts to the vernal pool
branchiopods could occur as a result of changes to hydrology.
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Monarch Butterfly

Monarch butterfly also has the potential to occur within the BSA. Adult Monarch
butterflies lay eggs on milkweed species. Narrow-leaf milkweed (Asclepias
fascicularis) and Indian milkweed (Asclepias eriocarpa) were found during field
reviews in spring of 2025. Narrow leaf milkweed was located on the southwest
region of the project outside of the Caltrans right of way while Indian milkweed was
on the eastern side of the project area within the Caltrans right of way between the
proposed roundabout work area and the proposed MVP work area.

Migratory Birds

Migratory birds are provided protection by the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act
(MBTA) (15 USC 703-711), Title 50 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 21 and
50 CFR Part 10, the California Fish and Game Code (CFGC) Sections 3503, 3513,
3800, and AB-2627. Specifically, these laws and regulations protect migratory birds,
their occupied nests, and their eggs from disturbance or destruction. Landscaping
around the Butte College sign to the northwest of the intersection of SR 191 and
Durham Pentz Road would be removed during construction, with the sign and
replacement landscaping being added outside of the proposed Caltrans right of way
after the roundabout is constructed. The removal of this vegetation could potentially
result in the “take” of migratory birds, their occupied nests, or their eggs during
construction.

Environmental Consequences

PLANT SPECIES

As there is minimally suitable habitat and the species was not observed during the
botanical surveys, Caltrans has determined there would be no impact to the
following federal and state special status plant species:

e Ahart's paronychia (Paronychia ahartii)

e Brassy bryum (Bryum chryseum)

e Butte County calycadenia (Calycadenia oppositifolia)

e Butte County golden clover (Trifolium jokerstii)

e Butte County meadowfoam (Limnanthes floccosa ssp. californica)
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e Depauperate milk-vetch (Astragalus pauperculus)

e Ferris' goldfields (Lasthenia ferrisiae)

e Greene's tuctoria (Tuctoria greenei)

e Hogwallow starfish (Hesperevax caulescens)

e Mexican mosquito fern (Azolla microphylla)

e Red Bluff dwarf rush (Juncus leiospermus var. leiospermus)
e Spicate calycadenia (Calycadenia spicata)

e Tehama navarretia (Navarretia heterandra)

e Valley brodiaea (Brodiaea rosea ssp. vallicola)

e Veiny monardella (Monardella venosa)

¢ Woolly meadowfoam (Limnanthes floccosa ssp. floccosa)

While the following special status plant species have suitable habitat within the ESL,
the habitat was low quality and disturbed and they were not observed during
botanical surveys. With implementation of Caltrans Standard Measures and BMPs
(Section 1.5), there would be no impact to these species.

Per FESA, there would be no effect to the following federally listed species:
e Butte County meadowfoam (Limnanthes floccosa ssp. californica)-federal
endangered
e Greene’s tuctoria (Tuctoria greenei) — federal endangered
e Hairy orcutt grass (Orcuttia pilosa) — federal endangered

e Hoover's spurge (Chamaesyce hooveri) — federal threatened

Per CESA, there would be no take/no impact to the following state listed species.
e Butte County meadowfoam (Limnanthes floccosa ssp. californica)-federal
endangered
e Greene’s tuctoria (Tuctoria greenei) —state rare

e Hairy orcutt grass (Orcuttia pilosa) — state endangered
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ANIMAL SPECIES

As there is no suitable nesting, roosting, foraging or dispersal habitat within the ESL
and/or the project is outside the geographical range of the species, Caltrans has
determined there would be no effect/no take to the following species:

e Foothill yellow-legged frog (Rana boylii)-North Feather DPS (Pop. 2) and
proposed critical habitat

e Northwestern pond turtle (Actinemys marmorata)

e Western spadefoot (Spea hammondii)-Northern DPS

e California black rail (Laterallus jamaicensis coturniculus)

e Chinook salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha)-Central Valley spring-run ESU
(Pop. 11) and critical habitat

e Chinook salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha)-Sacramento River winter-run
ESU

e Steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss irideus)—Central Valley DPS (Pop. 11) and
critical habitat

e Gray wolf (Canis lupus)

e Valley elderberry longhorn beetle (Desmocerus californicus dimorphus)

Per FESA, Caltrans has determined there would be no effect to Chinook salmon
EFH as there is no habitat within the ESL to support the species.

The following FESA threatened or endangered species have potentially suitable
habitat within the ESL and may be impacted by project activities.

Vernal Pool Branchiopods

As no work or placement of fill within vernal pools is proposed, the proposed project
would result in no permanent or temporary impacts on vernal pool branchiopods.
Vernal pools and swales could be indirectly impacted if permanent impacts occur
within 250 feet of the pool or swale. Most of the proposed project is within the 250-
foot buffer surrounding the nearby vernal pools, so there is potential for indirect
impacts to vernal pools.
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Potential indirect effects on vernal pool branchiopods were also considered. Vernal
pools within the BSA could be exposed to changes in hydrology and degradation of
habitat from maintenance activities that may include the use of herbicides and
exposure to fuel, oil, and other contaminants. Soil compaction and an increased
amount of paved surface along SR 191 and Durham Pentz Road have the potential
to modify the existing hydrologic regime of pools or swales within 250 feet of
construction. The increase in impermeable surface could cause a larger amount of
water runoff to enter these habitats, and water could persist (pond) for a longer time
(several days or possibly weeks), which might result in more favorable conditions for
vernal pool branchiopods by extending the seasonal inundation period. However, it
is unlikely that the increased amount of surface runoff would cause the habitats to
become ponded year round, a condition that would be unsuitable for vernal pool
branchiopods. Therefore, potential changes in hydrology would be minor in scope
and it is not expected that the overall drainage pattern would change the existing
hydrologic regime.

Per FESA, with the implementation of the Standard Measures and BMPs (Section
1.5), the proposed project may affect but is not likely to adversely affect
conservancy fairy shrimp, vernal pool fairy shrimp, and vernal pool tadpole shrimp
and vernal pool tadpole shrimp critical habitat.

Monarch Butterfly
As no work is proposed in the area presently known to contain milkweed (host

plant), the project is not expected to result in direct or indirect impacts to monarchs.

Per FESA, Caltrans has determined the project would have no effect on monarch
butterfly.

Migratory Birds

Implementation of the Standard Measures and BMPs (Section 1.5) would ensure
that no take of migratory or non-game birds species occurs during the removal of
vegetation during construction.

Mitigation Measures

Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no
mitigation measures are proposed.
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Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Questions b) and c)

Affected Environment

Questions b) and c) of the CEQA Checklist for Biological Resources are both a “less
than significant impact” due to the proximity of vernal pools to the proposed project;
therefore, Questions b) and c) are discussed together.

Vernal pools, specifically northern hardpan vernal pools, are considered a sensitive
natural community by the CDFW. Vernal pools are also considered a protected
wetland of the U.S. and State. As stated previously, northern hardpan vernal pools
are within the BSA of the proposed project. As a type of wetland, northern hardpan
vernal pools and vernal pools in general are also protected by federal and state
regulations. The proposed project would not cause any direct impacts to vernal
pools by removing or adding fill to vernal pools near the project area. There is
potential for soil compaction during construction and an increased amount of paved
surface along SR 191 and Durham Pentz Road from roadway widening that may
modify the existing hydrologic regime of vernal pools within 250 feet of construction.
The increase in impermeable surface could cause a larger amount of water runoff to
enter these habitats. Roadside drainage currently exists within the project area and
would be constructed adjacent to any areas where widening would occur. These
added drainages would connect with the existing ones where widening would not
occur.

In addition to the vernal pools, there is a seasonal emergent wetland approximately
100 feet from the edge of the work area to east of the intersection. There would be

no direct permanent or temporary impacts from the proposed project on the vernal

pools and wetland.

Environmental Consequences

Changes to the hydrologic regime around the project area would likely be minimal as
the roadside drainages would ultimately move water away from the road in the same
way as before. There may be additional runoff due to the added impervious
surfaces, which could potentially change the amount of water which is received by
the nearby vernal pools. However, it is not expected that the overall drainage pattern
would change the existing hydrologic regime.
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For these reasons, impacts to northern hardpan vernal pools sensitive communities
and vernal pool wetlands would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no
mitigation measures are proposed.
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2.5 Cultural Resources

Based on the information in the Cultural Resources Memorandum dated February
27, 2025 (Caltrans 2025c), the following significance determinations have been
made:

Question — Would the project: CEQA Determination
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the No Impact
significance of a historical resource pursuant to There are no historical
§15064.57 resources within the project
area.
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the No Impact

significance of an archaeological resource

t to §15064.57 There are no archaeological
pursuant to 57

resources within the project
area.

c) Disturb any human remains, including those No Impact

interred outside of dedicated cemeteries? The proposed project would

not disturb any human
remains.
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2.6 Energy

Based on the information in the Air Quality Memorandum dated September 16,
2025, (Caltrans 2025a), the following significance determinations have been made:

Question — Would the project: CEQA Determination

a) Result in a potentially significant No Impact
environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of
energy resources during project
construction or operation?

The contractor would be required
to follow all regulations regarding
energy efficiency during
construction. The intersection
would require minimal energy
resources during operation and
would not result in wasteful
energy use.

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan | No Impact

for renewable energy or energy efficiency? The proposed project would not

conflict with state plans for
renewable energy or energy
efficiency as the contractor would
be required to follow state
regulations for renewable energy
and energy efficiency.
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2.7 Geology and Soils

Question — Would the project: CEQA Determination

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential No Impact
substantial adverse effects, including
the risk of loss, injury, or death
involving:

There are no known faults within the
proposed project limits. In addition,
the depth and scope of work would
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, | not impact a fault (California DOC
as delineated on the most recent 2015).
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.

i) Strong seismic ground shaking? No Impact

There would be no substantial
change from the existing site
conditions due to the construction of
this project. No changes to the
project area could lead to increases
in seismic shaking as the changes to
the project site would be minimal;
therefore the proposed project would
not change the potential for or
intensity of seismic ground shaking
(California Geological Survey 2025).

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, No Impact

including liquefaction’? The proposed project is not in a

liquefaction zone area (California
Governor’s Office of Emergency
Services [Cal OES] 2015).
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Question — Would the project:

CEQA Determination

iv) Landslides?

No Impact

The intersection is in a relatively flat
portion of the landscape This portion
of Butte County is mapped as having
no to low landslide susceptibility. Due
to the flat landscape, the proposed
project would not change the
landslide susceptibility of the project
area (United States Geological
Survey 2025).

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

No Impact

The proposed project would not result
in changes to slopes as the project
area is relatively flat. Soil stabilization
measures would be included where
necessary to help prevent erosion or
topsoil loss. Improvements to
drainages would help prevent
erosion. For these reasons, there
would be no impact to soil erosion or
the loss of topsoil.

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that
is unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse?

No Impact

The proposed project is not within a
geologic unit or soils which are
unstable and is not at risk of
associated risks.

d) Be located on expansive soil, as
defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform
Building Code (1994), creating
substantial direct or indirect risks to life
or property?

No Impact

There is moderate to very high
potential for expansive soils in the
project area; however, the proposed
project is modifying an existing
intersection which would not create
risk to life or property (County of
Butte 2023b).

e) Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the
disposal of waste water?

No Impact

The proposed project would not
install septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems;
therefore, there would be no impact.

Initial Study with Negative Declaration 40
EA 03-3J930 Durham Pentz Intersection Project March 2026



Chapter 2. CEQA Environmental Checklist

Question — Would the project: CEQA Determination

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique No Impact
paleontological resource or site or
unique geologic feature?

As the project area has been
disturbed by volcanic mudflow
deposits, there is very low potential
for paleontological resources
(Caltrans 2025g).
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2.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Based on information in the Climate Change Analysis dated September 22, 2025
(Caltrans 2025b), the following determinations have been made:

Question — Would the project: CEQA Determination
a) Generate greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, Less Than Significant
either directly or indirectly, that may have a Impact
significant impact on the environment? See discussion of CEQA

Environmental Checklist
Question a) below.

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or Less Than Significant
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing | Impact
the emissions of greenhouse gases? See discussion of CEQA

Environmental Checklist
Question b) below.

Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Questions a) and b)

Affected Environment

As the purpose of the proposed project is to improve the temporary roundabout at
the intersection of SR 191 and Durham Pentz Road, the project would not increase
vehicle capacity of the roadway. This type of project generally causes minimal or no
increase in operational GHG emissions. Because the project would not increase the
number of travel lanes on SR 191, no increase in vehicle miles traveled (VMT) or
traffic numbers would occur. While some GHG emissions during the construction
period would be unavoidable, no increase in operational GHG emissions is
expected.

Construction GHG emissions would result from material processing and
transportation, on-site construction equipment, and traffic delays due to construction.
These emissions would be produced at different levels throughout the construction
phase; their frequency and occurrence can be reduced through innovations in plans
and specifications and by implementing better traffic management during
construction phases. While construction GHG emissions are only produced for a
short time, they have long-term effects in the atmosphere, so cannot be considered
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“temporary” in the same way as criteria pollutants that subside after construction is
completed.

Use of long-life pavement, improved traffic management plans, and changes in
materials can also help offset GHG emissions produced during construction by
allowing longer intervals between maintenance and rehabilitation activities.

Construction would begin in 2027 and would last approximately 100 working days.
The average carbon dioxide (COz2), methane (CHa), nitrous oxide (N20), Black
Carbon (BC), and hydrofluorocarbon-134a (HFC-134a) emissions from construction
activities were estimated (Table 4). The total carbon dioxide equivalent produced
during construction is estimated to be 145 metric tons.

Table 4. Estimates of GHG Emissions During Construction

Construction co; CH N,O BC | HFC-134a COze*
Year
2027 148 metric tons | 8 pounds | 29 pounds | 19 pounds | 18 pounds | 145 metric tons

Environmental Consequences

Would the project:

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

Upon completion of the project, GHG emissions would remain unchanged from the
existing condition on SR 191. Due to the rural nature of the project and the limited
alternative routes to SR 191, improvements to the intersection at SR 191 and
Durham Pentz Road would not result in an increase in capacity or GHG emissions
as the scope of work would not lead to increased vehicles using SR 191. The project
would not result in changes to the traffic volume, fleet mix, speed, location of existing
facility, or any other factor that would cause an increase in operational emissions
relative to the existing conditions. The scope of work of this project does not include
activities which would result in the potential increase of GHG. With implementation
of Caltrans Standard Measures and BMPs for reduction of GHG emissions during
construction, project impacts would be less than significant.
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b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

While the proposed project would result in GHG emissions during construction, it is
anticipated the project would not result in any increase in operational GHG
emissions. Since the project would not increase operational GHG emissions, it
would not conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. With implementation of
Caltrans Standard Measures and BMPs for reduction of GHG emissions during
construction, project impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no
mitigation measures are proposed.
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Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Based on the information in the Initial Site Assessment dated February 24, 2025
(Caltrans 2025d), the following determinations have been made:

Question — Would the project:

CEQA Determination

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

Less Than Significant Impact

See discussion of CEQA
Environmental Checklist Question a
below.

b) Create a significant hazard to the public
or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident
conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the
environment?

Less Than Significant Impact

See discussion of CEQA
Environmental Checklist Question b
below.

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within
one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?

No Impact
There are no schools within one-

quarter mile of the proposed project.

d) 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?

Less Than Significant Impact

See discussion of CEQA
Environmental Checklist Question b
below.

e) For a project located within an airport
land use plan or, where such a plan has
not been adopted, within two nautical
miles of a public airport or public use
airport, would the project result in a
safety hazard or excessive noise for
people residing or working in the project
area?

No Impact

There are no airports within two miles

of the proposed project.
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Question — Would the project: CEQA Determination

f) Impair implementation of or physically No Impact
interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

During construction, the
Transportation Management Plan
would detail what needs to occur if an
emergency occurs. The built project
would improve the flow of traffic
through the intersection and would
not interfere with an emergency
response plan or evacuation plan.

g) Expose people or structures, either No Impact
directly or indirectly, to a significant risk
of loss, injury or death involving wildland
fires?

The proposed project would not
change the existing risk of wildland
fires in the project area as the project
would not cause a substantial change
from the existing condition. For these
reasons, there would be no change to
the risk of exposure to wildland fires
for people or structures.

Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Question a)

Affected Environment

An initial Site Assessment (ISA) was conducted on February 24, 2025 (Caltrans
2025c). The Initial Site Assessment included a review for potentially hazardous
waste within the project limits, project plans, Naturally Occurring Asbestos (NOA)
maps, and the GeoTracker database which contains information on hazardous
waste sites. As determined during the review of potentially hazardous materials in
the project site, a Preliminary Site Investigation (PSI) would be required during the
design phase to determine if the soils near the project site contain Aerially Deposited
Lead (ADL). ADL from the historical use of leaded gasoline exists along roadways
throughout California.
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Environmental Consequences

Based on the results of the Preliminary Site Investigation, special material handling
requirements, worker health and safety training, and/or regulated soil disposal may
be required during construction. Besides ADL, there may also be exposure to
hazardous materials from treated wood waste and thermoplastic striping. Any right
of way acquisitions would also need to be reviewed for any potential hazardous
materials before purchase. Any hazardous material encountered during construction
would be handled and disposed of safely with the implementation of Caltrans
Standard Measures and Best Management Practices. Therefore, the potential
hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no
mitigation measures are proposed.

Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Question b)

Affected Environment

Based on the ISA, potentially hazardous materials from treated wood waste and
thermoplastic striping were identified. A PSI would be required during the design
phase to determine if the soils near the project site contain ADL.

Environmental Consequences

The probability of the project creating a significant hazard to the public or
environment through transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials would be
less than significant because the Standard Measures and Best Management
Practices would be implemented to address potential contamination from ADL,
treated wood waste, and thermoplastic striping. These Standard Measures and Best
Management Practices would be placed in the Plans, Specifications and Estimates
(PS&E) package to ensure contamination would not create a significant hazard to
the public, construction crew, or the environment; therefore, it is anticipated the
impact would be less than significant.
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Mitigation Measures

Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no
mitigation measures are proposed.

[Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Question d)]

Affected Environment

The parcel located at the southeast corner of the intersection (APN 041-120-102-
000) with the address 3772 Durham Pentz Road, Oroville, CA 95965 is a site listed
under Government Code Section 65962.5, otherwise known as a Cortese listed site.
This site is currently occupied by a gas station and convenience store. The site
received a No Further Action letter from the Central Valley Regional Water Quality
Control Board on July 30, 2003, indicating the completion of a site investigation and
monitoring for the underground storage tanks formerly located on the property. Minor
impacts of soil and groundwater contamination at the site are reportedly confined to
the underground storage tanks vicinity and groundwater flow was determined to flow
to the southeast, away from the area of proposed improvements.

Environmental Consequences

The proposed project would use the TCE at the southeast corner of the intersection
for minor widening and movement of electrical utilities. Due to the minor nature of
the contamination indicated by the site investigation, the site is considered low risk
for the TCE. It is anticipated that no additional testing or additional Standard
Measures and Best Management Practices besides what was previously discussed
in this section would be required for the proposed work at this location. Soil
disturbance on the site will be minimal and the contamination from the site flows
away from the proposed project, therefore the impacts to this site by the proposed
project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment and the
impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no
mitigation measures are proposed.]
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2.10 Hydrology and Water Quality

Based on the information in the Water Quality Assessment dated May 5, 2025
(Caltrans 2025i), the following determinations have been made:

Question — Would the project: CEQA Determination

a) Violate any water quality standards or | No Impact
waste discharge requirements or
otherwise substantially degrade
surface or groundwater quality?

The proposed project would not
violate any water discharge
requirements or degrade surface or
groundwater quality.

b) Substantially decrease groundwater No Impact
supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that the
project may impede sustainable
groundwater management of the
basin?

As there would not be a significant
increase in impervious surfaces,
which could interfere with groundwater
recharge, the proposed project would
not impact groundwater.

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage | No Impact
pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river or through the addition
of impervious surfaces, in a manner
which would:

The proposed project would not
impact the existing drainage pattern
because the improved drainages
throughout the project area would not
result in increased erosion or siltation.
(i) result in substantial erosion or
siltation on- or off-site;

(i) substantially increase the rate or Less Than Significant Impact
amount of gurface runoff in a See discussion of CEQA
manner which would result in

flooding on- or offsite: Environmental Checklist Question c(ii)

below.

(iif) create or contribute runoff water No Impact
which would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned stormwater
drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff; or

The project would not contribute to
runoff water or exceed the capacity of
the existing drainage system because
the improved drainages would be
designed to have enough capacity to
contain stormwater runoff.
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Question — Would the project: CEQA Determination
(iv) impede or redirect flood flows? No Impact

The proposed project is not within a
floodplain and would improve
drainage; therefore, would not impede
or redirect flood flows.

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche No Impact
zones, risk release of pollutants due to

project inundation? The proposed project is not within a

flood hazard, tsunami zone, or in an
area where inundation could risk a
release of pollutants.

e) Conflict with or obstruct No Impact
implementation of a water quality
control plan or sustainable groundwater
management plan?

The proposed project would be
consistent with Caltrans’ NPDES
permitting. The proposed project
would not conflict with any water
quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan.

Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Question c)(ii)

Affected Environment

A Water Quality Assessment was completed for the Durham Pentz Intersection
Project on May 5, 2025 (Caltrans 2025i). The proposed project is within the lower
Butte Creek Watershed. The primary receiving water of this project is Clear Creek,
which is approximately 0.27 miles west from the Durham Pentz and SR 191
intersection.

Construction of the intersection would add a total of 29,419 square feet of
impervious surfaces, while also removing 7,694 square feet of impervious surfaces,
making the net increase of impervious surfaces 21,725 square feet.

Environmental Consequences

The proposed project would increase imperious surfaces at the Durham Pentz Road
and SR 191 intersection, which would increase runoff. However, the drainages
around the intersection would be modified to accommodate any additional runoff
caused by the increase in impervious surfaces. The roadside drainages would
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convey water through roughly the same paths as before the project was constructed.
There are no known flooding issues in the project area and the increase in
impervious surfaces is not anticipated to contribute to any flooding issues on or off
site. In addition, Standard Measures and BMPs for water quality, found in Section
1.5, would be implemented to help prevent any localized flooding due to runoff from
the proposed project site. For these reasons, there would be a less than significant
impact on flooding, on or off site.

Mitigation Measures

Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no
mitigation measures are proposed
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211 Land Use and Planning

Question — Would the project: CEQA Determination
a) Physically divide an established community? No Impact

As the proposed project would
occur at the existing
intersection in a rural area, it
would not divide an
established community.

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due | No Impact
to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or
regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding
or mitigating an environmental effect?

The proposed project would
not conflict with any land use
plan, policy, or regulation
because the proposed project
does not require a zoning
change nor does it conflict
with the existing zoning plans.
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2.12 Mineral Resources

Question — Would the project: CEQA Determination

a) Result in the loss of availability of a No Impact
known mineral resource that would be a
value to the region and the residents of

The proposed project would improve
an existing intersection and would not

? N
the state’ change the availability of a valuable
mineral resource as the project is
mostly within the existing intersection
footprint.
b) Result in the loss of availability of a No Impact

locally important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local
general plan, specific plan or other land
use plan?

As the proposed project would
improve an existing intersection and
would be almost entirely within the
existing intersection footprint, the
proposed project would not impact
land which could be used for mineral
recovery and would not change the
availability of a locally important
mineral resource.
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2.13 Noise

Based on the information in the Noise Memorandum dated May 1, 2025 (Caltrans
2025f), the following determinations have been made:

Question — Would the project result in:

CEQA Determination

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in
the vicinity of the project in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies?

No Impact

While temporary increases in
noise would occur during
construction, the contractor
would be required to follow all
state and local noise
standards; therefore, the
project would not result in a
substantial noise increase.

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration
or groundborne noise levels?

No Impact

During construction some
groundborne vibration and
noise would occur; however,
none of the activities
performed during construction
would lead to excessive
groundborne vibration or
noise.

c¢) For a project located within the vicinity of a
private airstrip or an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two nautical 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?

No Impact

There are no airports with two
miles of the proposed project;
therefore there would be no
impacts.
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2.14 Population and Housing

Question — Would the project: CEQA Determination

a) Induce substantial unplanned population No Impact
growth in an area, either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes and
businesses) or indirectly (for example,
through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

The proposed project would
modify an existing intersection
which would not result in
unplanned growth, directly or
indirectly.

