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Mitigated Negative Declaration
Pursuant to: Division 13, Public Resources Code

State Clearinghouse Number: 2025051052
District-County-Route-Post Mile: 05-SB-246-9.55-R20.90
EA/Project Number: EA 05-1M360 and Project ID Number 0519000122
Project Description
The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) proposes to replace the 
Santa Ynez River Bridge, known locally as Robinson Bridge (Bridge Number 51-
0128), at post mile 9.82. This project will also preserve 21.7 lane miles of flexible 
Class 2 pavement using Capital Preventive Maintenance strategies, place 0.20 feet 
of Rubberized Hot Mix Asphalt overlay, rehabilitate culverts, upgrade sign panels, 
upgrade existing curb ramps to be Americans with Disabilities Act compliant, 
upgrade guardrails to Manual for Assessing Safety Hardware standards, and add 
sidewalk to a small portion of State Route 246.

Determination

An Initial Study has been prepared by Caltrans District 5. On the basis of this study, 
it is determined that the proposed action will not have a significant effect on the 
environment for the following reasons:

The project would have no effect on agriculture and forestry resources, cultural 
resources, energy, land use and planning, mineral resources, population and 
housing, recreation, tribal cultural resources, and wildfire. 

The project would have less than significant effects to aesthetics, air quality, geology 
and soils, greenhouse gas emissions, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology 
and water quality, noise, public services, transportation, and utilities and service 
systems

With the following mitigation measures incorporated, the project would have less 
than significant effects to biological resources:
Southern California Steelhead

BIO-33: Caltrans will restore all areas temporarily impacted for access needs on-site 
at a 1-to-1 ratio and permanently impacted areas at a 3-to-1 ratio. Trees scoped for 
removal within jurisdictional areas will also be replaced. Trees with a Diameter at 
Breast Height between 6 and 12 inches will be replaced at a 3-to-1 ratio, trees with a 
Diameter at Breast Height between 12 and 24 inches will be replaced at a 5-to-1 
ratio, and trees with a Diameter at Breast Height greater than 24 inches will be 
replaced at a 10-to-1 ratio. Replacement plantings will include appropriate native 
tree and understory species. To ensure success, monitoring and an appropriate 
plant establishment period will be required, which will include regular inspections, 
weeding, and replacement. Off-site mitigation may be needed to fulfill the 

fl .
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compensatory mitigation requirements for impacts to jurisdictional aquatic features 
due to the limited space available within Caltrans' right-of-way of the project 
footprint. The exact method of tree replacement and mitigating for permanent 
impacts (i.e., on-site mitigation, off-site mitigation, root wads, invasive species 
control, a combination of methods, etc.) will be finalized during permitting to meet 
mitigation requirements.

BIO-34: In accordance with the replacement planting ratios outlined in BIO-33, 
replacement plantings will be detailed in Caltrans’ Landscape Architecture 
Landscape Planting Plan and the final Mitigation Monitoring Plan. The Mitigation 
Monitoring Plan will be developed in coordination with the project biologist and will 
include planting specifications and grading plans to ensure survival of planted 
vegetation and re-establishment of functions and values. The final Mitigation 
Monitoring Plan will detail mitigation commitments and will be consistent with 
standards and mitigation commitments from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 
Regional Water Quality Control Board, and California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife. The Mitigation Monitoring Plan will be prepared when more detailed 
construction plans are developed and will be finalized through the permit review 
process with regulatory agencies. Restoration plantings will consist of native riparian 
species and associated riparian understory and bank species.

California Tiger Salamander Upland Habitat
BIO-45: Caltrans will complete a total of up to approximately 5.25 acres of 
compensatory mitigation for potential impacts to California tiger salamander upland 
habitat, which includes:

· A 3-to-1 mitigation ratio for permanent impacts (0.05 acre) for a total of 0.15 acre; 
and

· A 1-to-1 mitigation ratio for temporary impacts (5.1 acres) for a total of 5.1 acres.

Caltrans will determine actual mitigation credits based on an evaluation and survey 
of all potentially suitable habitat areas within the Area of Potential Impacts. Before 
starting ground- or vegetation-disturbing project activities, Caltrans will satisfy the 
requirement of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife to provide California tiger salamander habitat mitigation by purchasing 
credits at a California Endangered Species Act-certified and California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife-approved Conservation Bank (such as La Purisima Bank) 
authorized to sell credits for the California tiger salamander. Details regarding the 
exact amount of mitigation required will be developed during the Federal 
Endangered Species Act and California Endangered Species Act consultation 
process.

California Red-Legged Frog
BIO-65: Temporary impacts to upland/dispersal habitat will be mitigated at a 1-to-1 
ratio (acreage) and a 3-to-1 ratio (acreage) for permanent impacts to 
upland/dispersal habitat. The method of mitigation (i.e., on-site mitigation, off-site 
mitigation, mitigation credits, invasive species control, combination of methods, etc.) 
will be determined during the design phase of the project. Compensatory mitigation 
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measures BIO-33, BIO-34, and BIO-45 will mitigate impacts to California red-legged 
frog upland dispersal habitat.

Waters of the U.S. (Jurisdictional Areas)
Mitigation measures BIO-33 and BIO-34 will mitigate impacts to jurisdictional areas 
and jurisdictional aquatic features within the project limits.

Scott Smith 
Scott Smith 

Digita lly signed by Scott Smith 
Date: 2025.10.21 15:43: 12 -07'00' 

Office Chief for Environmental Analysis 
California Department of Transportation, District 5 

10/21/2025 
Date 
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Chapter 1 Proposed Project

1.1 Introduction

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is the lead agency 
under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Caltrans, as assigned 
by the Federal Highway Administration, is the lead agency under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). As CEQA lead, Caltrans has prepared this 
Initial Study with Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration for the project. As 
the NEPA lead, Caltrans will prepare a separate Categorical Exclusion for the 
project.

This project is programmed in the 2024 State Highway Operation and 
Protection Program as a long-lead project with funding from the Bridge 
Preservation, Bridge Scour program, with an additional financial contribution 
from the Santa Barbara County Association of Governments. Project 
construction is expected to start in 2030 and completed in 2034. 

[Following the release of the Draft Initial Study and Mitigated Negative 
Declaration, the cost estimate of Design Option 4 changed from $95,800,000 
to $86,544,000.] 

A Build Alternative and a No-Build Alternative are being evaluated. The 
current estimated construction cost for Build Alternative Design Option 1 is 
$96,900,000, and the escalated cost is $114,000,000. The current estimated 
construction cost for Build Alternative Design Option 2 is $92,400,000, and 
the escalated cost is $109,000,000. The current estimated construction cost 
for Build Alternative Design Option 3 is $101,000,000, and the escalated cost 
is $118,000,000. The current estimated total cost for Build Alternative Design 
Option 4 is $86,544,000.

[Following the release of the Draft Initial Study and Mitigated Negative 
Declaration, the depth of Rubberized Hot Mix Asphalt overlay has been 
changed from 0.20 feet to 0.15 feet.] 

This project is on State Route 246 in Santa Barbara County, in and near the 
city of Lompoc, from the State Route 1 and State Route 246 intersection to 
approximately 0.05 mile east of the Domingos Road intersection. The project 
proposes to replace the Santa Ynez River Bridge, known locally as Robinson 
Bridge (Bridge Number 51-0128), at post mile 9.82. The project will also 
preserve 21.7 lane miles of flexible Class 2 pavement using Capital 
Preventive Maintenance strategies, place 0.15 foot of Rubberized Hot Mix 
Asphalt overlay, rehabilitate culverts, upgrade sign panels, upgrade existing 
curb ramps to be Americans with Disabilities Act compliant, upgrade 
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guardrails to Manual for Assessing Safety Hardware standards, and add 
sidewalk to a small portion of State Route 246.

1.2 Purpose and Need

1.2.1 Purpose

The purpose of the project is to replace the Santa Ynez River Bridge (Bridge 
Number 51-0128) to ensure safety and connectivity and preserve other 
roadway assets:

· Bridge – Replace the Santa Ynez River Bridge (Bridge Number 51-0128) 
with a new bridge that addresses existing deficiencies.

· Pavement – Improve the ride quality and extend the service life of the 
existing pavement.

· Guardrail – update existing guardrails, transitions, and end treatments to 
meet current standards.

· Drainage – Replace and repair culverts that need to be rehabilitated or 
conflict with bridge construction.

[Following circulation of the Draft Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated 
Negative Declaration, it was determined that the pedestrian features on 
the bridge of the Type 85 barrier and the multiuse pathway would be 
contingent upon a maintenance agreement between City of Lompoc, 
Caltrans, and Santa Barbara County being secured prior to construction.] 

· Complete Streets – Update curb ramps to current Americans with 
Disabilities Act standards. Provide a new sidewalk between the State 
Route 1 intersection with State Route 246 and Sweeney Road. Provide a 
multiuse path for bicycle and pedestrian use on the Santa Ynez River 
Bridge. The multiuse pathway would be contingent upon a maintenance 
agreement between the City of Lompoc, Caltrans, and Santa Barbara 
County. 

1.2.2 Need

The following are the reasons why this project needs to be constructed:

· Bridge – Bridge inspection reports for the Santa Ynez River Bridge 
identified that continued scour could lead to bridge pier and deck failure. 
The Federal Emergency Management Agency flood maps indicate that a 
100-year flood would overtop the bridge.
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· Pavement – The pavement condition within the project limits is exhibiting 
deterioration. Continued deterioration could result in roadway failure.

· Guardrail – Sections of guardrail within the project limits do not meet the 
current Manual for Assessing Safety Hardware (MASH) standards. 
Guardrails will be upgraded in accordance with Caltrans’ policy to upgrade 
existing guardrails to Manual for Assessing Safety Hardware (MASH) 
standards.

· Drainage - Various culverts exhibit scour, sediment buildup, and shape 
loss. Continued culvert deterioration could lead to roadway and 
embankment failure.

· Complete Streets – Identified curb ramps do not meet current Americans 
with Disabilities Act standards. The existing bridge does not include 
Complete Streets elements. There is no pedestrian connection between 
the city of Lompoc and River Park. The Highway 246 Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Bridge Feasibility Report, completed for the city of Lompoc, 
identified a need for bicycle and pedestrian facilities at or next to the Santa 
Ynez River Bridge. The Caltrans Active Transportation Plan identified a 
need for bicycle and pedestrian improvements at the Santa Ynez River 
Bridge and a need for bicyclist improvements throughout the project limits.

1.3 Project Description

The project is a Capital Preventive Maintenance (CAPM) and bridge 
replacement project on State Route 246, from post mile 9.55 in the city of 
Lompoc to approximately 0.05 miles east of the Domingos Road intersection 
(post mile R20.90). Figure 1-1 shows the project vicinity map and Figure 1-2 
shows the project location map.
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Figure 1-1 Project Vicinity Map
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Figure 1-2  Project Location Map
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1.4.1 Build Alternatives

Bridge Replacement
[Following circulation of the Draft Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated 
Negative Declaration, it was determined that the pedestrian features on the 
bridge of the Type 85 barrier and the multiuse pathway would be contingent 
upon a maintenance agreement between City of Lompoc, Caltrans, and 
Santa Barbara County being secured by February 1, 2026. If a maintenance 
agreement is not finalized, type 85 barrier with bicycle railing will be installed 
along the outer edges of the bridge in place of the pedestrian railing. The 
bridge will still contain a 6-foot sidewalk along the eastbound side, while the 
westbound side will be constructed with sufficient width to accommodate 
future multi-use path connections by local and regional agencies through 
encroachment permits. This update is applicable to design options 3 and 4.]

The project will replace the existing Santa Ynez River Bridge (Bridge Number 
51-0128) at post mile 9.82. There are four proposed design options for the 
bridge replacement. All options propose to replace the existing bridge with a 
550-foot-long new bridge. All design options will include physical barriers 
along the outside of the pedestrian walkways on the new bridge. The type of 
pedestrian barrier at the outside of the bridge under consideration include:

1. A Caltrans Standard Type 7 Chain Link Fence.
2. A pedestrian railing with aesthetic treatments.
A pedestrian railing with aesthetic treatments may be selected during the 
design phase of the project if a maintenance agreement can be completed to 
ensure the long-term maintenance of a non-standard barrier type.
The four bridge design options are as follows:

Design Option 1
Build Alternative Design Option 1 includes a 51-foot-wide precast bridge with 
five spans (two 89-foot spans and three 124-foot spans), supported by four 
piers (eight 6-foot-diameter columns), with a Precast Pretensioned wide-
flanged girder superstructure at a depth of 5 feet 10.5 inches. This design 
option would include one 6-foot-wide sidewalk in the eastbound direction only. 
The sidewalk would be separated by a 2-foot-wide open-style Type 85 
concrete barrier at the edge of the shoulder. There would also be a 
pedestrian barrier on the outside of the sidewalk. Along the edge of the 
westbound shoulder, there would be another 2-foot-wide Type 85 concrete 
barrier.

Design Option 2
[A correction has been made to this description since circulation of the draft 
environmental document.] Build Alternative Design Option 2 includes a 51-
foot-wide cast-in-place bridge with three spans (two 165-foot spans and one 
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220-foot span), supported by two piers (four 7-foot-diameter columns), with a 
cast-in-place superstructure at a depth of 6 feet 3 inches to 10 feet 6 inches. 
This design option would include one 6-foot-wide sidewalk in the eastbound 
direction only. The sidewalk would be separated by a 2-foot-wide open-style 
Type 85 concrete barrier at the edge of the shoulder. There would also be a 
pedestrian barrier on the outside of the sidewalk. Along the edge of the 
westbound shoulder, there would be another 2-foot-wide open-style Type 85 
concrete barrier.

Design Option 3
Build Alternative Design Option 3 includes a 63-foot-wide precast bridge with 
five spans (two 89-foot spans and three 124-foot spans), supported by four 
piers (eight 6-foot-diameter columns), with a Precast Pretensioned wide-
flanged girder superstructure at a depth of 5 feet 10.5 inches. This design 
option would include a 6-foot-wide sidewalk along the eastbound direction 
and an 11-foot-wide multiuse path along the westbound direction. The 
sidewalk and multiuse path would be separated by a 2-foot-wide open-style 
Type 85 concrete barrier at the edge of the shoulders. There would also be a 
pedestrian barrier along the outside edges of the sidewalk and multiuse path.

Design Option 4
[A correction has been made to this description since circulation of the draft 
environmental document.] Build Alternative Design Option 4 includes a 63-
foot-wide cast-in-place bridge with three spans (two 165-foot spans and one 
220-foot span), supported by two piers (four 7-foot-diameter columns), with a 
cast-in-place superstructure at a depth of 6 feet 3 inches to 10 feet 6 inches. 
This design option would include a 6-foot-wide sidewalk along the eastbound 
direction and an 11-foot-wide multiuse path along the westbound direction. 
The sidewalk and multiuse path would be separated by a 2-foot-wide open-
style Type 85 concrete barrier at the edge of the shoulders. There would also 
be a pedestrian barrier along the outside edges of the sidewalk and multiuse 
path.

All Design Options
All four design options propose to remove the existing seven-span Santa 
Ynez River Bridge (Robinson Bridge, Bridge Number 51-0128) and construct 
a 550-foot-long replacement structure parallel to the existing horizontal 
alignment. All design options would raise the vertical profile by 6 feet to 
provide 2 feet of freeboard above the 2 percent probability flood (50-year 
event). The new bridge profile would have a uniform downslope at 0.43 
percent from west to east. The bridge deck would be crowned with a 2 
percent downslope from the roadway centerline to each edge. All design 
options would be constructed with a 12-foot-wide lane and an 8-foot-wide 
shoulder in each direction. All design options would include a pedestrian 
barrier along the outside of the eastbound pedestrian sidewalk on the new 
bridge. The type of barrier may be one of the two following options: a Caltrans 
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Standard Type 7 Chain Link Fence or a pedestrian railing with aesthetic 
treatments. The latter option may be adopted if a maintenance agreement 
can be met to ensure the maintenance of a non-standard barrier type. All 
design options would be supported by circular columns on separate Cast-in-
Steel-Sheet (CISS) foundations. All design options would include cast-in-
place abutments and Type N30 approach slabs. Rock slope protection would 
be included to protect abutment slopes.

All bridge options would be supported by circular columns on separate Cast-
in-Steel-Sheet foundations.

Approach Road Realignment
The roadway section on both approaches to the bridge will be realigned and 
reconstructed at an elevated profile to connect to the new bridge elevation. 
Roadway replacement will be from the intersection of North 12th Street, State 
Route 1, and State Route 246 to the bridge and from the bridge to the east of 
the Sweeney Road, River Park Road, and State Route 246 intersection. The 
entire depth of the existing pavement section will be excavated through this 
corridor, and a new roadway profile will be achieved through regrading and 
laying new pavement on top. New approach roads will include two 12-foot-
wide travel lanes and 8-foot-wide shoulders with shoulder backing on both 
sides. Left turn pockets and appropriate tapers will be replaced at existing 
locations. The approach road west of the bridge and east of the bridge up to 
the Sweeney Road and River Park Road intersection will include a 6-foot-
wide sidewalk in the eastbound direction. Where necessary, cut-and-fill 
embankment slopes will be at a 2-to-1 horizontal-to-vertical slope.

The project will also realign a portion of Sweeney Road and River Park Road 
to match the proposed roadway elevation of State Route 246. An existing 
driveway to a city of Lompoc utility building at post mile 9.75 will also be 
reconstructed.

Rehabilitation Elements
Pavement Improvements
The project will preserve approximately 21.7 lane miles of flexible Class 2 
pavement from post mile 9.55 to post mile R20.90 using the Capital 
Preventive Maintenance strategy of 0.20 foot of Rubberized Hot Mix Asphalt 
overlay.

All asphalt concrete dikes will be replaced. Heavily distressed pavement will 
be repaired with dugouts. Outside of realignment limits, the project will 
maintain all existing geometric features.

Upgrade Signs, Pavement Markings, and Guardrail
The project will upgrade existing signs and pavement markings to the current 
standard. The project will upgrade existing guardrails to the current Manual 
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for Assessing Safety Hardware standards. Where necessary, guardrail will be 
extended to meet the minimum length of need. Vegetation control will be 
placed under guardrail to reduce maintenance effort.

Rehabilitate Culverts
The project involves repairing, extending, upsizing, and replacing a total of 
653 linear feet of culverts at seven existing culvert locations. The work will 
use various methods, such as cut and cover, invert paving, cast-in-place 
lining, and trenchless installation techniques. At locations with culverts 
replaced through trenchless installation methods, the new culverts will be 
installed parallel to the existing culverts; the existing culverts will be 
abandoned and filled per standard. Headwalls will be constructed or replaced 
at three inlets and four outlets. Flared End Sections would be installed at two 
inlet or outlet locations. Rock Slope Protection would be placed at inlets and 
outlets where needed. Rock slope protection areas at culvert inlets in 
jurisdictional areas will include gravel filters instead of rock slope protection 
fabric.

Some locations of culvert improvements will require staging areas, jacking 
and receiving pits, and access roads.

Culvert Relocation
A 215-foot section of an existing arched culvert that outlets near the existing 
bridge abutment will be relocated. The proposed section of the culvert will be 
installed using cut-and-cover methods. The existing culvert section will be 
removed. The existing spillway and headwall structure for this culvert will be 
replaced by a headwall and wing wall structure with rock slope protection. 
Table 1.1 below details the proposed culvert work.
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Table 1.1  Proposed Culvert Work

Location Post Mile
Culvert 
System 

Identification 
Number

System Node Existing Culvert Size 
and Type

Proposed Culvert 
Size and Type Proposed Strategy

1 9.73 512460000973 New Node (East 
of Node 6) to 1

48-by-42-inch Concrete 
Arch Top Box

48-by-42-inch 
Concrete Arch Top 
Box or Open Channel

Realignment/relocation of 
approximately 215 feet north of the 
existing alignment.

2 10.13 512460001013 2-1, 3-2, and 4-3 18-inch Corrugated 
Steel Pipe

24-inch Corrugated 
Steel Pipe Trenched (cut and cover) replacement

3 14.03 512460101402 2-1 60-inch Corrugated 
Metal Pipe

60-inch Corrugated 
Metal Pipe

Install cured-in-place pipe liner from 
nodes 2-1.

4 18.56 512460101856 3-2 24-inch Corrugated 
Metal Pipe

24-inch Corrugated 
Metal Pipe

Install cured-in-place pipe liner from 
nodes 3-2.

5 18.81 512460101881 2-1, 3-2 72-inch Corrugated 
Metal Pipe

72-inch Corrugated 
Metal Pipe Install invert paving

6 20.10 512460102010 2-1 24-inch Reinforced 
Concrete Pipe

36-inch Reinforced 
Concrete Pipe

Replace culvert through trenchless 
installation

7 20.54 512464102054 2-1 36-inch Reinforced 
Concrete Pipe

36-inch Reinforced 
Concrete Pipe

Trenched replacement of damaged 
section
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Americans With Disabilities Act Curb Ramps and Sidewalk
The project will upgrade 12 curb ramps to meet Americans with Disabilities 
Act standards. Two additional curb ramps will be reconstructed due to the 
bridge approach road realignment. Approximately 1,680 linear feet of a 6-foot-
wide sidewalk will be added along the eastbound direction of State Route 246 
between North 12th Street, State Route 1, and the State Route 246 
intersection to the new bridge and from the bridge to River Park Road, 
Sweeney Road, and the State Route 246 intersection. Two of the four design 
options for the bridge will include an 11-foot-wide multiuse path along the 
westbound direction of the bridge.

Bridge Construction
Design Options 1 and 2
Design Options 1 and 2 (bridge options with sidewalk along the eastbound 
direction only) would be constructed in two stages. In stage 1, the existing 
bridge would be used to maintain traffic while a 30-foot-wide section of the 
new bridge and approach roads are constructed. In stage 1, existing travel 
lanes on the bridge would remain at the current configuration. In stage 2, the 
newly constructed section of the new bridge would be used for traffic while 
the existing bridge is being demolished and the remaining portion of the new 
bridge is being constructed. In stage 2, two 12-foot-wide travel lanes are 
proposed during construction, with temporary railing along the eastbound 
direction and a newly constructed open-style Type 85 concrete barrier along 
the westbound direction.

Design Options 3 and 4
[Following circulation of the Draft Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated 
Negative Declaration, the project development team identified the need to 
maintain pedestrian access across the bridge during construction. Information 
has been added below that describes how pedestrian access would be 
maintained during stage construction for the preferred design option (design 
option 4).]

Design Options 3 and 4 (bridge options with a sidewalk in the eastbound 
direction and a multiuse path in the westbound direction) would be 
constructed in three stages. In stage 1, the existing bridge would be used to 
maintain traffic while a 31-foot, 3-inch portion of the new bridge and approach 
roads are constructed. In stage 1, existing travel lanes on the bridge would 
remain at the current configuration. In stage 1, existing travel lanes on the 
bridge will remain at the current configuration. This will allow pedestrians and 
bicyclists to use the existing shoulders of the existing bridge to cross over the 
Santa Ynez River. In stage 2, the newly constructed section of the new bridge 
would be used for traffic while the remaining portion of the bridge is being 
constructed. In stage 2, two 12-foot-wide travel lanes are proposed during 
construction, with temporary railing along both directions. Throughout this 
stage, two 11-foot travel lanes will be maintained, with temporary barriers 
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provided on both sides to ensure safety. Pedestrians and bicyclists will be 
using the newly constructed bridge to cross over the Santa Ynez River. There 
will be share the road signs for bicyclists to merge with existing traffic over the 
Santa Ynez River and pedestrians will be accommodated with a 3-foot 
temporary pedestrian access route behind the northern temporary barrier, 
which will have the 1-foot pedestrian railing at the edge of the bridge deck. 
This is an increase in width from what is currently on the existing bridge 
allowing for pedestrian accessibility across the Santa Ynez River during stage 
2. In stage 3, traffic would be shifted to construct an open-style concrete 
barrier and a multiuse path in the westbound direction. During stage 3, two 
12-foot-wide lanes with one 8-foot-wide shoulder are proposed. This stage 
will maintain two 12-foot travel lanes and introduce one 8-foot shoulder. 
Pedestrians will use the newly constructed 6-foot sidewalk and bicyclist will 
use the newly constructed shoulder to travel across the Santa Ynez River.

For all design options, shoring between the temporary roads and new 
roadways will be needed to maintain traffic. Pavement and culvert 
rehabilitation, guardrail replacement, and other project components may be 
constructed using standard lane and shoulder closures. Reversing traffic 
control may be needed during paving. Some locations of guardrail 
replacement will require shoulder closures and will use temporary barrier 
systems. Pavement width for bicyclists will be incorporated into the stage 
construction plans. Temporary Pedestrian Access Route should be provided 
at curb ramp construction locations.

In-Stream Temporary Construction
The contractor will be required to keep demolition debris and construction 
materials from entering the active stream. A temporary working platform or 
trestle may be used for bridge construction. If a trestle is required, some piles 
will need to be installed in the water channel and some on the nearby shore. 
Dewatering may not be feasible due to 1) the amount of water, 2) a tight 
construction schedule to complete over-stream and in-stream components of 
bridge construction during the appropriate season for Southern California 
steelhead (June 1 to October 31), and 3) expected locations of the piles 
through the middle of the channel.

Based on site conditions, Caltrans expects that the piles will consist of steel 
pipe up to 12 inches in diameter. The piles could be installed by oscillating or 
vibrating but using an impact pile driver will most likely be required, up to 200 
strikes per day. Demolished material will be completely removed from the 
project site.

Construction Timeline
Construction is expected to begin in Spring 2030. Currently, bridge 
construction is expected to take two years. A three-year plant establishment 
period would be needed after construction is completed
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1.4.2 No-Build (No-Action) Alternative

The No-Build Alternative would leave the existing site conditions in their 
current state and not improve any of the project features, including the bridge, 
pavement, and culverts.

1.4.3 Comparison of Alternatives

The Build Alternative would construct either Design Option 1, Design Option 
2, Design Option 3, or Design Option 4. The decision to proceed with the 
Build Alternative and one of the design options will be made between the 
release of the draft environmental document and the final environmental 
document after all technical engineering studies and reports are completed. If 
the Build Alternative is approved, the design option will be selected based on 
cost and which design best fits the project's purpose and need.

The No-Build Alternative would do nothing, and the existing bridge would 
continue deteriorating.

1.5 Identification of a Preferred Alternative [Added to the 
Final Environmental Document]

The build alternative was identified as the preferred project alternative.  The 
build alternative was chosen because it would address the purpose and need 
of the project.  With the build alternative, the bridge would be replaced; and 
pavement, guardrail, drainage, and complete street deficiencies would be 
fixed. Furthermore, the Caltrans project development team met on July 1st, 
2025, with the intent to select the preferred design option for the project’s 
build alternative. Those in attendance included Design and Engineering staff, 
the Project Manager, Maintenance staff, Planning and Complete Streets 
Coordinators, Landscape Architects, and Environmental Specialists. 
Stakeholders in attendance included Santa Barbara County of Association of 
Governments (SBCAG). It was noted by the team that all four design options 
represented a benefit to pedestrian facilities, and improved conditions with the 
Santa Ynez River channel due to the reduced number of piers in the riverbed 
and reduced possibility of future bridge scour. During the meeting, the project 
development team identified design option 4 as the preferred design option.

The team identified specific benefits to design option 4 that support its 
selection. Benefits of design option 4 are listed below. 

· Cost – Design option 4 would have savings of $5,346,807 in comparison 
to design option 3.

· Schedule – While design option 4 has the longest number of anticipated 
working days, the bridge trestle would allow for year-round construction 
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and the potential to reduce the total construction duration due to this 
flexibility.

· Aesthetic Considerations – Design option 4 has less visible features, 
which would lessen visual changes to users and viewers and result in a 
less conspicuous bridge design compared to design option 3. 

· Environmental Considerations – Design option 4 has a reduced number of 
piers within the main river channel in comparison to design option 3, which 
may be viewed more favorably to permitting agencies. 

· Stakeholder Support – Local community members, the City of Lompoc, 
and Santa Barbara County Association of Governments (SBCAG) 
expressed nearly unanimous support for design option 4 for various 
reasons, including the benefits mentioned above. 

The no-build alternative was eliminated from further consideration, as 
allowing the bridge and other highway infrastructure to deteriorate would not 
meet the purpose and need of the project. Design options 1 and 2 were 
considered but ultimately eliminated from further consideration. Design 
options 1 and 2 included a cast in place or pre-cast bridge with a sidewalk on 
the eastbound side of the bridge only, with no multi-use path on the 
westbound side. The project development team found that the sole pedestrian 
feature of a sidewalk on the eastbound side of the bridge would not 
adequately satisfy the Complete Streets needs and objectives defined in 
Section 1.2 of this document. Additionally, it was determined that design 
options 1 and 2 would not serve the need for increased pedestrian facilities 
expressed by the local community or fulfill the conditions associated with 
Santa Barbara County of Association of Government’s financial contribution 
to the project. As such, these design options will not be evaluated during 
future project phases.

1.6 Standard Measures and Best Management Practices 
Included in All Build Alternatives

The project would include Caltrans standard measures that are typically used 
on all Caltrans projects. Caltrans standard measures are considered features 
of the project and are evaluated as part of the project. Caltrans standard 
measures are not implemented to address any specific effects, impacts, or 
circumstances associated with the project but are instead implemented as 
part of the project’s design to address common issues encountered on 
Caltrans projects. The measures listed below are those related to 
environmental resources and are applicable to the project. These measures 
can be found in the Caltrans 2023 Standard Specifications document.

· 7-1 Legal Relations and Responsibility to the Public
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· 10-4 Water Usage

· 10-5 Dust Control

· 10-6 Watering

· 12-1 Temporary Traffic Control

· 12-3 Temporary Traffic Control Devices

· 12-4 Traffic Control Systems

· 13-1 Water Pollution Control

· 13-2 Water Pollution Control Program

· 13-4 Job Site Management

· 13-6 Temporary Sediment Control

· 13-7 Temporary Tracking Control

· 13-10 Temporary Linear Sediment Barriers

· 14-1 Environmental Stewardship

· 14-2 Cultural Resources

· 14-6 Biological Resources

· 14-7 Paleontological Resources

· 14-8 Noise and Vibration

· 14-9 Air Quality

· 14-10 Solid Waste Disposal and Recycling

· 14-11 Hazardous Waste and Contamination

· 14-12 Other Agency Regulatory Requirements

· 17-2 Clearing and Grubbing

· 18-1 Dust Palliatives

· 20-1 Landscape

· 20-3 Planting
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· 20-4 Plant Establishment Work

· 21-2 Erosion Control Work

Additional standard measures would be added to the project as necessary or 
appropriate.

1.7 Discussion of the NEPA Categorical Exclusion

This document contains information regarding compliance with the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and other state laws and regulations. 
Separate environmental documentation, supporting a Categorical Exclusion 
determination, has been prepared in accordance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act. When needed for clarity, or as 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 U.S. 
National Marine Fisheries Service and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service—
that is, species protected by the Federal Endangered Species Act).
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1.8 Permits and Approvals Needed

The following permits, licenses, agreements, and certifications are required 
for project construction:

Agency Permit/Approval Status

Central Coast Regional 
Water Quality Control Board

Section 401 Certification for 
impacts to waters of the U.S.

To be obtained before 
construction starts.

U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers

Section 404 Permit for impacts 
to wetlands and waters of the 
U.S.

To be obtained before 
construction starts.

California Department of 
Fish and Wildlife

Section 1602 Agreement for 
Streambed Alteration impacts to 
the Santa Ynez River.

2080.1 Consistency 
Determination or Section 2081 
Incidental Take Permit for 
California red-legged frog.

To be obtained before 
construction starts.

National Marine Fisheries 
Service

Section 7 consultation with the 
National Marine Fisheries 
Service for the Southern 
California steelhead.

To be obtained before 
construction starts.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service

Section 7 consultation with the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for 
the California tiger salamander, 
California red-legged frog, least 
Bell's vireo, and Southwestern 
willow flycatcher, with 
conference for the southwestern 
pond turtle and the western 
spadefoot toad.

To be obtained before 
construction starts. 
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Chapter 2 CEQA Evaluation

2.1 CEQA Environmental Checklist

This checklist identifies physical, biological, social, and economic factors that 
might be affected by the proposed project. Potential impact determinations 
include Significant and Unavoidable Impact, Less Than Significant Impact 
With Mitigation Incorporated, Less Than Significant Impact, and No Impact. In 
many cases, background studies performed in connection with a project will 
indicate that there are no impacts to a particular resource. A “No Impact” 
answer reflects this determination. The questions in this checklist are 
intended to encourage the thoughtful assessment of impacts and do not 
represent thresholds of significance.

Project features, which can include both design elements of the project and 
standardized measures that are applied to all or most Caltrans projects, such 
as Best Management Practices and measures included in the Standard Plans 
and Specifications or as Standard Special Provisions, are considered to be an 
integral part of the project and have been considered prior to any significance 
determinations documented below.

“No Impact” determinations in each section are based on the scope, 
description, and location of the proposed project as well as the appropriate 
technical report (bound separately in Volume 2), and no further discussion is 
included in this document.

2.1.1 Aesthetics

Considering the information in the Visual Impact Assessment dated February 
14, 2025, the following significance determinations have been made: 

Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099:

Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations  

for Aesthetics

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

Less Than Significant Impact

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

No Impact
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Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations  

for Aesthetics

c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially 
degrade the existing visual character or 
quality of public views of the site and its 
surroundings? (Public views are those that 
are experienced from a 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?

Less Than Significant Impact

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

No Impact

Affected Environment
The project is bounded by the Santa Ynez River to the north and east. 
Located on the north side of town, the four-lane Santa Ynez River Bridge on 
State Route 1 provides the city of Lompoc with a crucial north-south arterial 
connection to Vandenberg Space Force Base and Santa Maria. On the east 
side of town, the two-lane Robinson Bridge on State Route 246 provides 
access east-west to U.S. Route 101 and the rest of the Santa Ynez Valley.

The predominant habitat types present along the project post miles are oak 
woodland, riparian, and grasslands, intermixed within plots of rural residential 
and agricultural development. The existing visual quality of the project setting 
is moderately high to high. The predominantly rural character, undulating 
landscape, and surrounding natural hillsides combine in a visual context with 
a moderate to high degree of scenic value.

Applicable planning policies, documents, and guidelines were analyzed to 
understand the community's sensitivity regarding the aesthetic character of 
the region and the project areas, as detailed in the Visual Impact 
Assessment. Interagency coordination is ongoing due to the prominence of 
the project, funding sources, and the local agency's desire for increased 
connectivity with existing Complete Streets facilities.

State Route 264 is neither an Officially Designated Scenic Highway nor 
eligible for inclusion in the State Scenic Highway Program. This project also 
has no proposed light features.

Environmental Consequences
Proposed project elements above the bridge deck, such as barriers and 
railings, would be readily visible from the roadway. By themselves, these 
types of elements are not uncommon and would not be seen as unexpected 
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visual elements in a highway setting. However, new pathways, with additional 
barriers, pedestrian fencing, and bicycle railing, would be a new, somewhat 
unique, visual element along the highway corridor. The new barrier and railing 
would be taller than the existing barrier, which, when seen with the wider road 
shoulders and pathway, would increase the visual scale and engineered 
appearance of the structure. Drainage structures would be below the highway 
and would be stained to reduce overall contrast and make them blend with 
the landscape.

Although the project would remove existing riparian trees and other plants, 
any vegetation removed would be replaced and established. As a result, the 
riverbanks would, over time, be fully revegetated and result in a somewhat 
natural-appearing visual condition. Construction access roads and demolition 
areas, if restored to natural-appearing landforms, would reduce the 
noticeability of disturbance and engineered alterations.

As a result of the overall larger bridge structure and vegetation removal for 
construction, these visual changes would cause a minor reduction in the rural 
character and visual quality in the immediate project area.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

The following avoidance and minimization measures will reduce or eliminate 
visual impacts associated with the project. Mitigation measures are not 
proposed.

AES-1: Following construction, regrade and recontour any new construction 
access roads, staging and storage areas, and other temporary uses as 
necessary to match the surrounding natural topography along State Route 
246. Avoid unnatural-appearing remnant landforms where possible.

AES-2: Preserve existing vegetation to the maximum extent feasible.

AES-3: Bridge rail and pedestrian railing shall be an ‘open style’ to preserve 
views and deter graffiti. Railing type and treatment will be developed by the 
Caltrans Department of Bridge Design in conjunction with District 5 
Landscape Architecture.

AES-4: Bridge rail shall be aesthetically treated to visually recede or appear 
consistent with the architectural character and community setting. The 
aesthetic treatment shall be developed by the Caltrans Department of Bridge 
Design in conjunction with District 5 Landscape Architecture.

AES-5: Pedestrian railing shall be selected or treated to reduce glare and 
minimize contrast and noticeability. Style and color should be consistent with 
local character and aesthetic goals, as well as being compatible with the 
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vehicular railing. Railing type and treatment will be developed by Bridge 
Design in conjunction with District 5 Landscape Architecture.

AES-6: Rock slope protection shall be backfilled with soil and revegetated if 
feasible. Staining is appropriate to reduce the glare of visible rock slope 
protection as an alternative to soil cover.

AES-7: All visible metal components related to down drains and inlets, 
including but not limited to flared end sections, connectors, anchorage 
systems, safety cable systems, etc., should be darkened or colored to blend 
with the surroundings and reduce reflectivity. The specific color shall be 
determined by Caltrans District 5 Landscape Architecture.

AES-8: All visible concrete drainage elements, including but not limited to 
headwalls, drain inlet aprons, etc., should be colored to blend with the 
surroundings and reduce reflectivity. The specific colors of these concrete 
elements shall be determined by Caltrans District 5 Landscape Architecture.

AES-9: If feasible, all existing overhead utilities next to the new bridge shall 
be placed in the bridge structure. If it is not technically possible to locate 
conduits within the structure, surface-mounted conduits shall be painted to 
match the bridge structure.

AES-10: Replacement planting shall include aesthetic considerations and 
inherent biological goals. Revegetation shall include native trees and plants 
as determined by the project biologist and landscape architect. Revegetation 
shall occur to the maximum extent horticulturally feasible. Planting should be 
maintained until established.

2.1.2 Agriculture and Forestry Resources

After an assessment of the project easements and acquisitions, it has been 
determined that no farmland or forestry resources will be impacted. Although 
the project passes through areas of prime or unique farmland, proposed 
project elements and construction activities will not impact unique, prime, or 
important agricultural resources located outside the Caltrans right-of-way.

Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Agriculture and Forestry 
Resources

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

No Impact
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Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Agriculture and Forestry 
Resources

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural 
use, or a Williamson Act contract?

No Impact

c) Conflict with existing zoning, or cause 
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public 
Resources Code Section 12220(g)), timberland 
(as defined by Public Resources Code Section 
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland 
Production (as defined by Government Code 
Section 51104(g))?

No Impact

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion 
of forest land to non-forest use?

No Impact

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

No Impact

2.1.3 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.

Considering the information in the Air Quality Technical Memo dated October 
11, 2023, the following significance determinations have been made:

Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Air Quality

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

No Impact

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net 
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the 
project region is non-attainment under an 
applicable federal or state ambient air quality 
standard?

No Impact

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations?

Less Than Significant Impact
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Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Air Quality

d) Result in other emissions (such as those 
leading to odors) adversely affecting a 
substantial number of people?

No Impact

Affected Environment
The proposed project is in the South Central Coast Air Basin. The South 
Central Coast Air Basin contains the San Luis Obispo County, Santa Barbara 
County, and Ventura County Air Pollution Control Districts. The Santa 
Barbara County Air Pollution Control District regulates air quality in Santa 
Barbara County. The county is non-attainment for the State Ambient Air 
Quality Standards for Particulate Matter (PM10). It is in attainment for the 
State Ozone, Particulate Matter (PM2.5), and Carbon Monoxide standards. 
The county is in attainment for all federal air quality standards.

Environmental Consequences
Since no additional lanes or capacity are being added to the highway, there 
will be no difference in long-term air emissions with or without the proposed 
project.