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing No Impact
people or housing, necessitating the

construction of replacement housing The proposed project would

modify an existing intersection

? : ;
elsewhere which would not result in people
being displaced as a result of
this project.
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2.15 Public Services

Question — Would the project: CEQA Determination

a) Result in substantial adverse physical No Impact
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 following public
services:

The proposed project would
improve an existing intersection
and would not impact any
government facilities, increase the
response times or change existing
service ratios.

Fire protection?

b) Police protection? No Impact

The proposed project would
improve an existing intersection
and would not impact any
government facilities, increase the
response times or change existing
service ratios.

c) Schools? No Impact

The proposed project would
improve an existing intersection
and would not impact any
government facilities, change
existing service ratios, or change
other performance metrics.

d) Parks? No Impact

The proposed project would
improve an existing intersection
and would not impact any parks.

e) Other public facilities? No Impact

The proposed project would
improve an existing intersection.
There would be no impacts to
public facilities as a result of the
proposed project
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2.16 Recreation

Question: CEQA Determination

a) Would the project increase the use of existing No Impact
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would occur
or be accelerated?

There are no public parks
within the project vicinity.
The proposed project would
improve an existing
intersection.

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or | No Impact
require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an
adverse physical effect on the environment?

There are no public parks
within the vicinity of the
proposed project. The
proposed project would
improve an existing
intersection.
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Question — Would the project:

CEQA Determination

a) Conflict with a program, plan,
ordinance, or policy addressing the
circulation system, including transit,
roadway, bicycle and pedestrian
facilities?

No Impact

The proposed project is consistent
with programs, plans, policies, and
ordinances, including the Butte
County General Plan Circulation
Element; therefore, there would be no
impact.

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivision
(b)?

No Impact

The proposed project is improving an
existing intersection in a rural area,
which would not change traffic
through the area. Therefore, the
project would not impact vehicle
miles traveled.

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

No Impact

The proposed project would conform
with Caltrans design standards and
would not create a hazardous design
feature.

d) Result in inadequate emergency
access?

No Impact

As the proposed project is improving
an existing intersection, emergency
access would not be changed. The
proposed project does not include
any work that would impede
emergency access.
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2.18 Tribal Cultural Resources

Based on the information in the Cultural Resource Memorandum dated February 27,
2025 (Caltrans 2025c), the following determinations have been made:

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074 as either a site,
feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size
and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe, and that is:

Question: CEQA Determination

a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California No Impact
Register of Historical Resources, orin a local | There are no listed or eligible
register of historical resources as defined in | for |isting historical resources
Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k), or | within the project limits.

b) A resource determined by the lead agency, in
its discretion and supported by substantial
evidence', to be §igqificant pursua.nt to criteria | No Impact
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public .
Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying | There are no resources with
the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of significance to a California
Public Resources Code Section 5024.1, the | Native American tribe within the
lead agency shall consider the significance of | Project limits.
the resource to a California Native American
tribe.
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2.19 Utilities and Service Systems

Question — Would the project: CEQA Determination
a) Require or result in the relocation or Less Than Significant Impact
construction of new or expanded water, See discussion of CEQA

wastewater treatment or stormwater
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the
construction or relocation of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

Environmental Checklist Question
a below.

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to | No Impact
serve the project and reasonably
foreseeable future development during
normal, dry and multiple dry years?

The proposed project would not
need water supplies to serve the
project as the constructed project
would not require water.

c) Result in a determination by the No Impact
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?

No wastewater treatment is
required for the project or as a
result of the proposed project.

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or | No Impact
local standards, or in excess of the
capacity of local infrastructure, or
otherwise impair the attainment of solid
waste reduction goals?

No solid waste would be generated
during the operation of the
intersection. Any solid waste
generated during construction
would not be in excess of State or
local standards or capacity. No
solid waste would be generated
after construction, therefore there
would be no impact.

e) Comply with federal, state, and local No Impact
management and reduction statutes and

regulations related to solid waste? The proposed project would not

generate solid waste after its
construction.
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Chapter 2. CEQA Environmental Checklist

Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Question a)

Affected Environment

Overhead utilities run north-south, east-west, and diagonally northwest to southeast
across the proposed project area. These utilities include PG&E electric and AT&T
telephone.

It is also anticipated that underground utilities are within the proposed project limits.
A gas line may run east-west through the project area. Field work and coordination
with the utility companies would need to be completed to determine the type of
locations of any buried utilities.

Environmental Consequences

During construction, the overhead PG&E electric and AT&T telephone lines would
need to be moved, which would result in temporary disruptions to service. It would
be determined if underground utilities are present in the project site through
coordination with utility companies and pot holing to determine the location of buried
utilities. If underground utilities are found to be in conflict with the construction of the
proposed project, there is potential that these also may be moved, which could also
result in temporary disruptions. Utility relocations would likely occur within the
proposed right of way acquisitions; however, the ultimate location of the relocated
poles would be up to the utility companies. Because no utility poles would be
relocated into environmentally sensitive areas adjacent to the project and only
temporary interruptions to utilities would occur, the environmental impact from utility
relocation would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no
mitigation measures are proposed.
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Chapter 2. CEQA Environmental Checklist

2.20 Wildfire

If located in or near State Responsibility Areas or lands classified as very high Fire
Hazard Severity Zones:

Question — Would the project: CEQA Determination

a) Substantially impair an adopted No Impact
emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

SR 191 is an emergency route for
Paradise, California. The proposed
intersection improvements would not
change the function of SR 191 as an
emergency route.

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other | No Impact
factors, would the project exacerbate
wildfire risks, and thereby expose project
occupants to pollutant concentrations
from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread
of a wildfire?

The proposed project is improving
an existing intersection which would
not change factors which contribute
to wildfire risk.

c) Require the installation or maintenance | No Impact
of associated infrastructure (such as
roads, fuel breaks, emergency water
sources, power lines or other utilities)
that may exacerbate fire risk or that may
result in temporary or ongoing impacts to
the environment?

The existing utilities in the project
area would be moved to
accommodate the project. No new
utilities would be installed and no
associated infrastructure for the
utilities would be required. Because
the movement of the existing utilities
would not increase fire risk, there
would be no impact.

d) Expose people or structures to No Impact
significant risks, including downslope or
downstream flooding or landslides, as a
result of runoff, post-fire slope instability,
or drainage changes?

The proposed project would improve
an existing intersection; therefore,
would not change the wildfire risk or
post-fire hazards.
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Chapter 2. CEQA Environmental Checklist

2.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance

CEQA Determination
Less Than Significant Impact

Question
a) Does the project have the potential to

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

See discussion of CEQA
Environmental Checklist Question a
below.

b) Does the project have impacts that are

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

No Impact

The proposed project would not
have any impacts that could be
cumulatively considerable. Indirect
impacts to vernal pools, and
therefore vernal pool branchiopod
species and associated critical
habitat, would be insignificant as the
project would maintain similar

hydrologic flows throughout the
project area, which would not
contribute to cumulative impacts to
vernal pools and vernal pool
branchiopods..

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

No Impact

The proposed project would improve
an existing intersection with limited
interruptions to people through traffic
and utility relocation during
construction. There would be no
environmental effects which would
have adverse effects on human
beings.
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Chapter 2. CEQA Environmental Checklist

Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Question a)

Affected Environment

The proposed project has the potential to cause indirect impacts to federally listed
Conservancy fairy shrimp (Branchinecta conservatio), vernal pool fairy shrimp
(Branchinecta lynchi), vernal pool tadpole shrimp (Lepidurus packardi), vernal pool
wetland habitat, and northern hardpan vernal pool sensitive communities by possibly
changing the hydraulic regime surrounding the project area. Changes to the
hydrology of the area could be impacted by increased impervious surfaces changing
the amount of runoff from the proposed project area.

Environmental Consequences

Any changes to hydrology would be minor, as the modifications to the intersection
would increase impervious surfaces from the existing intersection by 21,725 square
feet and the drainages around the intersection would be modified to contain any
additional runoff. The additional runoff caused by the change to impervious surfaces
would be collected by the roadside drainages which would convey water through
roughly the same paths as before the project was constructed.

Per FESA, based on the information above, there would be a less than significant
impact to Conservancy fair shrimp, vernal pool fairy shrimp, vernal pool tadpole
shrimp and their critical habitat.

Mitigation Measures

Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no
mitigation measures are proposed.
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CHAPTER 3. LIST OF PREPARERS

The following Caltrans staff contributed to the preparation of this IS/ND:
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Rajive Chadha Hazardous Waste Specialist

Sean Cross Water Specialist

Chris Dennis Paleontologist

Caitlin Greenwood Associate Environmental Planner
Michaela Johnson Transportation Engineer

Katherine Jorgensen Native American Coordinator

Jeff Juarez Landscape Architect

Bikramijit Kahlon Project Manager

Shirin Shahvisi Archaeologist

Rebecca Stark-Stoddard Biologist

Veronica Wilson Senior Environmental Scientist
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APPENDIX B. RESPONSE TO COMMENTS
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[Appendix B-Response to Comments has been added since the draft environmental
document was circulated.]
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From: Morford, Samantha @Wildlife

To: Greenwood, Caitlin@DOT

Cc: Stanfield, Melissa@Wildlife; Sheya, Tanva@Wildlife; Kilgour, Morgan@Wildlife; Wildlife R2 CEQA
Subject: CDFW Comments on the ND for the EA 03-31930 Durham Pentz Intersection (SCH No. 2026010061)
Date: Thursday, January 29, 2026 9:01:15 AM

Attachments: image001.0na

Dear Caitlin Greenwoeod:

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) received and reviewed the Notice
of Intent to Adopt an ND from California Department of Transportation (Caltrans} for the
EA 03-3]930 Durham Pentz Intersection (project} pursuant the California Environmental

1
Quality Act (CEQA) statute and guidelines.[_1

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments and recommendaticns regarding
those activities involved in the Project that may affect California fish, wildlife, native
plants, and their habitat. Likewise, we appreciate the opportunity to provide comments
regarding those aspects of the Project that CDFW, by law, may need to exercise its own
regulatory authority under the Fish and Game Code.

CDFW ROLE

CDFW is California’s Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife resources and holds those
resources in trust by statute for all the people of the State (Fish & G. Code, 8§ 711.7,
subd. (a} & 1802; Pub. Resources Code, § 21070; CEQA Guidelines § 15386, subd. (a).}
CDFW, in its trustee capacity, has jurisdiction over the conservation, protection, and
management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and habitat necessary for biologically
sustainable populations of those species. (Fish & G. Code, § 1802.) Similarly for
purposes of CEQA, CDFW provides, as available, biological expertise during public
agency environmental review efforts, focusing specifically on projects and related
activities that have the potential to adversely affect fish and wildlife resources.

CDFW may also act as a Responsible Agency under CEQA. (Pub. Resources Code, &
21069; CEQA Guidelines, § 15381.) CDFW expects that it may need to exercise
regulatory authority as provided by the Fish and Game Code. As proposed, for example,
the Project may be subject to CDFW’s lake and streambed alteration regulatory
authority. (Fish & G. Code, § 1600 et seq.) Likewise, to the extent implementation of the
Project as proposed may result in “take” as defined by State law of any species
protected under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA} (Fish & G. Code, 8 2050
et seq.), the project proponent may seek related take authorization as provided by the
Fish and Game Code.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY
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The project site is located on State Route (SR) 191 at the intersection of Durham Pentz
Road in Butte County between Post Miles (PM) 3.28 and 3.78.

The project consists of improving the existing intersection at SR 191 and Durham Pentz
Road. The proposed project would improve the existing temporary roundabout through
installation of a permanent roundabout with a larger inscribed circle diameter, raised
splitter islands, raised truck apron, and chicanes. The project would also include
electrical work to improve lighting, modify flashing beacons, and upgrading a count
station. Other proposed work includes upgrading signs, improvements to traffic striping,
improving drainage, including culverts and ditches, and constructing Maintenance
Vehicle Pullouts (MVPs)at PM 3.39, PM 3.68 and near the flashing beacons on Durham
Pentz Road. Improvements to culverts and ditches would occur at the proposed MVPs,
gas station driveway, and proposed driveway leading to the strawberry field on the east
leg of Durham Pentz Road, as well as around the roundabout. Landscaping removal and
underground and overhead utility relocation may be required. The landscaping proposed
to be removed consists of four mature coast redwood (Sequoia sempervirens), two
mature oak trees (Quercus sp.), and two manzanita (Arctostaphylos sp.} bushes. Seven-
foot-deep ground disturbance could occur during utility pole relocations.

COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

CDFW offers the comments and recommendations below to assist Caltrans in
adequately identifying and, where appropriate, mitigating the project’s significant, or
potentially significant, direct and indirect impacts on fish and wildlife (biological}
resources.

COMMENT 1: Chapter 2.4 Biological Resources, Discussion of CEQA Environmental
Checklist Question A, Western Spadefoot, Page 29-36

Issue: Western spadefoot is a primarily terrestrial fossorial species. They spend most of
the year in underground burrows and are rarely found on the surface (Stebbins 1972)
(Dimmitt and Ruibal 1980a). Spadefoots emerge from their underground burrows to
breed and forage during and following relatively warm rains during late winter-spring
(Morey 2000). Aquatic habitatis used for breeding and developing larvae and typically
includes temporary vernal pools, sand or gravel washes, and small streams that are
often seasonal (Stebbins and McGinnis 2012). However, eggs and larvae of western
spadefoot have been observed in a variety of permanent and temporary wetlands, both
natural and altered, including rivers, creeks, artificial ponds, livestock ponds,
sedimentaticn and flood control ponds, irrigation and roadside ditches, roadside
puddles, tire ruts, and borrow pits (CNDDB 2024).

The ND states that there is no habitat in or adjacent to the project for western spadefoot
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(Spea hammondii), a California Species of Special Concern, candidate for listing under
the federal Endangered Species Act, and recently petitioned for listing under CESA.
However, the ND also states that there are vernal pools and a seasonal wetland
adjacent to the project footprint. Western spadefoot could utilize these aquatic features
for breeding habitat and utilize the grassland within the project footprint for upland
aestivation habitat. Impacts to western spadefoot from ground disturbing activities, if
onsite, may be considered potentially significant unless adequate mitigation is
incorporated.

For mitigation measures to be effective, they must be specific, enforceable, and feasible
actions that will reduce the environmental impacts from the project to a less than
significant level. The ND does not provide an adequate analysis to determine western
spadefoot absence or presence at the site and fails to account for western spadefoot life
history, seasonal movements, and cryptic nature. To determine whether the project may
have a significantimpact on this species, the project proponent must first determine
whether they occur within or adjacent to the proposed work area including staging and
access. Western spadefoot can only be detected while they are above grcund during
their breeding season (late winter-early spring). Performing preconstruction surveys
outside the breeding season when spadefoots are aestivating underground will result in
potentially false negative findings. False negative survey results could lead to
unidentified and unmitigated significant impacts on this biological resource.

Recommended Mitigation Measure: To mitigate potential impacts to western
spadefoot to a less-than-significant level, CDFW recommends the following language be
incorporated into the ND:

“Western Spadefoot Surveys. During the winter preceding the start of construction
activities, a biologist with education and experience in western spadefoot natural history
and identification will conduct a minimum of three nighttime visual encounter and
acoustic detection (i.e., listening for male breeding call) surveys and one day time egg
mass survey. Surveys will be conducted within the project site and a 200 foot buffer
around the site. Surveys will be timed during late winter and early spring, generally
February 15-April 1, but will not begin until the site has received adequate rainfall to
form breeding ponds and daytime temperatures are consistently greater than 60
degrees. Surveys will be conducted no more than 24 hours following a rain event with at
least 7 calendar days between each survey. If any life stage of western spadefootis
encountered, CDFW will be consulted to determine appropriate avoidance,
minimization, and compensatory mitigation measures.”

COMMENT 2: Chapter 2.4 Biological Resources, Discussion of CEQA Environmental
Checklist Question A, Tree Roosting Bats and Native Nursery Sites, Page 29-36
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Issue: Bats are considered non-game mammals and are protected by state law from
take and/or harassment (California Fish and Game Code §4150, §2126, §3007; California
Code of Regulation, Title 14, 8251.1). Several bat species are also considered species of
special concern, which meet the CEQA definition of rare, threatened, or endangered
species (CEQA Guidelines 815065). The ND does not mention surveying for bat roosting
habitat or potential nursery colonies and does not analyze potential impacts on bat
roosting habitat and potential hursery colonies. Bat species that are known to occur in
the project vicinity, such as silver-haired bat (Lasionycteris hoctivagans}, little brown bat
(Myotis lucifugus), long-eared myotis (Myotis evotis) and long-legged myotis (Myotis
volans), could utilize the trees that are proposed for removal as day roosting habitat.

Without an analysis of the type, quality, and quantity of roosting bat habitat within the
project footprint and appropriate surveys to determine presence/absence, itis unclear if
bats are present. If there is roosting habitat in the trees marked for removal, the project
would result in the permanent loss of roosting habitat and could result in direct bat
mortality. Disturbance or loss of roost habitat can be particularly detrimental if the
construction activities are conducted during maternity season (typically April 15 to
August 31) or torpor season (typically October 15 to March 1). As currently proposed, the
project has potential to have significant and unmitigated impacts to bats. The ND, as
written, does not sufficiently disclose impacts to bats nor does it include mitigation to
reduce potential impacts to bats to a level of less than-significant.

Recommendation : CDFW recommends Caltrans refer to Caltrans Bat Mitigation: A
Guide to Developing Feasible and Effective Solutions {Johnston et. al, 2019) when
analyzing and mitigating Project impacts to bats and their habitat. To reduce project
impacts to bats and native nursery sites to a less-than-significant level, CDFW
recommends that a biologist with education and experience in bat biclogy and
identification survey the project site for potentially suitable bat roosting habitat. The
habitat assessment should include a visual inspection of suitable habitat features (i.e.,
tree cavities and exfoliating bark} for bat roosting habitat within the project. Suitable
roosting sites should be mapped, photographed, and evidence of bat presence noted
(i.e. bat guano or urine staining}. The methodology and results of the bat habitat
assessment should be incorporated into the ND. If bat roosting habitat is present,
mitigation measures should be included in the ND to mitigate potential impacts to bats
and nursery sites. These measures could include, but are not limited to:

Implementing work widows within suitable bat roosting habitat to avoid critical life
stages (maternity season - April 15 to August 31 and torpor season - October 15 to March
1); bat pre-construction survey(s) conducted by a biologist with education and
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experience in bat biology and identification prior to the initiation of construction
activities; and the develcpment of a bat avoidance or exclusion plan by a biologist with
education and experience in bat biology and identification if bats are detected. CDFW
recommends this plan be developed well in advance of the project so that avoidance or
exclusion could be appropriately timed in coordination with scheduled construction, if
necessary. If a nursery site (i.e. maternity colony)} will be impacted by the project, it
should be mitigated for at a ratio sufficient to compensate for the significantimpacts to
the colony. Batreplacement habitat shall be designed generally following the guidelines
in Caltrans Bat Mitigation: A Guide to Developing Feasible and Effective Solutions
(Johnston et. al, 2019), which provides a review of bat mitigation options. Final plans for
bat habitat replacement should be approved by Caltrans and CDFW.

ENVIRONMENTAL DATA

CEQA requires that information developed in environmental impact reports and negative
declarations be incorporated into a database which may be used to make subsequentor
supplemental environmental determinations (Pub. Resources Code, § 21003, subd. (e).)
Accordingly, please report any special-status species and natural communities
detected during Project surveys to the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB}.
The CNNDB field survey form can be found at the following link:
https:/www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Submitting-Data. The completed form can be
submitted online or mailed electronically to CNDDB at the following email address:

CNDDB@wildlife.ca.gov.

FILING FEES

The Project, as proposed, would have an impact on fish and/or wildlife, and assessment
of filing fees is necessary. Fees are payable upon filing of the Notice of Determination by
the Lead Agency and serve to help defray the cost of environmental review by CDFW.
Payment of the fee is required in order for the underlying project approval to be
operative, vested, and final. (Cal. Code Regs, tit. 14, 8 753.5; Fish & G. Code, 8 711.4;
Pub. Resources Code, §21089.})

CONCLUSION

Pursuant to Public Rescurces Code § 21092 and § 21092.2, CDFW requests written
notification of proposed actions and pending decisions regarding the procposed project.
Written notifications shall be directed to: California Department of Fish and Wildlife
North Central Region, 1701 Nimbus Road, Rancho Cordova, CA 95670 or emailed to
R2CEQA®@wildlife.ca.gov.

CDFW appreciates the opportunity to comment on the ND for the EA 03-3J930 Durham
Pentz Intersection to assist Caltrans in identifying and mitigating Project impacts on
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biclogical rescurces. COFYW personnel are available for consultation regarding biclogical
rescurces and strategies to minimize and/cr mitigate impacts. Questicns regarding this
letter or further coordination should be directed to Sammi Merford, Envirenmental
Scientist at (516} 880-8324 or samantha.morford@wildlife.ca. gov.

Sincerely,

Sammi Morford

Environmental Scientist (Caltrans Liaison|

Habitat Conservation Program | North Central Region (R 2)
1701 Nimbus BRd., Suite &

Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF

FISH and WILDLIFE

1
H CEQA i codified in the Califarnia Public Resources Code in gection 21000 et seq. The "CEQA

Guidelines" are found in Ttle 14 of the California Code of Regulations, commencing with section 15000,

Initial Study with Negative Declaration 80
EA 03-3J930 Durham Pentz Intersection Project March 2026



Response to Comment 1:

Caltrans biologists will conduct nighttime acoustic detection surveys for western
spadefoot in February and/or March 2026, as well as three nighttime visual
encounter and acoustic detection surveys and one daytime egg mass survey in
winter 2027, to increase confidence in the presence or absence of western
spadefoot within the project area. Surveys will be conducted within the Biological
Study Area (BSA). Surveys will be timed during late winter and early spring,
generally February 15—April 1, but will not begin until the site has received adequate
rainfall to form breeding ponds and daytime temperatures are consistently greater
than 60 degrees. Surveys will be conducted no more than 24 hours following a rain
event with at least 7 calendar days between each survey. If any life stage of western
spadefoot is detected, CDFW will be consulted to determine appropriate avoidance
and minimization measures.

Response to Comment 2:

The landscape trees (2 oak and 4 redwood) to be removed are maintained for their
aesthetics and do not have the cavities, exfoliating bark, or snags necessary for
suitable habitat for tree roosting bats or potential nursery colonies. Potentially
suitable habitat is approximately 400 feet away from the project area in the riparian
corridor surrounding Clear Creek. Caltrans maintains there is no suitable bat
roosting habitat in the project area; therefore, there would be no impacts to bats.
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	General Information About This Document

	What’s in this document:

	The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) has prepared this Initial Study with Negative Declaration for the proposed project located in Butte County, California, north of Oroville. Caltrans is the lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). This document tells you why the project is being proposed, details on the project scope of work, how the existing environment could be affected by the project, and proposed avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures.

	The Initial Study circulated to the public for 31 days between January 5, 2026, and February 4, 2026. Comments received during this period are included in Appendix B. Elsewhere, language has been added throughout this document to indicate where a change has been made since the circulation of the draft environmental document.

	Minor editorial changes and clarifications have not been so indicated.

	[Text inserted inside brackets has been added since circulation of the draft environmental document.]

	[For the purposes of this document, changes to Section 2.9 Hazards and Hazardous Materials and Appendix B-Response to Comments, have been added.]

	This document may be downloaded at the following website:https://dot.ca.gov/caltrans-near-me/district-3/d3-programs/d3-environmental/d3-environmental-docs/d3-butte-county

	Alternate Formats:

	To obtain a copy in an alternate format other than the one provided, please submit a request to Caltrans, Attention: Megan Reese, District 3, 703 B Street, Marysville, CA 95901, (530) 701-7715 Voice, or use the California Relay Service 1 (800) 735-2929 (TTY to Voice), 1 (800) 735-2922 (Voice to TTY), 1 (800) 855-3000 (Spanish TTY to Voice and Voice to TTY), 1-800-854-7784 (Spanish and English Speech-to-Speech) or 711.
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	NEGATIVE DECLARATION

	Pursuant to: Division 13, California Public Resources Code

	Project Description

	The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) proposes to improve the existing roundabout at the intersection of State Route 191 with Durham Pentz Road.

	Determination

	Caltrans has prepared an Initial Study for this project and, following public review, has determined from this study that the proposed project would not have a significant impact on the environment for the following reasons: 

	The proposed project would have no impact on

	 Aesthetics

	 Air Quality

	 Cultural resources

	 Energy

	 Geology and Soils

	 Hydrology and Water Quality

	 Land Use and Planning

	 Mineral Resources

	 Noise

	 Population and Housing

	 Public Services

	 Recreation

	 Transportation

	 Tribal Cultural Resources

	 Wildfire

	In addition, the proposed project would have less than significant impacts to 

	 Agriculture and Forestry Resources

	 Biological Resources

	 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

	 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

	 Utilities and Service Systems

	 Mandatory Findings of Significance
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	CHAPTER 1.	PROPOSED PROJECT
General Project Information

	Project Title: 	Durham Pentz Intersection

	Lead Agency Name, Address, Contact Person, and Phone Number

	Caltrans District 3703 B StreetMarysville, CA 95901Attn: Caitlin Greenwood(530) 821-8296

	Project Location

	The proposed project is located on State Route (SR) 191 at the intersection of Durham Pentz Road in Butte County between Post Miles (PM) 3.28 and 3.78 (Figures 1 and 2). The proposed project is approximately 4.42 miles east of SR 99, 6.00 miles south of Paradise, and 8.55 miles north of Oroville. Butte College is about 0.5 miles west of the proposed project.

	General Plan Designation and Zoning

	The area surrounding the proposed project is zoned General Commercial and Agricultural. The properties zoned General Commercial are located to the northeast, southeast, and southwest quadrants of the intersection. Some rural and foothill residential properties are located to the north, west, and east of the project area. The Butte College campus is located to the west and is zoned Public (County of Butte 2023a).

	Figure 1.	Project Vicinity Map

	Figure 2.	Project Location Map

	Surrounding Land Use and Setting

	Land use in the area is predominately rural, undeveloped grassland. At the northwest corner of the intersection, there is a small, landscaped area with a sign for Butte College which is approximately 0.5 miles west of the proposed project. At the northeast corner, there is farmland and rangeland. At the southeast corner of the intersection there is a gas station, convenience store, and a home and garden store. The roundabout is at the intersection of SR 191 and Durham Pentz Road. SR 191 is a north-south minor arterial route between SR 70 and Paradise. Durham Pentz Road is an east-west county road between SR 99 and Pentz Road.

	Tribal Consultation

	On June 12, 2025, the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) was requested to review the Sacred Lands Files (SLF) for any Native American sacred site within or adjacent to the project area. Caltrans received the Sacred Land Files results on June 12, 2025, which were negative for sacred lands. The NAHC also provided a Native American Contact List which was used to complete the project consultation. Initial correspondence was sent June 16, 2025, with follow-up emails on July 16, 2025, to the following tribal entities:

	 Matthew Williford, Chairperson, Konkow Valley Band of Maidu Indians

	 Dennis Ramirez, Chairperson, Mechoopda Indian Tribe

	 Benjamin Clark, Chairperson, Mooretown Rancheria of Maidu Indians

	 Richard Johnson, Chairperson, Nevada City Rancheria Nisenan Tribe

	 James Russ, President, Round Valley Reservation/ Covelo Indian Community

	On July 16, 2025, the Chairman for Konkow Valley Band of Maidu Indians, Matthew Williford, responded to a follow up email stating that while the project does not contain any known resources known to them, Konkow Valley Band of Maidu Indians wanted to open consultation because of the proximity to other sites and resources. 
	A consultation focus meeting to go over project details took place on July 25, 2025, with Caltrans District Native American Coordinator (DNAC) Katie Jorgensen Abernathy and Chairman Williford and Wayne Nine of the Konkow Valley Band of Maidu Indians. 

	After reviewing project plans, a follow-up email was sent by the Caltrans DNAC to Chairman Willford to determine if there were any questions or concerns regarding the updated project plans. To date, no response has been received. The proposed project area was previously monitored for the construction of the existing roundabout with no resources located. Chairman Williford suggested a field meeting to look at locations of ground-disturbing activities. At the time of the meeting, it was noted the project plans were being altered for biological issues; therefore, it was agreed a field visit would be conducted after receiving the newly altered project plans. On August 7, 2025, Caltrans DNAC sent updated project plans to Chairman Williford asking that he review the new plans and, if he still wanted to do a field visit, let the DNAC know so a site visit could be scheduled. No response was received. 

	On September 9, 2025, a follow-up email was sent by the Caltrans DNAC to Chairman Willford to determine if there were any questions or concerns regarding the updated project plans. To date, no response has been received.

	All consultation efforts with tribal partners and local historical societies are ongoing and will remain open for the life of the project.


	1.2 Purpose and Need

	Purpose

	The purpose of the proposed project is to improve safety by reducing the frequency and severity of collisions at the intersection of SR 191 and Durham Pentz Road.  

	Need

	Improvements to the intersection are required to improve safety and direct traffic flow. The intersection is a painted temporary roundabout that was completed as an emergency project after the 2018 Camp Fire. Observations of the intersection show that drivers often disregard the intended circular flow and drive straight through the intersection. The intersection reported a total of 21 collisions in the 5-year period from January 1, 2017, to December 31, 2021, involving five injuries and one serious injury.

	1.3 Project Description

	The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) proposes to improve the existing intersection at SR 191 with Durham Pentz Road from PMs 3.28 to 3.78. The current intersection configuration is a single-lane, four-leg temporary roundabout with painted features and a gravel central island. The posted speed limit is 55 mph on all legs. Prior to the temporary roundabout, this intersection was a four-way stop with an overhead flashing beacon. This intersection was changed to a temporary roundabout after the 2018 Camp Fire to help reduce delays to trucks removing debris from the Paradise area. All temporary improvements were completed within the available right of way. 

	The proposed project would improve the existing temporary roundabout through installation of a permanent roundabout with a larger inscribed circle diameter, raised splitter islands, raised truck apron, and chicanes. Splitter islands are raised or painted areas at the roundabout approach which separate entering and exiting traffic. They also slow and deflect entering traffic (FHWA 2000). Chicanes are a series of alternating curves of shifting lanes which force motorists out of a straight line of travel to reduce speed (FHWA). The project would also include electrical work to improve lighting, modify flashing beacons, and upgrading a count station. Other proposed work would include upgrading signs, improvements to traffic striping, improving drainage, including culverts and ditches, and constructing Maintenance Vehicle Pullouts (MVPs) at PM 3.39, PM 3.68, and near the flashing beacons on Durham Pentz Road (Appendix A–Project Layouts). Improvements to culverts and ditches would occur at the proposed MVPs, gas station driveway, and proposed driveway leading to the strawberry field on the east leg of Durham Pentz Road, as well as around the roundabout. 

	Landscaping removal and underground and overhead utility relocation may be required. The landscaping proposed to be removed consists of four mature coast redwood (Sequoia sempervirens) trees, two mature oak trees (Quercus sp.), and two manzanita (Arctostaphylos sp.) bushes. Seven-foot-deep ground disturbance could occur during utility pole relocations. Acquisition of property rights would be required to accommodate the proposed roundabout improvements. Three parcels would be acquired in-fee and a Temporary Construction Easement (TCE) would be required from the gas station for electrical work.


	1.4 Permits and Approvals Needed

	The following permits, licenses, agreements, and certifications (PLACs) would be required for project construction.

	Table 1.	Permits and Approvals Needed

	Agency

	PLACs

	Status

	U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)

	The Section 7 Endangered Species Act Letter of Concurrence would be obtained from USFWS during design phase.


	1.5 Standard Measures and Best Management Practices

	CEQA Guidelines Section 15370 defines mitigation as avoiding, minimizing, rectifying, reducing/eliminating, and compensating for an impact. Caltrans consistently implements projects applying Standard Measures and Best Management Practices (BMPs) as features or components on most, if not all, Caltrans projects. These project components typically result from laws, permits, agreements, guidelines, and agency directives and policies. For this reason, the measures and practices are not considered “mitigation” under CEQA; rather, they are an integral part of the project and included as part of the project prior to determining impact significance. 

	The proposed project contains the following Standard Measures and BMPs. Project-specific mitigation measures that would be applied to reduce the significance of impacts resulting from the proposed project are listed within the applicable resource section.

	Aesthetics

	AR-1:	Where feasible, the removal of established trees and vegetation would be minimized.

	Biological Resources

	BR-1:	General 

		Before starting work, as required by permit or consultation conditions, a Caltrans biologist or Environmental Construction Liaison (ECL) would meet with the contractor to brief them on environmental permit conditions and requirements relative to each stage of the proposed project, including, but not limited to, work windows, drilling site management, and how to identify and report regulated species within the project areas.

	BR-2:	Animal Species 

	A. To protect migratory and nongame birds (occupied nests and eggs), if possible, vegetation removal would be limited to the period outside of the bird breeding season (removal would occur between September 16 and January 31).  If vegetation removal is required during the breeding season, a nesting bird survey would be conducted by a qualified biologist within five days prior to vegetation removal.  If an active nest is located, the biologist would coordinate with California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) to establish appropriate species-specific buffer(s) and any monitoring requirements.  The buffer would be delineated around each active nest and construction activities would be excluded from these areas until birds have fledged, or the nest is determined to be unoccupied.

	BR-3:	Invasive Species

	Invasive non-native species control would be implemented.  Measures would include:   

	 Straw, straw bales, seed, mulch, or other material used for erosion control or landscaping would be free of noxious weed seed and propagules.  

	 All equipment would be thoroughly cleaned of all dirt and vegetation prior to entering the job site to prevent importing invasive non-native species.

	BR-4:	Plant Species, Sensitive Natural Communities, and ESHA

	A. Prior to the start of work, Temporary High Visibility Fencing (THVF) and/or flagging would be installed around sensitive natural communities, environmentally sensitive habitat areas, rare plant occurrences, intermittent streams and wetlands and other waters, where appropriate.  No work would occur within fenced/flagged areas.

	Cultural Resources

	CR-1:	If cultural materials are discovered during construction, work activity within a 60-foot radius of the discovery would be stopped and the area secured until a qualified archaeologist can assess the nature and significance of the find in consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO).

	CR-2:	If human remains and related items are discovered on private or State land, they would be treated in accordance with State Health and Safety Code (H&SC) § 7050.5.  Further disturbances and activities would cease in any area or nearby area suspected to overlie remains, and the County Coroner contacted.  Pursuant to California Public Resources Code (PRC) § 5097.98, if the remains are thought to be Native American, the coroner would notify the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) who would then notify the Most Likely Descendent (MLD).

		Human remains and related items discovered on federally-owned lands would be treated in accordance with the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 1990 (NAGPRA) (23 USC 3001).  The procedures for dealing with the discovery of human remains, funerary objects, or sacred objects on federal land are described in the regulations that implement NAGPRA 43 CFR Part 10.  All work in the vicinity of the discovery shall be halted and the administering agency’s archaeologist would be notified immediately.  Project activities in the vicinity of the discovery would not resume until the federal agency complies with the 43 CFR Part 10 regulations and provides notification to proceed.

	Greenhouse Gas Emissions

	GHG-1:	Caltrans Standard Specification "Air Quality" requires compliance by the contractor with all applicable laws and regulations related to air quality (Caltrans Standard Specification [SS] 14-9).   

	GHG-2:	Compliance with Title 13 of the California Code of Regulations, which includes restricting idling of diesel-fueled commercial motor vehicles and equipment with gross weight ratings of greater than 10,000 pounds to no more than 5 minutes.

	GHG-3:	Caltrans Standard Specification “Emissions Reduction” ensures that construction activities adhere to the most recent emissions reduction regulations mandated by the California Air Resources Board (CARB) (Caltrans SS 7-1.02C).

	GHG-4:	Use of a Transportation Management Plan (TMP) to minimize vehicle delays and idling emissions.  As part of this, construction traffic would be scheduled and routed to reduce congestion and related air quality impacts caused by idling vehicles along the highway during peak travel times.

	Hazardous Waste and Material

	HW-1:	Per Caltrans requirements, the contractor(s) would prepare a project-specific Lead Compliance Plan (CCR Title 8, §€1532.1, the “Lead in Construction” standard) to reduce worker exposure to lead-impacted soil.  The plan would include protocols for environmental and personnel monitoring, requirements for personal protective equipment, and other health and safety protocols and procedures for the handling of materials containing lead.

	HW-2:	When identified as containing hazardous levels of lead, traffic stripes would be removed and disposed of in accordance with Caltrans Standard Special Provision (SSP) “Remove Yellow Traffic Stripes and Pavement Markings with Hazardous Waste Residue” (SSP 14-11.12). 

	HW-3:	If treated wood waste (such as removal of sign posts or guardrail) is generated during this project, it would be disposed of in accordance with Standard Specification 14-11.14 “Treated Wood Waste.”