Due to the use of standard construction dust and emission minimization 
practices and procedures, it is anticipated that emissions from Particulate 
Matter (dust) and equipment exhaust will be kept to a minimum.

During the project’s construction period, there would be a temporary increase 
in air emissions and fugitive dust. The use of equipment during construction 
can generate fugitive dust that could have substantial temporary impacts on 
local air quality if large amounts of excavation, soil transport, and subsequent 
fill operations are necessary. However, it is anticipated that there will be minor 
earthwork required, and consequently, minimal dust generation will be 
expected.

To minimize dust emissions from the project, Section 14-9.02 (Air Pollution 
Control) of the 2022 Standard Specifications states that the contractor is 
responsible for complying with all local air pollution control rules, regulations, 
ordinances, and statutes that apply to work performed under the contract, 
including those provided in Government Code Section 11017 (Public Contract 
Code Section 10231). Additionally, the project-level Stormwater Pollution 
Prevention Plan will address water pollution control measures that cross-
correlate with standard dust emission minimization measures, such as 
covering soil stockpiles, watering haul roads, watering excavation and grading 
areas, and so on. By incorporating appropriate engineering design and 
stormwater Best Management Practices during construction, minimal short-
term air quality impacts are anticipated.
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2.1.4 Biological Resources

Considering the information in the Natural Environment Study dated April 30, 
2025, the following significance determinations have been made:

Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Biological Resources

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either 
directly or through habitat modifications, on any 
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or 
special-status species in local or regional plans, 
policies, or regulations, or by the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, or National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration Fisheries?

Less Than Significant Impact With 
Mitigation Incorporated

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any 
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural 
community identified in local or regional plans, 
policies, regulations or by the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service?

Less Than Significant Impact With 
Mitigation Incorporated

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or 
federally protected wetlands (including, but not 
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) 
through direct removal, filling, hydrological 
interruption, or other means?

Less Than Significant Impact With 
Mitigation Incorporated

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of 
any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife 
species or with established native resident or 
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of 
native wildlife nursery sites?

Less Than Significant Impact

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 
protecting biological resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance?

Less Than Significant Impact

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

No Impact

Affected Environment
The Biological Study Area is defined as the area that may be directly, 
indirectly, temporarily, or permanently impacted by construction-related 
activities and includes a buffer to encompass all indirect effects on 
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surrounding natural areas. The size of the Biological Study Area includes a 
polygon encompassing the project location and staging and access areas 
(see Appendix D). The Area of Potential Impact is within the Biological Study 
Area, is made up of potential disturbance for both permanent and temporary 
impacts and assumes the maximum amount of disturbance associated with 
the project.

Regional Habitat Plans
The project is in Santa Barbara County and must follow the county's 
Deciduous Oak Tree Protection and Regeneration Ordinance. This regulation 
protects deciduous oaks in Santa Barbara County. This project’s Biological 
Study Area contains coast live oak scrub vegetation. Coast live oaks are not 
deciduous oaks and are not regulated by this ordinance. No deciduous oaks 
were seen in the Biological Study Area.

Natural Communities of Special Concern
Natural communities of special concern are those natural communities that 
are of limited distribution statewide or within a county or region and are often 
vulnerable to the environmental effects of projects. These communities may 
or may not contain special-status taxa or their habitat. Waters of the State 
and waters of the U.S. are also considered natural communities of special 
concern.

Red Willow Riparian Woodland and Forest Natural Community
Red willow riparian woodland and forest natural community (Salix gooddingii 
– Salix laevigata Forest & Woodland Alliance) occurs within the Riparian 
Woodland and Forest land cover type as dominated by red willow, along with 
arroyo willow thickets (Salix lasiolepis Shrubland Alliance; S4) within the 
Biological Study Area. Red willows commonly grow with various willows and 
other riparian trees along creeks and lower drainage terraces. The range of 
red willows includes most of the state except for the Colorado Desert.

Jurisdictional Waters and Wetlands
Executive Order 11990 was issued on May 24, 1977, directing federal 
agencies to avoid, to the extent possible, the long-term and short-term 
adverse impacts associated with the destruction or modification of wetlands 
and to avoid direct or indirect support of new construction in wetlands 
wherever there is a practicable alternative.

The report found about 23 acres of potential waters of the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, the Regional Water Quality Control Board, and the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife within the Area of Potential Impact. The 
project will require a Clean Water Act Section 404 permit from the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers, a Clean Water Act Section 401 Water Quality 
Certification from the Regional Water Quality Control Board, and a California 



Chapter 2  Ÿ  CEQA Evaluation

Route 246 CAPM and Robinson Bridge  Ÿ  27

Fish and Game Code Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement from the 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife.

Special-Status Animal Species
A query of the California Department of Fish and Wildlife's California Natural 
Diversity Database was originally conducted in 2023 and updated in 2024. A 
request for an official U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service species list, National 
Marine Fisheries Service species list, and California Native Plant Society 
species list was made in 2023 and 2024. These lists can be viewed in the 
Natural Environment Study.

Field Surveys
The studies conducted for this project included botanical surveys for sensitive 
plant species and general reconnaissance-level wildlife surveys. The field 
surveys were conducted in April 2023, June 2023, July 2023, August 2023, 
April 2024, and November 2024. These surveys were designed to assess 
habitat suitability for special-status species, characterize and map habitats, 
natural communities, and land cover types, map potentially jurisdictional 
features, and develop an inventory of all plant and animal species detected 
within the Biological Study Area.

Tables 2.2, 2.3, and 2.4 show special-status species and habitats that may 
occur in the project area.
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Table 2.2  Special-Status Plants Known To Occur in the Project Region With Habitat Present

Common Name/  
Scientific Name

Legal Status
Federal/State/

California Rare Plant Rank

Habitat 
Present/
Absent Rationale

Hoover’s bent 
grass 
Agrostis hooveri

Federally unlisted, state unlisted, 
with a California Rare Plant Rank 
of rare, threatened, or 
endangered in California and 
elsewhere, with a threat code 
extension of fairly endangered in 
California.

Habitat 
Present

Suitable soils and habitats are present in the 
Biological Study Area.

One California Natural Diversity Database 
occurrence from 2008 occurs within 1 mile of 
the Biological Study Area.

Species not observed during appropriately 
timed floristic surveys.

Avoidance and minimization measures are 
proposed.

Santa Ynez 
groundstar 
Ancistrocarphus 
keilii

Federally unlisted, state unlisted, 
with a California Rare Plant Rank 
of rare, threatened, or 
endangered in California and 
elsewhere, with a threat code 
extension of seriously 
endangered in California.

Habitat 
Present

Suitable soils and habitats are present.

The historical record from 1929 overlaps the 
Biological Study Area.

Species not observed during appropriately 
timed floristic surveys.

Avoidance and minimization measures are 
proposed.

La Purisima 
manzanita 
Arctostaphylos 
purissima

Federally unlisted, state unlisted, 
with a California Rare Plant Rank 
of rare, threatened, or 
endangered in California and 
elsewhere, with a threat code 
extension of seriously 
endangered in California.

Habitat 
Present

Suitable soils and habitats are present in the 
Biological Study Area.

Two California Natural Diversity Database 
occurrences from 1992 overlap the Biological 
Study Area. More records occur within the La 
Purisima Mission State Historic Park from 2016.

Species not observed during appropriately 
timed floristic surveys.

Avoidance and minimization measures are 
proposed.
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Common Name/  
Scientific Name

Legal Status
Federal/State/

California Rare Plant Rank

Habitat 
Present/
Absent Rationale

Sand mesa 
manzanita 
Arctostaphylos 
rudis

Federally unlisted, state unlisted, 
with a California Rare Plant Rank 
of rare, threatened, or 
endangered in California and 
elsewhere, with a threat code 
extension of fairly endangered in 
California.

Habitat 
Present

Suitable soils and habitats are present in the 
Biological Study Area. 

One California Natural Diversity Database 
occurrence from 1992 overlaps the Biological 
Study Area. More records occur within the La 
Purisima Mission State Historic Park from 2012.

Species not observed during appropriately 
timed floristic surveys.

Avoidance and minimization measures are 
proposed.

Santa Barbara 
ceanothus
Ceanothus 
impressus var. 
impressus

Federally unlisted, state unlisted, 
with a California Rare Plant Rank 
of rare, threatened, or 
endangered in California and 
elsewhere, with a threat code 
extension of fairly endangered in 
California.

Habitat 
Present

Suitable soils and habitats are present in the 
Biological Study Area.

One California Natural Diversity Database 
occurrence from 1986 is next to the Biological 
Study Area at Tularosa Road. 

Species not observed during appropriately 
timed floristic surveys.

Avoidance and minimization measures are 
proposed.
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Common Name/  
Scientific Name

Legal Status
Federal/State/

California Rare Plant Rank

Habitat 
Present/
Absent Rationale

Vandenberg 
monkeyflower
Diplacus 
vandenbergensis 

Listed as federally endangered 
and state unlisted, with a 
California Rare Plant Rank of 
rare, threatened, or endangered 
in California and elsewhere, with 
a threat code extension of 
seriously endangered in 
California.

Habitat 
Present

Suitable soil types and habitats are present 
within the Biological Study Area.

One historical record from 1931 occurs within 
the Biological Study Area at the eastern end. 
Additional occurrences from 2019 occur at the 
La Purisima Mission State Historic Park 
approximately 1.5 miles north of the Biological 
Study Area.

Species not observed during appropriately 
timed floristic surveys.

The Federal Endangered Species Act effects 
determination is that the project will have no 
effect on the species. 

Avoidance and minimization measures are 
proposed.

Mesa horkelia
Horkelia cuneata 
var. puberula

Federally unlisted and state 
unlisted, with a California Rare 
Plant Rank of rare, threatened, or 
endangered in California and 
elsewhere, with a threat code 
extension of seriously 
endangered in California.

Habitat 
Present

Suitable soil types and habitats are present 
within the Biological Study Area.

Species was found within the Biological Study 
Area during surveys.

Avoidance and minimization measures are 
proposed.
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Common Name/  
Scientific Name

Legal Status
Federal/State/

California Rare Plant Rank

Habitat 
Present/
Absent Rationale

Blushing layia
Layia 
erubescens

Federally unlisted and state 
unlisted, with a California Rare 
Plant Rank of rare, threatened, or 
endangered in California and 
elsewhere, with a threat code 
extension of fairly endangered in 
California.

Habitat 
Present

Sandy soils and coastal scrub are present in the 
Biological Study Area.
Many occurrences in Mission Hills near the 
west end of the Biological Study Area as 
recently as 2023.
Species not observed during appropriately 
timed floristic surveys.
Avoidance and minimization measures are 
proposed.

Black-flowered 
figwort 
Scrophularia 
atrata

Federally unlisted and state 
unlisted, with a California Rare 
Plant Rank of rare, threatened, or 
endangered in California and 
elsewhere, with a threat code 
extension of fairly endangered in 
California.

Habitat 
Present

Suitable habitats are present within the 
Biological Study Area.
Species was found within the Biological Study 
Area during surveys.
Avoidance and minimization measures are 
proposed.
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Table 2.3 Special-Status Wildlife and Fish Species Potentially Occurring or Known To Occur in the Project Region That Will Require Avoidance and Minimization Measures
Common 

Name/Scientific Name
Status

Federal/State

Habitat 
Present/ 
Absent

Rationale

Crotch’s bumblebee
Bombus crotchii

Candidate for listing 
under the Federal 
Endangered Species 
Act, unlisted at the 
state level.

Habitat 
Present

Non-native grassland and scrub provide suitable habitat within the Biological Study Area. Numerous mammal burrows along the roadside provide nesting habitat. Water sources and 
multiple potential food plants, including Phacelia, Clarkia, Eschscholzia, Eriogonum, Lupinus, Medicago, and Salvia spp., are also present.

No California Natural Diversity Database occurrences within 5 miles of the Biological Study Area.

Species not observed during surveys.

Avoidance and minimization measures are proposed.

Steelhead (Southern 
California Distinct 
Population Segment 
[DPS])
Oncorhynchus mykiss 
irideus pop. 10

Endangered under 
the Federal 
Endangered Species 
Act, with critical 
habitat designated, 
and a candidate for 
listing as endangered 
under the California 
Endangered Species 
Act.

Habitat 
Present

Suitable spawning habitat in the Santa Ynez River is present in the Biological Study Area.

One California Natural Diversity Database occurrence occurs within the Biological Study Area along the Santa Ynez River.

Critical habitat for the species is present in the Biological Study Area.

The Federal Endangered Species Act effects determination is that the project may affect, likely to adversely affect, Southern California steelhead and its critical habitat.

The California Endangered Species Act effects determination is that there may be take of the Southern California steelhead due to the project. A Section 2081 Incidental Take Permit will 
be pursued.

California tiger 
salamander (Santa 
Barbara County DPS) 
Ambystoma californiense 
pop. 2

Endangered under 
the Federal 
Endangered Species 
Act, with critical 
habitat designated, 
and listed as 
threatened under the 
California 
Endangered Species 
Act.

Habitat 
Present

Ponds are surrounded by non-native grassland present within the Biological Study Area.

Multiple California Natural Diversity Database occurrences throughout the eastern half of the Biological Study Area. Additional occurrences are within 5 miles of the Biological Study Area.

Species not observed during surveys.

Critical habitat for the species is present in the Biological Study Area around post mile 18, where culvert work is proposed.

The Federal Endangered Species Act effects determination is that the project may affect, likely to adversely affect, the California tiger salamander and its critical habitat.

The California Natural Diversity Database effects determination is that there may be take of the California tiger salamander due to the project. A Section 2081 Incidental Take Permit will be 
pursued.

Avoidance and minimization measures are proposed.
California red-legged frog 
Rana draytonii

Listed as threatened 
under the Federal 
Endangered Species 
Act, with critical 
habitat designated, 
and listed as a 
California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife 
Species of Special 
Concern.

Habitat 
Present

Ponds and suitable upland habitat (coast live oak woodland, riparian woodland, and non-native grassland) are present within the Biological Study Area.

Two California Natural Diversity Database records are present on the eastern end of the Biological Study Area from 1984 and 2008.

Species not observed during surveys.

The Federal Endangered Species Act effects determination is that the project may affect, likely to adversely affect, the California red-legged frog. There will be no effect on its critical 
habitat.

Avoidance and minimization measures are proposed.
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Common 
Name/Scientific Name

Status
Federal/State

Habitat 
Present/ 
Absent

Rationale

Western spadefoot toad
Spea hammondii

Proposed as 
threatened under the 
Federal Endangered 
Species Act, 
California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife 
Species of Special 
Concern.

Habitat 
Present

Ponds are surrounded by non-native grassland and coast live oak woodland present within the Biological Study Area.

Multiple California Natural Diversity Database records are present within the eastern half of the Biological Study Area from the 1990s. More recent records occur approximately 2 miles 
north of the Biological Study Area.

Species not observed during surveys.

The Federal Endangered Species Act effects determination is that the project may affect, likely to adversely affect, the western spadefoot toad.

Avoidance and minimization measures are proposed.
.

Northern California 
legless lizard 
Anniella pulchra

Federally unlisted, 
California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife 
Species of Special 
Concern.

Habitat 
Present

Coast live oak woodland, riparian woodland and forest, riverine, and non-native grassland habitats are present.

One California Natural Diversity Database occurrence from 1982 occurs on the eastern end of the Biological Study Area and multiple occurrences are within 5 miles of the Biological Study 
Area. The most recent record is from 2018, approximately 4.5 miles away.

Species not observed during surveys.

Avoidance and minimization measures are proposed.
Southwestern pond turtle 
Actinemys pallida

Proposed as 
threatened under the 
Federal Endangered 
Species Act, 
California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife 
Species of Special 
Concern.

Habitat 
Present

Ponds and rivers associated with the willow scrub provide aquatic habitat, and the non-native grassland provides suitable upland habitat present within the Biological Study Area.

Three California Natural Diversity Database records are present within 5 miles of the Biological Study Area, along the Santa Ynez River to the north and Salsipuedes Creek to the south.

Species not observed during surveys.

The Federal Endangered Species Act effects determination is that the project may affect, likely to adversely affect, the southwestern pond turtle.

Avoidance and minimization measures are proposed.

Coast horned lizard 
Phrynosoma blainvillii

Federally unlisted, 
California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife 
Species of Special 
Concern.

Habitat 
Present

Non-native grassland, coast live oak woodland, and riparian woodland are present within the Biological Study Area.

Multiple California Natural Diversity Database records occur approximately 3 miles north of the Biological Study Area near Vandenberg Space Force Base.

Species not observed during surveys.

Avoidance and minimization measures are proposed.
Coast patch-nosed snake 
Salvadora hexalepis 
virgultea

Federally unlisted, 
California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife 
Species of Special 
Concern.

Habitat 
Present

Non-native grassland and scrub with sandy substrates are present within the Biological Study Area.

One California Natural Diversity Database record from 2004 occurs approximately 2.5 miles north of the Biological Study Area.

Species not observed during surveys.

Avoidance and minimization measures are proposed.
Tricolored blackbird 
Agelaius tricolor

Federally unlisted and 
threatened, California 
Department of Fish 
and Wildlife Species 
of Special Concern.

Habitat 
Present

A pond with emergent vegetation is present within the Biological Study Area, and additional potential habitat exists directly next to the Biological Study Area.

No California Natural Diversity Database records, but multiple eBird flock sightings are present within 5 miles of the Biological Study Area.

Species not observed during surveys.

The California Endangered Species Act effects determination is that there will be no take of the tricolored blackbird.

Avoidance and minimization measures are proposed.
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Common 
Name/Scientific Name

Status
Federal/State

Habitat 
Present/ 
Absent

Rationale

Southwestern willow 
flycatcher 
Empidonax traillii extimus

Endangered under 
the Federal 
Endangered Species 
Act with critical 
habitat designated, 
endangered under the 
California 
Endangered Species 
Act.

Habitat 
Present

Riparian woodland and forest and willow scrub habitat is present in the Biological Study Area at the Santa Ynez River.

Two California Natural Diversity Database occurrences from 1989 and 1995 occur for multiple breeding adults present within 5 miles of the eastern end of the Biological Study Area.

Critical habitat for the species is present in the Biological Study Area along the Santa Ynez River.

The Federal Endangered Species Act effects determination is that the project may affect but is not likely to adversely affect the southwestern willow flycatcher or its critical habitat.

The California Endangered Species Act effects determination is that there will be no take of the species.

Avoidance and minimization measures are proposed.

Least Bell’s vireo 
Vireo bellii pusillus

Endangered under 
the Federal 
Endangered Species 
Act with critical 
habitat designated, 
endangered under the 
California 
Endangered Species 
Act.

Habitat 
Present

Riparian forest, riverine with mulefat thickets, and coast live oak woodland habitat along both flowing and dry rivers/streams are present within the Biological Study Area.

One California Natural Diversity Database occurrence is present within 5 miles of the Biological Study Area near Buellton from 2016.

The Federal Endangered Species Act effects determination is that the project may affect but is not likely to adversely affect least Bell’s vireo.

The California Endangered Species Act effects determination is that there will be no take of the species.

Avoidance and minimization measures are proposed.

Pallid bat 
Antrozous pallidus

Federally unlisted, 
California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife 
Species of Special 
Concern.

Habitat 
Present

Non-native grassland, scrub, ornamental trees, riparian woodland, and coast live oak woodland habitat along with human-made structures in rural residential, developed, and paved 
(bridges and culverts) areas provide suitable habitat for roosting within the Biological Study Area.

One California Natural Diversity Database occurrence is present within 5 miles of the Biological Study Area from 1997 at a known bridge roost location.

Species not observed during surveys.

Avoidance and minimization measures are proposed.
Western red bat 
Lasiurus frantzii

Federally unlisted, 
California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife 
Species of Special 
Concern.

Habitat 
Present

Riparian forest and woodland and ornamental trees are present within the Biological Study Area.

No California Natural Diversity Database records are present within 5 miles of the Biological Study Area.

Species not observed during surveys.

Avoidance and minimization measures are proposed.
San Diego desert 
woodrat 
Neotoma lepida 
intermedia

Federally unlisted, 
California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife 
Species of Special 
Concern.

Habitat 
Present

Coyote brush scrub, coastal scrub, and California sage habitat are present within the Biological Study Area.

One California Natural Diversity Database occurrence from 2004 is approximately 3 miles north of the Biological Study Area.

Species not observed during surveys.

Avoidance and minimization measures are proposed.
American badger Taxidea 
taxus

Federally unlisted, 
California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife 
Species of Special 
Concern.

Habitat 
Present

Non-native grassland and scrub associated with sandy soils habitat are present within the Biological Study Area.

Two California Natural Diversity Database occurrences from 1990 and 2016 are present within the Biological Study Area. Several occurrences are within 5 miles of the Biological Study 
Area.

A dead American badger was observed on the road during surveys.

Avoidance and minimization measures are proposed.
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Table 2.4  Regional Habitats/Natural Communities of Concern
Habitat/
Natural 

Community
Description

Habitat 
Present
/Absent

Rationale

Central Coast 
Arroyo Willow 

Riparian 
Forest

Riparian forest habitats border the edges of rivers and streams and are considered to be 
among the most valuable wildlife habitats due to the microhabitats that are created by the 
layering of trees, shrubs, and herbaceous and aquatic vegetation. This environment 
promotes very high wildlife species diversity. Riparian forests are considered the most 
complex and support the greatest number of plant and animal species. Riparian forests also 
enhance the functions of nearby habitats and are considered most valuable when occurring 
in an unbroken corridor throughout the length of the watershed. Arroyo willow (Salix 
lasiolepis) dominates this community, specifically. Other species characteristic of the 
riparian forest plant community include Alnus rhombifolia, Myrica californica, and Salix 
lasiandra.

The only alliance within this community is the arroyo willow thickets (Salix lasiolepis 
Shrubland Alliance).

Habitat 
Present

This community is present within 
the Biological Study Area at the 
Santa Ynez River and at some 
drainages.

Arroyo willow thickets (Salix 
lasiolepis Shrubland Alliance) 
have a state rarity rank of S4, 
meaning they are apparently 
secure within California, and a 
global rarity rank of G4, meaning 
they are globally secure, with 
some factors that may exist to 
cause concern. They are not 
considered sensitive by Sawyer et 
al., 2009.

No further studies are needed.
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Habitat/
Natural 

Community
Description

Habitat 
Present
/Absent

Rationale

Central 
Maritime 
Chaparral

A variable sclerophyll scrub of moderate to high cover (50-100 percent) dominated by forms 
of woolly-leaf manzanita (Arctostaphylos tomentosa) plus one or more other narrowly 
distributed manzanita. 
 
Occurs on well-drained, sandy substrates within the zone of summer coastal fog incursion. 
Fire appears necessary for continued reproduction. Can be found in areas where the soil is 
more mesic and less sandy; sites with Monterey Pine Forest, Bishop Pine Forest, and 
Monterey Pygmy Cypress Forest; with Chamise and Upper Sonoran Mixed Chaparral on 
stonier sites out of the foggy area; and with Lucian Coastal Scrub closer to the coast or on 
shaley substrates.

Survives at scattered locations near Monterey and Fort Ord and in southern San Luis 
Obispo and northern Santa Barbara counties.

Alliances within this community include multiple species of manzanita chaparral.

Absent This community does not occur 
within the Biological Study Area.

No species of manzanita were 
observed during appropriately 
timed surveys.

No further studies are needed.
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Habitat/
Natural 

Community
Description

Habitat 
Present
/Absent

Rationale

Southern 
Willow Scrub

Lower on a floodplain, mixed riparian forests become dominated by willows as the 
frequency and duration of flooding increase. At this boundary, next to the channel, willow 
scrub communities are formed. The willow scrub communities consist of young, newly 
established willows and cottonwoods that can survive the frequent physical battering and 
inundation from flooding. Sandbar willows (Salix exigua) are common in these communities, 
especially on point bars. The presence of these willows allows finer sediments to 
accumulate, allowing additional riparian plants to establish.

Willow scrub communities are frequently described as early successional habitats because 
these are the first plant communities to form on newly established point bars along rivers. 
The dense structure formed by young, multistemmed willows is the preferred nesting and 
cover habitat for many songbirds. This dense young plant community is also an important 
browsing and foraging habitat for many riparian wildlife species and a good source of 
insects.

Alliances within this community include sandbar willow thickets, Goodding's Willow - Red 
Willow Riparian Woodland and Forest, arroyo willow thickets, and shining willow groves.

Habitat 
Present Arroyo willow thickets (Salix 

lasiolepis Shrubland Alliance) and 
Goodding's Willow - Red Willow 
Riparian Woodland and Forest 
(Salix gooddingii - Salix laevigata 
Forest and Woodland Alliance) 
are present within the Biological 
Study Area at the Santa Ynez 
River and at some drainages.

Goodding's Willow - Red Willow 
Riparian Woodland and Forest 
(Salix gooddingii - Salix laevigata 
Forest and Woodland Alliance) 
has a state rarity rank of S3 and a 
global rarity rank of G4, meaning 
both species and natural 
communities are considered to be 
rare and sensitive.

Impacts to this alliance are 
anticipated.

Avoidance and minimization 
measures are proposed.
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Environmental Consequences
This project will result in temporary and permanent impacts on biological 
resources as a result of bridge construction and culvert repair. Temporary 
impacts will be caused by vegetation clearing, equipment staging, temporary 
excavation, replacement of existing features, construction access, placement 
of rock slope protection in previously hardscaped areas, and temporary 
stream diversion or temporary trestle installation. Permanent impacts will be 
caused by constructing new piers, installing rock slope protection in locations 
that are not currently hardscaped, and rerouting abutments on the Robinson 
Bridge on State Route 246. Impacts described in this section are also 
tabulated in Appendix D of this document.

Special-Status Plants
Two special-status plant species—Mesa horkelia (Horkelia cuneata var. 
puberula) and Black-flowered figwort (Scrophularia atrata)—were seen during 
appropriately timed floristic surveys.  However, both species were not within 
the Biological Study Area. Therefore, the project is not expected to impact 
any special-status plant species. Avoidance and minimization measures will 
be implemented as part of this project to avoid any unforeseen impacts on 
special-status plant species.

Special-Status Animal Species
Crotch's Bumblebee
The Crotch’s bumblebee is a candidate for listing as endangered under the 
California Endangered Species Act. No focused surveys were conducted, and 
no individuals were seen during wildlife surveys. The California Natural 
Diversity Database shows no known occurrences within 5 miles of the 
project's Biological Study Area, but iNaturalist has three documented 
occurrences about 5 miles south of the Robinson Bridge. There is potential 
habitat for Crotch’s bumblebee on the project site.

Ground disturbance is the most impactful to Crotch's bumblebees and will be 
a part of this project's scope. Most of the project is in paved or disturbed 
areas, and construction activities in these areas will not impact Crotch's 
bumblebees. Temporary impacts to Crotch’s bumblebee could occur if the 
species is present during vegetation removal, staging, and ground-disturbing 
activities at locations beyond the highway shoulder where suitable habitat 
exists. Permanent impacts to the species are unlikely to occur due to the 
placement of rock slope protection at culverts in areas not suitable for nesting 
or foraging. Additional surveys before construction will be conducted to help 
alleviate the risk of Crotch's bumblebee mortality. If Crotch’s bumblebees are 
seen during construction, Caltrans will apply for a Section 2081 Incidental 
Take Permit.

Avoidance and minimization measures will be implemented for the Crotch’s 
bumblebee. With these measures, no compensatory mitigation would be



Chapter 2  Ÿ  CEQA Evaluation

Route 246 CAPM and Robinson Bridge  Ÿ  39

needed. Further, no cumulative impacts to Crotch's bumblebees are 
anticipated.

Southern California Steelhead Distinct Population Segment
The Southern California Steelhead Distinct Population Segment is a federally 
endangered and state candidate endangered species. The project's Biological 
Study Area overlaps with critical habitat for the species.

No focused surveys were conducted for the species, and no individuals were 
seen during wildlife surveys and habitat mapping. However, the Southern 
California Steelhead Distinct Population Segment is known to occur in the 
Santa Ynez River, and the river is a designated federal critical habitat unit for 
the species. The presence of the species is assumed within the Santa Ynez 
River and the Biological Study Area.

Dewatering and stream diversions may directly impact the species, and 
sediment deposits in the Santa Ynez River may indirectly impact the species 
during project construction. The four design options will have similar 
beneficial impacts on the streambed and thus the Southern California 
Steelhead Distinct Population Segment. The California Endangered Species 
Act effects determination is that there may be take of the Southern California 
Steelhead Distinct Population Segment because of the project. A Section 
2081 Incidental Take Permit will be pursued. The Federal Endangered 
Species Act Section 7 effects determination is that the proposed project may 
affect and is likely to adversely affect the Southern California Steelhead 
Distinct Population Segment. The Federal Endangered Species Act Section 7 
effects determination is that the proposed project may affect and is likely to 
adversely affect designated critical habitat for the Southern California 
Steelhead Distinct Population Segment. Avoidance and minimization 
measures will be implemented as part of this project to reduce the impacts on 
the species. Compensatory mitigation would be determined by the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife as part of the Incidental Take Permit.

Impacts on the Southern California Steelhead Distinct Population Segment 
were looked at cumulatively in the Natural Environment Study. It was 
determined that the proposed project, when considered in a cumulative 
effects context, is not anticipated to result in substantially adverse cumulative 
impacts to the Southern California Steelhead Distinct Population Segment 
because the project would be small in scale, would result in mostly temporary 
impacts, and compensatory mitigation would be implemented to offset 
impacts to habitat.

Santa Barbara County Distinct Population Segment of the California Tiger 
Salamander
The Santa Barbara County Distinct Population Segment of the California tiger 
salamander is a federally endangered and California-threatened species. The 
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project's Biological Study Area is in the Purisima Hills and Santa Rita Valley 
region of the Santa Barbara County Distinct Population Segment of the 
California tiger salamander. No protocol-level surveys were done, but the 
California Natural Diversity Database shows three breeding ponds in the 
eastern portion of the project area. Surveys in 2007 and 2008 observed the 
species in the ponds and upland habitat in the vicinity of the Biological Study 
Area. Many of the potential breeding ponds near the project are on private 
property, so the presence of California tiger salamanders is assumed.

The proposed project will result in up to 5.1 acres of temporary impacts and 
up to 0.05 acre of permanent impacts to potential upland dispersal/refuge 
habitat for the California tiger salamander. Approximately 1.62 acres of critical 
habitat will be temporarily impacted, and 0.001 acre will be permanently 
impacted. Temporary impacts will be caused by vegetation clearing for 
temporary construction access, equipment staging, temporary excavation, 
and replacement of existing features. Permanent impacts will be caused by 
placing rock slope protection where it doesn’t currently exist at the culverts 
and installing a new headwall at post mile 20.1. The California Endangered 
Species Act effects determination is that there may be take of the California 
tiger salamander because of the project. A Section 2081 Incidental Take 
Permit will be pursued.

Avoidance and minimization measures will be used to reduce impacts on the 
Santa Barbara County Distinct Population Segment of the California tiger 
salamander. Compensatory mitigation will also be used to offset habitat 
impacts. The mitigation ratio would be 3-to-1 for permanent impacts for a total 
of .015 acre and 1-to-1 for temporary impacts, with 5.1 acres needed to fulfill 
mitigation needs.

Before starting ground-disturbing or vegetation-disturbing project activities, 
Caltrans will satisfy the California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
requirement to provide California tiger salamander habitat mitigation by 
purchasing credits at a conservation bank (La Purisima Conservation Bank) 
authorized to sell credits for the California tiger salamander habitat. 
Cumulative impacts were analyzed for the California tiger salamander, and it 
was determined that this project would not be cumulatively considerable for 
the California tiger salamander distinct population segment.

Western Spadefoot Toad
The western spadefoot toad is a federally proposed species and a state 
species of special concern. No focused surveys were conducted for the 
western spadefoot toad, and the species was not seen during reconnaissance 
surveys. The ponds within the Biological Study Area and in the vicinity 
provide aquatic habitat, and the non-native grassland and coast live oak 
woodland surrounding the ponds provide upland habitat for this species. The 
California Natural Diversity Database shows occurrences of the western 
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spadefoot toad in the northern section of the Biological Study Area. The 
presence of the species is assumed.

Western spadefoot toads have a similar habitat to the California tiger 
salamander in the proposed project's area of potential impact. The habitat 
quality in the project area is low; therefore, the potential to impact the western 
spadefoot toad is low. The habitat impacts for the California tiger salamander 
in the project area are assumed to be the same for the western spadefoot 
toad. The western spadefoot toad could be injured or killed if it is present 
during project construction. If western spadefoot toads are found in small 
mammal burrows along the roadway, the relocation process could be 
stressful to the species.

The Federal Endangered Species Act Section 7 effects determination is that 
the proposed project may affect, and is likely to adversely affect, the western 
spadefoot toad. The basis for this determination is that western spadefoot 
toad presence is inferred, and there would be a low but possible potential for 
take of the species if it is present in work areas. Avoidance and minimization 
measures will help limit impacts on the species. Also, the compensatory 
mitigation for the California tiger salamander covers the mitigation needs of 
the western spadefoot toad. Cumulative impacts were analyzed, and it is 
anticipated that the proposed project will not result in a substantial 
contribution to the cumulative impacts of western spadefoot toad upland 
dispersal habitat.

Northern California Legless Lizard and Coast Horned Lizard
The Northern California legless lizard and the coast horned lizard are state 
species of special concern. No Northern California legless lizards or coast 
horned lizards were seen during surveys. The scrub, riparian woodland, non-
native grassland, and coast live oak woodland within the Biological Study 
Area provide habitat for both species. One California Natural Diversity 
Database occurrence was recorded for the California legless lizard within the 
Biological Study Area at Campbell Pond from 1982. An additional 10 records 
exist within 5 miles of the Biological Study Area near La Purisima Mission 
State Historic Park and Vandenberg Village to the northwest and to the east 
toward Buellton. There are four California Natural Diversity Database 
occurrence records of the coast horned lizard within 5 miles of the Biological 
Study Area and none within the Biological Study Area.

The chances are low that the project would impact Northern California legless 
lizards and Coast horned lizards due to low habitat quality in the potential 
habitat areas close to the side of the roadway. Avoidance and minimization 
measures would reduce the potential impacts on the species. Compensatory 
mitigation is not proposed. Cumulative impacts were analyzed, and it is 
anticipated that the proposed project will not result in a substantial 
contribution to the cumulative impacts on California legless lizard or coast 
horned lizard habitat.
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Coast Patch-Nosed Snake and Two-Striped Garter Snake
Coast patch-nosed snakes and two-striped garter snakes are state Species of 
Special Concern. No coast patch-nosed snakes or two-striped garter snakes 
were seen during surveys. The project's Biological Study Area has suitable 
habitat for both the two-striped garter snake and the coast patch-nosed 
snake. However, no California Natural Diversity Database occurrences have 
been observed for either species within the Biological Study Area.

The project impacts on either species are low due to the low-quality habitat 
and reoccurring maintenance activities in the known habitat. With the 
implementation of avoidance and minimization measures, impacts to coast 
patch-nosed snakes and two-striped garter snakes are not anticipated. With 
the implementation of avoidance and minimization measures, the project 
does not have the potential to contribute to an adverse cumulative impact on 
the coast patch-nosed snake and two-striped garter snake.

Southwestern Willow Flycatcher and Least Bell’s Vireo
Southwestern willow flycatchers and least Bell’s vireos are federal and state 
endangered species. No southwestern willow flycatchers or least Bell’s vireos 
were seen during surveys. Riparian habitat within the Biological Study Area 
may provide suitable foraging habitat for the least Bell’s vireo and the 
southwestern willow flycatcher; however, the width of the corridor and 
proximity to State Route 246 and the city of Lompoc likely decrease the 
overall value of the site to provide nesting habitat. Nesting pairs of both these 
species are considered unlikely but cannot be ruled out due to the presence 
of suitable riparian habitat and critical habitat.

Based on historical data in the vicinity of the Biological Study Area, there is 
very low potential for the Least bell's vireo and the Southwestern willow 
flycatcher to be present within the area of potential impact.

With the implementation of avoidance and minimization measures to protect 
all nesting bird species protected by the Federal Endangered Species Act, 
California Endangered Species Act, the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, and 
California Fish and Game Code, the Federal Endangered Species Act 
Section 7 effects determination is that the proposed project may affect, but is 
not likely to adversely affect, the least Bell's vireo and the southwestern willow 
flycatcher. The Federal Endangered Species Act Section 7 effects 
determination is that the proposed project may affect, and is likely to 
adversely affect, designated critical habitat for southwestern willow 
flycatchers. Avoidance and minimization measures will be implemented to 
reduce species impacts. Compensatory mitigation for riparian habitat also 
mitigates potential impacts on the least Bell’s vireo and the southwestern 
willow flycatcher habitat. The project, when considered in a cumulative effects 
context, is not anticipated to result in substantially adverse cumulative 
impacts to the least Bell's vireo and the southwestern willow flycatcher 
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because the project would be small in scale, would result in mostly temporary 
impacts, and compensatory mitigation would be implemented to offset 
impacts to vegetation.

Pallid Bats, Western Red Bats, Silver-Haired Bats, Yuma Myotis, and Other 
Roosting Bats
Roosting bat species are addressed here as a group because they have 
similar habitat requirements, are similarly impacted by the project, and 
therefore, will require similar avoidance and minimization measures. Pallid 
bats and western red bats are state Species of Special Concern. The Yuma 
myotis is included in the California Natural Diversity Database special animals 
list. No pallid bat, Yuma myotis, western red bat, or silver-haired bat was seen 
during surveys. The trees within the riparian woodland, scrub, ornamental 
trees, rural residential areas, and the bridges and culverts associated with 
developed areas provide potentially suitable roosting habitats. The Robinson 
Bridge contains crevices that could support marginal roosting habitat. 
However, it is unlikely that these features would support maternity roosts due 
to a lack of optimal roosting habitat. There are two California Natural Diversity 
Database occurrences of the pallid bat, one occurrence of the Yuma myotis, 
and no occurrences of the western red bat or the silver-haired bat within 5 
miles of the Biological Study Area. However, no California Natural Diversity 
Database occurrences have been observed for any of these species within 
the Biological Study Area.

The likelihood of bats roosting in the Biological Study Area is low due to the 
proximity of the city of Lompoc and highway disturbances. Indirect impacts 
could result from noise and other construction activities that could alter 
roosting activities. Direct effects could result in injury or mortality of bats, and 
harassment could alter roosting behaviors. The implementation of pre-activity 
surveys and exclusion zones (if necessary) will reduce the potential for 
adverse effects on roosting bat species. Avoidance and minimization 
measures would be implemented to help reduce species impacts, and no 
compensatory mitigation would be needed. With the implementation of 
avoidance and minimization measures, the project would not have the 
potential to contribute to an adverse cumulative impact on the species.

San Diego Desert Woodrat
The San Diego desert woodrat is a state Species of Special Concern. No San 
Diego desert woodrats or nests were seen during surveys. The coyote brush 
scrub, coastal scrub, and California sage provide marginal habitat for this 
species. There is one California Natural Diversity Database occurrence 
record for the San Diego desert woodrat within 5 miles of the Biological Study 
Area north of La Purisima Mission State Historic Park. Preconstruction 
surveys would be conducted to avoid killing San Diego desert woodrats. 
Avoidance and minimization measures would be implemented to help reduce 
species impacts, and no compensatory mitigation would be needed. With the 
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implementation of avoidance and minimization measures, the project would 
not have the potential to contribute to an adverse cumulative impact on the 
species.

American Badger
The American badger is a state species of special concern. During surveys, 
one dead American badger was found on the roadside within the Biological 
Study Area at post mile 18.57, directly next to proposed work at a culvert, 
likely caused by a vehicle collision. No potential dens were seen within the 
Biological Study Area. There have been two California Natural Diversity 
Database occurrences within the Biological Study Area and three roadkill 
observations. If an American badger is burrowing within the project area, it 
could be directly impacted. Noise, light, and other construction activities may 
also impact the species' behaviors. Avoidance and minimization measures 
would be implemented to help reduce species impacts, and no compensatory 
mitigation would be needed. With the implementation of avoidance and 
minimization measures, the project would not have the potential to contribute 
to an adverse cumulative impact on the species.