	Traffic and Transportation

	TT-1:	A Transportation Management Plan (TMP) would be prepared for the project.  The contractor would be required to schedule and conduct work to avoid unnecessary inconvenience to the public and to maintain access to driveways, houses, and buildings within the work zones. Pedestrian and bicycle access would be maintained during construction.

	Utilities and Emergency Services

	UE-1:	All emergency response agencies in the project area would be notified of the project construction schedule and would have access to SR 191 throughout the construction period.

	UE-2:	Caltrans would coordinate with utility providers to plan for relocation of any utilities to ensure utility customers would be notified of potential service disruptions before relocation.

	UE-3:	The project is located within the High and Very High CAL FIRE Fire Hazard Severity Zone (FHSZ).  The contractor would be required to submit a jobsite Fire Prevention Plan as required by Cal/OSHA before starting job site activities.  In the event of an emergency or wildfire, the contractor would cooperate with fire prevention authorities.

	Water Quality and Stormwater Runoff

	WQ-1:	The project would comply with the provisions of the Caltrans Statewide National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit (Order 2022-0033-DWQ), effective January 1, 2023. If the project results in a land disturbance of one acre or more, coverage under the Construction General Permit (CGP) (Order 2022-0057-DWQ) is also required. 

		Before any ground-disturbing activities, the contractor would prepare a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) (per the Construction General Permit Order 2022-0057-DWQ) or Water Pollution Control Program (WPCP) (projects that result in a land disturbance of less than one acre) that includes erosion control measures and construction waste containment measures to protect Waters of the State during project construction. For SWPPP projects (which are governed according to both the Caltrans NPDES permit and the Construction General Permit), soil disturbance is permitted to occur year-round as long as the Caltrans NPDES and CGP and the corresponding requirements of those permits are adhered to. For WPCP projects (which are governed according to the Caltrans NPDES permit), soil disturbance is permitted to occur year-round as long as the Caltrans NPDES permit is adhered to.

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

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

		Construction may require one or more of the following temporary construction site BMPs:

	 Any spills or leaks from construction equipment (e.g., fuel, oil, hydraulic fluid, and grease) would be cleaned up in accordance with applicable local, state, and/or federal regulations.

	 Accumulated stormwater, groundwater, or surface water from excavations or temporary containment facilities would be removed by dewatering.

	 Water generated from the dewatering operations would be discharged on-site for dust control and/or to an infiltration basin, or disposed of offsite.

	 Temporary sediment control and soil stabilization devices would be installed.

	 Existing vegetated areas would be maintained to the maximum extent practicable.

	 Clearing, grubbing, and excavation would be limited to specific locations, as delineated on the plans, to maximize the preservation of existing vegetation.

	 Vegetation reestablishment or other stabilization measures would be implemented on disturbed soil areas, per the Erosion Control Plan.

	 For SWPPP projects (which are governed according to both the Caltrans NPDES permit and the Construction General Permit), soil disturbance is permitted to occur year-round as long as the Caltrans NPDES and CGP and the corresponding requirements of these permits are adhered to.  For WPCP projects (which are governed according to the Caltrans NPDES permit), soil disturbance is permitted to occur year-round as long as the Caltrans NPDES permit is adhered to.

	WQ-2:	The project would incorporate pollution prevention and design measures consistent with the 2024 Caltrans Storm Water Management Plan (Caltrans 2024). This plan complies with the requirements of the Caltrans Statewide NPDES Permit (Order 2022-0033-DWQ).

		The project design may include one or more of the following:

	 Vegetated surfaces would feature native plants, and revegetation would use the seed mixture, mulch, tackifier, and fertilizer recommended in the Erosion Control Plan prepared for the project.

	 Where possible, stormwater would be directed in such a way as to sheet flow across vegetated slopes, thus providing filtration of any potential pollutants.

	1.6 Discussion of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Categorical Exclusion

	This document contains information regarding compliance with CEQA and other state laws and regulations. Separate environmental documentation supporting a Categorical Exclusion would be prepared in accordance with NEPA. When required by CEQA, this document may contain references to federal laws and/or regulations (CEQA, for example, requires consideration of adverse effects on species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species by the USFWS and National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS)—in other words, species protected by the Federal Endangered Species Act). Nothing in this document should be considered a determination pursuant to NEPA.

	CHAPTER 2.	CEQA EVALUATION

	Environmental Factors Potentially Affected

	The environmental factors noted below would be potentially affected by this project.  Please see the CEQA Environmental Checklist topics on the following pages for additional information.

	CEQA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

	The CEQA Environmental Checklist identifies physical, biological, social, and economic factors that might be affected by the proposed project. In many cases, background studies performed in connection with the project will indicate there are no impacts to a particular resource. A “NO IMPACT” answer in the checklist reflects this determination. The words “significant” and “significance” used throughout the CEQA Environmental Checklist are only related to potential impacts pursuant to CEQA. The questions in the CEQA Environmental Checklist are intended to encourage the thoughtful assessment of impacts and do not represent thresholds of significance.

	As discussed in Section 1.5, Standard Measures and Best Management Practices are considered to be project components and have been considered prior to any significance determinations documented in the checklist.

	2.1 Aesthetics

	Based on the information in the Visual Impact Assessment Questionnaire dated January 16, 2025 (Caltrans 2025h), the following CEQA determinations have been made:


	2.2 Agriculture and Forestry Resources

	In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) regarding the state’s inventory of forest 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 California Air Resources Board. 

	Based on the information in the U.S. Department of Agriculture and California Department of Conservation websites (DOC), the following CEQA determinations have been made:


	Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Question a)
Affected Environment

	Agricultural resources in the project area were identified through the use of the California DOC mapping tools, including the California Important Farmland finder (California DOC 2022a). There are 9.0 acres of unique farmland located to the northeast of the intersection, adjacent to the roundabout and the north and east legs of the intersection. The remaining land surrounding the proposed project is classified as grazing land. Approximately 8,911 square feet of unique farmland would be converted to highway use, as shown on Figure 3 below. The land was farmed for crops (such as strawberries), with images from Google Earth Street View showing active farming going back to 2012 (Google Earth 2025). Structures, such as storage areas and a booth for selling crops, in addition to signs advertising the farm, were present on the land from 2012 to at least 2021.  As of the 2024 Street View images, the structures and signage no longer exist. It also appears that the land was no longer farmed as of 2024 as grasses have taken over the parking area and previously cultivated land. The unique farmland still appears to be abandoned. 


	Figure 3.	Proposed Right of Way Needs and Unique Farmland

	Environmental Consequences

	The proposed project is standardizing the existing roundabout, which was constructed as an emergency project during the 2018 Camp Fire. To ensure the roundabout functions properly and reduces accidents at this location, additional right of way would be needed to accommodate the larger circle diameter, splitter islands, truck apron, and chicanes. These features would require varying amounts of right of way from the properties adjacent to each leg of the intersection and the intersection itself. Table 2 below indicates the amount of land required from each parcel and the amount of farmland impacted by the project.

	Table 2.	Unique Farmland

	The proposed project would convert 8,911 square feet of unique farmland to non-agricultural use. The total size of the unique farmland on Parcel 041-120-121-000 is approximately 9.03 acres or 393,346.8 square feet. The conversion of 8,911 square feet is approximately 2.3% of the unique farmland adjacent to the proposed project. While the project would convert some prime farmland to non-agricultural use, the impact would be less than significant based on the small size of the acquisition, its proximity to SR 191, and due to the land currently not used for agricultural purposes. 


	Mitigation Measures

	Parcel Number (APN)

	Type of Right of Way

	Parcel Owner

	Acquisition Area (Square Feet)

	Unique Farmland (Square Feet)

	Unique Farmland (Acres)

	041-120-121-000

	Acquisition

	Carlene Gunn

	8,911

	8,911

	0.205

	041-120-089-000

	Acquisition

	Butte Junior College District

	30,715

	0

	0

	041-120-088-000

	Acquisition

	Katz Family Trust

	9,346

	0

	0

	041-120-102-000

	Temporary Construction Easement

	Paradise Food & Gas #2 Inc.

	391

	0

	0

	Total

	--

	--

	49,363

	8,911

	0.205

	Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no mitigation measures are proposed.


	Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Question e)
Affected Environment

	Agricultural resources in the project area were identified through the use of the DOC mapping tools, including the California Important Farmland finder (DOC 2022a). Besides the unique farmland in the northeast corner of the intersection, the remaining land is classified as grazing lands. To the northwest of the intersection is land owned by Butte College. While classified as grazing land according to the DOC mapping tools, it is not clear if the land is currently used for agricultural purposes. The proposed right of way acquisition of approximately 0.705 acres includes a landscape sign for the college and portions of a dirt road on the Butte College property.

	At the southwest corner of the intersection, 0.215 acres of right of way would be acquired to accommodate the project. This is considered grazing land; however the land does not appear to be used as grazing land currently as the right of way fence along SR 191 has open and downed sections. A small amount of right of way (0.007 acres) is needed from the parcel at the southeast corner of the intersection. While the DOC mapping classifies this parcel as grazing land, the land is currently being used as a gas station and is zoned General Commercial. The portion of land which would need to be acquired is from a strip of land between the gas station parking lot and the existing intersection and would not impact grazing lands.


	Environmental Consequences

	A total of 0.927 acres of grazing land would be acquired to construct this project (Table 3). Approximately 0.007 acres of the DOC mapped grazing land is currently a gas station and impacts to this property would not impact agricultural lands (Table 3). The remaining acquisitions would impact 0.920 acres of grazing lands. Because the portion of the properties impacted by this project and overall right of way needs impacting grazing lands are relatively small, there would be a less than significant impact.

	Table 3.	Other Agricultural Property Impacts


	Mitigation Measures

	Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no mitigation measures are proposed.

	Parcel Number (APN)

	Type of Right of Way

	Parcel Owner

	Area (Square Feet)

	Grazing Land (Square Feet)

	Grazing Land (Acres)

	041-120-121-000

	Acquisition

	Carlene Gunn

	8,911

	0

	0

	041-120-089-000

	Acquisition

	Butte Junior College District

	30,715

	30,715

	0.705

	041-120-088-000

	Acquisition

	Katz Family Trust

	9,346

	9,346

	0.215

	041-120-102-000

	Temporary Construction Easement

	Paradise Food & Gas #2 Inc.

	391

	319

	0.007

	Total

	49,363

	40,380

	0.927


	2.3 Air Quality

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

	Based on the information in the Air Quality Memorandum dated September 16, 2025 (Caltrans 2025a), the following significance determinations have been made:


	2.4 Biological Resources

	Based on the information in the Natural Environment Study (NES) dated November 13, 2025 (Caltrans 2025e), the following significance determinations have been made:


	Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Question a)
Affected Environment

	The NES (Caltrans 2025e) documents the special status and threatened and endangered species found near the project, specifically within the Environmental Study Limits (ESL) and the Biological Study Area (BSA). The ESL encompasses the work for the proposed project. Because of the potential for listed, candidate, sensitive, or special status species in close proximity to the project, a BSA was created. The BSA includes areas within and adjacent to the ESL where standard environmental assessments for sensitive resources (habitats, plants, wildlife, wetlands and other waters, etc.) are conducted. The BSA encompasses the ESL plus any areas outside of the ESL that could potentially be directly or indirectly affected by the project. The BSA for this project includes a buffer of 250 feet from ground-disturbing activities due to the proximity of vernal pools, which are considered habitat for several plant and animal species.

	To determine if a special status, threatened, or endangered species is present or had possible habitat within the ESL or BSA, field reviews were conducted throughout the spring and summer of 2025. Botanical surveys and surveys for animal species were conducted during these field reviews (Table 4). 
	No special status, threatened, or endangered plant or animal species were observed during the surveys indicated in Table 4. The NES contains the results of the USFWS, NMFS, CDFW and California Native Plant Society (CNPS) database queries (USFWS 2025, NMFS 2025, CDFW 2025, CNPS 2025). Special-status species known or likely to occur within the project area were identified based on information compiled from the USFWS IPaC database, the NMFS online species list, the California Department of Fish and Wildlife’s CNDDB ("RareFind”), the CNPS Inventory of Rare and Endangered Vascular Plants, and species distribution and habitat requirements data. All species lists were retrieved on September 10, 2025

	Table 4.	Type of Field Survey, Dates and Personnel

	Type of Survey

	Date(s)

	Personnel

	General reconnaissance and field surveys to assess the potential presence of plant and wildlife special status species and their habitat in the project study area.

	January 28, 2025

	Rebecca Stark-Stoddard, Caltrans Environmental Scientist

	Jesse Starr, Caltrans Biologist, Environmental Construction Liaison

	Survey–habitat-based assessment for special status species and botanical survey

	March 11, 2025

	Rebecca Stark-Stoddard, Caltrans Environmental Scientist

	Anna Burns-Manfredi, Caltrans Environmental Scientist/Botanist

	Rylie Towne, Caltrans Environmental Scientist

	Focused survey to assess impacts on vernal pool branchiopods and vernal pool mapping

	April 9, 2025

	Rebecca Stark-Stoddard, Caltrans Environmental Scientist

	Casey Westcott, Caltrans Environmental Scientist

	Botanical survey

	April 18, 2025 May 14, 2025 June 12, 2025 July 10, 2025

	Rebecca Stark-Stoddard, Caltrans Environmental Scientist

	Anna Burns-Manfredi, Caltrans Environmental Scientist/Botanist

	PLANT SPECIES

	A list of special status, threatened, or endangered plants potentially occurring within the project vicinity was developed based on information compiled from USFWS Information for Planning and Consultation database, CDFW California Natural Diversity Database, and CNPS (USFWS 2025, CDFW 2025, CNPS 2025).

	Botanical surveys were conducted on March 11, 2025, April 18, 2025, May 14, 2025, June 12, 2025, and July 10, 2025. These surveys were timed to coincide with the flowering and identification periods of the potentially occurring special-status plant species. Visits were conducted throughout the blooming periods of the potential species so that unusual flowering times due to climatic variables was accounted for.

	Based on spring botanical survey results (Spring 2025), review of the habitat of potential species, and implementation of Standard Measures and BMPs, it was determined that special status plant species would not be impacted during construction. 

	ANIMAL SPECIES

	A list of special status, threatened, or endangered wildlife and wildlife habitats potentially occurring within the project vicinity was included in the NES and was developed based on information compiled from USFWS Information for Planning and Consultation database, NMFS online species list, and CDFW California Natural Diversity Database (USFWS 2025, NMFS 2025, CDFW 2025). 

	Vernal Pool Branchiopods

	Vernal pools within the BSA are potential habitat for Conservancy fairy shrimp (Branchinecta conservatio), vernal pool fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lynchi), and vernal pool tadpole shrimp (Lepidurus packardi). These three species are collectively referred to as vernal pool branchiopods in this document when being discussed together.

	Conservancy fairy shrimp is federally endangered and occurs in vernal pools found on several different landforms, geologic formations and soil types. They have been observed in vernal pools ranging in size from 30 to 356,253 square meters (323 to 3,834,675 square feet). Observations suggest this species often is found in pools that are relatively large and turbid (USFWS 2005). Suitable pools must stay inundated and continuously hold water for a minimum of 19 days, in all but the driest years; thereby providing adequate water for incubation, maturation, and reproduction (USFWS 2006).

	Vernal pool fairy shrimp is federally threatened and commonly inhabits vernal pools or vernal pool-like habitats, typically in grassland landscapes. They occur primarily in smaller pools and are most frequently found in pools measuring less than 0.05 acre in area (USFWS 2005). Suitable pools must stay inundated and continuously hold water for a minimum of 18 days, in all but the driest years; thereby providing adequate water for incubation, maturation, and reproduction (USFWS 2006).

	Vernal pool tadpole shrimp is federally endangered and is endemic (native and restricted to a certain geographical area) to California Central Valley, with most populations in the Sacramento Valley. Vernal pool tadpole shrimp occur in a wide variety of seasonal habitats including vernal pools, ponded clay flats, alkaline pools, ephemeral stock tanks, and roadside ditches. Habitats where vernal pool tadpole shrimp have been observed range in size from small (less than 25 square feet), clear, vegetated vernal pools to highly turbid, alkali scald pools to large (more than 100 acres) winter lakes (USFWS 2005). These pools and other ephemeral (short-lived) wetlands must dry out and be inundated again for the vernal pool tadpole shrimp cysts to hatch. Suitable pools must stay inundated and continuously hold water for a minimum of 41 days, in all but the driest years; thereby providing adequate water for incubation, maturation, and reproduction (USFWS 2005).

	In addition to the presence of vernal pool branchiopods within the BSA, critical habitat for vernal pool tadpole shrimp also exists to the east of SR 191. Due to the proximity of SR 191, Durham Pentz Road, and agricultural activities adjacent to vernal pools, the vernal pools within the BSA tend to be low quality. No vernal pools exist within the ESL; therefore, these vernal pool branchiopods would not be directly impacted by construction. It is possible that construction of the proposed project could change the hydrology of the surrounding area, which in turn could change how water flows into vernal pools. Potential indirect impacts to the vernal pool branchiopods could occur as a result of changes to hydrology.

	Monarch Butterfly

	Monarch butterfly also has the potential to occur within the BSA. Adult Monarch butterflies lay eggs on milkweed species. Narrow-leaf milkweed (Asclepias fascicularis) and Indian milkweed (Asclepias eriocarpa) were found during field reviews in spring of 2025. Narrow leaf milkweed was located on the southwest region of the project outside of the Caltrans right of way while Indian milkweed was on the eastern side of the project area within the Caltrans right of way between the proposed roundabout work area and the proposed MVP work area.

	Migratory Birds

	Migratory birds are provided protection by the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) (15 USC 703-711), Title 50 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 21 and 50 CFR Part 10, the California Fish and Game Code (CFGC) Sections 3503, 3513, 3800, and AB-2627. Specifically, these laws and regulations protect migratory birds, their occupied nests, and their eggs from disturbance or destruction. Landscaping around the Butte College sign to the northwest of the intersection of SR 191 and Durham Pentz Road would be removed during construction, with the sign and replacement landscaping being added outside of the proposed Caltrans right of way after the roundabout is constructed. The removal of this vegetation could potentially result in the “take” of migratory birds, their occupied nests, or their eggs during construction.


	Environmental Consequences

	PLANT SPECIES

	As there is minimally suitable habitat and the species was not observed during the botanical surveys, Caltrans has determined there would be no impact to the following federal and state special status plant species:

	 Ahart's paronychia	(Paronychia ahartii)

	 Brassy bryum (Bryum chryseum)

	 Butte County calycadenia (Calycadenia oppositifolia)

	 Butte County golden clover (Trifolium jokerstii)

	 Butte County meadowfoam (Limnanthes floccosa ssp. californica)

	 Depauperate milk-vetch (Astragalus pauperculus)

	 Ferris' goldfields (Lasthenia ferrisiae)

	 Greene's tuctoria (Tuctoria greenei)

	 Hogwallow starfish (Hesperevax caulescens)

	 Mexican mosquito fern (Azolla microphylla)

	 Red Bluff dwarf rush (Juncus leiospermus var. leiospermus)

	 Spicate calycadenia (Calycadenia spicata)

	 Tehama navarretia	(Navarretia heterandra)

	 Valley brodiaea (Brodiaea rosea ssp. vallicola)

	 Veiny monardella (Monardella venosa)

	 Woolly meadowfoam (Limnanthes floccosa ssp. floccosa)

	While the following special status plant species have suitable habitat within the ESL, the habitat was low quality and disturbed and they were not observed during botanical surveys. With implementation of Caltrans Standard Measures and BMPs (Section 1.5), there would be no impact to these species.

	Per FESA, there would be no effect to the following federally listed species:

	 Butte County meadowfoam (Limnanthes floccosa ssp. californica)-federal endangered

	 Greene’s tuctoria (Tuctoria greenei) – federal endangered

	 Hairy orcutt grass (Orcuttia pilosa) – federal endangered

	 Hoover’s spurge (Chamaesyce hooveri) – federal threatened

	Per CESA, there would be no take/no impact to the following state listed species. 

	 Butte County meadowfoam (Limnanthes floccosa ssp. californica)-federal endangered

	 Greene’s tuctoria (Tuctoria greenei) –state rare

	 Hairy orcutt grass (Orcuttia pilosa) – state endangered

	ANIMAL SPECIES

	As there is no suitable nesting, roosting, foraging or dispersal habitat within the ESL and/or the project is outside the geographical range of the species, Caltrans has determined there would be no effect/no take to the following species:

	 Foothill yellow-legged frog (Rana boylii)–North Feather DPS (Pop. 2) and proposed critical habitat

	 Northwestern pond turtle (Actinemys marmorata)

	 Western spadefoot (Spea hammondii)–Northern DPS

	 California black rail (Laterallus jamaicensis coturniculus)

	 Chinook salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha)–Central Valley spring-run ESU (Pop. 11) and critical habitat

	 Chinook salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha)–Sacramento River winter-run ESU

	 Steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss irideus)–Central Valley DPS (Pop. 11) and critical habitat

	 Gray wolf (Canis lupus)

	 Valley elderberry longhorn beetle (Desmocerus californicus dimorphus)

	Per FESA, Caltrans has determined there would be no effect to Chinook salmon EFH as there is no habitat within the ESL to support the species.

	The following FESA threatened or endangered species have potentially suitable habitat within the ESL and may be impacted by project activities.

	Vernal Pool Branchiopods

	As no work or placement of fill within vernal pools is proposed, the proposed project would result in no permanent or temporary impacts on vernal pool branchiopods. Vernal pools and swales could be indirectly impacted if permanent impacts occur within 250 feet of the pool or swale. Most of the proposed project is within the 250-foot buffer surrounding the nearby vernal pools, so there is potential for indirect impacts to vernal pools.

	Potential indirect effects on vernal pool branchiopods were also considered. Vernal pools within the BSA could be exposed to changes in hydrology and degradation of habitat from maintenance activities that may include the use of herbicides and exposure to fuel, oil, and other contaminants. Soil compaction and an increased amount of paved surface along SR 191 and Durham Pentz Road have the potential to modify the existing hydrologic regime of pools or swales within 250 feet of construction. The increase in impermeable surface could cause a larger amount of water runoff to enter these habitats, and water could persist (pond) for a longer time (several days or possibly weeks), which might result in more favorable conditions for vernal pool branchiopods by extending the seasonal inundation period. However, it is unlikely that the increased amount of surface runoff would cause the habitats to become ponded year round, a condition that would be unsuitable for vernal pool branchiopods. Therefore, potential changes in hydrology would be minor in scope and it is not expected that the overall drainage pattern would change the existing hydrologic regime.

	Per FESA, with the implementation of the Standard Measures and BMPs (Section 1.5), the proposed project may affect but is not likely to adversely affect conservancy fairy shrimp, vernal pool fairy shrimp, and vernal pool tadpole shrimp and vernal pool tadpole shrimp critical habitat.

	Monarch Butterfly

	As no work is proposed in the area presently known to contain milkweed (host plant), the project is not expected to result in direct or indirect impacts to monarchs.

	Per FESA, Caltrans has determined the project would have no effect on monarch butterfly.

	Migratory Birds

	Implementation of the Standard Measures and BMPs (Section 1.5) would ensure that no take of migratory or non-game birds species occurs during the removal of vegetation during construction. 


	Mitigation Measures

	Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no mitigation measures are proposed.


	Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Questions b) and c)
Affected Environment

	Questions b) and c) of the CEQA Checklist for Biological Resources are both a “less than significant impact” due to the proximity of vernal pools to the proposed project; therefore, Questions b) and c) are discussed together.

	Vernal pools, specifically northern hardpan vernal pools, are considered a sensitive natural community by the CDFW. Vernal pools are also considered a protected wetland of the U.S. and State. As stated previously, northern hardpan vernal pools are within the BSA of the proposed project. As a type of wetland, northern hardpan vernal pools and vernal pools in general are also protected by federal and state regulations. The proposed project would not cause any direct impacts to vernal pools by removing or adding fill to vernal pools near the project area. There is potential for soil compaction during construction and an increased amount of paved surface along SR 191 and Durham Pentz Road from roadway widening that may modify the existing hydrologic regime of vernal pools within 250 feet of construction. The increase in impermeable surface could cause a larger amount of water runoff to enter these habitats. Roadside drainage currently exists within the project area and would be constructed adjacent to any areas where widening would occur. These added drainages would connect with the existing ones where widening would not occur.

	In addition to the vernal pools, there is a seasonal emergent wetland approximately 100 feet from the edge of the work area to east of the intersection. There would be no direct permanent or temporary impacts from the proposed project on the vernal pools and wetland.