California Red-Legged Frog
The California red-legged frog is a federally threatened and state Species of 
Special Concern. No protocol surveys were conducted for the California red-
legged frog, but its presence is inferred in the Biological Study Area. There 
are known occurrence records for the species within the agricultural ditches 
found in the Biological Study Area, and the species is presumed to still exist 
in the area. The riparian woodland habitat along the Santa Ynez River may 
also provide upland habitat, dispersal habitat, or both. The existing State 
Route 246 likely impedes California red-legged frog dispersal between ponds 
in the Santa Rita Valley that are separated by the highway.

Project construction activities could injure or kill California red-legged frogs, if 
present, during the agricultural ditch relocation and sidewalk expansion 
activities. The potential need to capture and relocate California red-legged 
frogs would subject these animals to stresses that could result in adverse 
effects. Injury or death could occur via accidental crushing by worker foot 
traffic or construction equipment. Erosion and sedimentation could also occur, 
which would directly or indirectly affect water quality. The potential for these 
impacts is anticipated to be low due to no observations of the species within 
the Biological Study Area during surveys; however, this could change over 
time because the species could expand populations. There will be no impacts 
on designated critical habitat because it does not occur within the Biological 
Study Area. Temporary impacts will be caused by vegetation clearing for 
temporary construction access, equipment staging, temporary excavation, 
and replacement of existing features. Permanent impacts will be caused by 
placing rock slope protection where it does not currently exist at the culverts 
and installing a new headwall at post mile 20.1.
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The Federal Endangered Species Act Section 7 effects determination states 
that the proposed project may affect, and is likely to adversely affect, 
California red-legged frogs. The basis for this determination is that California 
red-legged frog presence has been inferred, and there would be a low but 
possible potential for take of the species due to project activities. Avoidance 
and minimization measures will be implemented along with compensatory 
mitigation to alleviate impacts on the species. Cumulative impacts were 
analyzed for this project, and it is anticipated that the proposed project will not 
result in a substantial contribution to the cumulative impacts of California red-
legged frog upland dispersal habitat.

Southwestern Pond Turtle
The southwestern pond turtle is a federally proposed species and a State 
Species of Special Concern. No southwestern pond turtles were seen during 
surveys. The ponds, riverine habitat, and channels associated with the willow 
scrub provide aquatic habitat, and the riparian and non-native grassland next 
to the suitable aquatic features provide upland habitat within the Biological 
Study Area. There are six California Natural Diversity Database occurrence 
records of southwestern pond turtles within 5 miles of the Biological Study 
Area, but none occur within the Biological Study Area.

Project construction could injure or kill southwestern pond turtles, if present, 
during diversion and dewatering and general construction activities. The 
potential need to capture and relocate the species would subject the turtles to 
stresses that could result in adverse effects. Injury or death could occur via 
accidental crushing by worker foot traffic or construction equipment. Erosion 
and sedimentation could also occur, which would directly or indirectly affect 
water quality. The potential for these impacts is anticipated to be low due to a 
single observation of an unknown turtle species within the Biological Study 
Area during surveys; however, this could change over time because the 
species could potentially expand populations.

The Federal Endangered Species Act Section 7 effects determination states 
that this project may affect, and is likely to adversely affect, southwestern 
pond turtles. The basis for this determination is that southwestern pond turtle 
presence is inferred, and there would be a low but possible potential for take 
of the species because of project activities. Avoidance and minimization 
measures as well as compensatory mitigation will help to reduce species 
impacts. Cumulative impacts were analyzed for this project, and it is 
anticipated that the proposed project will not result in a substantial 
contribution to cumulative impacts on southwestern pond turtle upland 
dispersal habitat.

Tricolored Blackbirds and Other Nesting Birds
The tricolored blackbird is a state-threatened species and a Species of 
Special Concern. No tricolored blackbirds were seen during surveys. There 
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are no California Natural Diversity Database tricolored blackbird breeding 
occurrences recorded within 5 miles of the Biological Study Area. Potential 
nesting habitat for other avian species occurs in trees and shrubs within the 
Biological Study Area. Active nests of other birds protected under the 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act and California Fish and Game Code were observed 
in the vicinity of the Biological Study Area during the April 2023 biological 
surveys. One active killdeer nest was seen on the ground in non-native 
grassland next to the Biological Study Area. An active red-tailed hawk nest 
was seen in a eucalyptus tree next to the Biological Study Area.

Removing vegetation could directly impact active bird nests and any eggs or 
young living in nests. Indirect impacts could also result from noise and 
disturbance associated with construction, which could alter perching, 
foraging, and/or nesting behaviors. Only a temporary loss of vegetation 
supporting potential nesting habitat would occur. Avoidance and minimization 
measures, such as appropriate timing of vegetation removal, pre-activity 
surveys, and exclusion zones, are included in the following section to reduce 
impacts on nesting birds.

Vegetation will be replaced within the project limits to offset temporary 
impacts. Because impacts to nesting birds, including tricolored blackbirds, will 
be avoided, the proposed project will not contribute cumulative impacts to 
nesting birds. As such, a cumulative impact analysis is not warranted.

Invasive Species
Many invasive plant species, as identified by the online California Invasive 
Plant Inventory Database, were seen within the Biological Study Area. Five of 
the species had an invasiveness rating of high: giant reed (Arundo donax), 
red brome (Bromus rubens), highway iceplant (Carpobrotus edulis), pampas 
grass (Cortaderia selloana), and perennial veldt grass (Ehrharta calycina). Of 
these five invasive plants, red brome and perennial veldt grass are abundant 
in the Biological Study Area, and highway iceplant is common. The giant reed 
and pampas grass were rare and were seen in the riparian woodland along 
the Santa Ynez River.

Ground disturbance and other aspects of project construction (e.g., erosion 
control, landscaping) could potentially spread or introduce invasive species 
within the Biological Study Area. Minimization measures are included to help 
stop the spread of invasive species.

Natural Communities and Habitats of Concern
Red Willow Riparian Woodland and Forest Natural Community
Riparian woodland occupies 9.06 acres within the Biological Study Area and 
the Santa Ynez River. Impacts on red willow habitat will differ depending on 
the design option. The temporary and permanent impacts are shown below. 
Trees will be removed and trimmed as part of project activities by the bridge 
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replacement and culverts. Any trees removed will be replaced at a minimum 
1-to-1 ratio. The final replacement ratio may be higher, up to 10 to 1, based 
on size and permit conditions. Any trees removed will be replaced with native 
trees that are appropriate for the region and habitat. Additional tree 
replacement criteria may be adopted to meet project permit conditions.

Design Options 1 and 2
A total of approximately 1.2 acres of red willow woodland and forest will be 
temporarily impacted, and approximately 0.07 acre will be permanently 
impacted. Removal of the four existing pier walls and the concrete spillway at 
the culvert within riparian habitat will offset the new permanent impacts by 
approximately 0.02 acre, resulting in a net of 0.05 acre of new permanent 
impacts to red willow woodland and forest.

Design Options 3 and 4
A total of approximately 1.3 acres of red willow woodland and forest will be 
temporarily impacted and approximately 0.07 acre will be permanently 
impacted. Removal of the four existing pier walls and the concrete spillway at 
the culvert within riparian habitat will offset the new permanent impacts by 
approximately 0.02 acre, resulting in a net of 0.05 acre of new permanent 
impacts to red willow woodland and forest.

The avoidance and minimization measures and compensatory mitigation 
proposed for jurisdictional areas have been assessed as sufficient to 
minimize impacts to red willow riparian woodland and forest.

Jurisdictional Wetlands and Other Waters and Jurisdictional Areas
Potential jurisdictional waters were delineated in the project’s Jurisdictional 
Delineation Report. The project will have a net reduction in structural 
elements in the stream and riparian corridor regardless of the selected bridge 
design option, which would result in a net benefit to stream habitat in the 
Santa Ynez River. Throughout the entire project limits, there would be a 
maximum of 40 square feet of permanent impacts to the streambed. 
Individual impact calculations were made for each design option.

[Figures and impact calculations for temporary and permanent impacts to 
jurisdictional areas, and temporary impacts for streamed have been updated 
for design options 1 through 4 since circulation of the draft environmental 
document.]

Design Option 1
Under design option 1, permanent impacts to jurisdictional features will occur 
from realigning State Route 246 at the bridge approaches, widening the 
bridge, and placing new piers and rock slope protection where hardscaping 
does not currently exist. The new bridge will consist of four piers that are each 
comprised of two circular columns, each 28 square feet. Four pier columns 
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will be placed within the jurisdictional streambed, resulting in approximately 
0.003 acre (112 square feet) of piers in the jurisdictional streambed. However, 
removing two of the existing pier walls within the streambed will fully offset the 
impacts of the new pier columns, resulting in a net benefit of approximately 
0.005 acre of stream function. Therefore, no new permanent impacts would 
occur on the Santa Ynez River streambed. The addition of new rock slope 
protection within jurisdictional streambeds at culverts at post miles 18.79, 
20.1, and 20.54 will result in an additional 0.006 acre of permanent impacts to 
jurisdictional streambeds.

Removing the four existing pier walls within the riparian habitat may result in 
fewer new permanent impacts on jurisdictional riparian habitat. A total of 
approximately 0.07 acre of riparian habitat will be permanently impacted by 
bridge replacement activities. Placing new rock slope protection within 
jurisdictional features at culverts at post miles 18.79, 20.1, and 20.54 will 
result in 0.02 acre (871 square feet) of permanent impacts to jurisdictional 
riparian habitat.

Temporary impacts to jurisdictional features will occur from temporary access, 
staging areas, replacement of existing hardscaped features, and temporary 
stream diversion or trestle installation. A total of approximately 0.65 acre of 
streambed will be temporarily impacted at the bridge, and culvert repair and 
replacement activities will result in an additional 0.05 acre of temporary 
impacts to streambed.

[The following information about temporary impacts to jurisdictional areas has 
been updated since circulation of the draft environmental document.]

A total of 1.38 acres of jurisdictional riparian habitat will be temporarily 
impacted at the bridge, and culvert replacement activities will result in an 
additional 0.24 acre of temporary impacts to jurisdictional riparian habitat. 
Culvert replacement activities will result in 0.04 acre of temporary impacts to 
streambank and 0.002 acre of temporary impacts to wetlands. There will be 
no temporary impacts to freshwater ponds.

Design Option 2
Under design option 2, permanent impacts to jurisdictional features will occur 
from realigning State Route 246, widening the bridge, and placing new piers 
and rock slope protection where hardscaping does not currently exist. The 
new bridge will consist of two piers that are each composed of two circular 
columns, each 28 square feet. There will be no new piers within the 
streambed; therefore, removing two existing pier walls within the streambed 
will offset the impacts of the new pier columns, resulting in a net benefit of 
approximately 327 square feet (0.008 acre) of stream function. Therefore, no 
new permanent impacts would occur on the Santa Ynez River streambed. 
Placing new rock slope protection within jurisdictional features at culverts at 
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post miles 18.79, 20.1, and 20.54 will result in an additional 0.006 acre (261 
square feet) of permanent impacts to the jurisdictional streambed.

Removing the four existing pier walls within the riparian habitat may result in 
fewer new permanent impacts on jurisdictional riparian habitat. A total of 
approximately 0.075 acre of riparian habitat will be permanently impacted by 
bridge replacement activities. Placing new rock slope protection within 
jurisdictional features at culverts at post miles 18.79, 20.1, and 20.54 will 
result in 0.02 acre (871 square feet) of permanent impacts to jurisdictional 
riparian habitat.

Temporary impacts to jurisdictional features will occur from temporary access, 
staging areas, replacement of existing hardscaped features, temporary 
stream diversion, and trestle installation.

A total of approximately 0.66 acre of streambed will be temporarily impacted 
at the bridge, and culvert repair and replacement activities will result in an 
additional 0.05 acre of temporary impacts to jurisdictional streambed.

A total of 1.37 acres of jurisdictional riparian habitat will be temporarily 
impacted at the bridge, and culvert replacement activities will result in an 
additional 0.24 acre of temporary impacts to jurisdictional riparian habitat. 
Culvert replacement activities will result in 0.04 acre of temporary impacts to 
streambank and 0.002 acre of temporary impacts to wetlands.

Design Option 3
Under design option 3, permanent impacts to jurisdictional features will occur 
from realigning State Route 246, widening the bridge, and placing new piers 
and rock slope protection where hardscaping does not currently exist. The 
new bridge will consist of four piers that are each composed of two circular 
columns, each 28 square feet. Four piers will be placed in the jurisdictional 
streambed, with one column being partially in the riparian zone, resulting in 
approximately 0.002 acre (102 square feet) of piers in the jurisdictional 
streambed. However, removing two of the existing pier walls within the 
streambed will offset the impacts of the new pier columns, resulting in a net 
benefit of approximately 225 square feet (0.006 acre) of stream function. 
Therefore, no new permanent impacts would occur on the Santa Ynez River 
streambed. Placing new rock slope protection within jurisdictional features at 
culverts at post miles 18.79, 20.1, and 20.54 will result in 0.006 acre (261 
square feet) of permanent impacts to the jurisdictional streambed.

A total of approximately 0.07 acre of riparian habitat will be permanently 
impacted by bridge replacement activities. However, removing the four 
existing pier walls and the concrete spillway at the culvert within riparian 
habitat will offset the new permanent impacts by approximately 0.02 acre, 
resulting in a net of 0.05 acre of new permanent impacts to riparian habitat at 
the bridge. Placing new rock slope protection within jurisdictional features at 
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culverts at post miles 18.79, 20.1, and 20.54 will result in 0.02 acre (871 
square feet) of permanent impacts to jurisdictional riparian habitat.

Temporary impacts to jurisdictional features will occur from temporary access, 
staging areas, replacement of existing hardscaped features, temporary 
stream diversion, or trestle installation. A total of approximately 0.69 acre of 
streambed will be temporarily impacted, and culvert repair and replacement 
activities will result in an additional 0.05 acre of temporary impacts to 
jurisdictional streambed.

A total of 1.49 acres of jurisdictional riparian habitat will be temporarily 
impacted at the bridge, and culvert replacement activities will result in an 
additional 0.25 acre of temporary impacts to jurisdictional riparian habitat. 
Culvert replacement activities will result in 0.04 acre of temporary impacts to 
streambank and 0.002 acre of temporary impacts to wetlands. To minimize 
temporary impacts on the streambed, the diversion system and temporary fills 
will be removed during the wet seasons to allow the stream to flow 
unobstructed.

Design Option 4
Under design option 4, permanent impacts to jurisdictional features will occur 
from realigning State Route 246, widening the bridge, and placing new piers 
and rock slope protection where hardscaping does not currently exist. The 
new bridge will consist of two piers that are each composed of two circular 
columns, each 28 square feet. There will be no new piers within the 
streambed; therefore, removing two existing pier walls within the streambed 
will offset the impacts of the new pier columns, resulting in a net benefit of 
approximately 327 square feet (0.008 acre) of stream function. Therefore, 
there will be no new permanent impacts on the Santa Ynez River streambed. 
Placing new rock slope protection within jurisdictional features at culverts at 
post miles 18.79, 20.1, and 20.54 will result in an additional 0.006 acre (261 
square feet) of permanent impacts to the jurisdictional streambed.

A total of approximately 0.07 acre of riparian habitat will be permanently 
impacted by bridge replacement activities. However, the removal of the four 
existing pier walls within the riparian habitat may result in fewer new 
permanent impacts on the jurisdictional riparian habitat and offset new 
permanent impacts by approximately 0.02 acre, resulting in a net of 0.05 acre 
of new permanent impacts to riparian habitat at the bridge. Placing new rock 
slope protection within jurisdictional features at culverts at post miles 18.79, 
20.1, and 20.54 will result in 0.02 acre (871 square feet) of permanent 
impacts to jurisdictional riparian habitat.

Temporary impacts to jurisdictional features will occur from temporary access, 
staging areas, replacement of existing hardscaped features, temporary 
stream diversion, or trestle installation. A total of approximately 0.69 acre of 
streambed will be temporarily impacted at the bridge, and culvert repair and 
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replacement activities will result in an additional 0.05 acre of temporary 
impacts to jurisdictional streambed.

A total of 1.49 acres of jurisdictional riparian habitat will be temporarily 
impacted at the bridge, and culvert replacement activities will result in an 
additional 0.25 acre of temporary impacts to jurisdictional riparian habitat. 
Culvert replacement activities will result in 0.04 acre of temporary impacts to 
streambank and 0.002 acre of temporary impacts to wetlands. To minimize 
temporary impacts to the streambed, the diversion system and temporary fills 
will be removed during the wet seasons to allow the stream to flow 
unobstructed.

Wildlife Connectivity
Within the western and eastern portions of the Biological Study Area, the 
Santa Ynez River, surrounding riparian habitat, and Santa Rosa Creek 
facilitate wildlife passage for fish, amphibians, reptiles, birds, and mammals. 
The Robinson Bridge and the Santa Rosa Creek Bridge preserve connectivity 
throughout the corridor. Additionally, the Santa Ynez River throughout the 
project limits and project post mile limits 17.6 to 19.1 are classified as 
essential and irreplaceable wildlife connectivity areas. All other areas 
throughout the project limits are designated as either limited for connectivity 
possibility or possible connections with implementation flexibility according to 
the California Department of Fish and Wildlife’s Terrestrial Connectivity Areas 
of Conservation Emphasis (ACE) model.

The Robinson Bridge is not currently classified by the California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife or the Fish Passage Assessment Database as a barrier to 
passage for the Southern California steelhead or other fish species. Caltrans 
consultation with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife regarding the 
new bridge design determined that replacing the pier walls with fewer pier 
walls will result in improved conditions due to the reduction of pier wall 
scouring and subsequent steelhead stranding during periods of flow 
reduction.

None of the culverts in this project are considered to be barriers to fish 
passage, and the project will not add features that will alter the highway or 
impair existing wildlife connectivity opportunities. Therefore, the project is not 
expected to result in adverse impacts on wildlife connectivity.

Fish Passage
The Robinson Bridge runs over the Santa Ynez River, which is Southern 
California steelhead critical habitat. The proposed project will have fewer 
piers in the river than the current bridge. The California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife’s Fish Passage Assessment Database (FishPAD) has labeled 
this bridge as not a barrier for fish passage. On November 6, 2024, Caltrans 
and California Department of Fish and Wildlife staff met at the Robinson 
Bridge and determined that the new bridge would be an improvement for fish 
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passage because fewer piers in the river would result in less scour to the river 
bottom and a lower risk of stranding fish. None of the culverts that are being 
improved by the project are considered fish passage barriers. 

Cumulative Impacts
Cumulative impacts were analyzed as part of the Natural Environment Study. 
Resources considered in the analysis were determined to be the following: 
jurisdictional waters and all the special-status species in the section above. 
Multiple Resource Study Areas were considered for the resources and 
species. Reasonably foreseeable projects within the Resource Study Areas 
were analyzed for their direct or indirect impacts. Resource Study Area maps 
can be viewed in Section 2.1.21 of this document. All the projects were 
determined to have no unmitigated, significant impacts. Caltrans concluded 
that the incremental contribution of the project to cumulative impacts on these 
resources would not be cumulatively considerable.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
Jurisdictional Aquatic Features
The proposed project will impact the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Regional 
Water Quality Control Board, and California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
jurisdictional areas within the Area of Potential Impact. The following 
avoidance and minimization measures will be implemented to reduce the 
potential impacts to these jurisdictional areas resulting from the project:

BIO-1: Prior to construction, Caltrans shall obtain a Section 404 Nationwide 
Permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, a Section 401 Water Quality 
Certification from the Regional Water Quality Control Board, and a Section 
1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement from the California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife for activities that impact their respective jurisdictions. All permit 
terms and conditions will be incorporated into construction plans and 
implemented during construction.

BIO-2: Prior to any ground-disturbing activities, Environmentally Sensitive 
Area fencing, flagging, or another boundary marking system shall be used to 
demarcate jurisdictional features and the dripline of trees to be protected 
within the project limits. Caltrans-defined Environmentally Sensitive Areas 
shall be noted on design plans and delineated in the field prior to the start of 
construction activities.

BIO-3: A temporary trestle may be used instead of, or in addition to, stream 
diversion and dewatering for bridge replacement activities within the Santa 
Ynez River to allow year-round work to occur. Pile driving and trestle 
construction will be limited to June 1 through October 31, when water levels 
are at a seasonal minimum. Deviations from this work window will only be 
made with permission from the relevant regulatory agencies.
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BIO-4: If a trestle is not used, in-stream work within the Santa Ynez River 
shall take place between June 1 and October 31 in any given year when the 
surface water is likely to be at a seasonal minimum. Construction activities in 
jurisdictional areas at the culvert locations shall also be timed to occur 
between June 1 and October 31. Deviations from this work window will only 
be made with permission from the relevant regulatory agencies. Activities that 
may be approved outside the typical construction window include tree 
removal and trimming that does not require grubbing or ground disturbance; 
restoration seeding, planting, and maintenance of plantings; and stormwater 
measures that require the use of equipment, subject to prior agency approval. 
Maintenance of stormwater best management practices (BMPs) using hand 
tools is permitted year-round.

BIO-5: Other than installation of the temporary diversion system and, if 
necessary, installation of piles for a temporary work trestle, in-stream 
construction work will be performed in a dry work environment.

BIO-6: If dewatering or diversion operations are necessary, a detailed 
dewatering/diversion plan, including water quality monitoring requirements, 
will be prepared and implemented.

BIO-7: During construction, readily accessible spill prevention and cleanup 
materials shall always be kept by the contractor on-site during construction. 
All project-related hazardous material spills within the project site shall be 
cleaned up immediately.

BIO-8: During construction, sediment and erosion control measures shall be 
implemented and maintained. Silt fencing, fiber rolls, barriers, and other 
BMPs shall be installed as needed to stabilize the project site. At a minimum, 
erosion controls shall be maintained by the contractor on a daily basis 
throughout the construction period.

BIO-9: All equipment must be cleaned and free of weed propagules prior to 
entry into jurisdictional features.

BIO-10: To the extent feasible, staging, parking, and refueling of equipment 
and vehicles must occur at least 100 feet from jurisdictional areas. If staging 
of equipment and materials must occur closer than 100 feet from jurisdictional 
areas, the staging areas must have adequate BMPs to prevent discharges 
from leaving the staging area and entering jurisdictional areas. If fueling must 
occur in areas less than 100 feet from streams, a refueling plan outlining 
secondary containment and spill prevention measures must be prepared and 
approved by Caltrans and agency staff.

BIO-11: At a minimum, all equipment and vehicles shall be checked and 
maintained by the contractor on a daily basis to ensure proper operation and 
avoid potential leaks or spills. Drip pans must be placed under equipment that 
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is stationary for more than 12 hours. Stationary equipment used in 
jurisdictional areas, such as generators, must be placed in secondary 
containment. Equipment must be removed from the channel if the National 
Weather Service predicts a chance of at least 0.1 inch of rain within a 24-hour 
period for Lompoc, California.

BIO-12: Limited night work is permitted within jurisdictional areas. Lighting 
must be angled down and pointed toward work areas to minimize illumination 
of nearby jurisdictional areas outside project limits.

BIO-13: All litter, construction debris, equipment, loose materials, and soil 
spoils shall be removed from jurisdictional areas at the end of every work 
shift. Stockpiles of materials, including temporarily stockpiled soils, may not 
be stored within jurisdictional areas. Stockpiles not actively being used for 
construction must be covered and surrounded with a linear sediment barrier.

BIO-14: Stream contours shall be restored as close as possible to their 
original condition.

Mitigation for Jurisdictional Aquatic Features
Mitigation measures BIO-33 and BIO-34 discussed in subsequent sections of 
this document will mitigate impacts to jurisdictional aquatic features.

Red Willow Riparian
The avoidance and minimization measures proposed for jurisdictional areas 
have been assessed as sufficient to minimize impacts to red willow riparian 
woodland and forest. Mitigation measures BIO-33 and BIO-34 have also 
been assessed as sufficient for mitigating red willow riparian woodland and 
forest.

Invasive Species
The following avoidance and minimization measures will be implemented:

BIO-15: During construction, Caltrans will ensure that the spread or 
introduction of invasive exotic plant species will be avoided to the maximum 
extent possible.

BIO-16: Only clean fill shall be imported. When practicable, invasive exotic 
plants on the project site shall be removed and properly disposed of. All 
invasive vegetation removed from the construction site shall be taken to a 
landfill to prevent the spread of invasive species. If soil from weedy areas 
must be removed off-site, the top 6 inches containing the seed layer in areas 
with weedy species shall be disposed of at a landfill. Inclusion of any species 
that occurs on the Cal-IPC Invasive Plant Inventory in the Caltrans erosion 
control seed mix or landscaping plans for the project shall be avoided.
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BIO-17: To minimize the introduction of invasive plant species, all vehicles, 
machinery, and equipment shall be in a clean and soil-free condition before 
entering the project limits. Construction equipment shall be certified as “weed-
free” by Caltrans before entering the construction site.

Critical Habitat
Numerous measures in Chapter 4 of the Natural Environment Study (NES) 
apply to Southern California steelhead, California tiger salamander, 
southwestern willow flycatcher, and other taxa and are also applicable to 
federally designated critical habitat. These measures have been assessed as 
sufficient to minimize impacts to Southern California steelhead, California 
tiger salamander, and southwestern willow flycatcher critical habitat.

Special-Status Plants
The following avoidance and minimization measures are proposed for 
special-status plants. No impacts to special-status plant species are 
proposed, and no mitigation measures are proposed.

BIO-18: All areas (including along the boundary of the right-of-way) 
containing any listed plant species shall be delineated on the project’s plan 
sheets as Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs). These areas shall be 
marked with highly visible construction fencing and will be off limits to 
construction equipment and personnel.

BIO-19: To avoid impacts to any vegetation, all staging and equipment and 
storage areas shall occur in existing pullouts or at paved locations that have 
been cleared by Caltrans Environmental.

BIO-20: Preconstruction surveys shall be conducted by a qualified biologist 
prior to any ground-disturbing activities to confirm the presence or absence of 
special-status plant species.

Crotch’s Bumblebee and Obscure Bumblebee
The following avoidance and minimization measures will be implemented for 
potential impacts to Crotch’s bumblebee and obscure bumblebee resulting 
from the project:

BIO-21: During the design phase, a focused non-invasive survey will be 
conducted prior to ground disturbance for Crotch’s bumblebee and its nests, 
following California Department of Fish and Wildlife guidance (2023).

BIO-22: A Worker Environmental Awareness Training course will be provided 
for all construction personnel prior to the start of any ground disturbance or 
vegetation removal to discuss Crotch’s bumblebee identification, ecology, 
habitat, and avoidance and minimization measures.
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BIO-23: Prior to any ground-disturbing activities, ESA fencing shall be 
installed, as appropriate, around Crotch’s bumblebee feeding and nesting 
habitat to be avoided. ESAs shall be noted on design plans and delineated in 
the field prior to the start of construction activities.

BIO-24: If a Crotch’s bumblebee is identified in the project area, Caltrans will 
coordinate with CDFW, and, if necessary, a Section 2081 Incidental Take 
Permit will be acquired, on-site mitigation may be required, and the following 
would be implemented:

a. Any blooming flowering plants that are scoped for removal would be 
inspected immediately prior to work to ensure that no bumblebees are on 
or near the plant. If a bumblebee is identified on or adjacent to vegetation 
that is to be removed, work in that area would not proceed until the 
bumblebee leaves the area of its own accord.

b. No work will occur within 50 feet of an active Crotch’s bumblebee nest 
unless approved by CDFW.

Southern California Steelhead Distinct Population Segment
The project has the potential to result in take of Southern California 
steelhead; therefore, Caltrans must consult with the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) Fisheries under the Federal Endangered 
Species Act (FESA) Section 7 to obtain a Biological Opinion for the project. 
The Biological Opinion will include several reasonable and prudent measures 
and terms and conditions to reduce the effects of the project on steelhead 
and their habitat. In addition to avoidance and minimization measures listed in 
Section 4.1.1.3 of the Natural Environment Study for impacts to jurisdictional 
aquatic resources that provide cover and shade for Southern California 
steelhead, the following measures will serve to further minimize potential 
project-related impacts to steelhead:

BIO-25: A temporary trestle may be used instead of, or in addition to, stream 
diversion and dewatering for bridge replacement activities within the Santa 
Ynez River to allow year-round work to occur. Pile driving and trestle 
construction will be limited to June 1 through October 31. This construction 
window is when water levels are at their lowest to avoid adult spawning 
migration and peak smolt emigration times. Deviations from this work window 
will only be made with permission from the relevant regulatory agencies.

Measure BIO-26 has been updated since circulation of the draft 
environmental document.]

BIO-26: If a trestle is not used, in-stream work within the Santa Ynez River 
will take place between June 1 and October 31 in any given year when the 
surface water is likely to be at a seasonal minimum. Deviations from this work 
window will only be made with permission from the relevant regulatory 
agencies. During in-stream work, a qualified biologist will be retained with 
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experience in steelhead biology and ecology, aquatic habitats, biological 
monitoring (including diversion/dewatering, if used), and capturing, handling, 
and relocating fish species. No capture, handling, or relocation of Southern 
California steelhead trout would occur prior to obtaining an incidental take 
permit from California Department of Fish and Wildlife. During in-stream work, 
the biological monitor(s) will continuously monitor placement and removal of 
any required stream diversions and trestle installation or removal and will 
capture stranded steelhead and other native fish species and relocate them to 
suitable habitat, as appropriate. The biologist(s) will capture steelhead 
stranded as a result of diversion/dewatering and relocate them to the nearest 
suitable instream habitat. The biologist(s) will note the number of steelhead 
observed in the affected area, the number of steelhead relocated, and the 
date and time of the collection and relocation.

BIO-27: During in-stream work, if pumps are incorporated to assist in 
temporarily dewatering the site, intakes will be completely screened with no 
larger than 3/32-inch (2.38 mm) wire mesh to prevent steelhead and other 
sensitive aquatic species from entering the pump system. Pumps will release 
the water so that suspended sediment will not re-enter the stream. The form 
and function of pumps used during the dewatering activities will be checked 
daily at a minimum to ensure a dry work environment and minimize adverse 
effects to aquatic species and habitats.

BIO-28: Caltrans will design replacement bridge structures without scuppers, 
deck drains, or other facilities that drain stormwater directly into the stream in 
order to prevent pollutants such as 6PPD-quinone (an oxidation product of 
6PPD, an additive intended to prevent damage to tire rubber from ozone) 
from directly entering waterways.

BIO-29: Before any activities within the Santa Ynez River begin, the approved 
biologist will conduct a Worker Environmental Awareness Training course 
(WEAT) for all persons employed or otherwise working on the project site 
prior to performing any work on-site. The Worker Environmental Awareness 
Training course will include a discussion of the biology of Southern California 
steelhead, its protected status, proximity to the project site, project-specific 
avoidance and minimization measures, and the implications of violating the 
Federal Endangered Species Act (FESA) and permit conditions. Upon 
completion of the training course, employees will sign a form stating they 
attended the course and understand all protection measures.

BIO-30: When the biological monitor is on-site, they shall monitor erosion and 
sediment controls to identify and correct any conditions that could adversely 
affect steelhead or steelhead habitat. The biological monitor shall be granted 
the authority to stop work activity as necessary and to recommend measures 
to avoid/minimize adverse effects to steelhead and steelhead habitat.
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BIO-31: Sound-attenuating devices shall be used during pile driving if any 
feasible method is available for dry pile driving.

BIO-32: Vibration and oscillation of piles shall be used to the greatest extent 
feasible to install piles and reduce the need for hammer driving.

Southern California Steelhead Mitigation Measures
The following proposed measures will mitigate the impacts on Southern 
California steelhead. Final compensatory mitigation will be determined in 
coordination with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife during the 
CESA 2081 ITP permitting process.

BIO-33: Caltrans will restore all areas temporarily impacted for access needs 
on-site at a 1-to-1 ratio and permanently impacted areas at a 3-to-1 ratio. 
Trees scoped for removal within jurisdictional areas will also be replaced. 
Trees with a DBH between 6 and 12 inches will be replaced at a 3-to-1 ratio, 
trees with a DBH between 12 and 24 inches will be replaced at a 5-to-1 ratio, 
and trees with a DBH greater than 24 inches will be replaced at a 10-to-1 
ratio. Replacement plantings will include appropriate native tree and 
understory species. To ensure success, monitoring and an appropriate plant 
establishment period will be required, which will include regular inspections, 
weeding, and replacement. Off-site mitigation may be needed to fulfill the 
compensatory mitigation requirements for impacts to jurisdictional aquatic 
features due to limited space available within Caltrans' right-of-way. The exact 
method of tree replacement and mitigating for permanent impacts (i.e., on-site 
mitigation, off-site mitigation, root wads, invasive species control, a 
combination of methods, etc.) will be finalized during permitting to meet 
mitigation requirements.

BIO-34: Replacement plantings will be detailed in Caltrans’ Landscape 
Architecture Landscape Planting Plan and the final Mitigation Monitoring Plan 
(MMP). The MMP will be developed in coordination with the project biologist 
and will include planting specifications and grading plans to ensure survival of 
planted vegetation and re-establishment of functions and values. The final 
MMP will detail mitigation commitments and will be consistent with standards 
and mitigation commitments from the USACE, RWQCB, and CDFW. The 
MMP will be prepared when more detailed construction plans are developed 
and will be finalized through the permit review process with regulatory 
agencies. Restoration plantings will consist of native riparian species and 
associated riparian understory and bank species.

Santa Barbara County Distinct Population Segment of California Tiger 
Salamander
The following avoidance and minimization measures will be implemented for 
potential impacts to the Santa Barbara County Distinct Population Segment of 
California Tiger Salamander upland habitat resulting from the project:
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BIO-35: Caltrans will evaluate and survey all potentially suitable habitat areas 
within the API to determine suitability for the California tiger salamander and 
designate such areas as California Tiger Salamander Special Protection 
Areas (SPA) in project plans and specifications.

BIO-36: Caltrans will obtain approval from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
and California Department of Fish and Wildlife of designated biologist(s) and 
designated monitor(s) prior to project-related activities that may result in 
impacts to the California tiger salamander. The designated biologist or 
designated monitor with the appropriate permits will be present to conduct 
surveys prior to and monitor all initial ground- or vegetation-disturbing 
activities in California Tiger Salamander Special Protection Areas to help 
minimize or avoid impacts. Designated monitors will monitor project activities 
after initial ground-disturbing activities have been completed, provided the 
permitted designated biologist is readily available should the need arise to 
relocate a California tiger salamander.

BIO-37: Caltrans will submit a relocation plan to the Service and the 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife for approval prior to construction. 
Designated biologists and/or designated monitors who handle California tiger 
salamanders will ensure that their activities do not transmit diseases or 
pathogens harmful to amphibians, such as chytrid fungus (Batrachochytrium 
dendrobatidis), by following the fieldwork code of practice developed by the 
Declining Amphibians Task Force.

BIO-38: Work activities that could potentially harm the California tiger 
salamander will be stopped until the designated biologist arrives to relocate 
the California tiger salamander to the pre-approved location. If the designated 
biologist or designated monitor recommends that work be stopped, they will 
notify the resident engineer immediately. The resident engineer will resolve 
the situation by requiring that all actions that are causing these effects be 
stopped.

BIO-39: Before any activities begin, the approved biologist will conduct a 
Worker Environmental Awareness Training course for all persons employed 
or otherwise working on the project site prior to performing any work on-site. 
The WEAT course will include a discussion of the biology of the California 
tiger salamander, its protected status, proximity to the project site, project-
specific avoidance and minimization measures, and the implications of 
violating the Federal Endangered Species Act and permit conditions. Upon 
completion of the training course, employees will sign a form stating they 
attended the course and understand all protection measures.

BIO-40: Caltrans will limit all project-related vehicle and pedestrian access to 
established roads and staging areas. Caltrans will locate staging areas within 
previously disturbed areas to the extent possible, clearly delineate them, and 
they will contain all project-related parking and storage needs. Caltrans will 
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limit the number of access routes, the size of staging areas, and the total area 
of activity to the maximum extent feasible to achieve the project.

BIO-41: During project activities, all trash that may attract predators will be 
properly contained, removed from the work site, and disposed of regularly. 
Following construction, all trash and construction debris will be removed from 
work areas.

BIO-42: If work will occur in a California Tiger Salamander Special Protection 
Area between October 1 and May 31, temporary California Tiger Salamander 
exclusionary fencing will be installed during dry conditions prior to work within 
the California Tiger Salamander Special Protection Area to protect California 
tiger salamander habitat outside of the California Tiger Salamander Special 
Protection Area and prevent individuals from dispersing into work areas. The 
designated biologist or monitor will inspect the area regularly when work is 
scheduled within a California Tiger Salamander Special Protection Area to 
ensure the integrity of the fence and that workers avoid entering California 
Tiger Salamander habitat outside of the California Tiger Salamander Special 
Protection Area.

BIO-43: Caltrans will consult the National Weather Service 24-hour forecast 
daily. If there is over a 70 percent chance of precipitation forecasted, the 
designated biologist will survey the work area to ensure that California tiger 
salamanders have been cleared.

BIO-44: If an unpredicted rainfall event starts while construction activities are 
in progress, Caltrans will suspend all work activities in a California Tiger 
Salamander Special Protection Area until the designated biologist surveys the 
work area to ensure that California tiger salamanders have been cleared.

California Tiger Salamander Mitigation
As part of the California Endangered Species Act and Federal Endangered 
Species Act consultations, Caltrans expects that compensatory mitigation will 
be required to offset habitat impacts resulting from the project. The following 
mitigation estimates have been made for this project, according to mitigation 
ratios required by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife for other 
Caltrans projects with California tiger salamander impacts.

BIO-45: Caltrans will complete a total of up to 5.25 acres of compensatory 
mitigation for potential impacts to California tiger salamander upland habitat, 
which includes:

· A 3-to-1 mitigation ratio for permanent impacts (0.05 acre) for a total of 
0.15 acre; and

· A 1-to-1 mitigation ratio for temporary impacts (5.1 acres) for a total of 5.1 
acres.
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Caltrans will determine actual mitigation credits based on an evaluation and 
survey of all potentially suitable habitat areas within the Area of Potential 
Impacts and calculation of the value of impacted California Tiger Salamander 
habitat using the methodology outlined in Searcy and Shaffer (2008). Before 
starting ground- or vegetation-disturbing project activities, Caltrans will satisfy 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife requirement to provide California Tiger Salamander habitat mitigation 
by purchasing credits at a California Endangered Species Act-certified and 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife-approved Conservation Bank (such 
as La Purisima Bank) authorized to sell credits for California Tiger 
Salamander. Details regarding the exact amount of mitigation required will be 
developed during the Federal Endangered Species Act and California 
Endangered Species Act consultation process.

California Red-Legged Frog
Caltrans anticipates the proposed project will qualify for Federal Endangered 
Species Act incidental take coverage under the Programmatic Biological 
Opinion for Projects Funded or Approved under the Federal Highway 
Administration’s Federal Aid Program (United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
2011), which includes the following project-specific measures:

BIO-46: Only United States Fish and Wildlife Service-approved biologists 
shall participate in activities associated with the capture, handling, and 
monitoring of California red-legged frogs.

BIO-47: Ground disturbance shall not begin until written approval is received 
from the United States Fish and Wildlife Service that the biologist is qualified 
to conduct the work.

BIO-48: A United States Fish and Wildlife Service-approved biologist shall 
survey the project area no more than 48 hours before the start of work 
activities. If any life stage of the California red-legged frog is found, and these 
individuals are likely to be killed or injured by work activities, the approved 
biologist shall be allowed sufficient time to move them from the site before 
work begins. The United States Fish and Wildlife Service-approved biologist 
shall relocate the California red-legged frogs to the shortest distance possible 
to a location that contains suitable habitat and will not be affected by project 
construction. The relocation site shall be in the same drainage to the extent 
practicable. Caltrans shall coordinate with the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service on the relocation site prior to the capture of any California red-legged 
frogs.

BIO-49: Before any activities begin on a project, a United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service-approved biologist shall conduct a training session for all 
construction personnel. At a minimum, the training shall include a description 
of the California red-legged frog and its habitat, the specific measures that are 
being implemented to conserve the California red-legged frog for the current 
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project, and the boundaries within which the project may be accomplished. 
Brochures, books, and briefings may be used in the training session, with a 
qualified person on hand to answer any questions. The training will also 
include descriptions of other special-status species with the potential to occur 
in the project area.

BIO-50: A United States Fish and Wildlife Service-approved biologist shall be 
present at the work site until all California red-legged frogs have been 
removed, workers have been instructed, and disturbance of habitat has been 
completed. After this time, Caltrans shall designate a person to monitor on-
site compliance with all minimization measures. The United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service-approved biologist shall ensure this monitor receives the 
training outlined in measure BIO-4 above and in the identification of California 
red-legged frogs. If the monitor or the United States Fish and Wildlife Service-
approved biologist recommends that work be stopped because California red-
legged frogs would be affected in a manner not anticipated by Caltrans and 
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service during review of the proposed 
action, they shall notify the resident engineer immediately. The resident 
engineer shall resolve the situation by requiring that all actions that are 
causing these effects be stopped. When work is stopped, the United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service shall be notified as soon as possible.

BIO-51: During project activities, all trash that may attract predators or 
scavengers shall be properly contained, removed from the work site, and 
disposed of regularly. Following construction, all trash and debris shall be 
removed from work areas.

Measure BIO-52 has been updated since circulation of the draft 
environmental document.]

BIO-52: All refueling, maintenance, and staging of equipment and vehicles 
shall occur at least 100 feet from riparian habitat or water bodies and not in a 
location from which a spill would drain directly toward aquatic habitat, unless 
otherwise preapproved by the necessary agencies. The monitor shall ensure 
that contamination of the habitat does not occur during operations. Before 
work starts, Caltrans shall ensure that a plan is in place for a prompt and 
effective response to any accidental spills. All workers shall be informed of 
the importance of preventing spills and the appropriate measures to take 
should a spill occur.

BIO-53: Habitat contours shall be returned to a natural configuration at the 
end of project construction. This measure shall be implemented in all areas 
disturbed by project construction, unless the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service and Caltrans determine that it is not feasible or modification of 
original contours would benefit the California red-legged frog.
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BIO-54: The number of access routes, the size of staging areas, and the total 
area of activity shall be limited to the minimum necessary to achieve the 
project. Environmentally Sensitive Areas shall be established to confine 
access routes and construction areas to the minimum area necessary to 
complete construction and minimize the impact on California red-legged frog 
habitat; this goal includes locating access routes and construction areas 
outside of wetlands and riparian areas to the maximum extent practicable.

BIO-55: Caltrans shall attempt to schedule work for times of the year when 
impacts to the California red-legged frog would be minimal. For example, 
work that would affect large pools that may support breeding would be 
avoided, to the maximum degree practicable, during the breeding season 
(November through May). Isolated pools that are important to maintain 
California red-legged frogs through the driest portions of the year would be 
avoided, to the maximum degree practicable, during the late summer and 
early fall. Habitat assessments, surveys, and technical assistance between 
Caltrans and the United States Fish and Wildlife Service during project 
planning shall be used to assist in scheduling work activities to avoid sensitive 
habitats during key times of the year.

BIO-56: To control sedimentation during and after project completion, 
Caltrans shall implement Best Management Practices outlined in any 
authorizations or permits issued under the authorities of the Clean Water Act 
received for the project. If Best Management Practices are ineffective, 
Caltrans shall attempt to remedy the situation immediately, in coordination 
with the United States Fish and Wildlife Service.

[Measure BIO-57 has been updated since circulation of the draft 
environmental document.]

BIO-57: If a work site is to be temporarily dewatered by pumping, intakes will 
be completely screened with wire mesh not larger than 3/32 inch (2.38 
millimeters) to prevent California red-legged frogs from entering the pump 
system. Water will be released or pumped downstream at an appropriate rate 
to maintain downstream flows during construction. Upon completion of 
construction activities, any diversions or barriers to flow will be removed in a 
manner that would allow flow to resume with the least disturbance to the 
substrate. Alteration of the stream bed will be minimized to the maximum 
extent possible; any imported material will be removed from the stream bed 
upon project completion.

BIO-58: Unless approved by the Service, water will not be impounded in a 
manner that may attract California red-legged frogs.

BIO-59: A United States Fish and Wildlife Service-approved biologist shall 
permanently remove any individuals of exotic species, such as bullfrogs 
(Rana catesbeiana), signal and red swamp crayfish (Pacifastacus 
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leniusculus; Procambarus clarkii), and centrarchid fishes from the project area 
to the maximum extent possible. The United States Fish and Wildlife Service-
approved biologist shall be responsible for ensuring his or her activities 
comply with the California Fish and Game Code.

BIO-60: If Caltrans demonstrates that disturbed areas have been restored to 
conditions that allow them to function as habitat for the California red-legged 
frog, these areas will not be included in the amount of total habitat 
permanently disturbed.

BIO-61: To ensure that diseases are not conveyed between work sites by the 
Service-approved biologist, the fieldwork code of practice developed by the 
Declining Amphibian Populations Task Force will be followed at all times.

BIO-62: Project sites will be re-vegetated with an assemblage of native 
riparian, wetland, and upland vegetation suitable for the area. Locally 
collected plant materials will be used to the extent practicable. Invasive, 
exotic plants will be controlled to the maximum extent practicable. This 
measure will be implemented in all areas disturbed by project construction, 
unless the Service and Caltrans determine that it is not feasible or practical.

BIO-63: Caltrans will not use herbicides as the primary method to control 
invasive, exotic plants. However, if Caltrans determines that the use of 
herbicides is the only feasible method for controlling invasive plants at a 
specific project site, it will implement the following additional protective 
measures for the California red-legged frog:

a. Caltrans will not use herbicides during the breeding season for the 
California red-legged frog.

b. Caltrans will conduct surveys for the California red-legged frog 
immediately before the start of any herbicide use. If found, California red-
legged frogs will be relocated to suitable habitat far enough from the 
project area that no direct contact with herbicides will occur.

c. Giant reed and other invasive plants will be cut and hauled out by hand 
and then painted with glyphosate or glyphosate-based products, such as 
Aquamaster® or Rodeo®.

d. Licensed and experienced Caltrans staff or a licensed and experienced 
contractor will use a hand-held sprayer for foliar application of 
Aquamaster® or Rodeo® where large monoculture stands occur at an 
individual project site.

e. All precautions will be taken to ensure that no herbicide is applied to 
native vegetation.

f. Herbicides will not be applied on or near open water surfaces (no closer 
than 60 feet from open water).
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g. Foliar applications of herbicide will not occur when wind speeds are in 
excess of 3 miles per hour.

h. No herbicides will be applied within 24 hours of forecasted rain.
i. Application of all herbicides will be done by qualified Caltrans staff or 

contractors to ensure that overspray is minimized, that all application is 
made in accordance with label recommendations, and with the 
implementation of all required and reasonable safety measures. A safe 
dye will be added to the mixture to visually denote treated sites. 
Application of herbicides will be consistent with the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency's Office of Pesticide Programs, Endangered Species 
Protection Program County bulletins.

j. All herbicides, fuels, lubricants, and equipment will be stored, poured, or 
refilled at least 60 feet from riparian habitat or water bodies in a location 
where a spill would not drain directly toward aquatic habitat. Caltrans will 
ensure that contamination of habitat does not occur during such 
operations. Before the start of work, Caltrans will ensure that a plan is in 
place for a prompt and effective response to accidental spills. All workers 
will be informed of the importance of preventing spills and the appropriate 
measures to take should a spill occur.

BIO-64: Upon completion of the project, Caltrans shall ensure that a Project 
Completion Report is completed and provided to the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service, following the template provided with the Programmatic 
Biological Opinion.

California Red-Legged Frog Mitigation
BIO-65: Temporary impacts to upland/dispersal habitat will be mitigated at a 
1-to-1 ratio (acreage) and a 3-to-1 ratio (acreage) for permanent impacts to 
upland/dispersal habitat. The method of mitigation (i.e., on-site mitigation, off-
site mitigation, mitigation credits, invasive species control, combination of 
methods, etc.) will be determined during the design phase of the project. 
Additionally, compensatory mitigation measures BIO-33, BIO-34, and BIO-42 
will mitigate impacts to California red-legged frog upland dispersal habitat.

Western Spadefoot Toad
The following avoidance and minimization measures will be implemented for 
potential impacts to the western spadefoot toad upland habitat resulting from 
the project:

Avoidance and minimization measures BIO-35 through BIO-44 and BIO-46 
through BIO-64 apply to the western spadefoot toad. Mitigation Measures 
BIO-45 and BIO-65 also apply.
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Southwestern Pond Turtle
The following avoidance and minimization measures will be implemented for 
potential impacts to the southwestern pond turtle upland habitat resulting from 
the project:

BIO-66: Preconstruction Survey: No more than 24 hours before the date of 
initial ground disturbance and vegetation clearing, a United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service and California Department of Fish and Wildlife-approved 
biologist with experience in the identification of all life stages of the 
southwestern pond turtle will conduct a pre-construction survey at the project 
locations. The survey will consist of walking the project limits and within the 
project site to determine the possible presence of the species. The approved 
biologist will investigate all areas (such as small woody debris, refuse, 
burrows, etc.) that could be used by southwestern pond turtles for migration, 
nesting, sheltering. 

BIO-67: Before any activities begin, the approved biologist will conduct a 
Worker Environmental Awareness Training course for all persons employed 
or otherwise working on the project site before performing any work on-site. 
The WEAT will include a discussion of the biology of the southwestern pond 
turtle, its protected status, proximity to the project site, project-specific 
avoidance and minimization measures, and the implications of violating the 
FESA and permit conditions. Upon completion of the training course, 
employees will sign a form stating they attended the course and understand 
all protection measures.

BIO-68: Biological Monitoring – The approved biologist will monitor 
construction activities where pond turtles are present or assumed present. 
The approved biologist will be present during all initial ground disturbance at 
locations immediately adjacent to or within habitat that supports populations 
of southwestern pond turtles.

BIO-69: Relocation – To mitigate potential impacts resulting from project 
construction, individuals will be relocated by the approved biologist to a 
nearby location outside of the construction area with suitable habitat.

Avoidance and minimization measures BIO-1 through BIO-14, BIO-35 
through BIO-44, and BIO-46 through BIO-64 apply.

Southwestern Pond Turtle Mitigation Measures
Mitigation measures BIO-33, BIO-34, BIO-45, and BIO-65 also apply.

Northern California legless lizard and coast horned lizard

BIO-70: If coast horned lizards or Northern California legless lizards are 
detected in the project limits during preconstruction surveys or construction, 
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individuals will be relocated by a qualified biologist to a nearby location 
outside of the construction area with suitable habitat.

Additionally, avoidance and minimization measures BIO-35 through BIO-44 
and BIO-46 through BIO-64 apply.

Coast Patch-Nosed Snake and Two-Striped Garter Snake
The following avoidance measures will be implemented to minimize and avoid 
impacts to the coast patch-nosed snake and two-striped garter snake:

BIO-71: A qualified biologist would conduct a preconstruction survey before 
the start of ground disturbance at locations with suitable coast patch-nosed 
snake and two-striped garter snake habitat.

BIO-72: If present, a qualified biologist would relocate individuals to a nearby 
location outside the construction area with suitable habitat.

Southwestern Willow Flycatcher and Least Bell’s Vireo
The following measures will be implemented to minimize and avoid impacts to 
least Bell’s vireo and southwestern willow flycatcher:

BIO-73: Focused surveys following United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
survey guidelines for least Bell’s vireo and southwestern willow flycatcher 
shall be completed to determine the presence/absence of least Bell’s vireo 
and southwestern willow flycatcher wherever suitable habitat is present within 
500 feet of the limits of construction. Surveys shall be conducted within one 
year before the start of construction activities. If the least Bell’s vireo and the 
southwestern willow flycatcher are detected during these surveys, formal 
Section 7 consultation will be initiated.

BIO-74: Caltrans will provide the United States Fish and Wildlife Service with 
a report detailing Least bell’s vireo and southwestern willow flycatcher survey 
efforts for the breeding season before construction.

BIO-75: Before any activities begin, the approved biologist will conduct a 
Worker Environmental Awareness Training course for all persons employed 
or otherwise working on the project site before performing any work on-site. 
The WEAT course will include a discussion of the biology of the least Bell’s 
vireo and the southwestern willow flycatcher, their protected status, proximity 
to the project site, project-specific avoidance and minimization measures, and 
the implications of violating FESA and permit conditions. Upon completion of 
the training course, employees will sign a form stating they attended the 
course and understand all protection measures.

BIO-76: Before construction, vegetation removal shall be scheduled to occur 
from October 1 to January 31, outside the typical nesting bird season, if 
possible, to avoid potential impacts to nesting birds. If tree removal or other 
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construction activities are proposed to occur within 100 feet of potential 
habitat during the nesting season (February 1 to September 30), a nesting 
bird survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist no more than five 
calendar days before construction.

BIO-77: If least Bell’s vireo or southwestern willow flycatcher are observed 
within 100 feet of the project area during construction or during the 
preconstruction surveys, all project activities shall stop immediately, and the 
relevant resource agencies shall be consulted. Development of additional 
avoidance and minimization measures will occur as necessary in coordination 
with the pertinent agencies.

Southwestern Willow Flycatcher and Least Bell’s Vireo Mitigation
Mitigation measures BIO-33 and BIO-34 will mitigate the impacts to least 
Bell’s vireo and southwestern willow flycatcher habitat. Impacts to vegetation 
would be offset by replacement plantings within the project limits, which will 
also replace in-kind nesting habitat.

Tri-Colored Blackbird and Nesting Birds
The following avoidance and minimization measures will be implemented to 
minimize impacts to nesting migratory birds:

BIO-78: Caltrans will schedule vegetation removal between October 1 and 
January 31, outside the typical nesting bird season, as feasible. If 
construction activities are proposed to occur within 100 feet of potential 
habitat during the nesting season (February 1 to September 30), a nesting 
bird survey will be conducted by a qualified biologist no more than three days 
before construction. Partially built nests may only be removed if they have 
been monitored by a qualified biologist and determined to be inactive. If an 
active nest is found, a qualified biologist will determine an appropriate buffer 
based on the habits and needs of the species. The buffer area will be avoided 
until a qualified biologist has determined that juveniles have fledged and are 
no longer dependent on the nest. If a tricolored blackbird is detected within 
the project limits or within 250 feet of construction activities, a qualified 
biologist will determine whether a nesting colony is present in the area. If 
nesting tricolored blackbirds are confirmed, California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife will be notified, and a buffer zone for the colony will be defined. No 
take of tricolored blackbird will occur.

BIO-79: During the non-nesting season (October 1 to January 31), methods 
to deter new nests on the bridge will be implemented to prevent new nests 
from forming during project activities. Exact methods of deterrence will be 
determined during the design phase. Removal of nests as they are beginning 
to form may be conducted as a last resort to further prevent nesting during 
project activities. There will be no removal of fully formed active nests.
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BIO-80: Active bird nests must not be disturbed, and eggs or young of birds 
covered by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and California Fish and Game Code 
must not be killed, destroyed, injured, or harassed at any time.

Tri-Colored Blackbird and Nesting Birds Mitigation
No additional mitigation is proposed beyond the replacement plantings within 
the project limits, which will also replace in-kind nesting habitat.

Pallid Bat, Western Red Bat, Silver-Haired Bat, Yuma Myotis, and Other 
Roosting Bats
BIO-81: Tree removal shall be scheduled to occur from September 2 to 
January 31, outside the typical bat maternity roosting season, if possible, to 
avoid potential impacts to roosting bats.

BIO-82: If tree removal or other construction activities are proposed to occur 
within 100 feet of potential habitat during the bat maternity roosting season 
(February 1 to September 1), a bat roost survey shall be conducted by a 
biologist determined qualified by Caltrans within 14 days before construction. 
The biologist(s) conducting the preconstruction surveys will also identify the 
nature of the bat utilization (i.e., no roosting, night roost, day roost, maternity 
roost) and determine if passive bat exclusion will be necessary and feasible. If 
an active day roost is found, a qualified Caltrans biologist shall determine an 
appropriate buffer based on the habits and needs of the species. The buffer 
area shall be avoided until a qualified biologist has determined that roosting 
activity has stopped or exclusionary methods have successfully evicted 
roosting bats.

BIO-83: If bats are found by a qualified biologist to be maternity roosting, the 
roost(s) will be designated as an Environmentally Sensitive Area, and all 
construction activities shall be avoided within 100 feet until the end of the 
maternity roosting season (beginning of September) or until pups are volant 
(capable of flight).

Pallid Bat, Western Red Bat, Silver-Haired Bat, Yuma Myotis, and Other 
Roosting Bats Mitigation
With the above avoidance and minimization efforts specific to roosting bats as 
well as compensatory mitigation measures BIO-33 and BIO-34 for impacts to 
vegetation, no additional mitigation is proposed for roosting bats.

San Diego Desert Woodrat
BIO-84: Before initial ground disturbance, a preconstruction visual survey will 
be conducted by a qualified biologist within suitable woodrat habitat to 
determine the presence of woodrat nests.
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BIO-85: If woodrat nests are present within the area of construction activities, 
an ESA with a 25-foot buffer around each nest will be established to avoid 
nests.

BIO-86: Construction activities requiring grading or vegetation removal within 
the 25-foot protective buffer should only occur under the supervision of a 
qualified biologist.

BIO-87: If project activities cannot avoid removing the nest, then it should be 
dismantled by hand before grading or vegetation removal activities, under the 
supervision of a qualified biologist. Dismantling shall occur during the non-
breeding season (October 1 through December 31). If young are encountered 
during nest dismantling, the dismantling activity will stop and nest material will 
be replaced back on the nest, and the nest should be left alone and 
rechecked in two to three weeks to see if the young are out of the nest or 
capable of being out on their own (as determined by a qualified biologist); 
once the young can fend for themselves, the nest dismantling can continue. 
Where appropriate, nest material will be relocated to a suitable location 
nearby.

San Diego Desert Woodrat Mitigation
No mitigation measures are required for this species.

American Badger
The following avoidance and minimization measures are recommended:

BIO-88: No less than 14 days and no more than 30 days before the beginning 
of ground disturbance and/or construction activities, a qualified biologist shall 
conduct a survey to determine if any American badger dens are present at 
the project site. If dens are found, they shall be monitored for badger activity. 
Potentially active dens will be monitored with tracking medium or infrared 
cameras for three consecutive days to determine the current use. If no badger 
activity is observed during this period, then the den will be excavated by hand 
or carefully with equipment or blocked during the duration of construction 
under the direction of a qualified biologist to preclude (prevent) subsequent 
use. If American badger activity is observed at a den, Caltrans will coordinate 
with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife for suitable buffer 
implementation or exclusion methods.

BIO-89: Observations of occupied badger dens or American badgers within 
the project area shall be submitted to the California Natural Diversity 
Database upon project completion.

BIO-90: No rodent control pesticides shall be used, including anticoagulant 
rodenticides such as brodifacoum, bromadiolone, difethialone, and 
difenacoum. This is necessary to minimize the possibility of primary or 
secondary poisoning of American badgers or other special-status species.
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American Badger Mitigation
No mitigation measures are required for the American badger.
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2.1.5 Cultural Resources

Caltrans applies standard specifications to all projects in the event of the 
discovery of unanticipated cultural materials. If cultural materials are 
discovered during project construction, all earth-moving activity within and 
around the immediate discovery area will be diverted until a qualified 
archaeologist can assess the nature and significance of the find.

If human remains are discovered, California Health and Safety Code Section 
7050.5 states that further disturbances and activities shall stop in any area or 
nearby area suspected to overlie remains, and the county coroner should be 
contacted. If the remains are thought by the coroner to be of Native American, 
the coroner will notify the Native American Heritage Commission, who, 
pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, will then notify the Most 
Likely Descendant. At this time, the person who discovers the remains will 
contact Caltrans District 5 Environmental Branch staff so that they may work 
with the Most Likely Descendant on the respectful treatment and disposition 
of the remains. Further provisions of Public Resources Code Section 5097.98 
are to be followed as applicable.

Considering the information in the Historical Property Survey Report dated 
October 2024 and the Archaeological Survey dated October 2024, the 
following significance determinations have been made:

Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Cultural Resources

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource pursuant to 
Section 15064.5? 

No Impact

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

No Impact

c) Disturb any human remains, including those 
interred outside of dedicated cemeteries? 

No Impact

2.1.6 Energy

Caltrans incorporates energy efficiency, conservation, and climate change 
measures into transportation planning, project development, design, 
operations, and maintenance of transportation facilities, fleets, buildings, and 
equipment to minimize the use of fuel supplies and energy sources and 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

Because the project is not a capacity-increasing project, the operation will not 
increase energy usage. Energy usage will be required during construction but 
minimized whenever possible by recycling materials and implementing 
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greenhouse gas reduction strategies. Considering the measures in the 
greenhouse gas section, the following significance determinations have been 
made:

Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Energy

a) Result in potentially significant environmental 
impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or 
unnecessary consumption of energy resources 
during project construction or operation?

No Impact

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan 
for renewable energy or energy efficiency?

No Impact

2.1.7 Geology and Soils

According to the California Department of Conservation, the section of the 
project where the Robinson Bridge will be replaced lies on the Santa Ynez 
River Fault Line, which is a Quaternary Fault. The project site is not in a 
landslide-prone area. The project will not increase erosion or result in the loss 
of topsoil.

Considering the information in the Paleontological Identification Report dated 
February 7, 2025, and the Preliminary Geotechnical Design Report dated 
January 17, 2025, the following significance determinations have been made:

Question—Would the project: CEQA Significance Determinations  
for Geology and Soils

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential 
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of 
loss, injury, or death involving:

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

No Impact

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? No Impact
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, 
including liquefaction? No Impact

iv) Landslides? No Impact
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss 
of topsoil? Less Than Significant Impact
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Question—Would the project: CEQA Significance Determinations  
for Geology and Soils

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-
site or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, 
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

Less Than Significant Impact

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

No Impact

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 
wastewater?

No Impact

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature?

No Impact

Affected Environment
The project locations are in the Santa Ynez Mountain Range, within the 
Transverse Ranges Province of California. State Route 246 traverses the 
Santa Rita Valley, which is generally composed of quaternary alluvial 
deposits associated with valley and stream channels. The Orcutt Sands may 
be encountered along the toe of hillslopes, which consist of aeolian sand and, 
locally, basal pebble layers.

The soils around the proposed project culverts have low susceptibility to 
erosion, as indicated by their low potassium content, coarse texture, and high 
clay content. Further information on the soil types at the project site can be 
viewed in the geotechnical reports and the U.S. Department of Agriculture 
Soil Survey Report. Within the project site, liquefaction potential may exist at 
the culvert rehabilitation sites since they are within the floodplain deposits of 
Holocene-age gravel and sand. The culvert sites are not in any mapped 
California Geological Survey liquefaction zones.

Environmental Consequences
The project will include grading along the approach roads to the new 
Robinson Bridge, below the Robinson Bridge, and around some of the 
culverts that will be rehabilitated. Best Management Practices will be used 
during project construction to minimize erosion to the extent feasible. The 
proposed project has liquefaction potential around some of the proposed 
culverts, and this will be analyzed using site-specific geotechnical 
investigations in the next phase of the project.
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2.1.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Considering the information in the Climate Change Report dated November 6, 
2024, the following significance determinations have been made:

Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations  

for Greenhouse Gas Emissions

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

Less Than Significant Impact

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

Less Than Significant Impact

Affected Environment
California has been innovative and proactive in addressing greenhouse gas 
emissions and climate change by passing multiple Senate and Assembly bills 
and Executive Orders.

In 2005, Executive Order S-3-05 initially set a goal to reduce California’s 
greenhouse gas emissions to 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050, with 
interim reduction targets. Later Executive Orders and Assembly and Senate 
bills refined interim targets and codified the emissions reduction goals and 
strategies. The California Air Resources Board was directed to create a 
climate change scoping plan and implement rules to achieve “real, 
quantifiable, cost-effective reductions of greenhouse gases.” Ongoing 
greenhouse gas emissions reduction was also mandated in Health and Safety 
Code Section 38551(b). In 2022, the California Climate Crisis Act was 
passed, establishing state policy to reduce statewide human-caused 
greenhouse gas emissions by 85 percent below 1990 levels, achieve net-zero 
greenhouse gas emissions by 2045, and achieve and maintain negative 
emissions thereafter.

The proposed project is along State Route 246, from State Route 1 at post 
mile 9.55 in the city of Lompoc to post mile R20.90 near the city of Buellton. 
State Route 246 is the primary transportation route between Santa Ynez, 
Lompoc, and Buellton, where it intersects with U.S. Route 101. Most of the 
project is surrounded by rural farmland; however, the project area is urban 
from post miles 9.55 to 9.7 in the Lompoc area. Within the city of Lompoc, the 
project area has a well-developed road and street network with residential 
and commercial buildings. The route in the project area is a major arterial 
route and is heavily used during peak hours, especially in the urban area. The 
City of Lompoc Transit runs public transportation operations throughout 
Lompoc and Buellton within the project limits. The project area is in the Santa 
Ynez Valley within the Santa Ynez River Watershed. The geography along 
the project area of State Route 246 is a mix of flat topography intermixed with 
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slight hills. The primary crops grown in the region include asparagus, broccoli, 
and cauliflower, which are ideally suited for the area’s temperate 
Mediterranean climate. Annual temperature averages a high of 68 degrees 
Fahrenheit and a low of 49 degrees Fahrenheit; additionally, the average 
annual rainfall is 16 inches.

Environmental Consequences
Operational Emissions
The purpose of the proposed project is to rehabilitate or replace existing 
assets and improve multimodal operations; it will not increase the vehicle 
capacity of the roadway. Because the project would not increase the number 
of travel lanes or modify vehicle capacity on State Route 246, no increase in 
vehicle miles traveled is anticipated. This type of project generally causes 
minimal or no increase in operational greenhouse gas emissions. While some 
greenhouse gas emissions during the construction period would be 
unavoidable, no increase in operational greenhouse gas emissions is 
expected.

Construction Emissions
Construction greenhouse gas emissions would result from material 
processing and transportation, on-site construction equipment, and traffic 
delays due to construction. These emissions will 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 greenhouse gas emissions are only produced for a short time, 
they have long-term effects in the atmosphere, so they cannot be considered 
“temporary” in the same way as criteria pollutants that subside after 
construction is completed.

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

Construction climate change emissions were estimated using the Caltrans 
Construction Emissions Tool (CAL-CET) using default settings for a 
pavement preservation project. For example, the estimated average carbon 
dioxide emissions are 605 tons per year, and the construction phase is 
approximately 458 working days. Additionally, the estimated average carbon 
dioxide equivalent emissions are about 1,217 tons generated over the 458-
day construction period. Note that these estimates are based on assumptions 
made during the environmental planning phase of the project and are 
considered a “ballpark” of energy usage.
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The following is a list of standard specifications all Caltrans projects use to 
help reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

· Sections 7-1.02A and 7-1.02C, Emissions Reduction, require contractors 
to comply with all laws applicable to the project and to certify they are 
aware of and will comply with all California Air Resources Board emission 
reduction regulations.

· Section 14-9.02, Air Pollution Control, requires contractors to comply with 
all air pollution control rules, regulations, ordinances, and statutes. Certain 
common regulations, such as equipment idling restrictions, that reduce 
construction vehicle emissions also help reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions.

· Section 14-10 Solid Waste Disposal and Recycling. Recycling greater 
quantities of construction waste will help offset greenhouse gas emissions.

· Section 12, Temporary Traffic Control, outlines the standards for properly 
implementing traffic controls during construction.

· Standard Specifications Section 21-2.02K, Compost, will guide the 
inclusion of compost or mulch in the landscape plan where it is 
appropriate. Landscaping components, such as mulch and compost, 
improve carbon sequestration rates in soils and reduce organic waste.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
The following measures are proposed to help minimize greenhouse gas 
emissions generated from construction activities.

GHG-1: Limit idling to 5 minutes for delivery and dump trucks and other 
diesel-powered equipment when not in active operation.

GHG-2: Schedule delivery truck trips outside peak morning and evening 
commute hours.

GHG-3: For improved fuel efficiency from construction equipment:

· Maintain equipment in proper tune and working condition.

· Use the right-sized equipment for the job.

· Use equipment with new technologies.

GHG-4: When feasible, use alternative fuels such as renewable diesel for 
construction equipment.



Chapter 2  Ÿ  CEQA Evaluation

Route 246 CAPM and Robinson Bridge  Ÿ  78

GHG-5: Supplement existing construction environmental training with 
information on methods to reduce greenhouse gas emissions related to 
construction.

GHG-6: When feasible, produce Hot Mix Asphalt using warm mix technology.

GHG-7: Use Rubberized Hot Mix Asphalt to lower the rolling resistance of 
highway surfaces as much as possible while still maintaining design and 
safety standards.

GHG-8: Use Partial Depth Recycling to recycle existing pavement where 
feasible.

2.1.9 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Considering the information in the 0-Phase Initial Site Assessment dated 
January 17, 2023, the following significance determinations have been made:

Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials

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

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

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle 
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an 
existing or proposed school?

No Impact

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? 

No Impact
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Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials

e) For a project located within an airport land 
use plan or, where such a plan has not been 
adopted, within 2 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

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

Less Than Significant Impact

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or 
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or 
death involving wildland fires?

No Impact

Affected Environment
Records Search
A review of the Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites List (“Cortese List” 
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5), including the State Water 
Resources Control Board’s GeoTracker database and the California 
Department of Toxic Substances Control’s EnviroStor database, as well as 
environmental records (e.g., California Geologic Energy Management 
Division, Caltrans files), was performed on January 17, 2023. Three known 
contaminated sites are identified on the GeoTracker database within 1,000 
feet of the intersection of State Route 1 and State Route 246, which serves as 
the beginning of the project limits. The three known contaminated sites 
include the following:

1. The former Grefco-North property at State Route 1 and State Route 246 
(T10000005691, case closed in 2014).

2. The Grefco property at 300 12th Street (T0608300028, case closed in 
2011).

3. The Grefco Minerals Plant at 333 East Highway 246 (T10000005698, 
case closed in 2014).

Each site that had petroleum-related contamination has since been 
remediated.

Contamination at the former Grefco-North property and Grefco North Minerals 
Plant occurred along the southern border of the parcel next to State Route 
246 as a result of petroleum fuel-related contamination from leaking 
underground storage tanks. The site was remediated via the excavation and 
removal of sand and soil contaminated with petroleum products in 2004. Any 
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remnant contamination still present on the site has likely attenuated 
(weakened) over the last 21 years. Contamination associated with this case is 
unlikely to impact the proposed project.

Contamination at the former Grefco Minerals plant occurred along the 
northern border of the parcel as a result of oil leakage from hydraulic 
equipment, over 600 feet from Caltrans' right-of-way. Former contamination 
from this site would not impact the proposed project.

Contamination at the Grefco property occurred closer to Caltrans' right-of-way 
along State Route 246, next to and possibly within areas proposed for a 
temporary construction easement and permanent easement. The site has 
been fully remediated through soil excavation and disposal, soil excavation 
and bioremediation, extraction and treatment of groundwater, and injection of 
hydrogen peroxide. It is expected that soil and groundwater immediately next 
to and within the proposed easements have been fully remediated and no 
significant contaminants remain. Therefore, the Grefco property is not 
expected to pose a risk or impact the proposed project. If the size or location 
of the proposed easements changes, case documents from this site should 
be reviewed again to confirm these conclusions.

One additional GeoTracker site is located within 1,000 feet of post mile 
R17.5: the Santa Rita Ridge Estates site located along Campbell Road off 
State Route 246 (T10000013324, case closed in 2009). Contamination 
occurred as a result of a ranch burn dump site. A total of 1,101 tons of 
contaminated soil was excavated and removed in 2007. Any remnant 
contamination still present on the site has likely attenuated (weakened) over 
the last 18 years. Contamination associated with this case is unlikely to 
impact the proposed project.

Aerially Deposited Lead
The historical use of leaded gasoline in automobiles has resulted in soils 
along roadways throughout California containing elevated concentrations of 
lead. Soil with lead concentrations exceeding stipulated thresholds must be 
managed under the July 1, 2016, Aerially Deposited Lead Agreement 
between Caltrans and the California Department of Toxic Substances Control. 
The Aerially Deposited Lead Agreement outlines which soils can be safely 
reused within the project limits and which soils must be exported and 
disposed of as hazardous waste. Caltrans has developed standard special 
provisions to comply with the 2016 Aerially Deposited Lead Agreement and to 
ensure the proper management, reuse, and disposal of Aerially Deposited 
Lead-contaminated soils.

Aerially Deposited Lead may be present within the project limits because 
there are unpaved surfaces next to the highway at each work location 
included in the project scope (Aerially Deposited Lead does not accumulate 
beneath pavement).
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Yellow Thermoplastic or Traffic Stripe
Yellow traffic paint purchased by Caltrans before 1997 contained high 
concentrations of lead. The application of yellow thermoplastic material 
containing high concentrations of lead continued until at least 2004 to 2006. 
The lead concentrations in the older yellow paint and yellow thermoplastic are 
high enough to make these hazardous materials when they are removed.

Older hazardous yellow traffic stripes within the project limits have already 
been removed by projects through this portion of the State Route 246 
corridor, specifically by project EA 05-0S400 in 2010.

Naturally Occurring Asbestos
Naturally occurring asbestos refers to silicate minerals that occur as 
asbestiform fibers and are found as a natural component of soils or rocks. 
Disturbance of rocks containing naturally occurring asbestos can release 
asbestos fibers into the air, which pose a human health risk when inhaled. In 
District 5, naturally occurring asbestos can be found within serpentine and 
ultramafic rocks of the Coast Ranges and within fault zones.

A review of geologic mapping and mineral hazard maps indicates that 
naturally occurring asbestos is not present near this project.

Lead-Containing Paint and Asbestos-Containing Materials
Bridges and structures may have materials with lead-containing paint and 
asbestos.

Treated Wood Waste
Caltrans guardrail supports and signposts often consist of wood that has been 
treated with chemical preservatives to prevent rot or insect attack. Treated 
wood waste is considered to be a California hazardous waste but is subject to 
alternative management standards under Health and Safety Code Section 
25230 that allow for simplified management and transport of treated wood 
waste and disposal at non-hazardous waste landfills that meet certain 
requirements.

Guardrails, three-beam barriers, and signs with wooden posts are present in 
the project limits.

Electrical Equipment
Removal and disposal of electrical equipment may generate hazardous waste 
or require special handling. Electrical equipment could include mercury-
containing switches, sensors, or timers; ballasts with polychlorinated biphenyl; 
and other electronic wastes or electrical components that require special 
handling. Caltrans Standard Specifications Section 14-11.15 contains the 
requirements for managing and disposing of electrical equipment, including 
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instructions for packaging and transporting to an appropriately permitted 
disposal facility.

Environmental Consequences
Aerially Deposited Lead
Because soils will be exported as part of this project, a site-specific aerially 
deposited lead study will be required to document the lead concentrations in 
the soil at project work locations. The aerially deposited lead study will be 
completed during the project design phase once the limits of excavation are 
known. The appropriate Caltrans Standard Special Provisions for aerially 
deposited lead soil management will be determined during the project design 
phase. Caltrans Standard Specifications Section 7-1.02K(6)(j)(iii) will be 
included in the construction contract if analysis reveals that excess soil is 
nonhazardous and unregulated per the terms of the 2016 Aerially Deposited 
Lead Agreement between Caltrans and the California Department of Toxic 
Substances Control below 80 milligrams per kilogram total lead and 5 
milligrams per liter soluble lead. Caltrans Standard Specifications Section 14-
11.08 and/or 14-11.09 will be included if excess soil is determined to have 
lead concentrations greater than 80 milligrams per kilogram of total lead and 
5 milligrams per liter of soluble lead. A lead compliance plan will be required.

Yellow Thermoplastic or Traffic Stripe
Residue from the removal of the existing traffic paint and thermoplastic within 
the project limits will be a nonhazardous waste because the potentially 
hazardous stripe was previously removed. The appropriate Caltrans Standard 
Special Provisions for the removal of traffic stripes and pavement markings 
will be determined during the project design phase once the removal method 
is known (e.g., Caltrans Standard Special Provisions Section 84-9.03B for 
separate removal of the paint/stripe or Caltrans Standard Special Provisions 
Section 36-4 for cold planing or grinding).

A Lead Compliance Plan will also need to be developed and implemented by 
the construction contractor.

Naturally Occurring Asbestos
Because geologic mapping and mineral hazard maps indicate that naturally 
occurring asbestos is not present near this project, naturally occurring 
asbestos will not be an issue for this project.

Lead-Containing Paint and Asbestos-Containing Materials
Since the Santa Ynez River Bridge, or Robinson Bridge (Bridge Number 51-
0128), will be removed and replaced, a task order will need to be prepared to 
sample for lead-containing paint and asbestos-containing materials. The task 
order will be performed during the project’s design phase, and if lead-
containing paint or asbestos-containing material is discovered, appropriate 
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specifications for handling and disposal of these materials will be included in 
the construction contract.

Treated Wood Waste
Guardrails, thrie beam barriers, and signs with wooden posts will either be 
upgraded or replaced as part of this project. Therefore, Caltrans Standard 
Special Provisions Section 14-11.14 should be included in the construction 
contract for proper management and disposal of treated wood waste.

Electrical Equipment
No electrical equipment will be replaced or disposed of as part of the project.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
The Caltrans Standard Specifications will be sufficient to handle any routine 
hazardous waste issues that may be encountered during construction.

2.1.10 Hydrology and Water Quality

Considering the information in the Floodplain Evaluation Report dated March 
3, 2025, and the Water Quality Report dated April 30, 2025, the following 
significance determinations have been made.

Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Hydrology and Water Quality

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste 
discharge requirements or otherwise 
substantially degrade surface water or 
groundwater quality?

No Impact

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies 
or interfere substantially with groundwater 
recharge such that the project may impede 
sustainable groundwater management of the 
basin?

No Impact

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage 
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: 

(i) result in substantial erosion or siltation 
on-site or off-site;

Less Than Significant Impact

(ii) substantially increase the rate or amount 
of surface runoff in a manner which would 
result in flooding on-site or off-site;

Less Than Significant Impact
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Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Hydrology and Water Quality

(iii) create or contribute runoff water which 
would exceed the capacity of existing or 
planned stormwater drainage systems or 
provide substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff; or

Less Than Significant Impact

(iv) impede or redirect flood flows? Less Than Significant Impact

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, 
risk release of pollutants due to project 
inundation?

No Impact

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a 
water quality control plan or sustainable 
groundwater management plan?

No Impact

Affected Environment
The project is located within the Santa Ynez Hydrologic Unit and spans over:

1. The Lompoc Hydrologic Area and an undefined Hydrologic Sub-Area 
(Number 314.10).

2. Santa Rita Hydrologic Area and an undefined Hydrologic Sub-Area 
(Number 314.20).

The receiving water bodies for this project are Santa Rosa Creek (Santa 
Barbara County) and the Santa Ynez River (Cachuma Lake to below the city 
of Lompoc). The Robinson Bridge, which would be replaced as part of this 
project, would go over the Santa Ynez River. The Santa Ynez River is 303(d) 
listed as impaired with detailed impurities. The impurities in the Santa Ynez 
River are Benthic Community Effects, Molybdenum, Oxygen (Dissolved), 
Sedimentation/Siltation, Sodium, Temperature (Water), Total Dissolved 
Solids, and Toxicity.

The project is located within the Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin. 
The groundwater elevation is about 75 to 80 feet, about 2 to 10 feet below 
river bottom elevations.

The project is not located within the limits of areas of special biological 
significance. The project is not in a moderate or high Significant Trash 
Generating Area. Also, there are no existing treatment Best Management 
Practices within this project’s limits. The project lies within the Santa Ynez 
River but does not raise the base flood elevation or alter the (100-year) 
floodplain.
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Environmental Consequences
Currently, the total proposed disturbed soil area across the project area is 
11.49 acres, which will be used for the Construction General Permit 
compliance. This area accounts for all disturbed soil associated with the 
removal, modification, and replacement of structures and associated 
contractor staging and stockpile locations. As a result, the proposed project 
could temporarily increase the sediment-laden flow to the receiving waters. 
However, these temporary impacts to the receiving waters can be minimized 
by implementing temporary Best Management Practices that will be included 
in the contractor-supplied and department-approved Stormwater Pollution 
Prevention Plan.

The project will produce 8,270 square feet of net impervious surface, which 
will, in turn, increase the amount of stormwater runoff, which has the potential 
to affect receiving water quality. The nature of these impacts depends on the 
uses and flow rate or volume of the receiving water, rainfall characteristics, 
and highway characteristics. Heavy metals associated with vehicle tire and 
brake wear, oil and grease, and exhaust emissions are the primary pollutants 
associated with transportation corridors. However, in the presence of effective 
combinations of temporary and permanent erosion and sediment controls, 
these impacts are anticipated to be minimal.

Temporary and permanent disturbances to aquatic resources are anticipated 
to take place. Construction of the new bridges will also require clear water 
diversion from the river. Dewatering Best Management Practices will be 
implemented in accordance with the Caltrans Field Guide to Construction Site 
Dewatering and procedures outlined in the Construction Site Best 
Management Practices Manual. However, specific details on the nature of 
any diversion(s) are still under discussion with the appropriate resource 
agencies.

Earthwork, excavation, and pile-driving operations are not expected to 
encounter groundwater during construction activities. Hence, no temporary 
groundwater impacts are expected at the time of this document. No 
permanent impacts on groundwater are expected with the proposed project 
scope.

The project would not contribute to the cumulative impacts within the Santa 
Ynez River Watershed.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
Temporary Soil Stabilization
WQ-1: Minimize active Disturbed Soil Areas during the rainy season using 
scheduling techniques. 

WQ-2: Preserve existing vegetation to the maximum extent feasible.
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WQ-3: Implement temporary protective cover/erosion control on all non-active 
Disturbed Soil Areas and soil stockpiles.

WQ-4: Control erosive forces of stormwater runoff with effective storm flow 
management such as temporary concentrated flow conveyance devices, 
earthen dikes, drainage swales, lined ditches, outlet protection/velocity 
dissipation devices, and slope drains as determined feasible.

Temporary Sediment Controls
WQ-5: Implement linear sediment controls such as fiber rolls, check dams, or 
gravel bag berms on all active and non-active Disturbed Soil Areas during the 
rainy season.

WQ-6: To further help prevent sediment discharge, stabilized construction 
site entrances, temporary drainage inlet protection, and street sweeping and 
vacuuming will be necessary.

WQ-7: Implement appropriate wind erosion controls year-round.

Non-Stormwater Management
WQ-8: The appropriate non-stormwater Best Management Practices will be 
implemented year-round as follows:

WQ-9: Water conservation practices are implemented on all construction 
sites and wherever water is used.

WQ-10: Paving and grinding procedures are implemented where paving, 
surfacing, resurfacing, grinding, or saw cutting may pollute stormwater runoff 
or discharge to the storm drain system or watercourses.

WQ-11: Procedures and practices designed for construction contractors to 
recognize illicit connections or illegally dumped or discharged materials on a 
construction site and report incidents to the resident engineer.

WQ-12: The following activities must be performed at least 100 feet from 
concentrated flows of stormwater, drainage courses, and inlets if within the 
floodplain and at least 50 feet if outside of the floodplain: stockpiling 
materials, storing equipment and liquid waste containers, washing vehicles or 
equipment, and fueling and maintaining vehicles and equipment.

WQ-13: Pile driving operations will be part of construction activities.

WQ-14: Concrete curing will be used in the construction of structures such as 
buildings, sidewalks, and retaining walls. Concrete curing includes the use of 
both chemical and water methods. Proper procedures will minimize the 
pollution of runoff during concrete curing.
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WQ-15: Since the project involves structure demolition/removal over the 
Santa Ynez River, proper procedures will be implemented to minimize 
pollution during these activities.

WQ-16: The following construction site Best Management Practices are 
anticipated to be bid items for this project:

· Job Site Management

· Prepare Stormwater Pollution Prevention Program

· Rain Event Action Plan

· Stormwater Sampling and Analysis Day

· Stormwater Annual Report

· Move In/Move Out (Temporary Erosion Control)

· Temporary Hydraulic Mulch (Bonded Fiber Matrix)

· Temporary Check Dam

· Temporary Drainage Inlet Protection

· Temporary Fiber Roll

· Temporary Large Sediment Barrier

· Temporary Construction Entrance

· Street Sweeping

· Temporary Concrete Washout

· Temporary Fence (type Environmentally Sensitive Area)

The following project features and standardized measures implemented by 
the project will minimize any temporary or permanent water quality impacts 
created by the project:

WQ-17: The project will comply with the provisions of the National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System Permit and Waste Discharge Requirements for 
the State of California, Department of Transportation, Order Number 2022-
0033-Division of Water Quality, National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 
System Number CAS000003, and any subsequent permits in effect at the 
time of construction.
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WQ-18: The project will comply with the provisions of the National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System Construction General Permit for Stormwater 
Discharges Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance Activities 
(Construction General Permit) Order Number 2022-0057-Division of Water 
Quality, National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Number 
CAS000002, and any subsequent permits in effect at the time of construction.

WQ-19: The project will comply with the Construction General Permit by 
preparing and implementing a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan or Water 
Pollution Control Plan to address all construction-related activities, 
equipment, and materials that have the potential to impact water quality for 
the appropriate risk level. The Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan or the 
Water Pollution Control Plan will identify the sources of pollutants that may 
affect the quality of stormwater and include Best Management Practices to 
control the pollutants, such as sediment control, catch basin inlet protection, 
construction materials management, and non-stormwater Best Management 
Practices. All work must conform to the Construction Site Best Management 
Practices requirements specified in the latest edition of the Stormwater 
Quality Handbooks: Construction Site Best Management Practices Manual to 
control and minimize the impacts of construction and construction-related 
activities, materials, and pollutants on the watershed. These include but are 
not limited to temporary sediment control, temporary soil stabilization, 
scheduling, waste management, materials handling, and other non-
stormwater Best Management Practices.

WQ-20: Design Pollution Prevention Best Management Practices will be 
implemented, such as preservation of existing vegetation, slope/surface 
protection systems (permanent soil stabilization), concentrated flow 
conveyance systems such as ditches, berms, dikes, and swales, overside 
drains, flared end sections, and outlet protection/velocity dissipation devices.

WQ-21: Caltrans-approved treatment Best Management Practices will be 
implemented consistent with the requirements of the National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System Permit and Waste Discharge Requirements for 
the State of California, Department of Transportation, Order Number 2022-
0033-Division of Water Quality, National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 
System Number CAS000003, and any subsequent permits in effect at the 
time of construction. Treatment Best Management Practices may include 
biofiltration strips, biofiltration swales, infiltration basins, detention devices, 
dry weather flow diversion, Gross Solids Removal Devices, media filters, 
bioretention, Open Graded Friction Course, wet basins, and other Best 
Management Practices.

2.1.11 Land Use and Planning

Existing or future land use within or next to the project limits on State Route 
246 would not change as a result of this project or divide the established 
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communities. This project would not conflict with the City of Lompoc 2030 
General Plan and would help to bring the goals laid out in the plans to fruition, 
such as improving pedestrian mobility and upgrading the Robinson Bridge. 
Considering this information, the following significance determinations have 
been made:

Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Land Use and Planning

a) Physically divide an established community? No Impact

b) Cause a significant environmental impact 
due to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, 
or regulation adopted for the purpose of 
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

No Impact

2.1.12 Mineral Resources

According to mapping from the California Department of Conservation, the 
project is in disturbed areas and will not impact any known mineral resources.

Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Mineral Resources

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

No Impact

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

No Impact

2.1.13 Noise

Considering the information in the Noise Technical Memo dated October 11, 
2023, the following significance determinations have been made:

Question—Would the project result in:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Noise

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?

Less Than Significant Impact



Chapter 2  Ÿ  CEQA Evaluation

Route 246 CAPM and Robinson Bridge  Ÿ  90

Question—Would the project result in:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Noise

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

No Impact

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 
2 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

Affected Environment
The project spans about 11.35 miles along the Santa Ynez Valley, between 
Lompoc and Buellton, with the project limits ending at Domingos Road, where 
State Route 246 splits into two separate segments. From post mile 9.55 to 
post mile R20.90, the proposed improvements cross through the east of 
Lompoc, with commercial and industrial businesses, structures, and farming 
immediately next to the roadway. From post mile 9.7 to post mile R20.90, the 
land is mostly used for farming and other industrial purposes.

Environmental Consequences
Operation
Since no additional lanes or capacity are being added to the highway, no 
change in long-term noise is expected.

Construction
Local noise levels in the vicinity of construction will experience a short-term 
increase due to construction activities. The amount of construction noise will 
vary with the particular activities and associated models and types of 
equipment used by the contractor. Caltrans policy states that normal 
construction equipment should not emit noise levels greater than 86 A-
weighted decibels at 50 feet from the source from 9 p.m. to 6 a.m.

Since construction would be temporary and intermittent, conducted in 
accordance with Caltrans Standard Specifications, and because local noise 
levels are significantly influenced by existing local traffic noise, the project’s 
potential temporary noise impact will be minimal. However, nighttime work will 
be required. To minimize impacts on residents’ normal nighttime sleep 
activities, it is recommended that construction work be done during the day 
whenever possible. When nighttime construction is necessary, the noisiest 
construction activities should be done as early in the evening as possible. 
Caltrans Standard Specifications Section 14-8.02 requires the contractor to 
control and monitor noise resulting from work activities and not to exceed 86 
A-weighted decibel maximum noise level at 50 feet from the job site from 9 
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p.m. to 6 a.m. The following minimization measures shall be implemented, as 
provided below, to reduce noise impacts.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Noise Abatement Measures
NOI-1: Notify the public in advance of the construction schedule when 
construction noise and upcoming construction activities likely to produce an 
adverse noise environment are expected. This notice shall be given two 
weeks in advance. Notice should be published in local news media of the 
dates and duration of proposed construction activity. The District 5 Public 
Information Office posts notice of the proposed construction and potential 
community impacts after receiving notice from the resident engineer.

NOI-2: Shield loud pieces of stationary construction equipment if complaints 
are received.

NOI-3: Shield loud pieces of stationary construction equipment with sound 
barriers if complaints are received.

NOI-4: Locate portable generators, air compressors, etc., as far away from 
sensitive noise receptors as feasible.

NOI-5: Limit grouping major pieces of equipment operating in one area to the 
greatest extent feasible.

NOI-6: Use newer equipment that is quieter and ensure that all equipment 
items have the manufacturers’ recommended noise abatement measures, 
such as mufflers, engine covers, and engine vibration isolators, intact and 
operational. Internal combustion engines used for any purpose on or related 
to the job shall be equipped with a muffler or baffle of a type recommended by 
the manufacturer.

NOI-7: Consult district noise staff if complaints are received during the 
construction process, and their noise control plan and contractor shall 
conduct construction noise monitoring.

2.1.14 Population and Housing

The project would not involve altering the existing capacity or alignment of 
State Route 246. Therefore, the project is not anticipated to induce growth or 
conflict with any existing population or housing in the region. Considering this 
information, the following significance determinations have been made:
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Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Population and Housing

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

No Impact

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

No Impact

2.1.15 Public Services

State Route 246 is anticipated to remain open for most of the construction 
period. Detours would be implemented to ensure that public services would 
have adequate access during construction. A Traffic Management Plan would 
be completed as part of the design phase of the proposed project and would 
ensure all Caltrans standards for access and traffic handling are met. 
Considering this information, the following significance determinations have 
been made:

Question:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Public Services

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

Fire protection?

Less Than Significant Impact

Police protection? Less Than Significant Impact

Schools? No Impact

Parks? Less Than Significant Impact

Other public facilities? Less Than Significant Impact
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Affected Environment 
Public service providers and emergency response agencies within the project 
area include the California Highway Patrol, the county of Santa Barbara, and 
the city of Lompoc. City-run services include the Lompoc Fire Department, 
the Lompoc Police Department, and the Lompoc 911 Dispatch Center.

Because the repavement and culvert replacement component of the project 
spans rural and agricultural lands on either side of State Route 246, access to 
public facilities would not be blocked during or after construction. One-way 
lane closures will be needed throughout the repaving process, which will be 
administered by a traffic control company. The traveling public will have 
eastbound and westbound access to State Route 246 within the project limits 
during construction. For the entirety of the staged construction period for the 
Robinson Bridge, two-lane access will be maintained for the traveling public in 
the eastbound and westbound directions. Phase 1 of construction will 
maintain the use of the existing travel lanes, with the use of the newly 
constructed bridge for travel in phase 2. In phase 3, access will continue to be 
maintained while the shoulder is widened.

Temporary construction easements and permanent drainage easements will 
be needed during construction, which would require the acquisition of a small 
portion of the city of Lompoc’s River Park, a city park and regional 
recreational area. The entrance to the park would also require a temporary 
detour during the 2-year construction period.

Environmental Consequences
Fire and Police Protection
The project will temporarily reduce traffic speed and impede emergency 
response times during the construction period. Intermittent single-lane 
closures will be implemented as indicated by the Traffic Management Plan to 
allow for continued access for law enforcement, firefighters, and other 
emergency responders. Detour routes for vehicles, bicycles, and pedestrians 
will be indicated on the Traffic Management Plan. Caltrans standard 
specifications for temporary traffic control will be implemented throughout the 
construction period.

Schools
There are no schools located within the project limits on State Route 246. 
Therefore, temporary and intermittent lane closures are not anticipated to 
interfere with access to educational facilities along the route. Additionally, the 
construction of certain project features may require night work and would not 
interfere with daytime access to educational facilities.

Parks
Intermittent and temporary lane closures could impede access to Lompoc’s 
River Park. Additionally, a temporary construction detour will be required at 
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the park’s entrance for 2 years starting in 2029. The project will acquire 
portions of the park in order to administer temporary construction easements 
and drainage easements. The park will remain open to the public during the 
construction period, as stipulated in the project-specific Transportation 
Management Plan. Appendix E of this document details potential recreational 
or 4(f) impacts.

State Route 246 will remain open through the project area during the 
construction process, with at least one lane open in the eastbound and 
westbound directions. In addition, a project-specific Transportation 
Management Plan will be developed during the project’s design phase and 
will implement strategies such as portable changeable message signs, 
construction area signs, intermittent single-lane closures, and public 
awareness campaigns. While construction may result in temporary lane 
closures and slower traffic flow, public access to State Route 246 and 
adjacent facilities will be maintained during the construction process. 
Therefore, this project will have a less than significant impact on public 
services and response times.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
No additional avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures are 
proposed. The Transportation Management Plan will reduce construction-
related delays to the extent feasible.

2.1.16 Recreation

This project does not include the construction or expansion of any 
recreational facilities.

Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Recreation

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

No Impact

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

No Impact

2.1.17 Transportation

The city of Lompoc and Santa Barbara County Association of Governments 
see the replacement of Robinson Bridge as a top priority for their 
communities and is consistent with local plans. The project is mentioned as a 
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project of importance in the Santa Barbara County Association of 
Governments' Connected 2050 Regional Transportation Plan.

Further, this project will not add lanes to State Route 246, so vehicle miles 
traveled will not increase. From the Caltrans Memorandum: “Caltrans Policy 
on Transportation Impact Analysis and CEQA Significance Determinations for 
Projects on the State Highway System.” All elements within the project are 
exempt from vehicle miles traveled analysis because they will not increase 
capacity, and the project will be consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 
15064.3, subdivision (b).

Throughout project construction, State Route 246 will remain open, and a 
safe alternative route for crossing the Santa Ynez River will be implemented 
to ensure adequate access for citizens and emergency services.

Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Transportation

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

No Impact

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

No Impact

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

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? Less Than Significant Impact

Affected Environment
The project is on State Route 246 between the cities of Lompoc to Buellton in 
Santa Barbara County. The highway serves as a major local thoroughfare 
and emergency access route.

Environmental Consequences
Regarding emergency access, the completed project would improve highway 
reliability, rehabilitate the pavement, and add other Complete Streets 
elements. There would be traffic delays during construction due to temporary 
closures and/or one-way traffic control. However, traffic stops and detours 
would be executed in accordance with a construction Traffic Control Plan. 
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Emergency services would be notified of potential disruptions, delays, or 
detours in advance to minimize impacts on emergency access.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

No additional avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures are 
proposed. The construction Traffic Control Plan, as well as the Transportation 
Management Plan, will reduce construction-related delays to the extent 
feasible.

2.1.18 Tribal Cultural Resources

The project is in an area previously disturbed by various highway construction 
projects, agricultural maintenance activities, and utility placement; thus, the 
potential to affect cultural resources is low.

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

Tribal consultation was carried out with local Native American tribal members. 
The Coastal Band of the Chumash Nation has requested to have monitors 
present at the initial ground disturbance for the bridge portion of the project 
during construction.

Considering the information in the Historical Property Survey Report dated 
October 2024 and the Archaeological Survey dated October 2024, the 
following significance 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, or 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 Significance Determinations 

for Tribal Cultural Resources

a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California 
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local 
register of historical resources as defined in 
Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k), or

No Impact
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Question:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Tribal Cultural Resources

b) A resource determined by the lead agency, in 
its discretion and supported by substantial 
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria 
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources 
Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set 
forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources 
Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall 
consider the significance of the resource to a 
California Native American tribe.

No Impact

2.1.19 Utilities and Service Systems

Considering the information in the Caltrans Draft Project Report and the City 
of Lompoc 2030 General Plan, the following determinations have been made:

Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations 
for Utilities and Service Systems

a) Require or result in the relocation or 
construction of new or expanded water, 
wastewater treatment or stormwater drainage, 
electric power, natural gas, or 
telecommunications facilities, the construction 
or relocation of which could cause significant 
environmental effects?

Less Than Significant Impact 

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to 
serve the project and reasonably foreseeable 
future development during normal, dry and 
multiple dry years?

Less Than Significant Impact 

c) Result in a determination by the wastewater 
treatment provider which serves or may serve 
the project that it has adequate capacity to 
serve the project’s projected demand in addition 
to the provider’s existing commitments?

No Impact

d) Generate solid waste in excess of state or 
local standards, or in excess of the capacity of 
local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the 
attainment of solid waste reduction goals?

No Impact
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Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations 
for Utilities and Service Systems

e) Comply with federal, state, and local 
management and reduction statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste?

No Impact

Affected Environment
The project is located on State Route 246 between the cities of Lompoc and 
Buellton in Santa Barbara County. The City of Lompoc General Plan 
evaluates utilities in relation to potential impacts regarding water, wastewater, 
stormwater facilities, and solid waste. The general plan cites increased 
development as a risk factor for the availability and conservation of water and 
increased demand on water purveyance systems.

Various utilities are present within the project limits and adjacent to the state 
right-of-way, which have been confirmed by visual surveys, permit review, 
and Caltrans Right-of-Way Department review. As such, it is anticipated that 
relocation of utilities and utility policy exceptions may be required for one or 
more utilities that deviate from Caltrans utility encroachment policy.

Exact locations of existing utilities would be confirmed during the Plans, 
Specifications, and Estimates phase of the project using positive location 
activities such as potholing. Potentially affected utilities include a SoCalGas 
distribution line east of River Park and Sweeney Road, a city of Lompoc water 
main between North 12th Street and the intersection of State Route 1, a 
Comcast telecommunication line between State Route 1 and River Park 
Road, and a Pacific Gas and Electric electrical transmission and distribution 
line west of Robinson Bridge and River Park Road.

The project’s planned improvements consist of roadway elements that do not 
require natural gas, wastewater treatment, or solid waste during routine 
operations. The project does not include new wastewater or natural gas lines. 
Culvert repair and relocation activities will be confined to methods such as 
trenchless installation, realignment, and repair of damaged pipe liners and 
damaged sections. New rock slope protection areas would be added to 
culverts as appropriate.

Environmental Consequences
Following construction, the subsequent plant establishment period will require 
the use of water for irrigation purposes to ensure the continued success of 
newly planted areas. Water used for irrigation purposes would be provided by 
commercially available sources and would comply with Caltrans Standard 
Specifications for water conservation during irrigation and landscape 
processes, such as specification 10-6 for watering (see section 1.5).
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The project is not expected to result in increased development that would 
increase the demand on water resources, water purveyance systems, or 
other utility systems. The repair and relocation of culverts is anticipated to 
result in improved stormwater function. Additionally, the project is not 
anticipated to change the existing functions of utilities within the region, 
including electrical, natural gas, wastewater treatment, or solid waste. 
Conflicting overhead utilities within the project area would be moved 
underground as applicable and as required by the California Public Utilities 
Commission.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
Caltrans would continue communication with the utility owners throughout the 
Plans, Specifications, and Estimates phase and the Construction phase of the 
project to ensure that construction methods implemented for the project’s 
work locations would enable protection in place of existing utilities as feasible. 
For utilities that require relocation, Caltrans would review the locations during 
the design and construction phases to ensure no significant environmental 
effects are caused. No avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures 
are proposed for utility and service system-related impacts.

2.1.20 Wildfire

Portions of the project are in areas of high or very high fire hazard severity 
zones. However, the project's components would not have any impact on 
wildfire. The project would involve the construction of a bridge that would 
decrease the risk of floods in the Santa Ynez River overtopping the bridge 
and any flood-related fire risk.

Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Wildfire

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

No Impact

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other 
factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby 
expose project occupants to pollutant 
concentrations from a wildfire or the 
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

No Impact
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Question—Would the project:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Wildfire

c) Require the installation or maintenance 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?

No Impact

d) Expose people or structures to significant 
risks, including downslope or downstream 
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-
fire slope instability, or drainage changes?

No Impact

2.1.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance

Question:
CEQA Significance Determinations 

for Mandatory Findings of 
Significance

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?

Less Than Significant Impact With 
Mitigation Incorporated

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.)

Less Than Significant Impact

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

Less Than Significant Impact
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Affected Environment
The affected environment for the project is the State Route 246 corridor in the 
Santa Ynez Watershed in Santa Barbara County between post miles 9.55 
and R20.90. Most of the project area is rural, with the city of Lompoc at the 
western end of the project and the city of Buellton at the eastern end. Land 
uses in the project area include commercial, residential, agricultural, and 
open space/recreational areas.

The project limits contain natural communities and jurisdictional waters that 
support a variety of animal and plant species, including special-status native 
species, as well as federally designated critical habitat. Figures 2-1 and 2-2 
show the two resource study areas that were used to analyze cumulative 
impacts for biological resources for this project. Figure 2-2 consists of the 
resource study area for the Santa Ynez River Watershed Hydrologic Unit 
Code 8, which includes the receiving water bodies of Santa Rosa Creek and 
the Santa Ynez River.

Figure 2-1 Resource Study Area 1

This resource study area is for the following species:

· Mesa horkelia
· Black-flower figwort

Robinson Bridge Replacement & CAPM 
SR-246; EA: 05-1 M360 

D Area of Potential Impact 
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· Elegant buckwheat and other special-status species
· Crotch’s bumblebee
· Obscure bumblebee
· California tiger salamander
· California red-legged frog
· Western spadefoot toad
· Southwestern pond turtle
· Northern California legless lizard
· Coast horned lizard
· Coast patch-nosed snake
· Two-striped garter snake
· Southwestern willow flycatcher
· Least bell’s vireo
· Tricolored blackbird and other nesting birds
· Pallid bat
· Western red bat
· Silver-haired bat
· Yuma myotis and other roosting bats
· San Diego desert woodrat
· American badger
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Figure 2-2 Resource Study Area 2

This resource study area is for Jurisdictional Aquatic Resources, Red Willow 
Riparian Woodland and Forest, and Southern California Steelhead.

Environmental Consequences
Biological Resources
The project could cause significant impacts on sensitive biological resources, 
including natural habitats, jurisdictional waters, stream and riparian features, 
special-status animal species, and designated critical habitat, though these 
impacts would be limited in duration and scope.

[Temporary and permanent impact calculations for jurisdictional areas have 
been updated in the following paragraphs since circulation of the draft 
environmental document. Language has also been updated to reflect impacts 
associated with design option 4.]

The project’s Biological Study Area includes a 25-to-10-foot buffer from the 
project’s preliminary Area of Potential Impacts and covers roughly 207.24 
acres. The Biological Study Area consists of all areas that would be directly 
affected by permanent and temporary construction impacts, as well as nearby 
areas that could potentially be indirectly affected by project activities. 
Temporary impacts to jurisdictional features will occur from temporary access, 
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staging areas, replacement of existing hardscaped features, and temporary 
stream diversion or trestle installation. With design option 4, there will be a 
net of approximately 0.07 acre of permanent impacts to the Regional Water 
Quality Control Board and California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
jurisdictional riparian habitat with 0.02 acres restored. There will be no net 
permanent impacts to the United States Army Corps of Engineers, Regional 
Water Quality Control Board, or California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
jurisdictional streambank, wetland, or freshwater ponds.

With design option 4, approximately 0.002 acre of United States Army Corps 
of Engineers and Regional Water Quality Control Board wetlands would be 
temporarily impacted by project activities. Approximately 1.49 acres of 
Regional Water Quality Control Board and California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife jurisdictional riparian habitat may be temporarily impacted by project 
activities. Approximately 0.04 acre of Regional Water Quality Control Board 
and California Department of Fish and Wildlife jurisdictional streambank and 
0.002 acre of United States Army Corps of Engineers, Regional Water Quality 
Control Board, and California Department of Fish and Wildlife jurisdictional 
wetland habitat will be temporarily impacted. There will be no temporary 
impacts to freshwater ponds.

Permanent impacts to red willow riparian woodland following project 
completion would be a maximum of 0.05 acre, and temporary impacts to red 
willow riparian woodland of 1.3 acres.

Primary concerns regarding project impacts on biological resources include 
the potential effects of temporary impacts and permanent impacts on 
jurisdictional aquatic resources and red willow riparian woodland and forest 
habitats of special concern. Impacts to the California tiger salamander and 
the Southern California steelhead are also anticipated, and California 
Endangered Species Act consultation will be required, and either a 2080.1 
Consistency Determination or a Section 2081 Incidental Take Permit is 
anticipated. Caltrans will conduct Section 7 consultation with the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service for the California tiger salamander, California red-legged 
frog, least Bell's vireo, and southwestern willow flycatcher, and will facilitate 
conferences for the southwestern pond turtle and western spadefoot toad. 
Caltrans will conduct a Section 7 consultation with the National Marine 
Fisheries Service for the Southern California steelhead.

However, the project design would incorporate Caltrans standard measures 
and Best Management Practices that would reduce the potential for 
environmentally damaging conditions or practices to occur (see Section 1.5). 
Also, implementing the avoidance, minimization, and mitigation 
(Compensatory Mitigation under CEQA) measures listed in this document 
would reduce potentially significant environmental impacts on biological 
resources to a less than significant level. See Section 2.1.4, Biological 
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Resources, and Appendix B, Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation 
Summary, for details.

Cumulative Impacts
As defined by the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, “cumulative 
impacts” refer to two or more individual effects that, when considered 
together, are considerable or compound or increase other environmental 
impacts. A cumulative impact analysis should focus on resources significantly 
impacted by the project or on resources in poor or declining health or at risk, 
even if project impacts are less than significant.

The assessment of cumulative impacts also includes defining a Resource 
Study Area, a geographic area within which impacts on a resource are 
analyzed and which is often broader than the boundaries used for project-
specific analyses. This project has multiple Resource Study Areas, which are 
shown in Figures 2-1 and 2-2.

The project would have individually limited impacts on environmental 
resources, as discussed in Sections 2.1.1 through 2.1.20 of this document. 
Impacts on the affected resources would be managed by implementing the 
project-specific measures listed for each resource area (see Appendix B).

Most of these impacts would be temporary in nature, as would the impacts of 
similar projects in the area that would affect the same resources.

The project would minimally realign and expand the existing state highway 
system in the project area and is not anticipated to alter or influence growth or 
development patterns in the region and does not have environmental effects 
that would be expected to cause long-term, substantial adverse effects on 
human beings or cultural resources, either directly or indirectly.

Based on the findings of this Initial Study with Proposed Mitigated Negative 
Declaration, this cumulative impact discussion focuses on effects relating to 
Biological Resources, for which potentially significant impacts were 
determined.

Biological Resources
According to the Caltrans Natural Environment Study and the cumulative 
report, the project is not expected to contribute to adverse cumulative impacts 
on the following biological resources that are or may be present in the 
Biological Study Area:

· Jurisdictional Aquatic Resources

· Red Willow Riparian Woodland and Forest
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· Mesa Horkelia, Black-Flower Figwort, Elegant Buckwheat, and other 
special-status plant species

· Crotch’s Bumblebee and Obscure Bumblebee

· Southern California Steelhead

· California Tiger Salamander

· California Red-Legged Frog

· Western Spadefoot Toad

· Southwestern Pond Turtle

· Northern California Legless Lizard and Coast Horned Lizard

· Coast Patch-Nosed Snake and Two-Striped Garter Snake

· Southwestern Willow Flycatcher and Least Bell’s Vireo

· Tricolored Blackbird and other nesting birds

· Pallid Bat, Western Red Bat, Silver-Haired Bat, Yuma Myotis, and other 
roosting bats

· San Diego Desert Woodrat

· American Badger

Several other projects, including Caltrans projects, in this Resource Study 
Area may incur temporary and permanent impacts on biological resources, 
including jurisdictional features, special-status species, and any associated 
federally designated critical habitat. However, when considered in a 
cumulative effects context, the proposed project is not anticipated to 
substantially contribute to adverse cumulative impacts on biological resources 
because most of the project’s impacts on these resources would be 
temporary, and the proposed avoidance, minimization, and mitigation 
measures would adequately address both temporary and permanent impacts.

Effects on Human Beings
The project consists of needed repairs and upgrades to transportation 
systems that support the daily routines of human beings who live, work, and 
visit the project area. The project could cause temporary, substantial, 
adverse, direct, and/or indirect effects on human beings because of the 
proximity of construction noise to residences and businesses along State 
Route 246 and the city of Lompoc. These short-term impacts would 
temporarily affect the activities of residents, businesses, and visitors to the 
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project area. These effects would be minimized by using Caltrans standard 
specifications and the avoidance and minimization measures included in this 
document. Upon project completion, normalcy would return for people in the 
project area, and access for motorists, pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit 
users would be improved in comparison with current conditions.

Santa Ynez River Watershed Hydrology and Water Quality
The recently constructed and future identified projects with potential 
cumulative effects on the Santa Ynez River watershed consist of 
transportation projects and other projects involving the repair and 
replacement of roadway elements, cannabis cultivation, and culvert repair. 
These projects are proposed and undertaken by both public and private 
agencies. These projects are in various states of analysis and approval, and 
detailed information regarding their respective impacts is not available. 
Regardless, available sources indicate that avoidance measures, 
compensatory mitigation, or regulatory agency permit conditions regarding 
watershed protection were made a condition of their approval.

Projects that would potentially release pollutants or sediments into the San 
Ynez River Watershed are subject to regulatory permit approval and 
regulation by the Central California Coast Regional Water Quality Control 
Board, and the Santa Ynez River Watershed has been identified on the 
Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board 303(d) list for Total 
Maximum Daily Loads Priority Schedule of impaired waters. Under the U.S. 
Clean Water Act, Total Maximum Daily Loads is a regulatory plan for 
restoring impaired waters that identifies the maximum amount of a pollutant 
that a body of water can receive while still meeting water quality standards. 
Per the Region 3 Watershed Management Initiative, primary pollutants of 
concern in the Santa Ynez River watershed include but are not limited to 
sedimentation and siltation.

The proposed project could temporarily increase the sediment-laden flow to 
the receiving water bodies and increase impervious surfaces, which in turn 
may result in increased stormwater runoff. However, these temporary impacts 
to the receiving waters can be minimized by implementing temporary best 
management practices, such as erosion control, that will be included in the 
contractor-supplied and department-approved Stormwater Pollution 
Prevention Plan (SWPPP). The proposed project would not contribute to 
future sedimentation impairment and would ultimately improve sediment-
laden flow by eliminating future embankment and roadway failure. 
Additionally, the replacement bridge structure will be designed without 
scuppers, deck drains, or other facilities that drain stormwater directly into the 
stream. This will prevent pollutants such as 6PPD-quinone (an oxidation 
product of 6PPD, an additive intended to prevent damage to tire rubber from 
ozone) from directly entering waterways and causing detriment to salmonid 
species such as the Southern California steelhead. Therefore, this project is 
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not anticipated to result in cumulative impacts regarding impairments or 
watershed pollutants.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
No further avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures beyond those 
listed in the preceding sections of this document, as well as in Appendix B, 
Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Summary, would be required.
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Chapter 3 Coordination

3.1 Coordination Meetings

Multiple meetings with local partners were held during the planning phases of 
this project:

· On April 28, 2022, there was a Lompoc area meeting with the city of 
Lompoc, Santa Barbara County, and the Santa Barbara County 
Association of Governments. The plan for the whole of the Lompoc area 
was discussed. In this meeting, it was requested that the Robinson Bridge 
project be accelerated if possible. At this point, the Robinson Bridge 
project had not started the environmental phase.

· On January 18, 2023, there was another Lompoc area meeting with the 
city of Lompoc, Santa Barbara County, and the Santa Barbara County 
Association of Governments. This meeting presented partners with a new 
consolidated plan for the Lompoc area based on partner input and 
feasibility.

· On June 11, 2024, there was a meeting regarding several Lompoc-area 
projects with the Santa Barbara County Association of Governments, the 
city of Lompoc, and Santa Barbara County attendees.

· On July 22, 2024, there was an additional meeting with several Lompoc-
area projects, with Santa Barbara County Association of Governments, 
the city of Lompoc, and Santa Barbara County attendees.

· On August 19, 2024, there was also a meeting for this project, which 
included Santa Barbara County Flood Control attendance.

· On October 3, 2024, a meeting was held that included Santa Barbara 
County, Wallace Group, and SWCA Environmental Consultants. This 
meeting discussed utilities and possible unity conflicts between this project 
and other projects near the Robinson Bridge.

· On November 6, 2024, a site visit was held with California Department of 
Fish and Wildlife representatives in attendance. This meeting discussed 
fish passage for the new Robinson Bridge. It was determined that the new 
bridge would not be a fish passage barrier.

· On December 4, 2024, a partnership meeting was held with Santa 
Barbara County and the city of Lompoc. This meeting discussed the new 
Robinson Bridge, particularly the multiuse path(s) on the bridge. Santa 
Barbara County and the city of Lompoc prefer a multiuse path on both 
sides of the new Robinson Bridge.
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· On March 12, 2025, a public meeting was held at Cabrillo High School in 
Vandenberg Village to discuss immediate safety improvements at the 
intersection of State Route 1 and Santa Lucia Canyon Road. Partners in 
attendance included representatives of the California Highway Patrol, 
Vandenberg Space Force Base, Santa Barbara County Association of 
Governments, the county of Santa Barbara, and the city of Lompoc. 
Members of the public in attendance brought attention to concerns within 
the greater Lompoc area, including the replacement and widening of the 
Robinson Bridge.

· On April 10, 2025, a partnership meeting was held with the city of Lompoc, 
Caltrans, and the Santa Barbara County Association of Governments. 
Specific aspects of the project’s scope were revisited and revised, such as 
the multi-use pathway on both sides of the bridge. Caltrans made the 
decision in cooperation with these project stakeholders to include a multi-
use pathway on one side of the bridge only in design options three and 
four.

[Additional information regarding coordination has been added below 
since circulation of the draft environmental document]

· On May 29, 2025, during the 30-day circulation period of the draft Initial 
Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, Caltrans facilitated a 
public meeting at the Lompoc City Hall. Those in attendance included 
community members, local news outlets, City of Lompoc Staff, and Santa 
Barbara Council of Associated Government (SBCAG) staff. Caltrans staff 
provided a summary of the project, which included an overview of the 
cost, schedule, design options, and environmental impacts. Participants 
were provided with directions to submit comments on the project either 
virtually or on handwritten comment cards. 
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Erin Henry, Environmental Scientist/Generalist. B.A. Cultural Anthropology 
and Environmental Development, California State University, Chico; 1 
year of environmental planning experience and 2 years of experience 
in cultural resource management/archaeology. Contribution: 
Preparation of the environmental document.

Kristen Langager, Landscape Architect. B.S., Landscape Architecture, 
California Polytechnic State University, San Luis Obispo; 19 years of 
Landscape Architecture experience, 5 years as a Visual Technical 
Specialist. Contribution: Visual Impact Assessment.

Lucas Marsalek, Senior Environmental Scientist (Supervisor). B.S., Forestry 
and Natural Resource Management, California Polytechnic State 
University, San Luis Obispo; 14 years of environmental planning 
experience. Contribution: Reviewer of environmental document.
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Ryan McKee, P.G., C.E.G. Engineering Geologist – California Department of 
Transportation. M.S., Geology, California State University, San Jose, 
B.S., Earth Sciences, California Polytechnic State University, San Luis 
Obispo; 5 years of experience in environmental subsurface 
remediation, 8 years of experience in Geotechnical/Engineering 
Geology. Contribution: Preparation of geotechnical reports.

Jake Minnick, Landscape Architect. Bachelor’s of Landscape Architecture, 
California Polytechnic State University, San Luis Obispo; 10 years of 
Landscape Architecture experience. Contribution: Visual Impact 
Assessment.

Laura Riccardelli, Environmental Scientist, Environmental 
Generalist/Environmental Scientist. B.S., Environmental Science, 
University of California, Los Angeles; 4 years of experience in 
environmental resource management. Contribution: Preparation of 
environmental document and 4(f) Analysis.

Nina Tortosa, Environmental Scientist/Aquatic Resource Biologist. M.S. (in 
progress), Biological Sciences, California State University, 
Sacramento, Sacramento, California; 6 years of wildlife biology 
experience, 7 years of project management experience. Contribution: 
Preparation of the Jurisdictional Delineation Study.

Damaris Wyatt G.I.T., Engineering Geologist, Hazardous Waste and 
Paleontology Specialist. M.S. Geosciences, The Pennsylvania State 
University, B.S. Earth Science-Geology, University of California, Santa 
Barbara; 3 years of geoprofessional experience in California and 
Connecticut. Contribution: Supplemental Initial Site Assessment, 
Paleontological Investigation Report.
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Appendix A Title VI Policy Statement

CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY 

California Department of Transportation 

OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR 
P.O . BOX 942873, MS- 49 I SACRAMENTO. CA 94273--0001 
(916) 654-6 130 I FAX (916) 65:J.-5776 TTY 711 
www.dotca.gov 

September 2024 

GAVIN NEWSOM. GOVERNOR 

• · lllH:rwts· 

TITLE VI/NON-DISCRIMINATION POLICY STATEMENT 

It is the policy of the California Department of Transportation [Caltrans) , in 
accordance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the assurances set forth in 
the Caltrans ' Title VI Program Plan, to ensure that no person in the United States shall 
on the grounds of race, color, or national origin , be excluded from participation in, be 
denied the benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity 
receiving federal financial assistance, Related non-discrimination authorities, 
remedies, and state law further those protections, including sex, disability, religion, 
sexual orientation, age, low income, and Limited English Proficiency [L EP). 

Caltrans is committed to complying with 23 C.F.R. Part 200, 49 C.F.R. Part 21, 
49 C.F.R. Part 303, and the Federal Transit Administration Circular 4702.1 B. Caltrans will 
make every effort to ensure nondiscrimination in all of its services, programs, and 
activities, whether they are federally funded or not, and that services and benefits are 
fairly distributed to all peop le, regardless of race , color, or national origin (including 
LEP). In addition, Caltrans w ill facilitate meaningful participation in the transportation 
planning process in a non-discriminatory manner. 

The overall responsibility for this policy is assigned to the Caltrans Director. The Caltrans 
Title VI Coordinator is assigned to the Caltrans Office of Civil Rights Deputy Director, 
who then delegates sufficient responsibility and authorit y to the Office of Civil Rights' 
managers, including the Tit le VI Branch Manager, to effectively implement the 
Caltrans Title VI Program. Individuals with questions or requiring additional information 
relating to the policy or the implementation of the Caltrans Title VI Program should 
contact the Title VI Branch Manager at title.vi@dot.ca.gov or at (916) 639-6392, or visit 
the following web page: http s://dot.ca.qov/proqrams/civil-rights/title-vi . 

1~11»~ 
TONY TAVARES 
Director 

"Provide a safe and re ioble transporta tion ne twork ll1c1t serves a ll people ond respects the envirornnent" 
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Appendix B Avoidance, Minimization 
and/or Mitigation Summary

To ensure that all of the environmental measures identified in this document 
are executed at the appropriate times, the following mitigation program (as 
shown in the proposed Environmental Commitments Record that follows) 
would be implemented. During project design, avoidance, minimization, 
and/or mitigation measures will be incorporated into the project’s final plans, 
specifications, and cost estimates as appropriate. All permits will be obtained 
before project implementation. During construction, environmental and 
construction/engineering staff will ensure that the commitments contained in 
the Environmental Commitments Record are fulfilled. Following construction 
and appropriate phases of project delivery, long-term mitigation, 
maintenance, and monitoring will take place as applicable. Because the 
following Environmental Commitments Record is a draft, some fields have not 
been completed; they will be filled out as each of the measures is 
implemented.

Note: Some measures may apply to more than one resource area. Duplicated 
or redundant measures have not been included in this Environmental 
Commitments Record.

2.1.1 Aesthetics

AES-1: Following construction, regrade and recontour any new construction 
access roads, staging and storage areas, and other temporary uses as 
necessary to match the surrounding natural topography along State Route 
246. Avoid unnatural-appearing remnant landforms where possible.

AES-2: Preserve existing vegetation to the maximum extent feasible.

AES-3: Bridge rail and pedestrian railing shall be an ‘open style’ to preserve 
views and deter graffiti. Railing type and treatment will be developed by the 
Caltrans Department of Bridge Design in conjunction with District 5 
Landscape Architecture.

AES-4: Bridge rail shall be aesthetically treated to visually recede or appear 
consistent with the architectural character and community setting. The 
aesthetic treatment shall be developed by the Caltrans Department of Bridge 
Design in conjunction with District 5 Landscape Architecture.

AES-5: Pedestrian railing shall be selected or treated to reduce glare and 
minimize contrast and noticeability. Style and color should be consistent with 
local character and aesthetic goals, as well as being compatible with the 
vehicular railing. Railing type and treatment will be developed by Bridge 
Design in conjunction with District 5 Landscape Architecture.
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AES-6: Rock slope protection shall be backfilled with soil and revegetated if 
feasible. Staining is appropriate to reduce the glare of visible rock slope 
protection as an alternative to soil cover.

AES-7: All visible metal components related to down drains and inlets, 
including but not limited to flared end sections, connectors, anchorage 
systems, safety cable systems, etc., should be darkened or colored to blend 
with the surroundings and reduce reflectivity. The specific color shall be 
determined by Caltrans District 5 Landscape Architecture.

AES-8: All visible concrete drainage elements, including but not limited to 
headwalls, drain inlet aprons, etc., should be colored to blend with the 
surroundings and reduce reflectivity. The specific colors of these concrete 
elements shall be determined by Caltrans District 5 Landscape Architecture.

AES-9: If feasible, all existing overhead utilities next to the new bridge shall 
be placed in the bridge structure. If it is not technically possible to locate 
conduits within the structure, surface-mounted conduits shall be painted to 
match the bridge structure.

AES-10: Replacement planting shall include aesthetic considerations and 
inherent biological goals. Revegetation shall include native trees and plants 
as determined by the project biologist and landscape architect. Revegetation 
shall occur to the maximum extent horticulturally feasible. Planting should be 
maintained until established.

2.1.4 Biological Resources

Jurisdictional Aquatic Features
The proposed project will impact the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Regional 
Water Quality Control Board, and California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
jurisdictional areas within the Area of Potential Impact. The following 
avoidance and minimization measures will be implemented to reduce the 
potential impacts to these jurisdictional areas resulting from the project:

BIO-1: Prior to construction, Caltrans shall obtain a Section 404 Nationwide 
Permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, a Section 401 Water Quality 
Certification from the Regional Water Quality Control Board, and a Section 
1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement from the California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife for activities that impact their respective jurisdictions. All permit 
terms and conditions will be incorporated into construction plans and 
implemented during construction.

BIO-2: Prior to any ground-disturbing activities, Environmentally Sensitive 
Area fencing, flagging, or another boundary marking system shall be used to 
demarcate (separate) jurisdictional features and the dripline of trees to be 
protected within the project limits. Caltrans-defined Environmentally Sensitive 
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Areas shall be noted on design plans and delineated in the field prior to the 
start of construction activities.

BIO-3: A temporary trestle may be used instead of, or in addition to, stream 
diversion and dewatering for bridge replacement activities within the Santa 
Ynez River to allow year-round work to occur. Pile driving and trestle 
construction will be limited to June 1 through October 31, when water levels 
are at a seasonal minimum. Deviations from this work window will only be 
made with permission from the relevant regulatory agencies.

BIO-4: If a trestle is not used, in-stream work within the Santa Ynez River 
shall take place between June 1 and October 31 in any given year when the 
surface water is likely to be at a seasonal minimum. Construction activities in 
jurisdictional areas at the culvert locations shall also be timed to occur 
between June 1 and October 31. Deviations from this work window will only 
be made with permission from the relevant regulatory agencies. Activities that 
may be approved outside the typical construction window include tree 
removal and trimming that does not require grubbing or ground disturbance; 
restoration seeding, planting, and maintenance of plantings; and stormwater 
measures that require the use of equipment, subject to prior agency approval. 
Maintenance of stormwater best management practices (BMPs) using hand 
tools is permitted year-round.

BIO-5: Other than installation of the temporary diversion system and, if 
necessary, installation of piles for a temporary work trestle, in-stream 
construction work will be performed in a dry work environment.

BIO-6: If dewatering or diversion operations are necessary, a detailed 
dewatering/diversion plan, including water quality monitoring requirements, 
will be prepared and implemented.

BIO-7: During construction, readily accessible spill prevention and cleanup 
materials shall always be kept by the contractor on-site during construction. 
All project-related hazardous material spills within the project site shall be 
cleaned up immediately.

BIO-8: During construction, sediment and erosion control measures shall be 
implemented and maintained. Silt fencing, fiber rolls, barriers, and other 
BMPs shall be installed as needed to stabilize the project site. At a minimum, 
erosion controls shall be maintained by the contractor on a daily basis 
throughout the construction period.

BIO-9: All equipment must be cleaned and free of weed propagules prior to 
entry into jurisdictional features.

BIO-10: To the extent feasible, staging, parking, and refueling of equipment 
and vehicles must occur at least 100 feet from jurisdictional areas. If staging 
of equipment and materials must occur closer than 100 feet from jurisdictional 
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areas, the staging areas must have adequate BMPs to prevent discharges 
from leaving the staging area and entering jurisdictional areas. If fueling must 
occur in areas less than 100 feet from streams, a refueling plan outlining 
secondary containment and spill prevention measures must be prepared and 
approved by Caltrans and agency staff.

BIO-11: At a minimum, all equipment and vehicles shall be checked and 
maintained by the contractor on a daily basis to ensure proper operation and 
avoid potential leaks or spills. Drip pans must be placed under equipment that 
is stationary for more than 12 hours. Stationary equipment used in 
jurisdictional areas, such as generators, must be placed in secondary 
containment. Equipment must be removed from the channel if the National 
Weather Service predicts a chance of at least 0.1 inch of rain within a 24-hour 
period for Lompoc, California.

BIO-12: Limited night work is permitted within jurisdictional areas. Lighting 
must be angled down and pointed toward work areas to minimize illumination 
of nearby jurisdictional areas outside project limits.

BIO-13: All litter, construction debris, equipment, loose materials, and soil 
spoils shall be removed from jurisdictional areas at the end of every work 
shift. Stockpiles of materials, including temporarily stockpiled soils, may not 
be stored within jurisdictional areas. Stockpiles not actively being used for 
construction must be covered and surrounded with a linear sediment barrier.

BIO-14: Stream contours shall be restored as close as possible to their 
original condition.

Mitigation for Jurisdictional Aquatic Features
Mitigation measures BIO-33 and BIO-34 discussed in subsequent sections of 
this document will mitigate impacts to jurisdictional aquatic features.

Red Willow Riparian
The avoidance and minimization measures proposed for jurisdictional areas 
have been assessed as sufficient to minimize impacts to red willow riparian 
woodland and forest. Mitigation measures BIO-33 and BIO-34 have also 
been assessed as sufficient for mitigating red willow riparian woodland and 
forest.

Invasive Species
The following avoidance and minimization measures will be implemented:

BIO-15: During construction, Caltrans will ensure that the spread or 
introduction of invasive exotic plant species will be avoided to the maximum 
extent possible.
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BIO-16: Only clean fill shall be imported. When practicable, invasive exotic 
plants on the project site shall be removed and properly disposed of. All 
invasive vegetation removed from the construction site shall be taken to a 
landfill to prevent the spread of invasive species. If soil from weedy areas 
must be removed off-site, the top 6 inches containing the seed layer in areas 
with weedy species shall be disposed of at a landfill. Inclusion of any species 
that occurs on the Cal-IPC Invasive Plant Inventory in the Caltrans erosion 
control seed mix or landscaping plans for the project shall be avoided.

BIO-17: To minimize the introduction of invasive plant species, all vehicles, 
machinery, and equipment shall be in a clean and soil-free condition before 
entering the project limits. Construction equipment shall be certified as “weed-
free” by Caltrans before entering the construction site.

Critical Habitat
Numerous measures in Chapter 4 of the Natural Environment Study (NES) 
apply to Southern California steelhead, California tiger salamander, 
southwestern willow flycatcher, and other taxa and are also applicable to 
federally designated critical habitat. These measures have been assessed as 
sufficient to minimize impacts to Southern California steelhead, California 
tiger salamander, and southwestern willow flycatcher critical habitat.

Special-Status Plants
The following avoidance and minimization measures are proposed for 
special-status plants. No impacts to special-status plant species are 
proposed, and no mitigation measures are proposed.

BIO-18: All areas (including along the boundary of the right-of-way) 
containing any listed plant species shall be delineated on the project’s plan 
sheets as Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs). These areas shall be 
marked with highly visible construction fencing and will be off limits to 
construction equipment and personnel.

BIO-19: To avoid impacts to any vegetation, all staging and equipment and 
storage areas shall occur in existing pullouts or at paved locations that have 
been cleared by Caltrans Environmental.

BIO-20: Preconstruction surveys shall be conducted by a qualified biologist 
prior to any ground-disturbing activities to confirm the presence or absence of 
special-status plant species.

Crotch’s Bumblebee and Obscure Bumblebee
The following avoidance and minimization measures will be implemented for 
potential impacts to Crotch’s bumblebee and obscure bumblebee resulting 
from the project:
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BIO-21: During the design phase, a focused non-invasive survey will be 
conducted prior to ground disturbance for Crotch’s bumblebee and its nests, 
following California Department of Fish and Wildlife guidance (2023).

BIO-22: A Worker Environmental Awareness Training course will be provided 
for all construction personnel prior to the start of any ground disturbance or 
vegetation removal to discuss Crotch’s bumblebee identification, ecology, 
habitat, and avoidance and minimization measures.

BIO-23: Prior to any ground-disturbing activities, ESA fencing shall be 
installed, as appropriate, around Crotch’s bumblebee feeding and nesting 
habitat to be avoided. ESAs shall be noted on design plans and delineated in 
the field prior to the start of construction activities.

BIO-24: If a Crotch’s bumblebee is identified in the project area, Caltrans will 
coordinate with CDFW, and, if necessary, a Section 2081 Incidental Take 
Permit will be acquired, on-site mitigation may be required, and the following 
would be implemented:

k. Any blooming flowering plants that are scoped for removal would be 
inspected immediately prior to work to ensure that no bumblebees are on 
or near the plant. If a bumblebee is identified on or adjacent to vegetation 
that is to be removed, work in that area would not proceed until the 
bumblebee leaves the area of its own accord.

l. No work will occur within 50 feet of an active Crotch’s bumblebee nest 
unless approved by CDFW.

Southern California Steelhead Distinct Population Segment
The project has the potential to result in take of Southern California 
steelhead; therefore, Caltrans must consult with the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) Fisheries under the Federal Endangered 
Species Act (FESA) Section 7 to obtain a Biological Opinion for the project. 
The Biological Opinion will include several reasonable and prudent measures 
and terms and conditions to reduce the effects of the project on steelhead 
and their habitat. In addition to avoidance and minimization measures listed in 
Section 4.1.1.3 of the Natural Environment Study for impacts to jurisdictional 
aquatic resources that provide cover and shade for Southern California 
steelhead, the following measures will serve to further minimize potential 
project-related impacts to steelhead:

BIO-25: A temporary trestle may be used instead of, or in addition to, stream 
diversion and dewatering for bridge replacement activities within the Santa 
Ynez River to allow year-round work to occur. Pile driving and trestle 
construction will be limited to June 1 through October 31. This construction 
window is when water levels are at their lowest to avoid adult spawning 
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migration and peak smolt emigration times. Deviations from this work window 
will only be made with permission from the relevant regulatory agencies.

[Measure BIO-26 has been revised since the draft environmental document 
was circulated.]

BIO-26: If a trestle is not used, in-stream work within the Santa Ynez River 
will take place between June 1 and October 31 in any given year when the 
surface water is likely to be at a seasonal minimum. Deviations from this work 
window will only be made with permission from the relevant regulatory 
agencies. During in-stream work, a qualified biologist will be retained with 
experience in steelhead biology and ecology, aquatic habitats, biological 
monitoring (including diversion/dewatering, if used), and capturing, handling, 
and relocating fish species. No capture, handling, or relocation of Southern 
California steelhead trout would occur prior to obtaining an incidental take 
permit from California Department of Fish and Wildlife. During in-stream work, 
the biological monitor(s) will continuously monitor placement and removal of 
any required stream diversions and trestle installation or removal, and will 
capture stranded steelhead and other native fish species and relocate them to 
suitable habitat, as appropriate. The biologist(s) will capture steelhead 
stranded as a result of diversion/dewatering and relocate them to the nearest 
suitable instream habitat. The biologist(s) will note the number of steelhead 
observed in the affected area, the number of steelhead relocated, and the 
date and time of the collection and relocation.

BIO-27: During in-stream work, if pumps are incorporated to assist in 
temporarily dewatering the site, intakes will be completely screened with no 
larger than 3/32-inch (2.38 mm) wire mesh to prevent steelhead and other 
sensitive aquatic species from entering the pump system. Pumps will release 
the water so that suspended sediment will not re-enter the stream. The form 
and function of pumps used during the dewatering activities will be checked 
daily at a minimum to ensure a dry work environment and minimize adverse 
effects to aquatic species and habitats.

BIO-28: Caltrans will design replacement bridge structures without scuppers, 
deck drains, or other facilities that drain stormwater directly into the stream in 
order to prevent pollutants such as 6PPD-quinone (an oxidation product of 
6PPD, an additive intended to prevent damage to tire rubber from ozone) 
from directly entering waterways.

BIO-29: Before any activities within the Santa Ynez River begin, the approved 
biologist will conduct a Worker Environmental Awareness Training course 
(WEAT) for all persons employed or otherwise working on the project site 
prior to performing any work on-site. The Worker Environmental Awareness 
Training course will include a discussion of the biology of Southern California 
steelhead, its protected status, proximity to the project site, project-specific 
avoidance and minimization measures, and the implications of violating the 
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Federal Endangered Species Act (FESA) and permit conditions. Upon 
completion of the training course, employees will sign a form stating they 
attended the course and understand all protection measures.

BIO-30: When the biological monitor is on-site, they shall monitor erosion and 
sediment controls to identify and correct any conditions that could adversely 
affect steelhead or steelhead habitat. The biological monitor shall be granted 
the authority to stop work activity as necessary and to recommend measures 
to avoid/minimize adverse effects to steelhead and steelhead habitat.

BIO-31: Sound-attenuating devices shall be used during pile driving if any 
feasible method is available for dry pile driving.

BIO-32: Vibration and oscillation of piles shall be used to the greatest extent 
feasible to install piles and reduce the need for hammer driving.

Southern California Steelhead Mitigation Measures
The following proposed measures will mitigate the impacts on Southern 
California steelhead. Final compensatory mitigation will be determined in 
coordination with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife during the 
CESA 2081 ITP permitting process.

BIO-33: Caltrans will restore all areas temporarily impacted for access needs 
on-site at a 1-to-1 ratio and permanently impacted areas at a 3-to-1 ratio. 
Trees scoped for removal within jurisdictional areas will also be replaced. 
Trees with a DBH between 6 and 12 inches will be replaced at a 3-to-1 ratio, 
trees with a DBH between 12 and 24 inches will be replaced at a 5-to-1 ratio, 
and trees with a DBH greater than 24 inches will be replaced at a 10-to-1 
ratio. Replacement plantings will include appropriate native tree and 
understory species. To ensure success, monitoring and an appropriate plant 
establishment period will be required, which will include regular inspections, 
weeding, and replacement. Off-site mitigation may be needed to fulfill the 
compensatory mitigation requirements for impacts to jurisdictional aquatic 
features due to limited space available within Caltrans' right-of-way. The exact 
method of tree replacement and mitigating for permanent impacts (i.e., on-site 
mitigation, off-site mitigation, root wads, invasive species control, a 
combination of methods, etc.) will be finalized during permitting to meet 
mitigation requirements.

BIO-34: In accordance with the replacement planting ratios outlined in BIO-
33, replacement plantings will be detailed in Caltrans’ Landscape Architecture 
Landscape Planting Plan and the final Mitigation Monitoring Plan. The 
Mitigation Monitoring Plan will be developed in coordination with the project 
biologist and will include planting specifications and grading plans to ensure 
survival of planted vegetation and re-establishment of functions and values. 
The final Mitigation Monitoring Plan will detail mitigation commitments and will 
be consistent with standards and mitigation commitments from the U.S. Army 
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Corps of Engineers, Regional Water Quality Control Board, and California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife. The Mitigation Monitoring Plan will be 
prepared when more detailed construction plans are developed and will be 
finalized through the permit review process with regulatory agencies. 
Restoration plantings will consist of native riparian species and associated 
riparian understory and bank species.

Santa Barbara County Distinct Population Segment of California Tiger 
Salamander
The following avoidance and minimization measures will be implemented for 
potential impacts to the Santa Barbara County Distinct Population Segment of 
California Tiger Salamander upland habitat resulting from the project:

BIO-35: Caltrans will evaluate and survey all potentially suitable habitat areas 
within the API to determine suitability for the California tiger salamander and 
designate such areas as California Tiger Salamander Special Protection 
Areas (SPA) in project plans and specifications.

BIO-36: Caltrans will obtain approval from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
and California Department of Fish and Wildlife of designated biologist(s) and 
designated monitor(s) prior to project-related activities that may result in 
impacts to the California tiger salamander. The designated biologist or 
designated monitor with the appropriate permits will be present to conduct 
surveys prior to and monitor all initial ground- or vegetation-disturbing 
activities in California Tiger Salamander Special Protection Areas to help 
minimize or avoid impacts. Designated monitors will monitor project activities 
after initial ground-disturbing activities have been completed, provided the 
permitted designated biologist is readily available should the need arise to 
relocate a California tiger salamander.

BIO-37: Caltrans will submit a relocation plan to the Service and the 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife for approval prior to construction. 
Designated biologists and/or designated monitors who handle California tiger 
salamanders will ensure that their activities do not transmit diseases or 
pathogens harmful to amphibians, such as chytrid fungus (Batrachochytrium 
dendrobatidis), by following the fieldwork code of practice developed by the 
Declining Amphibians Task Force.

BIO-38: Work activities that could potentially harm the California tiger 
salamander will be stopped until the designated biologist arrives to relocate 
the California tiger salamander to the pre-approved location. If the designated 
biologist or designated monitor recommends that work be stopped, they will 
notify the resident engineer immediately. The resident engineer will resolve 
the situation by requiring that all actions that are causing these effects be 
stopped.
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BIO-39: Before any activities begin, the approved biologist will conduct a 
Worker Environmental Awareness Training course for all persons employed 
or otherwise working on the project site prior to performing any work on-site. 
The WEAT course will include a discussion of the biology of the California 
tiger salamander, its protected status, proximity to the project site, project-
specific avoidance and minimization measures, and the implications of 
violating the Federal Endangered Species Act and permit conditions. Upon 
completion of the training course, employees will sign a form stating they 
attended the course and understand all protection measures.

BIO-40: Caltrans will limit all project-related vehicle and pedestrian access to 
established roads and staging areas. Caltrans will locate staging areas within 
previously disturbed areas to the extent possible, clearly delineate them, and 
they will contain all project-related parking and storage needs. Caltrans will 
limit the number of access routes, the size of staging areas, and the total area 
of activity to the maximum extent feasible to achieve the project.

BIO-41: During project activities, all trash that may attract predators will be 
properly contained, removed from the work site, and disposed of regularly. 
Following construction, all trash and construction debris will be removed from 
work areas.

BIO-42: If work will occur in a California Tiger Salamander Special Protection 
Area between October 1 and May 31, temporary California Tiger Salamander 
exclusionary fencing will be installed during dry conditions prior to work within 
the California Tiger Salamander Special Protection Area to protect California 
tiger salamander habitat outside of the California Tiger Salamander Special 
Protection Area and prevent individuals from dispersing into work areas. The 
designated biologist or monitor will inspect the area regularly when work is 
scheduled within a California Tiger Salamander Special Protection Area to 
ensure the integrity of the fence and that workers avoid entering California 
Tiger Salamander habitat outside of the California Tiger Salamander Special 
Protection Area.

BIO-43: Caltrans will consult the National Weather Service 24-hour forecast 
daily. If there is over a 70 percent chance of precipitation forecasted, the 
designated biologist will survey the work area to ensure that California tiger 
salamanders have been cleared.

BIO-44: If an unpredicted rainfall event starts while construction activities are 
in progress, Caltrans will suspend all work activities in a California Tiger 
Salamander Special Protection Area until the designated biologist surveys the 
work area to ensure that California tiger salamanders have been cleared.

California Tiger Salamander Mitigation
As part of the California Endangered Species Act and Federal Endangered 
Species Act consultations, Caltrans expects that compensatory mitigation will 
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be required to offset habitat impacts resulting from the project. The following 
mitigation estimates have been made for this project, according to mitigation 
ratios required by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife for other 
Caltrans projects with California tiger salamander impacts.

BIO-45: Caltrans will complete a total of up to 5.25 acres of compensatory 
mitigation for potential impacts to California tiger salamander upland habitat, 
which includes:

· A 3-to-1 mitigation ratio for permanent impacts (0.05 acre) for a total of 
0.15 acre; and

· A 1-to-1 mitigation ratio for temporary impacts (5.1 acres) for a total of 5.1 
acres.

Caltrans will determine actual mitigation credits based on an evaluation and 
survey of all potentially suitable habitat areas within the Area of Potential 
Impacts and calculation of the value of impacted California Tiger Salamander 
habitat using the methodology outlined in Searcy and Shaffer (2008). Before 
starting ground- or vegetation-disturbing project activities, Caltrans will satisfy 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife requirement to provide California Tiger Salamander habitat mitigation 
by purchasing credits at a California Endangered Species Act-certified and 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife-approved Conservation Bank (such 
as La Purisima Bank) authorized to sell credits for California Tiger 
Salamander. Details regarding the exact amount of mitigation required will be 
developed during the Federal Endangered Species Act and California 
Endangered Species Act consultation process.

California Red-Legged Frog
Caltrans anticipates the proposed project will qualify for Federal Endangered 
Species Act incidental take coverage under the Programmatic Biological 
Opinion for Projects Funded or Approved under the Federal Highway 
Administration’s Federal Aid Program (United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
2011), which includes the following project-specific measures:

BIO-46: Only United States Fish and Wildlife Service-approved biologists 
shall participate in activities associated with the capture, handling, and 
monitoring of California red-legged frogs.

BIO-47: Ground disturbance shall not begin until written approval is received 
from the United States Fish and Wildlife Service that the biologist is qualified 
to conduct the work.

BIO-48: A United States Fish and Wildlife Service-approved biologist shall 
survey the project area no more than 48 hours before the start of work 
activities. If any life stage of the California red-legged frog is found, and these 
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individuals are likely to be killed or injured by work activities, the approved 
biologist shall be allowed sufficient time to move them from the site before 
work begins. The United States Fish and Wildlife Service-approved biologist 
shall relocate the California red-legged frogs to the shortest distance possible 
to a location that contains suitable habitat and will not be affected by project 
construction. The relocation site shall be in the same drainage to the extent 
practicable. Caltrans shall coordinate with the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service on the relocation site prior to the capture of any California red-legged 
frogs.

BIO-49: Before any activities begin on a project, a United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service-approved biologist shall conduct a training session for all 
construction personnel. At a minimum, the training shall include a description 
of the California red-legged frog and its habitat, the specific measures that are 
being implemented to conserve the California red-legged frog for the current 
project, and the boundaries within which the project may be accomplished. 
Brochures, books, and briefings may be used in the training session, with a 
qualified person on hand to answer any questions. The training will also 
include descriptions of other special-status species with the potential to occur 
in the project area.

BIO-50: A United States Fish and Wildlife Service-approved biologist shall be 
present at the work site until all California red-legged frogs have been 
removed, workers have been instructed, and disturbance of habitat has been 
completed. After this time, Caltrans shall designate a person to monitor on-
site compliance with all minimization measures. The United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service-approved biologist shall ensure this monitor receives the 
training outlined in measure BIO-4 above and in the identification of California 
red-legged frogs. If the monitor or the United States Fish and Wildlife Service-
approved biologist recommends that work be stopped because California red-
legged frogs would be affected in a manner not anticipated by Caltrans and 
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service during review of the proposed 
action, they shall notify the resident engineer immediately. The resident 
engineer shall resolve the situation by requiring that all actions that are 
causing these effects be stopped. When work is stopped, the United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service shall be notified as soon as possible.

BIO-51: During project activities, all trash that may attract predators or 
scavengers shall be properly contained, removed from the work site, and 
disposed of regularly. Following construction, all trash and debris shall be 
removed from work areas.

[Measure BIO-52 has been updated since circulation of the draft 
environmental document] 

BIO-52: All refueling, maintenance, and staging of equipment and vehicles 
shall occur at least 100 feet from riparian habitat or water bodies and not in a 
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location from which a spill would drain directly toward aquatic habitat, unless 
otherwise preapproved by the necessary agencies. The monitor shall ensure 
that contamination of the habitat does not occur during operations. Before 
work starts, Caltrans shall ensure that a plan is in place for a prompt and 
effective response to any accidental spills. All workers shall be informed of 
the importance of preventing spills and the appropriate measures to take 
should a spill occur.

BIO-53: Habitat contours shall be returned to a natural configuration at the 
end of project construction. This measure shall be implemented in all areas 
disturbed by project construction, unless the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service and Caltrans determine that it is not feasible or modification of 
original contours would benefit the California red-legged frog.

BIO-54: The number of access routes, the size of staging areas, and the total 
area of activity shall be limited to the minimum necessary to achieve the 
project. Environmentally Sensitive Areas shall be established to confine 
access routes and construction areas to the minimum area necessary to 
complete construction and minimize the impact on California red-legged frog 
habitat; this goal includes locating access routes and construction areas 
outside of wetlands and riparian areas to the maximum extent practicable.

BIO-55: Caltrans shall attempt to schedule work for times of the year when 
impacts to the California red-legged frog would be minimal. For example, 
work that would affect large pools that may support breeding would be 
avoided, to the maximum degree practicable, during the breeding season 
(November through May). Isolated pools that are important to maintain 
California red-legged frogs through the driest portions of the year would be 
avoided, to the maximum degree practicable, during the late summer and 
early fall. Habitat assessments, surveys, and technical assistance between 
Caltrans and the United States Fish and Wildlife Service during project 
planning shall be used to assist in scheduling work activities to avoid sensitive 
habitats during key times of the year.

BIO-56: To control sedimentation during and after project completion, 
Caltrans shall implement Best Management Practices outlined in any 
authorizations or permits issued under the authorities of the Clean Water Act 
received for the project. If Best Management Practices are ineffective, 
Caltrans shall attempt to remedy the situation immediately, in coordination 
with the United States Fish and Wildlife Service.

[Measure BIO-57 has been updated since circulation of the draft 
environmental document] 

BIO-57: If a work site is to be temporarily dewatered by pumping, intakes will 
be completely screened with wire mesh not larger than 3/32 inch (2.38 
millimeters) to prevent California red-legged frogs from entering the pump 
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system. Water will be released or pumped downstream at an appropriate rate 
to maintain downstream flows during construction. Upon completion of 
construction activities, any diversions or barriers to flow will be removed in a 
manner that would allow flow to resume with the least disturbance to the 
substrate. Alteration of the stream bed will be minimized to the maximum 
extent possible; any imported material will be removed from the stream bed 
upon project completion.

BIO-58: Unless approved by the Service, water will not be impounded in a 
manner that may attract California red-legged frogs.

BIO-59: A United States Fish and Wildlife Service-approved biologist shall 
permanently remove any individuals of exotic species, such as bullfrogs 
(Rana catesbeiana), signal and red swamp crayfish (Pacifastacus 
leniusculus; Procambarus clarkii), and centrarchid fishes from the project area 
to the maximum extent possible. The United States Fish and Wildlife Service-
approved biologist shall be responsible for ensuring his or her activities 
comply with the California Fish and Game Code.

BIO-60: If Caltrans demonstrates that disturbed areas have been restored to 
conditions that allow them to function as habitat for the California red-legged 
frog, these areas will not be included in the amount of total habitat 
permanently disturbed.

BIO-61: To ensure that diseases are not conveyed between work sites by the 
Service-approved biologist, the fieldwork code of practice developed by the 
Declining Amphibian Populations Task Force will be followed at all times.

BIO-62: Project sites will be re-vegetated with an assemblage of native 
riparian, wetland, and upland vegetation suitable for the area. Locally 
collected plant materials will be used to the extent practicable. Invasive, 
exotic plants will be controlled to the maximum extent practicable. This 
measure will be implemented in all areas disturbed by project construction, 
unless the Service and Caltrans determine that it is not feasible or practical.

BIO-63: Caltrans will not use herbicides as the primary method to control 
invasive, exotic plants. However, if Caltrans determines that the use of 
herbicides is the only feasible method for controlling invasive plants at a 
specific project site, it will implement the following additional protective 
measures for the California red-legged frog:

a. Caltrans will not use herbicides during the breeding season for the 
California red-legged frog.

b. Caltrans will conduct surveys for the California red-legged frog 
immediately before the start of any herbicide use. If found, California red-
legged frogs will be relocated to suitable habitat far enough from the 
project area that no direct contact with herbicides will occur.
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c. Giant reed and other invasive plants will be cut and hauled out by hand 
and then painted with glyphosate or glyphosate-based products, such as 
Aquamaster® or Rodeo®.

d. Licensed and experienced Caltrans staff or a licensed and experienced 
contractor will use a hand-held sprayer for foliar application of 
Aquamaster® or Rodeo® where large monoculture stands occur at an 
individual project site.

e. All precautions will be taken to ensure that no herbicide is applied to 
native vegetation.

f. Herbicides will not be applied on or near open water surfaces (no closer 
than 60 feet from open water).

g. Foliar applications of herbicide will not occur when wind speeds are in 
excess of 3 miles per hour.

h. No herbicides will be applied within 24 hours of forecasted rain.
i. Application of all herbicides will be done by qualified Caltrans staff or 

contractors to ensure that overspray is minimized, that all application is 
made in accordance with label recommendations, and with the 
implementation of all required and reasonable safety measures. A safe 
dye will be added to the mixture to visually denote treated sites. 
Application of herbicides will be consistent with the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency's Office of Pesticide Programs, Endangered Species 
Protection Program County bulletins.

j. All herbicides, fuels, lubricants, and equipment will be stored, poured, or 
refilled at least 60 feet from riparian habitat or water bodies in a location 
where a spill would not drain directly toward aquatic habitat. Caltrans will 
ensure that contamination of habitat does not occur during such 
operations. Before the start of work, Caltrans will ensure that a plan is in 
place for a prompt and effective response to accidental spills. All workers 
will be informed of the importance of preventing spills and the appropriate 
measures to take should a spill occur.

BIO-64: Upon completion of the project, Caltrans shall ensure that a Project 
Completion Report is completed and provided to the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service, following the template provided with the Programmatic 
Biological Opinion.

California Red-Legged Frog Mitigation
BIO-65: Temporary impacts to upland/dispersal habitat will be mitigated at a 
1-to-1 ratio (acreage) and a 3-to-1 ratio (acreage) for permanent impacts to 
upland/dispersal habitat. The method of mitigation (i.e., on-site mitigation, off-
site mitigation, mitigation credits, invasive species control, combination of 
methods, etc.) will be determined during the design phase of the project. 
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Additionally, compensatory mitigation measures BIO-33, BIO-34, and BIO-42 
will mitigate impacts to California red-legged frog upland dispersal habitat.

Western Spadefoot Toad
The following avoidance and minimization measures will be implemented for 
potential impacts to the western spadefoot toad upland habitat resulting from 
the project:

Avoidance and minimization measures BIO-35 through BIO-44 and BIO-46 
through BIO-64 apply to the western spadefoot toad. Mitigation Measures 
BIO-45 and BIO-65 also apply.

Southwestern Pond Turtle
The following avoidance and minimization measures will be implemented for 
potential impacts to the southwestern pond turtle upland habitat resulting from 
the project:

BIO-66: Preconstruction Survey: No more than 24 hours before the date of 
initial ground disturbance and vegetation clearing, a United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service and California Department of Fish and Wildlife-approved 
biologist with experience in the identification of all life stages of the 
southwestern pond turtle will conduct a pre-construction survey at the project 
locations. The survey will consist of walking the project limits and within the 
project site to determine the possible presence of the species. The approved 
biologist will investigate all areas (such as small woody debris, refuse, 
burrows, etc) that could be used by southwestern pond turtles for migration, 
nesting, sheltering (such as small woody debris, refuse, burrows, etc) and 
other essential behaviors.

BIO-67: Before any activities begin, the approved biologist will conduct a 
Worker Environmental Awareness Training course for all persons employed 
or otherwise working on the project site before performing any work on-site. 
The WEAT will include a discussion of the biology of the southwestern pond 
turtle, its protected status, proximity to the project site, project-specific 
avoidance and minimization measures, and the implications of violating the 
FESA and permit conditions. Upon completion of the training course, 
employees will sign a form stating they attended the course and understand 
all protection measures.

BIO-68: Biological Monitoring – The approved biologist will monitor 
construction activities where pond turtles are present or assumed present. 
The approved biologist will be present during all initial ground disturbance at 
locations immediately adjacent to or within habitat that supports populations 
of southwestern pond turtles.
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BIO-69: Relocation – To mitigate potential impacts resulting from project 
construction, individuals will be relocated by the approved biologist to a 
nearby location outside of the construction area with suitable habitat.

Avoidance and minimization measures BIO-1 through BIO-14, BIO-35 
through BIO-44, and BIO-46 through BIO-64 apply.

Southwestern Pond Turtle Mitigation Measures
Mitigation measures BIO-33, BIO-34, BIO-45, and BIO-65 also apply.

Northern California Legless Lizard and Coast Horned Lizard
BIO-70: If coast horned lizards or Northern California legless lizards are 
detected in the project limits during preconstruction surveys or construction, 
individuals will be relocated by a qualified biologist to a nearby location 
outside of the construction area with suitable habitat.

Additionally, avoidance and minimization measures BIO-35 through BIO-44 
and BIO-46 through BIO-64 apply.

Coast Patch-Nosed Snake and Two-Striped Garter Snake
The following avoidance measures will be implemented to minimize and avoid 
impacts to the coast patch-nosed snake and two-striped garter snake:

BIO-71: A qualified biologist would conduct a preconstruction survey before 
the start of ground disturbance at locations with suitable coast patch-nosed 
snake and two-striped garter snake habitat.

BIO-72: If present, a qualified biologist would relocate individuals to a nearby 
location outside the construction area with suitable habitat.

Southwestern Willow Flycatcher and Least Bell’s Vireo
The following measures will be implemented to minimize and avoid impacts to 
least Bell’s vireo and southwestern willow flycatcher:

BIO-73: Focused surveys following United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
survey guidelines for least Bell’s vireo and southwestern willow flycatcher 
shall be completed to determine the presence/absence of least Bell’s vireo 
and southwestern willow flycatcher wherever suitable habitat is present within 
500 feet of the limits of construction. Surveys shall be conducted within one 
year before the start of construction activities. If the least Bell’s vireo and the 
southwestern willow flycatcher are detected during these surveys, formal 
Section 7 consultation will be initiated.

BIO-74: Caltrans will provide the United States Fish and Wildlife Service with 
a report detailing Least bell’s vireo and southwestern willow flycatcher survey 
efforts for the breeding season before construction.
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BIO-75: Before any activities begin, the approved biologist will conduct a 
Worker Environmental Awareness Training course for all persons employed 
or otherwise working on the project site before performing any work on-site. 
The WEAT course will include a discussion of the biology of the least Bell’s 
vireo and the southwestern willow flycatcher, their protected status, proximity 
to the project site, project-specific avoidance and minimization measures, and 
the implications of violating FESA and permit conditions. Upon completion of 
the training course, employees will sign a form stating they attended the 
course and understand all protection measures.

BIO-76: Before construction, vegetation removal shall be scheduled to occur 
from October 1 to January 31, outside the typical nesting bird season, if 
possible, to avoid potential impacts to nesting birds. If tree removal or other 
construction activities are proposed to occur within 100 feet of potential 
habitat during the nesting season (February 1 to September 30), a nesting 
bird survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist no more than five 
calendar days before construction.

BIO-77: If least Bell’s vireo or southwestern willow flycatcher are observed 
within 100 feet of the project area during construction or during the 
preconstruction surveys, all project activities shall stop immediately, and the 
relevant resource agencies shall be consulted. Development of additional 
avoidance and minimization measures will occur as necessary in coordination 
with the pertinent agencies.

Southwestern Willow Flycatcher and Least Bell’s Vireo Mitigation
Mitigation measures BIO-33 and BIO-34 will mitigate the impacts to least 
Bell’s vireo and southwestern willow flycatcher habitat. Impacts to vegetation 
would be offset by replacement plantings within the project limits, which will 
also replace in-kind nesting habitat.

Tri-Colored Blackbird and Nesting Birds
The following avoidance and minimization measures will be implemented to 
minimize impacts to nesting migratory birds:

BIO-78: Caltrans will schedule vegetation removal between October 1 and 
January 31, outside the typical nesting bird season, as feasible. If 
construction activities are proposed to occur within 100 feet of potential 
habitat during the nesting season (February 1 to September 30), a nesting 
bird survey will be conducted by a qualified biologist no more than three days 
before construction. Partially built nests may only be removed if they have 
been monitored by a qualified biologist and determined to be inactive. If an 
active nest is found, a qualified biologist will determine an appropriate buffer 
based on the habits and needs of the species. The buffer area will be avoided 
until a qualified biologist has determined that juveniles have fledged and are 
no longer dependent on the nest.
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BIO-79: During the non-nesting season (October 1 to January 31), methods 
to deter new nests on the bridge will be implemented to prevent new nests 
from forming during project activities. Exact methods of deterrence will be 
determined during the design phase. Removal of nests as they are beginning 
to form may be conducted as a last resort to further prevent nesting during 
project activities. There will be no removal of fully formed active nests.

BIO-80: Active bird nests must not be disturbed, and eggs or young of birds 
covered by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and California Fish and Game Code 
must not be killed, destroyed, injured, or harassed at any time.

Tri-Colored Blackbird and Nesting Birds Mitigation
No additional mitigation is proposed beyond the replacement plantings within 
the project limits, which will also replace in-kind nesting habitat.

Pallid Bat, Western Red Bat, Silver-Haired Bat, Yuma Myotis, and Other 
Roosting Bats
BIO-81: Tree removal shall be scheduled to occur from September 2 to 
January 31, outside the typical bat maternity roosting season, if possible, to 
avoid potential impacts to roosting bats.

BIO-82: If tree removal or other construction activities are proposed to occur 
within 100 feet of potential habitat during the bat maternity roosting season 
(February 1 to September 1), a bat roost survey shall be conducted by a 
biologist determined qualified by Caltrans within 14 days before construction. 
The biologist(s) conducting the preconstruction surveys will also identify the 
nature of the bat utilization (i.e., no roosting, night roost, day roost, maternity 
roost) and determine if passive bat exclusion will be necessary and feasible. If 
an active day roost is found, a qualified Caltrans biologist shall determine an 
appropriate buffer based on the habits and needs of the species. The buffer 
area shall be avoided until a qualified biologist has determined that roosting 
activity has stopped or exclusionary methods have successfully evicted 
roosting bats.

BIO-83: If bats are found by a qualified biologist to be maternity roosting, the 
roost(s) will be designated as an Environmentally Sensitive Area, and all 
construction activities shall be avoided within 100 feet until the end of the 
maternity roosting season (beginning of September) or until pups are volant 
(capable of flight).

Pallid Bat, Western Red Bat, Silver-Haired Bat, Yuma Myotis, and Other 
Roosting Bats Mitigation
With the above avoidance and minimization efforts specific to roosting bats as 
well as compensatory mitigation measures BIO-33 and BIO-34 for impacts to 
vegetation, no additional mitigation is proposed for roosting bats.
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San Diego Desert Woodrat
BIO-84: Before initial ground disturbance, a preconstruction visual survey will 
be conducted by a qualified biologist within suitable woodrat habitat to 
determine the presence of woodrat nests.

BIO-85: If woodrat nests are present within the area of construction activities, 
an ESA with a 25-foot buffer around each nest will be established to avoid 
nests.

BIO-86: Construction activities requiring grading or vegetation removal within 
the 25-foot protective buffer should only occur under the supervision of a 
qualified biologist.

BIO-87: If project activities cannot avoid removing the nest, then it should be 
dismantled by hand before grading or vegetation removal activities, under the 
supervision of a qualified biologist. Dismantling shall occur during the non-
breeding season (October 1 through December 31). If young are encountered 
during nest dismantling, the dismantling activity will stop and nest material will 
be replaced back on the nest, and the nest should be left alone and 
rechecked in two to three weeks to see if the young are out of the nest or 
capable of being out on their own (as determined by a qualified biologist); 
once the young can fend for themselves, the nest dismantling can continue. 
Where appropriate, nest material will be relocated to a suitable location 
nearby.

San Diego Desert Woodrat Mitigation
No mitigation measures are required for this species.

American Badger
The following avoidance and minimization measures are recommended:

BIO-88: No less than 14 days and no more than 30 days before the beginning 
of ground disturbance and/or construction activities, a qualified biologist shall 
conduct a survey to determine if any American badger dens are present at 
the project site. If dens are found, they shall be monitored for badger activity. 
Potentially active dens will be monitored with tracking medium or infrared 
cameras for three consecutive days to determine the current use. If no badger 
activity is observed during this period, then the den will be excavated by hand 
or carefully with equipment or blocked during the duration of construction 
under the direction of a qualified biologist to preclude (prevent) subsequent 
use. If American badger activity is observed at a den, Caltrans will coordinate 
with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife for suitable buffer 
implementation or exclusion methods.
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BIO-89: Observations of occupied badger dens or American badgers within 
the project area shall be submitted to the California Natural Diversity 
Database upon project completion.

BIO-90: No rodent control pesticides shall be used, including anticoagulant 
rodenticides such as brodifacoum, bromadiolone, difethialone, and 
difenacoum. This is necessary to minimize the possibility of primary or 
secondary poisoning of American badgers or other special-status species.

American Badger Mitigation
No mitigation measures are required for the American badger.
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2.1.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

GHG-1: Limit idling to 5 minutes for delivery and dump trucks and other 
diesel-powered equipment when not in active operation.

GHG-2: Schedule delivery truck trips outside peak morning and evening 
commute hours.

GHG-3: For improved fuel efficiency from construction equipment:

· Maintain equipment in proper tune and working condition.

· Use the right-sized equipment for the job.

· Use equipment with new technologies.

GHG-4: When feasible, use alternative fuels such as renewable diesel for 
construction equipment.

GHG-5: Supplement existing construction environmental training with 
information on methods to reduce greenhouse gas emissions related to 
construction.

GHG-6: When feasible, produce Hot Mix Asphalt using warm mix technology.

GHG-7: Use Rubberized Hot Mix Asphalt to lower the rolling resistance of 
highway surfaces as much as possible while still maintaining design and 
safety standards.

GHG-8: Use Partial Depth Recycling to recycle existing pavement where 
feasible.

2.1.10 Hydrology and Water Quality

Temporary Soil Stabilization
WQ-1: Minimize active Disturbed Soil Areas during the rainy season using 
scheduling techniques. 

WQ-2: Preserve existing vegetation to the maximum extent feasible.

WQ-3: Implement temporary protective cover/erosion control on all non-active 
Disturbed Soil Areas and soil stockpiles.

WQ-4: Control erosive forces of stormwater runoff with effective storm flow 
management such as temporary concentrated flow conveyance devices, 
earthen dikes, drainage swales, lined ditches, outlet protection/velocity 
dissipation devices, and slope drains as determined feasible.
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Temporary Sediment Controls
WQ-5: Implement linear sediment controls such as fiber rolls, check dams, or 
gravel bag berms on all active and non-active Disturbed Soil Areas during the 
rainy season.

WQ-6: To further help prevent sediment discharge, stabilized construction 
site entrances, temporary drainage inlet protection, and street sweeping and 
vacuuming will be necessary.

WQ-7: Implement appropriate wind erosion controls year-round.

Non-Stormwater Management
WQ-8: The appropriate non-stormwater Best Management Practices will be 
implemented year-round as follows:

WQ-9: Water conservation practices are implemented on all construction 
sites and wherever water is used.

WQ-10: Paving and grinding procedures are implemented where paving, 
surfacing, resurfacing, grinding, or saw cutting may pollute stormwater runoff 
or discharge to the storm drain system or watercourses.

WQ-11: Procedures and practices designed for construction contractors to 
recognize illicit connections or illegally dumped or discharged materials on a 
construction site and report incidents to the resident engineer.

WQ-12: The following activities must be performed at least 100 feet from 
concentrated flows of stormwater, drainage courses, and inlets if within the 
floodplain and at least 50 feet if outside of the floodplain: stockpiling 
materials, storing equipment and liquid waste containers, washing vehicles or 
equipment, and fueling and maintaining vehicles and equipment.

WQ-13: Pile driving operations will be part of construction activities.

WQ-14: Concrete curing will be used in the construction of structures such as 
buildings, sidewalks, and retaining walls. Concrete curing includes the use of 
both chemical and water methods. Proper procedures will minimize the 
pollution of runoff during concrete curing.

WQ-15: Since the project involves structure demolition/removal over the 
Santa Ynez River, proper procedures will be implemented to minimize 
pollution during these activities.

WQ-16: The following construction site Best Management Practices are 
anticipated to be bid items for this project:

· Job Site Management
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· Prepare Stormwater Pollution Prevention Program

· Rain Event Action Plan

· Stormwater Sampling and Analysis Day

· Stormwater Annual Report

· Move In/Move Out (Temporary Erosion Control)

· Temporary Hydraulic Mulch (Bonded Fiber Matrix)

· Temporary Check Dam

· Temporary Drainage Inlet Protection

· Temporary Fiber Roll

· Temporary Large Sediment Barrier

· Temporary Construction Entrance

· Street Sweeping

· Temporary Concrete Washout

· Temporary Fence (type Environmentally Sensitive Area)

The following project features and standardized measures implemented by 
the project will minimize any temporary or permanent water quality impacts 
created by the project:

WQ-17: The project will comply with the provisions of the National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System Permit and Waste Discharge Requirements for 
the State of California, Department of Transportation, Order Number 2022-
0033-Division of Water Quality, National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 
System Number CAS000003, and any subsequent permits in effect at the 
time of construction.

WQ-18: The project will comply with the provisions of the National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System Construction General Permit for Stormwater 
Discharges Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance Activities 
(Construction General Permit) Order Number 2022-0057-Division of Water 
Quality, National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Number 
CAS000002, and any subsequent permits in effect at the time of construction.

WQ-19: The project will comply with the Construction General Permit by 
preparing and implementing a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan or Water 
Pollution Control Plan to address all construction-related activities, 
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equipment, and materials that have the potential to impact water quality for 
the appropriate risk level. The Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan or the 
Water Pollution Control Plan will identify the sources of pollutants that may 
affect the quality of stormwater and include Best Management Practices to 
control the pollutants, such as sediment control, catch basin inlet protection, 
construction materials management, and non-stormwater Best Management 
Practices. All work must conform to the Construction Site Best Management 
Practices requirements specified in the latest edition of the Stormwater 
Quality Handbooks: Construction Site Best Management Practices Manual to 
control and minimize the impacts of construction and construction-related 
activities, materials, and pollutants on the watershed. These include but are 
not limited to temporary sediment control, temporary soil stabilization, 
scheduling, waste management, materials handling, and other non-
stormwater Best Management Practices.

WQ-20: Design Pollution Prevention Best Management Practices will be 
implemented, such as preservation of existing vegetation, slope/surface 
protection systems (permanent soil stabilization), concentrated flow 
conveyance systems such as ditches, berms, dikes, and swales, overside 
drains, flared end sections, and outlet protection/velocity dissipation devices.

WQ-21: Caltrans-approved treatment Best Management Practices will be 
implemented consistent with the requirements of the National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System Permit and Waste Discharge Requirements for 
the State of California, Department of Transportation, Order Number 2022-
0033-Division of Water Quality, National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 
System Number CAS000003, and any subsequent permits in effect at the 
time of construction. Treatment Best Management Practices may include 
biofiltration strips, biofiltration swales, infiltration basins, detention devices, 
dry weather flow diversion, Gross Solids Removal Devices, media filters, 
bioretention, Open Graded Friction Course, wet basins, and other Best 
Management Practices.

2.1.13 Noise

NOI-1: Notify the public in advance of the construction schedule when 
construction noise and upcoming construction activities likely to produce an 
adverse noise environment are expected. This notice shall be given two 
weeks in advance. Notice should be published in local news media of the 
dates and duration of proposed construction activity. The District 5 Public 
Information Office posts notice of the proposed construction and potential 
community impacts after receiving notice from the resident engineer.

NOI-2: Shield loud pieces of stationary construction equipment if complaints 
are received.
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NOI-3: Shield loud pieces of stationary construction equipment with sound 
barriers if complaints are received.

NOI-4: Locate portable generators, air compressors, etc., as far away from 
sensitive noise receptors as feasible.

NOI-5: Limit grouping major pieces of equipment operating in one area to the 
greatest extent feasible.

NOI-6: Use newer equipment that is quieter and ensure that all equipment 
items have the manufacturers’ recommended noise abatement measures, 
such as mufflers, engine covers, and engine vibration isolators, intact and 
operational. Internal combustion engines used for any purpose on or related 
to the job shall be equipped with a muffler or baffle of a type recommended by 
the manufacturer.

NOI-7: Consult district noise staff if complaints are received during the 
construction process, and their noise control plan and contractor shall 
conduct construction noise monitoring.
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NOTE: 
fOR ACCu:tAT( 1UCHT Of' WAY OUA, CONTACT 
AIGHT OF 'll'J,.Y CHCIN::E.RJNC Al TH£ DISTRICT Of't'.' ICE, 

WiEt!ll.l 
t:s) N£1f R0.40WA.Y' C-ONSTRUtTIO!'l 

CS) A$i:tHAl T COMCRETE OvtRLAY 

fZ:d PARTIAL OEP'TM RECYCllN<. WiTH ASPHALT CONCRETE 0'/(RLAY 

f::J 001,,0 P\.A.','£ ANO A$PHAU CQNCH£Tt OVERLAY 

~ TAPERED EOC,;£. ANO SHOlJLOtR BAC~lh"G 

llfflll Prno,N£NT RO, ou , [AS(M(NI 

~ PERMANENT ORAIHAGE EAS£M£HT 

~ CNCROACHMi:HT PERI.UT 

W21 TtMPORARY C:0.'tSTRUCTION ( A.S!Wt NT 

PRELhlUU,RY EARTlffl'ORK EXCAVA.H~ (CUT) l !MIT 

PR£LIMJNI\RY E,t;RTHWORK EW8ANllM£,Nl (FILLJ t.lMIT 

u?Clb,O( I.IS(;A TO WGS 

0 
© 
(:) 

IN'SU.LL FENCE 

R!CONSTRUCT' Ct.RB RAWP 

POST /J lLE 

Da.AINA.G£ SYSTEM HI.L\4B£R 

RIW 

U~.€ • >tt6Hlt 

(,c) PLACE HMl OIK.£ 
(TYP£ A) 
EfrQ fttMOVE AC OIKE 

oow nu •) C~l 90':0U ~ l S. oq" 

OS S8 

PRELIMINAR 
ttEeJSU IIEI) CJ , JL [I.CJ 

.. L A),,'S A l ' l'NOV4L A 1E 

RIW 

LAYOUT 
$CALE: 1". 50' L - 13 
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NOTE: 
FOR AOOJRA.TE RI GMT OF 'NAY OJ.TA, CONTACT 
RI GHT Cf ·t14'( ENCINEERINC AT THE DISTRICT CfFJCE.. 

illf!1ll_; 

cs:'j NEW JIOI\OHY CONSTRUCTION 

□ J.SPHA.Ll CONCR£Tt OVERLAY 

m l'J.flTIA.l O(PTH RECYCLING • JTH A.SPHALT CC~H'E OVERLAY 

E:;i COLO PLAN[. ANO ASPKI.Ll C0f,,'CR£T£ O\'ERt.AY 

~ TAPERC:O E-DCE ANO SHOULOt:H SACKING 

fflffil PERU.AKE.NT ROJ.O'll'AY E.ASCWENT 

~ PERlil.AK£NT ORAINJ.C£ ( AS(.:WE.NT 

~ E:NCHOACKW( NT PERMIT 

!72?J TEWPORAA'f OONSTRUCTiO,, £ ~.S£WEN1 

•• J:.. PR€L IWIIIARY E:MU H• OHK €.XC.\VU JON ( CUT> LIMIT 

_ f _ PREL IMINARY EARTKWORK EMBA,"IKJ,IENT IFILL> LIMIT 

UPGRADE MSGR TO lrl.GS 

INSTALL FENCE 

0 RC CONSTRUCT CURO RAM? 

@ POST WILE 

0 DRAINAGE SYSrt:M NUWBER 

R/W 

USE/WOi£•>• t6Hl't 
COW nLC • ) C~l 90:C)U ~ l • . 09" 

UNIT I 451 

OS SB 2<16 

PRELIIIINAR 
ttEeJ SU IIIE.D C), )L ti.Cl 

.. L A),,'S A l ' l'NOV4L A 1E 

LAYOUT 
$CALE! 1". 50' L - 14 
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NOTE: 
F'OR AOOJRATE RI CMT OF 'NAY DATA, CONTACT 
RI GHT Cf ·t11,'( EtlClt<EERCNC AT THE OCSTRCCT Cff JCE. 

illf!1Q; 
~ NEW flOADHY CONSTRUCTION 

&:s) J.SPHALT CONCR£fE 0 '/( Rl,.AY 

@ l'AftTU.l O(PTH RECYCLING ft JTH ASPHAL T CONCFt!TE OVERL AY 

E:::;I COLO PLANt ANO ASPHALT CQr.-at£T£ O\'£Rl Al" 

f:Z':Z) l APER!O EOCI:'. ANO Sr..OIJl.01:'.H 8ACKINC 

lfflll PERIJ.M.EHT ROAOl'l'A 'Y U SC.WENT 

l'2Q9 P£RIJ~ '!NT DRAINAGE ( AS(M( NT 

~ ENCHOACtn,1£NT PERMI T 

fZ:Zj TEW.PORA.RY OOHS TROCT ro.-. £..\SE.WENT 

•• S:.. PR(l,.IWINARY EAU HIIOHK ( XC4VUION (CUT> LJMH 

_ f _ PREL IMINARY EARTHIIORK EM34,"IKMENT !FILL> L IMIT 

UPGRADE MBCR TO lrtGS 

0 RCCCNSTRUCT CURB RAM? 

© POST • IL~ 

{:) DRAINAGE SYS rt:M NUWBER 

R/W 
J 

OS SB 2<16 

PRELIIIINAA 
ttEeJSU IIEO cJ, lL [I.CJ 

.. L AI<,~ A Vl'NOV4L A 'IE 

R/W 

=1t==i~ ! 
i Be9 REMOVE AC Oll E ~"'ffE ... ,. OJK[ E 

R/W 
,o PLACE HMA DIKE 

(lYPt: A) 
e.g R(WOVE AC OUK£ 

USEllotoiE•h t 611l't 
00< nLC • ) C~l to:OU ~Ol :0. 0Q" 

eeo REWOVE AC DIKE ; 

R/W 

LAYOUT 
$CALE: 1" . 50' L- 15 
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NOTE: 
F'OR ,t;CC~A.TE RJGMT OF' WA.i DI.TA, CONTACT 
RJGHT OF WAY ENGJNEERI NG AT lHE OJSTRI CT OFFCCE. 

~ 
&'..SJ Mt • · ROAOWA.Y OONSTAVCTI().~ 

[SJ ASPHA.l T OOMCRETE OVCRL.\Y 

~ PI.RTIAL OEP'TM RECYCll,,_'C WI TI-1 ASPHAt,T C0NCH€1£ OY'(RLAY 

~ COl.0 !=>LAK£ ANO ASPHI\LT CONCRETE OVERLAY 

E':Z:) T.\PEREO ECG£ ANO SHOUL0£.R BACXING 

!iii PrRIJANOH ftOA.OUV €.4.StMt NT 

~ PER.t.lAllEHT GRAINA.C.C EASEt.£NT 

~ CNCRO,t;CHMt:NT PERi.lJ T 

fllal Tt),IPOl<AHY CO.'ISTRUCTION EAst:ME.NT 

.. L 

0 
© 
(:) 

PRH JM!NARY EARTHWORK EXCAVA.T!O.~ ( CUT) llti ll 

PftE.L!-.. )NA.RY EARTH•fl'MK ( 1JijA,-,1tM£NT (l"ILL) llMIT 

UPGRADE l-'8GR TO MOS 

!,,_"STA.LL FENCE 

At:CON$Tl<UCT QJR8 RAl,IP 

POST MlLC 

DA.A.IN.A.!:(. SYSTEM .-.1.MaE.R 
----- ..-- ~---" 

R/W 

USEllotoiE•h t611l't 
00< nLC • ) C~l to:OU ~ 0 \ 6 . 09" 

EM) PL.ACE HNA Ol 
iTYPE E) 
ENO MMOVE AC OIK[ 

Ut~Ir 145 1 

'ff~'-tf' tllrlA OIKE 

6eg R( WOV£ .\C DI KC 

RI• 

LAYOUT 
$CALE: 1" . 50' L - 16 
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NOTE: 
F'OR liCC~A.TE RJGHT OF' WA.i DATA, OONTJ;CT 
RJGHT OF V.'AY ENGJNEERI NC AT THE OJSTRI CT OFFCCE. 

illEtlll; 
~ NE• ROJoDWAY OONSTRUCH0.'1 

&:SJ "-SPHAl T OONCR£T£ OV(ALAY 

~ PARTIAL DEPTH RECYCllNG WJTM ASPHALT CONCRETE OVERLAY 

~ COLO PL.At,_'! A.NO ASPHA.LT CONCRETE OV( RI.AY 

jZ:::ZJ TAPEH€0 E.OCE. ANO SHOULOER 8ACtlNC 

ffl!m PERWJ.tlENT ROl\OllAY EA.S£MtNT 

~ P E.RWJ;NEHT Ofl.\)NA.Cf EASE~HT 

~ fffCROACHMEHT PER\.I IT 

f2Z:ZI TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION US!M£NT 

.. c .. AA£Lh0Ni\lh' €AHTl•rNORK (XCAVA.Tt0.'1 ( CUT) llW.!IT 

PRELH.l!NA.RY EARTHWOJ1K EWBAK<M~T (FILL) LIMIT 

l.PGRAOE Iii.OCR TO ,WCS 

0 R!OONSTRUCT CURB RJ.\.IP 

@ POST .WILE 

(:} DRAIN.AGE SYSTEM "1.MBCR 

R/W 

R/W 

USE/WOi£•>• t 6Hl't 
COW nLC • ) C~l 9G:OU ~ lf. 09" 

DRAINAC[ lO s 11.. .. ,2,o• .. 21 
Pll0l'05CJ) CIJI.YERT PIP[ LJ.d°1NSl~LLl?i!I 

UNIT I 451 

OS SB 

PRl!LIIIINAR 
ttEeJSU IIEI) CJ , JL [I.CJ 

.. L A),,'S A l ' l'NOV4L A 1E 

RIW 

R/W 

ftfpfltf[ HWA 011(£ 
Beg R£.«)V£ AC DIKE 

LAYOUT 
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NOTE: 
t OI< AC:C:I.MA l l. KI GHI 0 1- WAY OAU , OONTACl 
RIGHT OF V.'AY CNCINCtRJNC J.T TME DISTRICT OFFICE. 

~ 
bSJ NE•: HO.4(1.W;\Y CQtlSTRUCHO.~ 

(SJ ASPHA.l T CONCRETE OV£RLAY 

~ PARTIAL 0€PTH RECYCllNC Willi ASPHA!!.T OONCRETE OV£ALAY 

E'.:J OOLO PL .41','E "-~O ASPHAt T OONC:tETE OY'£RLAY 

fZ:ill U.PCREO EOG£ .>.NO SHOUl,otR 8\CKINC 

ffli6 P[ltWAM( Nl flOA.(YNAY EAS£MEH T 

~ Pt:RWANENT ORAUNAGi £.ASElilt:HT 

~ EHCRO;t.CHWf;HT P(R.1,U'J 

l:Z?lLI TEM?ORARY COf',STffiJCTION EASEl£NT 

. . L PREU MINA.RY' £.ARTH'll~lt EXCAVJTION (CU-I) LIMIT 

PREl.lMINARY (ARTH'~'OfiK D olB,Om,/ENT (Fill ) LIWI T 

UPCRA'!>E MBCR TO MGS 

0 !<€.CONSTRUCT CURB RAW? 

@ POST MILE 

{:) ORAINACE $Y$TCW NUW8ER 
__________ ... 

ruw 

R/W 

ENO Pl.AC£ HMA. om: 
(TYllE £ ) 
~NO RCMOVI: -'C 01!(£ 

USEllotoiE • • • t6Hl't 
00< nLC • ) C~l 90:C)U ~ ll. OQ" 

fflp:1-tF H.,,. DIKE 
&.g REMOVC AC DIKE 

UNIT I 4 51 

OS $8 

PIIELIMINAII 
ttEeJSl tllE.O CJ , )L ti.Cl 

.. L AI<,~ A Vl'NOV4L A 'IE 

R/W 

LAYOUT 
SCALE: 1" . 50' L - 18 
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NOTE: 
f OR ACCu:!A.Tt RICHT OF WAY OATA, CONTACT 
RIGHT OF V,'AY CNGINCtRINC AT TliE DISTRICT OFFICE. 

illEli!2i 
~ NE• ROAtWA'f CONSTRVCTt0,.'1 

Q ASPHAI. T CO.'iCRETE OV£ALAY 

~ PARTIAL DEPTH R£CYCl.lNG WITH ASPHA.LT OONCRETE OVatLAY 

E:;;J COLD Pl.Ah'( A."1> ASPHA.l f CONCRETE OV£RLAY 

~ TA..Q(.REO EDGE A.."10 SIICU.0£R 8ACIC.mC 

ffliB PEAMAN£11T RO.AOWAY EAS(t.1£,-.•f 

~ PE;RMA.'i( IIT OHA!NAGE USE.WENT 

~ Elli"CFIOACIIWENT PiRMlT 

~ TEIJPOR.A.P.Y CON$ l flVCTJO.'i EASEWENT .. , .. 
_c_ 

~H( U t.llti~RY EARTH•CR:< EXC,\'/A1'1011 ( CUT) Lhll l 

PRELIMIH,RY EA.RTH• OHK EMBA.NK.WENT (FILL ) LIMIT 

UPGRADE Ma(;R TO t.l.GS 

INSTALL FENCE 

R£00NSTFUCT CVR8 HAIJJ> 

POST WILE 

DRAINAGE SYSTEM ,"1..NDER 

iii 

J 

RIW 

USE/WOi£•>• t6Hl't 

rwptl.tfE HMA O!IC£ 
&Ilg Nt.MOYk. AC UIKE 

COW nLC • ) C~l 90:C)U ~ l 1 . 0Q" 

ENO l't.ACl HII..A Oif; 
(lYPE E) 
( NO R(MO'I"[ AC Olk£ 

t'f$pf'-tf€ HW.& Ol1t£ 

ENO REMOV£ AC DIKE 

Ut~Ir 1451 

IUW 

LAYOUT 
SCALE: 1" • so· L - 19 
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NOTE: 
fOR J.CCUl=!A.T( RICHT OF WAY OATI., CONTACT 
RIGHT OF vu,- CNCINCtRJNC 1,T TME DISTRICT OFFICE. 

LEGEND: 
CSJ NE;• · ROAD'#.\¥ CONSTAUCTIO."l 

[SJ .\SPIIA.l. T CONCRETE OV(AL,t,Y 

Em PARTIAi. 1}€PTH RECYCllh'G wm t ASPHAl T COIICMETE OVERLAY 

E:d COLO PllNE M~O ASPHAl T CONCWETE OVERLAY 

~ TA.Pt.RED £~ A.NO $H(U.(l(R BACKING 

lfflffl P(lhl .\NE:•n ROA'!>'ftl\Y EAS£KNT 

~ PERMJ\NE'tT DRAIN.AG! EASt:Mt'.N'l 

~ £fl"CAOAC'\l.'€N'T P(RWJT 

~ TEW:~n C0KSTRUCTI0N ( I.S(t.l(NT 

.. !;,. PAEl lldl>AR'r (.A.RTH-.,OflX EXCAVATION !CUT) LU.UT 

.. £.. i=>MEl.ll.l lt-ARY EARTHWOR:< £M!U,NKM( NT (FIi.i.) Ll"'lf 

UPGRADE MBGR TO II.GS 

0 
© 
0 

INSl.t.1.1,, FE.NC£ 

RECONSTRUCT CURO RAW 

POST WILE 

M AINACC SYSTEM HUWBER 

f:~Pr-tF HWA OU([ 
CND A(lll)Yt AC DIKE 

OS S8 2<16 

PRELIMINARY 
ftEeJSlEIIE.0 Cl , )L b e 

! @ ~ : 

i\sl':~t~':i'~~f:157:t'}~t;~,;~ffit~~~~~~ 'i1@:t;t ;!!~:~Ttld0'1%~%~Ii 
END RCMOYE AC OIKE 

R/W 

LAYOUT 
SCALE: 1" . 50' L - 20 
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NOTE: 
fOR ACCu:!A.fC RICHT OF WAY OATI., CONTACT 
RIGHT OF V.'AY CNCINCtRJNC J.T TME DISTRICT CFF'ICE. 

llif.l!ll.i 
!:S.,1 N£• HO/oD-W.\Y OONSTROCTfO."J 

(SJ .\SPIIAL T CO."'CRETE OvtRU.Y 

~ PA.RTIAL OEPTH RECYCLING WITH ASPHAU CONCRETE OV£RLAY 

E:d COLO PLANE A..'1.0 .-SPHAL T OONCRETE OV£RU.Y 

~ TAP£R£0 £DC£ A.'() SHOULOEA OACKINC 

9if:ffll PEkMA.'E.NT RO.A,OWAY E.1.SEW€NT 

~ PERMA..~T ORAINACE E.ASOIENT 

~ ENCROA.CIHl( NT PERM! T 

rlZil:J T( MPOfiMl:Y OONSTRUCTlON OSE'MENT 

•• l: .. PR£Ll!,l!N.t.RY €AfH10tORK EXCA.V.6.TIO.'-' (OUT! t.JMII 

_£ _ AAELN INARY EARTHWORK EW:8ANllMt_NT (fil l ) LIMIT 

I.PGRA.OE W.8GA TO MCS 

INSTAl.L rENCE 

0 R(CO.'ISTRUCT Cl.RS RAwP 

@ POST Mil( 

@ 0RA!NAC£ SYSTCW NUMnER 

RI• 

£M) PU.Ct HIIU 011(£ 
(T'l'P£ E 

END IIIQl)YE AC DIKE 

USEllotoiE•h t 611l't 
00< nLC • ) C~l to:OU ~Dll.OQ" 

Ut~Ir 1451 

OS SB 2<16 

PRELIIIINAR 
ttEeJSU IIEO cJ , lL [I.CJ 

.. L AI<,~ A Vl' NOV4L A 'IE 

LAYOUT 
SCALE: 1" • 50' L- 21 
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NOTE: 
f OR J.CCUl=!ATt RICHT OF WAY OATI., CONTACT 
RIGHT OF V.'.6' CNCINCtRJNC 1,T TME DISTRICT OFFICE. 

lliE.lmi 
IS.":3 H£W ROAD-WAY CONSTRUCT!().~ 

e:;::::3 ASPHAL T CO."lCRETE 0\1£.RL,\Y 

~ PA.RTIAL DEPTH RCCYCLINC WITH •SPHAl T CONCRETE OV(RV,Y 

E:'J COLO PL~NE A.\IO A$PHAl f CONCRETE OVCRLAY 

~ TAP(R(O (DC( A."!> SHCUL0£R BACKI NG 

lfflffl P£RMA...\l[ IIT ROAO-WA.Y ( A$t;:Wt:N1 

asz:) PERM.A....r,111 OHAINACE EAS£MtNT 

~ ENCHOAC:tlo!ENT PERMl T 

~ TEWPCAAAY COtlSTP.UCTIOH [ .ASE.WENT 

.. t .. 

. £. 
PREl,,I IIIW.RY (ARTK#ORK EXCAVATI0.'11 (CUTI WOT 

AA[Lhlll"°'RY EARTJ,f#ORK ( W8 A,..KME.NT ( f!LLJ U MIT 

UPGRADE "'-8GR TO MOS 

INSTALL FENCE 

RECO."lSTP.UCT Cu:IS !h,Wf) 

POST Mil£ 

OMAINACE SYSTC.W NUU.8€~ 

R/W 

ftf .. fltf! HWA OIIC[ 

~ I oio REwovE •c 0111. R/W 

~ 

! rt:lJl11%'fiitfff:L1;2:1sslT1T2:z;.1:ft~;;i;~2:'(2zs:s:;.12.&~~1?&tvz:zy}71"Y:i?'i I 
R/W 

USEllotoiE•h t 611l't 
00< nLC • ) C~l to:OU ~Dll. oo,, 

.fr$Pt'-tr HWA 011(£ 
( NO REl«lvt; AC Olk.[ 

R/N 

LAYOUT 
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NOTE: 
f OR J.CCURA.fE RICHT OF WAY OATA, CONTACT 
RIGHT OF V,' J.Y CNGINCtRINC AT TliE DISTRICT OFFICE. 

llif.l!ll.i 
rs:s) N( W ROJoOWA.Y OONSTRUCTfON 

□ A.SPIIAL T CO..~CREn: OVERUY 

~ PAJnlAL OEPTH RCCYCL INC WITH A$PHJ.lT CONCRETE OV!RLAY 

E::J COLO PLANE A..<Q ASPHAt. T CONCRETE OV[RLAY 

~ TA.P£R£0 €0C£ A.",10 SHOULOER 8 ACIUNC 

lfflffl PEfiMA..-.aE.NT ROADWAY £AS( W€N'T 

QSZj PERMA..",l~T 0RAINAC£ EASCI.ICNT 

~ ENCFIOACtiJ,l ( NT PEFiMl T 

ell.la TElolPCRARY OONSTRUCT!et,• 0.SEMENT 

. . L 

. £. 

0 
© 
0 

PR£LI.\IJNARY (ARlliNORK EXCA.VA.TIO!'I ((lJTI LOOT 

P.q£Lhl lNI\RY EARTH'/IIORK ( W8 .4NKM£.NT (fJLLI llMIT 

UPGRADE lil.BCR TO MOS 

INSTAU FENCE 

RECOSSTRUCT CURS IU,Wf) 

POST Mil.£ 

OHAINACE SYST[l,I NUWE!ER 

USE/WOi£•>• t6Hl't 
COW nLC • ) C~l 90:C)U ~S. OQ" 

01•+ O()o.J_'IT1 lr.)Jl[ 
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PRELIMINAR 

LAYOUT 
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Ut~Ir 1451 PROJE.CT NIJW.8ER & PHASE 



Appendix C  Ÿ  Project Design Maps and Visual Simulations

Route 246 CAPM and Robinson Bridge  Ÿ  167

NOTE: 
f OR J.CCUl=!AfE RICHT OF WAY OATA, CONTACT 
RIGHT OF V,' J.Y CNGINCtRINC AT TliE DISTRICT OFFICE. 

illEJ,ill.; 
~ NE• ROAOWA.'f CONSTAVCTIO.-.i 

ts:I .-SPHAI. T CONCRETE OVERU ,Y 

m PARTIAL DEPTH AEC'l'CI.INC WITH ASPII A1.T OOWC:RETE OV£RLAY 

E:;;;J COLO Pt.AN£ A.','.f> ASPHALT CONCRETE OV£~1.AY 

!El TA?(R(O EDGE A.-.iO SHOUI..OE:R SACKING 

ifflffl PEFiMAJ,ltNT ROAOWAY EASEl,,IEl',ff 

Cea PERIAA..\l(HT 0RAINACE EA$£..~£NT 

~ ENCROACKWCNT PERMIT 

~ Tl:.WPOi=IARY CONSTHUCTION CASC.W£NT 

.. c .. 

0 
© 
(:) 

PREI.. IWJNARY EARTlOtORK EXCAVUION (C:UTJ LH,H T 

PRCL!MJN.).R'f EARTK#ORK Eli!SMKMENT ff JLLJ \.IMIT 

UPGRADE'. waOA TO .wcs 

INST All r CNCE 

RECO."STRUCT CUfi:3 RA\fP 

PO$T Mil£ 

OR.41NACE SYSTEM Nl!lil8(R 

!
1

1~,~m2;;;:;;2::c,~1K:;;;I;rnf,,1;;,;'.1~~~~;,;:;,~Q::'.,if,~;;~;;,:;4~,~;g;;2;,cc@:;;;~2p:,ff'S:?::::1
1

! 
~ ~ 11 

IUW 
R/W 

LAYOUT 
SCALE: 1" . 50' L - 24 

U~.€ • >tt 6Hlt 
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NOTE: 
f OR J.CCUFIA.T[ RICHT OF WAY OATI., CONTACT 
RIGHT OF V.'AY CHCINCtRINC 1,T Tlf£ DISTRICT OFFICE. 

llif.lmi 
b.SJ N( W ROA.OWA'f CONSTRUCTfO.~ 

cs:I I\SPH.4L T t0..~CREl£ 0V£RUY 

fZ:3 PARTIAL OEPTH RCCYCLINC WITH ASPHALT CONCRETE OV!RV,Y 

E'.::J COLO PU ,NE .4,\!0 ASPHAl 1 CONCRETE OV£RLAY 

~ TA.Pf:AEO €0C£ A.._.O SHOUL0£R BACKING 

lfflffl P(RMA,l~ENT ROADWAY £AS(l.'€N'T 

CiSZ3 PERMA..~T ORAINAC( E.A.S'E'.WCNT 

~ ENCH0.4CliJ,,1ENT PERMU T 

l7ll.Za TEWPCAARY OONSTRUCTION l'.ASOIENT 

•• t: .. PRELtWHU,RY £AIHK#ORK EX.CA.VA.TIO.~ ( OJTI LO.OT 

.. £... p,q(L h l lNI\RY EARTKll'ORK £W8 ANKMtNT ff lLLJ llMIT 

UPGRADE lil.BGA TO MCS 

INSTA.l.L l"ENCE 

0 RECOSSTRUCT CUFIS JU,!,W 

@ POST Mil.£ 

0 OHAINAGE SYSTtW NUwa(A 

USE/WOi£•>• t6Hl't 
COW nLC • ) C~l 90:(IU ~~. 09" 

OS S8 2<16 

PRELIMINAR 
ttEeJSU IIEI) CJ , JL [I.CJ 

.. L A),,'S A l ' l'NOV4L A 1E 

LAYOUT 
SCALE: 1" • 50' L - 25 

UNIT I 451 PROJE.CT NIJW.8ER & PHASE 
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NOTE: 
f OR J.CCu:!A.Tt RIGHT OF WAY OATA, CONTACT 
RIGHT OF V,'AY CNGINCtRINC AT TliE DISTRICT OFFICE. 

~ 
(S."S3 NEW HOA0WA.Y CONSTRUCTiO.~ 

[SJ ASPHALT COJtCRETE OVERLAY 

G N .RTIAL OE;PTH RECYCLING WITH ASPHAU CONCRETE OVCRL.>.Y 

~ COLO PLA~lE A..,,I> .>.SPHAL T CONCRETE Ovt:RLI\Y 

~ TAPtRC.D EOG( A.'40 SHOULOER 84CKING 

lffillj PtAM~'«NI ROACWAY CASE•Ell'T 

~ PERMAJr:.NT ORJ.INJ.CE EAS€.W£NT 

~ ENCROACl!).lf,;Nl' PERMIT 

f'llaj T[ ul'()AARY OONSTRUCTION ( A$0,l( N1 

.. L PRELJMJtU,R't ( ART'Kl'OR~ EXCAVA.TI~ (CUTI t.lMIT 

_£_ fl'R(LhUNARY EMHKI\IORK EWtlA,,, KMt.NT (FILL! U WI 

l.PGRAOE W.BGR TO !,fCS 

0 
© 
(:) 

INST.AU F(t1Ct: 

RECO.'lSfRUCT cooa R4."IP 

POST MI L£ 

DRAIN.AC( $YS:TEW NUUE!ER 

R/W 

USE/WOi£•>• t6Hl't 
c ow nLC • ) C~\ 90:C)U ~oOU. OQ" 

rr,pf'-tfE HWA 011(£ 
rl•g REW0\1£ AC om: 

UNIT I 4 51 

R/W 

LAYOUT 
SCALE: 1" • 50' L - 28 

PROJE.CT NIJW.8ER & PHASE 
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u ,. . t;; 

NOTE: 
fOR J.CCUl=!ATt RICHT OF WAY OATI., CONTACT 
RIGHT OF V.'.AY CNCINCtRJNC 1,T TME DISTRICT OFFICE. 

lli.E.!!ll.i 
['S:j NEW ROAtWA.Y CONSTRUCTION 

&:SJ ASPHALT CO.~CRE:TE OVERLAY 

~ P~RTIAL DEPTH RCCYCLING WITH ASPHAl T CONCRETE OVERV,'1' 

E::;;) OOLO PL.1NE A.'IO A$PHAL T OMCRETE OV!RLAY 

E?:Zj T~ED ( OGE A.W SHOULOU 8ACKIMC 

i1m PERM.,\.o,j~llf ROAOWA.Y EASt;W(Nl 

~ PERMA..~T OHAINAGE EAS£i.lCNT 

~ ( NCHOAatWENT PERMIT 

~ TEMPOOAF"Y CONSTHUCTION EASD.IENT 

.. t.. PREL I.WOU RY E•RTIOtORK ExCAVATJO.-. (CUT) LIMIT 

.. £... PREUWIN\RY EARTMWORK ( W8 A,.-KMENT (f !LL J L I MIT 

UPGRADE ""8CR TO .WCS 

INSTALL FENCE 

R(CO.o,asrr,uct Cl.!Aa RA.WP 

POST MIL£ 

DRAINAGE SYST£.W NUW-8E:R 

fr~pfttft: HWA OIKE 
£ -«> REWO\'E AC OIK£ 

R/W 

Bf~l'-tF l!WA DIKE 

cg REW:OV( AC OJKE 

~ R/W 
f~i.ffE HUA 0111.[ a:,rfl.-t fE NMA Olk[ j : 

it~~- +~~-~~~-~~~.::.~~:.7-:•~~~:-~~~-.~~:~7-~~.,~;:_~~~~~~~-~~~~t:'~:~:~;:~0~~~-~~~~~:~~~~:~;:~~;,:~~~~~:~-~~:~~~~;~_..~z~·-~~:.:~;~.~~;~~~--0~:~;,:~-~- ~~~~~~00-0-~~~~t•,~~~~~:·~z~--~~~--7,~~-:~:-~~~--~~~"~~~-~~~~~-~-:=~0~~~~:~·z~--~~:-.~~~~~:~~~:-~~~~~ ~ ! :;:.-':',/:f;/;,-":,,;:,_0~~02;,;_:,:>,:;.:~:,-.:;-.. ,-<•~:- • ,,:;;,~,.:-,.;-.-.;>oil,..;;..;:...;:,.._:,,_1,.··,.;-.-:-.-. ,-::- :,.,4,.., ,,.,,.3,·:;,;:,_ :,_ ;,_ :_ :.;-:. ~- :, :, -- -- • 

::; 

7 

USEllotoi£•h t 611l't 

fffr f L(fC HMA OJK£ 
h g RCMOV( AC DIKE 

00< nLC • ) C~l to:OU~Dll. 00" 
UNIT I 451 

fffpfl.ffE HM.t. DIKE 
Beg AOIOVE AC 0 11(£ 

R/W 

LAYOUT 
sc•1 ;: , .. . so· L- 27 

PROJE.CT NUW.8ER & PHASE 
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~ 
FOR ACCURATt RIGHT CF WAY DATA, CONTACT 
RIGHT CF Vl'.4.Y (.NCJ.',i(£RINC Al TI-:£ DISTRICT Oi!'FICE. 
illE.li!!; 

(S1 NE• ROAt'NA.Y CCNSTRUCHON 

t:S) ASPHAl 1 00..',iCRETE OV£RL• Y 

[:S'J P•RTl• L DEPTH RECYCI.INC WITH 4SP11Al T CONCRETE OV(RUY 

E:;;I COLO Pl.AN( A..-.t) 4SPIIA1. T CONCRETE OV(RLAY 

□ TA?tREO EDGE .A..~l) SHOUU >E.R SACKING 

liliE PERMA.'tE.IIT ROA0W4Y EASEWEN'T 

~ PERMA..~ )11' DRAINAGE £AS.£M£NT 

~ ENCROAC1<.Y£Nl PERMIT 

~ TEMPOAAF'Y CONSTRUCT!OH US£.M£Nl 

, • .C., PR( L l '-IIN,RY EAATK#ORK €XCAVUIOM ( OUTI LIMIT 

_£ _ Pt1CLJ:Yl.'O,RY (AklY.NORK EWBMKMtNT ffl l.1.1 t.lMll 

U:.CRAOE W8CR TO .WGS 

INSTALL H.NCE 

RECO.°"'STFUCT CUFi.a RA.WP 

i:-os r MILE 

Rl'N 

USE/WOi£•> • t 6H l't 
COW nLC • ) C~l 90:C)U ~ I . OQ" 

LAYOUT 
SCALE: 1" • so· L - 28 

Ut~IT 1451 PROJE.CT NIJW.8ER & PMASE 0-519<>00122 
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NOTE: 
F'OR ACC~A.TE RJGMT OF' WA.i DATA, OONTJ;CT 
RJGHT Of WAY ENGJNEERI NC AT THE OJSTRI CT OFFCCE. = i;:s) NE.W ROAOWAY CONSTRVCTIO." 

[SJ A$PHA.L T OONCRETE OV£RLAY 

G:tJ: PARTIAL OEPTM R(CYCt.lNC WITH ASPHA'LT CONCRETE OV(JH,AY 

Ed 001.0 !'I.AN£ .-.. .. ~o ASPHAL r CONCRETE ovtRLAY 

EZ:2.1 TAPERED EOG£ .\ND SHOI.A,(Y:,R 8ACKINC m PiR\O,tlENT ROA.O'NU (ASEt.E:HT 

~ P€AM.\NENT ORAINAGi C.ASEWEHT 

~ Elli(;jl(),\CHWE~'T P(RW!T 

~ TEM'ORAlh' CONSTRUCTION i!ASEW.tN'T 

.. L PREllll!NAAY U.RTHflOAX E:l(CAVJ.TION iCUl) LI.WIT 

PREL ll,UNARY ( A..'lTHlliORlC EM51\NKWENT (FILL) LI-WIT 

l)i:t(;HA0£ MSGR TO lrl.GS 

IHSTALL fEK-CIC 

0 RECONSTRUCT CURB RAM? 

© POST lol lLE 

(:} ORA.IN.6.C£ SYSlEM ,"1JWSE:R 

U~.€ • >tt6Hlt 
oow nu • ) C~l90':0U~'9-0Q" 

05 '38 ... 

\ 
PRELIIIINAR 

ttEeJSU IIEI) CJ , JL [I.CJ 

.. L A),,'S A l ' l'NOV4L A1E 

.: 

LAYOUT 
SCALE: 1" • 50' L - 29 

UNIT I 451 PROJE.CT NIJW.8ER & PHASE 0-519000122 
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NOTE, 
fOR ACCUHATE RIGHT Of' 'li' /,. Y OUA, CONTACT 
RIGHT OF WAY ENCINl'.fRING AT THE 01$TRICT OfFJ:CE. 

ill.Eli!l.; 
!;SJ NEW 80AOU Y CO,o,'STRUCTION 

Q ASPHALT CONCR£T( OVERLAY 

(m PARTIAL 0€PTH RECYCU~G '#ITH ASPHA.LJ CONCRETi 0'/( Rl,,AY 

E:J COi.i,) PlA.~ I\NO ASPHA.LT C0tlCRET£ OVCRL-.Y 

~ U,PEREO EOG( ANO SHOULOCR 8.t.CXING 

m!; PCR.10,ll( NT RO.~ UY EAS£M£NT 

USE/WOi£•>• t6Hl't 
COW nLC • ) C~l 90:(IU ~J0- 00" 

IZZJ PCAMo\N£Nl DRAINAGE tASEWl;N'Y 

~ ENCl'iOACHWEHT PUtw!T 

f7l'l2l TElrlPORAJU' CONS-IRVCTJO.-. C.ASEWE,.,'T 

•• J: .. PR€1.IWltURY EARTHWOR.< EXCAVATION (CUT> LIMIT 

.. £... PRELIWINARY ( ARTY.1110RK Et.f3~1l\ltNT IF"II. L > LIMIT 

UPGRA0€ t.E-1'.iR TO WGS 

-- INS TALL f'£NCE 

0 RECOt-.'ST'RVCT CURO RAM? 

@ P-OST t.llLE 

(:} DRAINAGE SYSTEM HU!olBER 

UNIT I 451 

05 58 2◄6 

PRELIMINAR 
ttEeJSU IIEI) Ch)L [I.CJ 

..LA),,'S A l ' l'NOV4L A1E 

R/W 

LAYOUT 
SCALE, 1". 50' L - 30 

PROJE.CT NIJW.8ER & PHASE 0-5190()(>12~ 
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NOTE: 

FOR ACCURATE RJGHT OF WA.Y OATA, CONTACT 
ftlCIIT or ,,,.,..., CNCl HCCf'II NC AT TIIC OJ!;Tf'II C'T orrtcc. 

= i;:s;:) NEW ROAO'NAY CON$1RVCTJO..'l 

[SJ ASi:tHAt T OONCRETE OVERLAY 

Im PARTIAL OEPTM RE;CYC\.l"'"<i WI Ill ASPHA'L T CONCRETE OVt,CH,AY 

□ C01,.0 i:>1.,AN£ .\."10 ASPHALT OONC:tETE OY'tRLAY 

IZ:Z:l U.PEREO EOG! .\MO SH(U,0(8 8\CKINC 

:. ~ m!lll PiR\il ;t.NENl ROAO'NAY (ASEl.t::HT 

; w i;a;J PE.11M4N£NT ORAINAG'r £.,t.S£WEHT 

~ ~ ~ El'iCAOACHWE"'"l P(RW!T i 
l'lZZ2I T(~ .\lh' C0NSTRUCfJOJ\I EASEll..!N'T 

.. L PRElllllNARY U,RTHlfiOAX ()(CAVJTION ICUl) U WJT 
_£_ PRELll,UNARY £ A..~THlliOH;: EM51\t,IIIWENT {F ILL) LI-WIT 

Ui:tCHA0£ MSGR TO lrl.GS 

INSTALL FEK« 

0 RECONSTAVCT CURB RAMP 

© POST lol lLE 

<:> 

R/il/ V 

USEllotoiE • • • t6Hl't 
00< nLC • ) C~l 90:C)U ~ll.OQ" 

• 
UNIT I 451 

0 5 SB 

PAELIMINAA 
ttEeJSU IIEO cJ , lL [I.CJ 

.. L AI<,~ A Vl' NOV4L A 'IE 

f~$ptt:r HWA DIKE 
( HO RCWOVE A.C DlltE 

R/W ~ 

LAYOUT 
SCALE, 1" . 50' L - 31 

PROJE.CT NUW.8ER & PHASE 0519<>00122 
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u 
e;; . t;; 

NOTE: 
FOR ACCU1=tAT£ AICHT Of' WAY OATA, CONTACT 
RIGHT OF Yl'AY ENGINH .RHiG Al THE DISTRICT Of'F ICE, 

illElil!; 
~ NClt ROA[lfl'AY CONSTRUCTiON 

CS] .4SPHJ.L T CO.~CTE OV[R1.AY 

fZZI PAATIAL D£PTH Re.CYCLING YilTH .A.SPHALT CO.~CRCTE CVERUY 

E:;;I COt.O PVN( ANO ASPHALT CO.'-'~ETE OVER- AY 

f:Z:Z} TAP£R£0 COCE ANO SHOIJLOER SACK.ING 

lfflffl PERWAt<,t:.-.T ROAOlll'AY EASU,ICNT 

f::Z2':j P( R\.IAN(NT ORAINAC£ EASE:MENT 

~ EHCROACtMr:NT Pf,;l<W.I T 

t7Z7jj Ti MPORl.f« COi\'STRUCTION EAS(:M(NT 
.. , .. 
_f_ 

PfiEU MJN.lRY C..t.RTHl\'OAlt ( XCAVATICN (CUT) I. II.I l l 

PREllW:IN>AY t,\RTHlll'OAA CMBI.NK\.IEh'l (Fill) L IWJT 

UPCAAOt'. WBGR TO MG'S 

- INSULL r £Kt£ 

0 Rf:OONSTRJ(:T CURB RAwP 

@ POST ,t.lJLE 

{:) OflA.INAGt SYSTEM hU45CR 

RIW 
R/W I ff 

ROUTE 246 ~ ti 

?2'.;;~J./i'.:tt:tt~~;\'.:~'.~f,~~~::~~::::;1;:'.~~:;.=.::.t't~t~?::{~t~tt~t.t :'.:t{::~:~i:t.:tt~t.:f ~(3.~t~?{:t;:t~ i 

USE/WOi£•>• t 6Hl't 
COW nLC • ) C~l 9G:OU~J,l. 0Q" 

Ut~Ir 1451 

rf1pfltft HWA Oll<E 
8e-Q R[WOVC AC om: 

\.__Jruw 

w z 
::; 

LAYOUT 
~CAI F: 1" = 50' L - 32 

PROJE.CT NIJW.8ER & PMASE 0-519<>00122 
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NOTE: 
fOR ACCUA.4.Tt 1UCHT o~• WAY OATA, CONTACT 
RIGHT OF 'll'J,.Y EHGI N~E.RJ NC Al THE DISTRICT Of'F' ICE, 
l..El.Etlll; 

b:sJ NC-W ROAllWAY CONSTROCTiON 

(SJ A.SPHAl T CO.~CTE CVER\.AY 

~ P.ARTIAL D£PTH RE.CYCL ING Yl'I TII ASPHAl.l CO.~ETE C\t£RlAY 

i::;J COt.O Pu ,~t: At.'O ASPHAL T co. ... C:A.ETE O\'ER1AY 

fZ:Z:j TAPER.EO CDCE ANO SHOULDER SACK.ING 

El PERW.AN£11T ROA0\11'1,Y E.ASU.11:.NT 

~ P( RWAN[Nl 0RAINAG£ EAS€M( NT 

~ £HCROAC~M£NT P(RWI T 

r.l22'J T£MPOR.t.~Y CO.\!STftUCTION EAS(:M(,-.T 

•• J:: . . l">AEU MJN.\AY C.ARTH 'fl'OAlt EXCAVATION (CUT) l, IWI T 

_ f _ PREl llrl!NlRY t.ARTHlttiOft( CMBANKWEt•:T (Fill) L IWIT 

UPCRA0£ MSGR TO MG'S 

- INSTALL :'£Kt£ 

0 RCCONSTAJ(:T CURS RAwP 

@ POST MIL~ 

{:) OR.A.iNAG£ SYST€w: N..M5CR 

Ustll""11E • h t611lt 
090' nu • ) c~190o:0u~»-OO" 

( NO Pl.ACE H.WA OIICE 
{TYPE A) 

[N!) Rf.WOVE AC OIK.£ 

f:lJLtfE f,,l,(4 DIKE 

8c9 fiit.t:>vt AC 0111:E 

UNIT I 451 

01•+ O()o.,1_'1T1 ~ TE 

0 5 SB 2'16 

PRELIIIIINAR 

RMI 

LAYOUT 
sc.cE: , .. • so· L - 33 

PFIOJE.CT NUW.8ER & PMASE 0-519000122 
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NOTE: 

~ftwfc~:If f~g~JEgu~i•~f ,.J~ ~~ritflr CJ"F(C£. 
LEGEND: 

b.'S.1 NEW ROAO"lf"Y CQt.STRUCTJON 

[SJ JoSPHAL T CONCRETt OVERI.AY 

G::':J PARTIAi. 0£PfH RECYCLING '111TH ASPH..6.LT CONCFIUt O'IERLAY 

~ COlO Pl.4.',1£ ANO A.SPMA.LT C~NCF1£,r'( OVERLJ.Y 

~ TJ.PEREO (OGE ANI} s.iOULOE~ 8ACXlh"C 

flll;I PERIUNENT ROAOlfAY Elo.SiMtllT 

~ P£RWANEN'T CRAINACE EAS€1r,(NT 

~ CNCROACHt.€.HT PERMIT 

'7l.Z?J ll:MJ>ORARY CO..,.STRUCTION EjSE.ME_HT 

. . t .. PfliLTMINA.RY EARTHWORK. EXCA\',HION (CUT) LU,HT 

.. £.. i:>RE.t.lMIN»iY EARHll\'ORK t.YEANKW(HT (F il,&,) LIWIT 

UPGRAOE .WBGR TO MGS 

INSTAl.,l, F(HC( 

R(COf,.S TRUCT CUR8 RAMP 

POST MILE 

ORAIMAC( SYSTU.I NUMBER 

,. ', 

l :::;: :::c:::•:":i:•t),.t·J•};;:2tt~£t::::\~i'.'.2S-;:<:·:;;::::;;;:,';;:;:i::.)::):::;::: 
~ 
7. 

RIW 

U~AE • h t 611lt 
oow nu • ) c~190o:0u ~~--

NO PLAC£ KWA Olk£ 
TYPE ,0 

£ ND RCMOV£ AC Ollt( 

UtllT 1451 

LAYOUT 
SCALE: 1" = 50' L -34 

PROJE.CT NIJW.8ER & PMASE 0-519000122 
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NOTE: 
F'OR ACC~A.T[ RJGMT OF' WA.i DATA, OONTJ;CT 
RJGHT Of W.U ENGJNEERI NG AT THE OJSTRI CT OFFCCE. 

l.EiLE!m.; 

hSj NE\11' ROM'O 'f CONS1'1VCTJON 

CS) ASPMA.LT CONCRETE OVERLAY 

EL:'.] PAHl[Al OEPTH HECYCL]N"/; 'NJTH ASPHALT CCNCfiETE OVERLAY 

f:;;J COLO PL\.!IIE ANO J.SfHA.LT CONCRE.Tf OVERL lr,Y 

~ TAPERED EOCE ,um SMOULDER OJ.Cit)~ 

mml PEHl,tANE,'IT ROAO\ll'AY E.ASf ',lf NT 

~ PERW.ANDIT DRAI NAGE HSEMENT 

~ ENCROACHWEMT PERMlT 

W'1lJ TEWPOR.AJIY OOIISTRUCTCO.'w EASEWENT 

.. !:.. PRELCWil>,t;RY E.AJtTMilOR:< EXCA.VA110N (CUT> LhllT 

... £.. PHELCW-It.AHY E.A.RTH• OHt EMB.\NKl.iENT ffILL) LJ\IJT 

UPGRADE. MBGR 10 NGS 

l NSTALL F'E.NCE 

RECON;STAJCT CURB RAM? 

POST MCLE 

ORAI NAC[ SY$ff.',,1 NUWSEA 

05 S8 2◄6 

PRELIMINAR 
ttEeJSl[IIEI) CJ, )L tt.c 

.. LA),,'S Al' l'NOV4 L A1E 

ROUTE 24b i 
c1 :/ •. •~• •• ~f:!.f3E ' ,:;, c;; ,,, >:=...... ···,,: <:;: : 
:'._ Be-Q REWOVE (~P~J~ ENO PLACE M...,, Oh l g 
~ ( TYPE E) ~ 

ENO REl«IVE AiC Ol ltE 

ENO PLACE MWA. Ol ltE 
l lYPl A) 

1 1■ Ere> REMOVE £C OJ'f. 

11 
RIW 

LAYOUT 
SCALE; 1" = 50' L - 35 

U~.€ • >tt 6Hlt 
oow nu •) c~190>:0u~n.oq" UtllT 1451 PROJE.CT NIJW.8ER & PMASE 0-519()1)()122 
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NOTE: 

FOR ACCURATE RJGHT Cf WAY OATA, OONT.&.CT 
RJGHT Of' 'A'AY ENC] NEERI NC AT lHE DJSTRI CT Of'F(CE. 

Wi!illi 
t;;,SJ NElf ROAOWA.'f CONSTHUCHON 

(SJ A.SPHAI. T CO.~CRETE OVEAlA.'f 

Ei:zJ PA.RTJ.4.L DEPTH R(.CYCI.INC WITH ASPHALT CO.'VCRETE OVERL.A.Y 

f:d COLO PLAN( Aro ASPHALT CO."'C-RETE: OV(flt..AY 

{Z:Z:) TAPEREO EOCE ANO SOOUI.OEi:t SACKING 

fflial PERlrl.Al'iCNT ROADWAY CASE.WENT 

USEllotoiE•h t 611l't 
00< nLC • ) C~l to:OU ~ ~JG. OQ" 

['.)Qj PERW.A,,_'E:,.,.T OR.t.!NAC( EAS£MENT 

E§§§ [ NCROACHM(NT PERlrll T 

~ fCMPORARY CO."lSTRUCTION E.'StMENT 

.. t . . FRt.LlM!NA.~Y EARTHWORK EXCAV.4TION (CUT) LOUT 

_ £_ PREt.lMJNARY C.\RTH'll~lt 0,18ANl<t.1£NT (f'ILL) LIWIT 

UPCR.A.OC !.IBCR TO Mt;S 

- lt.-"STA.LL FENCE 

0 flEOOMSTRUCT C1,.1,1'8 RAMP 

@ POST MIL£ 

{:) l)HAINAGE SYSTEM Nl!ue.tR 

~ PLACE HMA DJK. 

E.HO AEWOYE tzt ~ifl 

© 

h g PLACE ~~JI~~ 
Beg REMOVE AC DI KE 

Ut~Ir 1451 

05 58 

PRELIMINAR 
ttEeJSU IIE.0 CJ, )L [I.CJ 

.. L AI<,~ A Vl' NOV4L A 'IE 

LAYOUT 
SCALE: 1". 50' L - 36 

PROJE.CT NUW.8ER & PMASE 0-519<>00122 



Appendix C  Ÿ  Project Design Maps and Visual Simulations

Route 246 CAPM and Robinson Bridge  Ÿ  180

u ,. . t;; 

NOTE: 
F'OR ,t;CC~A.T[ RJGMT OF' WA.i DI.TA, CONTACT 
RJGHT OF WAY ENGJNEERI NG AT lHE OJSTRI CT OFFCCE. 

LEGEND: 

b.SJ NE•· ROA,'NAY CON$TRUCTJQ..-. 

CSl ASPHALT CONCRETE OVERLAY 

G'.2:J PARlC,t;L OE.f>TM RECYCLJNG WlTM ASPMA.LT CONCRETE. OVERL AY 

E:;d COLO PL-..-.iE AMI) ASPHALT CONCRE.Tf O'IERLAY 

~ TAPERED EOGE ANO SMOULDER 8AC-KJr,·:; 

mm! PEHW.ANE./lT ROAO•·A Y EASEMENT 

~ PERU.ANENT ORAIIO,CE EASEMENT 

~ ENCRO,.CMWENT PERMlT 

~ Tf..,P{)AAJ:Y OONSTRIJCTCO."' EASEMENT 

_t..__ PRELCldW.RY E.A.RTMillCRX EXCA.VA.lION (CUT> LJMIT 

.. £... PkElCWI KAHY EA-~TH• OH~ EM6A.NKWEN1 fflll) l)1,1]T 

UPGRAOE. MSGR TO II.CS 

0 
© 
0 

INSTALL F'E.NCE 

RECOflo.'STl'VCT CURS RANfi> 

P-0-ST MCLE 

OHAI NACE SYSf[W NUW8EA 

R/W 

USEllotoiE•h t 611l't 
00< nLC • ) C~l to:OU ~~n. -

OS S9 

~ .. ,i,:i,!,i!,it'ii•~;;;,,:a-'~'i,!',i:,,,,,,. 

I-T~,z•=-~,:.•'=.•:e•w::_=•~<::S':•~~:.:.:.:.:.~ 

LAYOUT 
~c•1 F, , .. • so· L - 37 
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NOTE: 
FOR ACCUflATE IU OHT CF W•Y DATA, O)lf f J;CT 
RJGHT OF WAY ENGJNEERI NC AT lHE DISTRI CT OFFCCE. 
LEGEND: 

b..'S.'] NEW kOAt):.VA'f CONSTRVCTJC).-. 

(SJ ASPHALT CONCRETE OVERLAY 

G:,Zl PJ.RlCAL OE.1>TM RECYCLJr."t WJTM ASPMA.LT C-ONCRElE. OVERL AY 

~ COLO PLA..',IE ANO • SPHALT CONCRLTE O'I ERLAY 

~ TAPERED EOGE ANO SMOULDER 8AC-Kl t.G 

lm!9 PEHW.AN[.Nf ROAO\ll'A Y [.ASE-WENT 

~ PERU.ANENT ORAI N,t,CE EASEMENT 

~ ENCRO.ACMWENT PERMlT 

~ lEI.IPORARY CCNSTHIJCTCO.."' EASEMENT 

_t,_ PRELCWI NJ.RY E.A.RTM•CRJC EXCAVAU ON (CUT> LJMJT 

... £ ... PRELCWI NARY E.AJlTM• OR.( EM9A.NKt.EN1 lFILL) LhllT 

UPCRAOE. MSGR 10 lrl.GS 

l NSl ALL FENCE 

0 RECONSTRUCT CUH8 RAM? 

© P-0-ST M(LE 

0 ORAINACE $YSTEW NUW8EA 

R/W 

U~AE • h t 611lt 
oow nu • ) •~190o:0u ~ J1. oq,> 

ENO PU.CE Mtu, OCKE. 
TYPE ,6) 

ENO REMOVE AC O[KE 

UtllT 1451 

LAYOUT 
SCALE; 1" = 50' L - 38 

PROJE.CT NIJW.8ER & PMASE 0-51 90001 22 



Appendix C  Ÿ  Project Design Maps and Visual Simulations

Route 246 CAPM and Robinson Bridge  Ÿ  182

u ,. . t;; 

NOTE: 
F'OR ,t;CC~A.T[ RJGMT OF' WA.i DI.TA, CONTACT 
RJGHT OF WAY ENGJNEERI NG AT lHE OJSTRI CT OFFCCE. 
LEGEND: 

t;,"SJ NE• ROACWA.Y CONSTRUCTCO.-. 

C:;J ASPHALT CONCRETE OVERLAY 

~ PI.RTIAL OEPTM RECYCLCNG WITM ASPMALT OONCRE'TE OVERL AY 

E:_d COLO PL o.,<;E, ,\NO ASPHALT CCIICHETE. OVERLAY 

~ TAPERED EOGE ANO SHOOLOER BACX(h"G 

!Hffll PERMANENT ROAOUY EA.SE.WENT 

~ PERI.IANErtr ORAI NACE EASEM:.NT 

~ ENCR0.4CHMENT PERW:ll 

~ TE!.i!='OHAltY CONSTHUCTCOH EASEMENT 

- L PRELIWI KARY EAATHNORK EX.CAVATJON (CUll LlMlT 

_ £ _ PRELiwnl4R't EARTMllfORK Et,tlA..'tK.WENl (FILL> LIMIT 

UPGRAOE MSGR 10 W.GS 

)~STALL F'ENCE. 

O RECONSTIIUCT cuRa RAMP 

© POST W.CLE 

0 

USEllotoiE•h t 611l't 
00< nLC • ) C~l to:Oll~ ~J'l. oo,, 

os sa 2◄6 

PRl!LIMINAR 

~~1,.:L:F MW. DU E. 

'----r"----8•...:•c..•_.,,,,, __ •_•_c_o_"_• _____________ :_R:_:IW:.._-! o 

LAYOUT 
~c•1 F, , .. • so· L - 311 

UNIT I 451 



Appendix C  Ÿ  Project Design Maps and Visual Simulations

Route 246 CAPM and Robinson Bridge  Ÿ  183

NOTE• 
F'OR ACCURATE RJGMT OF' WA.Y OATA, CONTACT 
RJGMT CF' WAY ENGINEERING AT lME OJSTRICT CF'F'CCE. 

lliE!!ll.J 
&:SJ NE- ' ROA'l>'NAY COliSTRVCTJOH 

ts) ASPMALT OONCRE'TE OVERLAY 

(m PJ.NlCAL OEPTH HECYCLJN~ 'll'JTH ASPHALT CONCRETE OVERLAY 

f:a COLO PLA..'IE -'NO ASfMALT CCNCfiE.TE OVERL AY 

C?:2) TAPERED £OGE ANO SMOULDER 8AC1tJNt 

ffiml PERlilJl'iEJiT ROADWAY E.ASE,'i!ENT 

~ PERl,,l».£.NT DRAI NAGE E.lo.SEMENT 

~ EtlCHOACH\IENT l'EflMlT 

~ lE\.lPORARY OONSTRUCTCO.,; EI\SEWENT 

-~J;.. PRELCWI NARY E toJlTM• CR,; EXC.,WA110N (CUT> LhillT 

_f_ PRELCtlA[NRY U RTHWOR< EM5ANK,I.IEN1 fFILU LJYJT 

UPGRADE. M!!CR TO ~ 

JNSTALL FENCE 

RECON'STRUCT CUR8 RAM? 

POST M(LE 

ORAI NACE SYS:TE',/ NUlilSER 

USEllotoiE • h t 611l't 
00< nLC • ) C~l to:OU~MO. oo,, 

8e-l) PLACE MMA. OJK.E 
'(TfPE A) 
04t;l REWOVE A( Ol ltE 

ENO PLACE Mtu. Ol kE. 
Fl'.¥.J:!E A) 
E,-.t> RE"'OVE AC OCltE 

Ut~Ir 1451 

os sa 

P Rl!LIMINAR 

R/W 

LAYOUT 
SCALE, 1". 50' L - 40 

PROJE.CT NUW.8ER & PMASE 0-519<>00122 



Appendix C  Ÿ  Project Design Maps and Visual Simulations

Route 246 CAPM and Robinson Bridge  Ÿ  184

NOTE: 
F'OR ,t;CCUflATE RJCMT OF' WA.i DI.TA, CONTACT 
RJGHT OF WAY ENGJNEERI NG AT lHE OJSTRI CT OFFCCE. 

w.Etlll; 
i;,s) NEW ROAO"IIIAY CONSTRUCTJON 

Q ASPMALT CCNCRElE. O•I ERL AY 

~ !='AkT[Al OEPTH kECYCl]SC • ITH AS?H•L 1 COt•;cFiETE ovEHLJoY 

E:;3 COLO PLA.Nf JoNO ASPHAL 1 co1••CRETE 0\1ERL AY 

~ l APEPE.O EOCE .ANO SMOULDER 8A.Cll:l SC 

El PERMA.."IENT ROADWAY EASEI.IENT 

llSOl PERMA..'llENT ORJ.(NACE E.A.SEWENT 

~ EN'(:R()A.CHWENT PE~ IT 

~ TEWORA.RY CONSlRUCTJON EASEWENT 

•• S:.. PRELhi lN.ARY E• RTM'IIOl=ll< EXCA'IA110N (CUT) LN JT 

_f_ PREUWINAAY f 4RTHlri'OA:l( EWSANIWENT (F(LL) LIWIT 

UPGRA'i)E MDCR TO MGS 

IIISTALL FENCE 

0 RECQ.lrlSTRUCT CURB RI\WP 

@ POST Mll.E. 

(!} OHA(NACE. SYSTEM ,,_lJM;Eft 
r : , P:L:fE MWA OCl(E 
9og REMOVE AC 0(11:E 

RIW 

R/W 

Ustll""11E • h t 611lt 
09'1' nu • ) c~190o:0u ~ •--

R/W 

LAYOUT 
SCALE, 1". 50' L - 41 

UNIT I 4 51 PFIOJE.CT NUW.8ER & PMASE 0-519()1)()1 22 



Appendix C  Ÿ  Project Design Maps and Visual Simulations

Route 246 CAPM and Robinson Bridge  Ÿ  185

NOTE: 
F'OR ACCURAT[ RJGMT OF' WAY DATA, CONTACT 
RJCHT OF WAY ENCJNEERI NC AT THE OJSTRI CT OFFCCE • 

.L.E.l.El,lll; 

&SJ t-iE.W ROAfllil'.AY ~ STRUClCON UPGRADE M:JM TO WGS 

[SJ A$PHAL 1 COt,ORETE OVEAL AY ] NS TALL FEN::E 

G:ZJ PA.RTJAL DEPTH RECYCLING 'l\'llH ASPH,.L T CO.'~CRETE OVERLAY O AEOONSTRUCT CURB RAt.f' 

f.2 COLO PL ANE A.-.0 ASPMAL T CONCRETE OV~ LAY @ POST WILE 

fZ:2_:j T.~ EREO EOCE A..~O SHOtJLOER SACKING ~ ORAJNACE S'l'STEM NUliBER 

os sa 2◄6 

PRl!LIMINAR 
IIECJS'T[ IIE.l) CJ"1L [ liCJ 

L AL 1E 

miffl PE.fi:W;).NEIIT ROAl>'iU.Y EASEKNT ---------------

~ FE« w.-.NEIIT CIAA[NAGE EA$EWEh'T 

~ EMCROACIIWENT PERWIT 

W.2J TEMPORAP.Y CO.'JSTRUClION EA.SEK .NT 

•• ~ .. PflELJMl~ Y EARTH\YORK EXCAVATCON (CVT) LIi.ill 

_ £_ P~ELJMINU'tY EARTMWORK E\.IOANJ(K,NT (FJLL) LOI.IT 

I PROP: ~-::,::11~~l9~l~\ 

~ I 

ENO PLACE HW.t, O[KE 
( TYPE. .Al 

ENO REMOVE AC Ol l<E 

: 1,,::,, __ ..... ,,, ... _,-,: ... :~.·,. '¼•·~.,,.· :~.,•-.,•-.-'-•.<'-~-=::--
..• ·•• ·•• . • · · • · l • ' • '• '• t;/t./:_{,:•:;;:~•:.',;:r:;·'.::::~•::;• ••.-:\t-'~_:,\,._'.:._ ~"-• 

--·:•c;"";.: : c ~ :~.;;:=;;,:~,;,.-:-,. . .;·· . .,..,·_,•:.,' ,;'·;,_'.;,;•:.,••;.;•.:,.~ ...... • ~~~~~.;;.,~F'..;,.,.,;.,..;,..,;,,..;., .. ..;,..., .. .;;,,..;,;;;;,;;~ ~ ;: : , 

A) • 
AEYOVE .t,C O[KE ~ 
PLACE HIIIA ()JlE ~~ 

~ ----~~-.,,-;----iiRtiiilWn 1 

LAYOUT 
SCALE: 1" = 50 ' L-42 

~ •>111un 
DGIII nLC •> 0$190001U • o04? •• 

UNlT 1 ◄51 PJIOJE.CT NUWBEA 6 PMASE 05190001 22 



Appendix C  Ÿ  Project Design Maps and Visual Simulations

Route 246 CAPM and Robinson Bridge  Ÿ  186

e= ~ 
'.S 

I a~ 
5~ 

~ ! ' ~ ., 
g 

I lli ~ 

F'OR ,t;CC~A.T[ RJGMT OF' WA.i Dl.l li, OONl ,t;CT 
RJGHT OF WAY ENGJNEERI NG AT THE OJSTRI CT OFFCCE. = i;.,-s) N£1'' ROA.YU Y CCNSTRUCTJO,~ ~ TEMPORA.RY COt,;.STRlJCTJON £ .4S£KNT 

(;SJ A$i:tHALT CONCHElE OVERLAY ··"·· PAE.LJM[NA,.qy E1.RTH~'O:fl( EXCAVAT(ON (CUT) uwn 
~ PJ.RTC J.L OEPTH RECYCLJ~ WJTH ASFHA.LT CCNCF!ETE OVERL AY _ £_ PflELJMCNARY EARTH~'ORK. EWB,.NKWENT (FCLL) LC\illl 

E:21 COlO PL,1,."1£ ANO ASPHALT CO~X:R£.T£ O•J£RL AY 

8Zj TAPEAEO EDGE ANO SHOULOER 8.A.CKJSt; 

ffllD P£1UI.AN£NT ROJ.01''AY E.AS£W£N1 

~ i:tEHt.1.ANE.,VT ORJ.!1-U,CE EA.SE.'-'ENl 

~ ENCROACNWENT PERMCT 

R/W 

~ •>111un 
DGIII nLC •> 0$19000U 2'to04S •• 

-&.- UPGRA.0£ WOCR TO :WGS 

- CNST/ILL FENCE 

0 R£CO.~STRUC1 cooa RAWP 

@ POST MILE 

0 ORACNAGE SYSlEl,I, ""-"BER 

UNIT 1 ◄51 

os sa 2◄6 

PRl!LIMINAR 
IIECJS'T[ IIE.l) CJ"1L [ liCJ 

L AL 1E 

LAYOUT 
SCALE: 1" = 50' L-43 

PJIOJE.CT NUW8£A 6 PMAS£ 0519000122 



Appendix C  Ÿ  Project Design Maps and Visual Simulations

Route 246 CAPM and Robinson Bridge  Ÿ  187

NOTE: 

FOR J.CCUR\ Tf RI GHT CF WAY OATJ., CONT.A.CT 
RICMl CF VAY ENCINEERINC AT TME OISTRICT Cf:'FJCE. 
LEGEND: 

t;:S] NEW A':>>.OU Y C0r,,STRUC1ION 

[SJ A-SfHALT CONCFiE.Tf O'IERLAY 

G::zl PARTU.L OEPTM flE.C-YCLlNG I ITM A.S.f'M'-L 1 CONtifETE O\'EALA.r' 

f:a: CCL.0 ?LANE ANO ASPH• L 1 C(,)..\l~ETE OVERLAY 

~ TWEREO EDGE JJ\1) SHOULOEA 8ACKJNG 

lfflm PERM4.'4EM1 RO.AOWA.l' EASEWENT 

~ FERMA.'4ENT ORA(NACE. E.ASEI.IENT 

~ E,,_~CM\.IENT fE.RYIT 

t7.0ZJ lEM~ ARY CONST:NCTJON EASEWENT 

.. L PREUMCNARY E.\RTH~ffil( EXCAVATCOtl (CUT) LIWIT 

USE/WOi£•>• t6Hl't 
COW nLC • ) C~l 90:C)U ~ ~. OQ" 

_ f_ PRELhi lNARY E.A.RTM~'OAX E:wBANKWENT (F'CLL) LIWIT 

UPCRAD! MSGR TO Mt.S 

I NS ULL FENCE 

0 HECO.'rSr RuCT C1$18 RA.\I? 

@ POST MILE. 

0 OR . .UO,GE. SYSTEM Nl!M!!E.ft 

\ 
05 50 2-46 

PRl!LIMINAR 

EJC> PLACE HM4 DIKE 

' U'it~vE AC OCK£ ~ 

R/W I 

LAYOUT 
sc•u : 1" = so· L-44 

Ut~IT 1451 PROJE.CT NIJW.8ER & PMASE 0519<>00122 



Appendix C  Ÿ  Project Design Maps and Visual Simulations

Route 246 CAPM and Robinson Bridge  Ÿ  188

NOTE: 
F'OR ACCURATE RJGMT OF' Wfl.Y DATA, CONTACT 
RJGHT Of V.'AY ENGJNEERI NC AT THE OJSTRI CT OffCCE. 

LEGEND: 

&:'SJ NE\11' ROAO'.VAY CCNSWIUCTJ~ 

(::J ASPHALT OONCRETE OVERLAY 

£Z:::j PARlC,t;L OEPTM RECYCLJr,,G '.VJTM ASPMA,Lf CONCRETE. OVERL ,t;Y 

E:21 COLO PLA..',IE Allt) ASPH• LT CONCfiE.TE OVEHLAY 

~ TAPERED EOGE ANO SMOULDER 8ACK,Jr,.G 

mlffl PERW.ANE.NT R0.&01''.AY E.ASEWENT 

rn PERW.A1'E.NT ORAI N•CE EASEMENT 

~ ENCROACMWENT PERMCT 

~ TEWf'OftM~Y OOIISTHUCTCO..'' EASEMENT 

.. t. .. PRELMNARY E.A.RTH• ORX EXC,WA110N (Cun LJMIT 

- £.. PRELCWI NARY E.A..'lTM• OR,; EM8A.NKWENT lF'ILL) LIWJT 

Bff pfL: f E HIM OCltE 

Beg R£MOVE AC OCKE 

END PLACE MIIIA DIKE 
(TYPE A) 
ENO REWOYE. AC D] KE 

USEllotoiE•h t 611l't 

ft'?J Litf E HM4 OJKE 

h-9 REIIIOVE AC OU(£ 

00< nLC • ) C~l to:OU ~ :M~. 09" 

__.__ ~ AOE W8GR TO MCS 

- CN'STALL FENCE 

0 RE.CONSTRUCT CURB RAWP 

@ POST .WJLE 

~ ORA.l ~CE SYSTEM NUMBER 

os sa 246 

\ 
PRl!LIMINAR 

--------=~...,.,..----~ 

i 

I 
R/W 

PROJECT LlMIT 
P-OSTWILE S8-2◄6-R20.9 

LAYOUT 
SCALE: 1" = 50' L-45 

Ut~Ir 1451 PROJE.CT NUW.8ER & ?MASE 0519<>00122 



Appendix C  Ÿ  Project Design Maps and Visual