	Environmental Consequences

	Changes to the hydrologic regime around the project area would likely be minimal as the roadside drainages would ultimately move water away from the road in the same way as before. There may be additional runoff due to the added impervious surfaces, which could potentially change the amount of water which is received by the nearby vernal pools. However, it is not expected that the overall drainage pattern would change the existing hydrologic regime. 
	For these reasons, impacts to northern hardpan vernal pools sensitive communities and vernal pool wetlands would be less than significant.


	Mitigation Measures

	Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no mitigation measures are proposed.


	2.5 Cultural Resources

	Based on the information in the Cultural Resources Memorandum dated February 27, 2025 (Caltrans 2025c), the following significance determinations have been made:


	2.6 Energy

	Based on the information in the Air Quality Memorandum dated September 16, 2025, (Caltrans 2025a), the following significance determinations have been made:


	2.7 Geology and Soils

	2.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

	Based on information in the Climate Change Analysis dated September 22, 2025 (Caltrans 2025b), the following determinations have been made:

	a) Generate greenhouse gas (GHG) 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?


	Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Questions a) and b)
Affected Environment

	As the purpose of the proposed project is to improve the temporary roundabout at the intersection of SR 191 and Durham Pentz Road, the project would not increase vehicle capacity of the roadway. This type of project generally causes minimal or no increase in operational GHG emissions. Because the project would not increase the number of travel lanes on SR 191, no increase in vehicle miles traveled (VMT) or traffic numbers would occur. While some GHG emissions during the construction period would be unavoidable, no increase in operational GHG emissions is expected.

	Construction GHG emissions would result from material processing and transportation, on-site construction equipment, and traffic delays due to construction. These emissions would be produced at different levels throughout the construction phase; their frequency and occurrence can be reduced through innovations in plans and specifications and by implementing better traffic management during construction phases. While construction GHG emissions are only produced for a short time, they have long-term effects in the atmosphere, so cannot be considered “temporary” in the same way as criteria pollutants that subside after construction is completed.

	Use of long-life pavement, improved traffic management plans, and changes in materials can also help offset GHG emissions produced during construction by allowing longer intervals between maintenance and rehabilitation activities. 

	Construction would begin in 2027 and would last approximately 100 working days. The average carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N2O), Black Carbon (BC), and hydrofluorocarbon-134a (HFC-134a) emissions from construction activities were estimated (Table 4). The total carbon dioxide equivalent produced during construction is estimated to be 145 metric tons.

	Table 4.	Estimates of GHG Emissions During Construction

	Construction

	Year

	CO2

	CH4

	N2O

	BC

	HFC-134a

	CO2e*

	2027

	8 pounds

	29 pounds

	19 pounds

	18 pounds

	145 metric tons


	Environmental Consequences

	Would the project:

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

	Upon completion of the project, GHG emissions would remain unchanged from the existing condition on SR 191. Due to the rural nature of the project and the limited alternative routes to SR 191, improvements to the intersection at SR 191 and Durham Pentz Road would not result in an increase in capacity or GHG emissions as the scope of work would not lead to increased vehicles using SR 191. The project would not result in changes to the traffic volume, fleet mix, speed, location of existing facility, or any other factor that would cause an increase in operational emissions relative to the existing conditions. The scope of work of this project does not include activities which would result in the potential increase of GHG. With implementation of Caltrans Standard Measures and BMPs for reduction of GHG emissions during construction, project impacts would be less than significant.
	b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

	While the proposed project would result in GHG emissions during construction, it is anticipated the project would not result in any increase in operational GHG emissions. Since the project would not increase operational GHG emissions, it would not conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. With implementation of Caltrans Standard Measures and BMPs for reduction of GHG emissions during construction, project impacts would be less than significant.


	Mitigation Measures

	Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no mitigation measures are proposed.


	2.9 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

	Based on the information in the Initial Site Assessment dated February 24, 2025 (Caltrans 2025d), the following determinations have been made:


	Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Question a)
Affected Environment

	An initial Site Assessment (ISA) was conducted on February 24, 2025 (Caltrans 2025c). The Initial Site Assessment included a review for potentially hazardous waste within the project limits, project plans, Naturally Occurring Asbestos (NOA) maps, and the GeoTracker database which contains information on hazardous waste sites. As determined during the review of potentially hazardous materials in the project site, a Preliminary Site Investigation (PSI) would be required during the design phase to determine if the soils near the project site contain Aerially Deposited Lead (ADL). ADL from the historical use of leaded gasoline exists along roadways throughout California.


	Environmental Consequences

	Based on the results of the Preliminary Site Investigation, special material handling requirements, worker health and safety training, and/or regulated soil disposal may be required during construction. Besides ADL, there may also be exposure to hazardous materials from treated wood waste and thermoplastic striping. Any right of way acquisitions would also need to be reviewed for any potential hazardous materials before purchase. Any hazardous material encountered during construction would be handled and disposed of safely with the implementation of Caltrans Standard Measures and Best Management Practices. Therefore, the potential hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials would be less than significant.


	Mitigation Measures

	Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no mitigation measures are proposed.


	Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Question b)
Affected Environment

	Based on the ISA, potentially hazardous materials from treated wood waste and thermoplastic striping were identified. A PSI would be required during the design phase to determine if the soils near the project site contain ADL.


	Environmental Consequences

	The probability of the project creating a significant hazard to the public or environment through transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials would be less than significant because the Standard Measures and Best Management Practices would be implemented to address potential contamination from ADL, treated wood waste, and thermoplastic striping. These Standard Measures and Best Management Practices would be placed in the Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E) package to ensure contamination would not create a significant hazard to the public, construction crew, or the environment; therefore, it is anticipated the impact would be less than significant.


	Mitigation Measures

	Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no mitigation measures are proposed.


	[Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Question d)]
Affected Environment

	The parcel located at the southeast corner of the intersection (APN 041-120-102-000) with the address 3772 Durham Pentz Road, Oroville, CA 95965 is a site listed under Government Code Section 65962.5, otherwise known as a Cortese listed site. This site is currently occupied by a gas station and convenience store. The site received a No Further Action letter from the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board on July 30, 2003, indicating the completion of a site investigation and monitoring for the underground storage tanks formerly located on the property. Minor impacts of soil and groundwater contamination at the site are reportedly confined to the underground storage tanks vicinity and groundwater flow was determined to flow to the southeast, away from the area of proposed improvements.


	Environmental Consequences

	The proposed project would use the TCE at the southeast corner of the intersection for minor widening and movement of electrical utilities. Due to the minor nature of the contamination indicated by the site investigation, the site is considered low risk for the TCE. It is anticipated that no additional testing or additional Standard Measures and Best Management Practices besides what was previously discussed in this section would be required for the proposed work at this location. Soil disturbance on the site will be minimal and the contamination from the site flows away from the proposed project, therefore the impacts to this site by the proposed project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment and the impacts would be less than significant.


	Mitigation Measures

	Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no mitigation measures are proposed.]


	2.10 Hydrology and Water Quality

	Based on the information in the Water Quality Assessment dated May 5, 2025 (Caltrans 2025i), the following determinations have been made:


	Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Question c)(ii)
Affected Environment

	A Water Quality Assessment was completed for the Durham Pentz Intersection Project on May 5, 2025 (Caltrans 2025i). The proposed project is within the lower Butte Creek Watershed. The primary receiving water of this project is Clear Creek, which is approximately 0.27 miles west from the Durham Pentz and SR 191 intersection.

	Construction of the intersection would add a total of 29,419 square feet of impervious surfaces, while also removing 7,694 square feet of impervious surfaces, making the net increase of impervious surfaces 21,725 square feet.


	Environmental Consequences

	The proposed project would increase imperious surfaces at the Durham Pentz Road and SR 191 intersection, which would increase runoff. However, the drainages around the intersection would be modified to accommodate any additional runoff caused by the increase in impervious surfaces. The roadside drainages would convey water through roughly the same paths as before the project was constructed. There are no known flooding issues in the project area and the increase in impervious surfaces is not anticipated to contribute to any flooding issues on or off site. In addition, Standard Measures and BMPs for water quality, found in Section 1.5, would be implemented to help prevent any localized flooding due to runoff from the proposed project site. For these reasons, there would be a less than significant impact on flooding, on or off site.


	Mitigation Measures

	Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no mitigation measures are proposed 


	2.11 Land Use and Planning

	2.12 Mineral Resources

	2.13 Noise

	Based on the information in the Noise Memorandum dated May 1, 2025 (Caltrans 2025f), the following determinations have been made:


	2.14 Population and Housing

	2.15 Public Services

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


	2.16 Recreation

	2.17 Transportation

	2.18 Tribal Cultural Resources

	Based on the information in the Cultural Resource Memorandum dated February 27, 2025 (Caltrans 2025c), the following determinations have been made:

	Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is:


	2.19 Utilities and Service Systems

	Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Question a)
Affected Environment

	Overhead utilities run north-south, east-west, and diagonally northwest to southeast across the proposed project area. These utilities include PG&E electric and AT&T telephone. 

	It is also anticipated that underground utilities are within the proposed project limits. A gas line may run east-west through the project area. Field work and coordination with the utility companies would need to be completed to determine the type of locations of any buried utilities.


	Environmental Consequences

	During construction, the overhead PG&E electric and AT&T telephone lines would need to be moved, which would result in temporary disruptions to service. It would be determined if underground utilities are present in the project site through coordination with utility companies and pot holing to determine the location of buried utilities.  If underground utilities are found to be in conflict with the construction of the proposed project, there is potential that these also may be moved, which could also result in temporary disruptions. Utility relocations would likely occur within the proposed right of way acquisitions; however, the ultimate location of the relocated poles would be up to the utility companies. Because no utility poles would be relocated into environmentally sensitive areas adjacent to the project and only temporary interruptions to utilities would occur, the environmental impact from utility relocation would be less than significant.


	Mitigation Measures

	Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no mitigation measures are proposed.

	2.20 Wildfire

	If located in or near State Responsibility Areas or lands classified as very high Fire Hazard Severity Zones:


	2.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance

	Discussion of CEQA Environmental Checklist Question a)

	Affected Environment

	The proposed project has the potential to cause indirect impacts to federally listed Conservancy fairy shrimp (Branchinecta conservatio), vernal pool fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lynchi), vernal pool tadpole shrimp (Lepidurus packardi), vernal pool wetland habitat, and northern hardpan vernal pool sensitive communities by possibly changing the hydraulic regime surrounding the project area. Changes to the hydrology of the area could be impacted by increased impervious surfaces changing the amount of runoff from the proposed project area.


	Environmental Consequences

	Any changes to hydrology would be minor, as the modifications to the intersection would increase impervious surfaces from the existing intersection by 21,725 square feet and the drainages around the intersection would be modified to contain any additional runoff. The additional runoff caused by the change to impervious surfaces would be collected by the roadside drainages which would convey water through roughly the same paths as before the project was constructed. 

	Per FESA, based on the information above, there would be a less than significant impact to Conservancy fair shrimp, vernal pool fairy shrimp, vernal pool tadpole shrimp and their critical habitat.


	Mitigation Measures

	Based on the determinations made in the CEQA Environmental Checklist, no mitigation measures are proposed. 
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	APPENDIX B. RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

	[Appendix B-Response to Comments has been added since the draft environmental document was circulated.]
	Response to Comment 1:

	Caltrans biologists will conduct nighttime acoustic detection surveys for western spadefoot in February and/or March 2026, as well as three nighttime visual encounter and acoustic detection surveys and one daytime egg mass survey in winter 2027, to increase confidence in the presence or absence of western spadefoot within the project area. Surveys will be conducted within the Biological Study Area (BSA). Surveys will be timed during late winter and early spring, generally February 15–April 1, but will not begin until the site has received adequate rainfall to form breeding ponds and daytime temperatures are consistently greater than 60 degrees. Surveys will be conducted no more than 24 hours following a rain event with at least 7 calendar days between each survey. If any life stage of western spadefoot is detected, CDFW will be consulted to determine appropriate avoidance and minimization measures.

	Response to Comment 2:

	The landscape trees (2 oak and 4 redwood) to be removed are maintained for their aesthetics and do not have the cavities, exfoliating bark, or snags necessary for suitable habitat for tree roosting bats or potential nursery colonies. Potentially suitable habitat is approximately 400 feet away from the project area in the riparian corridor surrounding Clear Creek. Caltrans maintains there is no suitable bat roosting habitat in the project area; therefore, there would be no impacts to bats.






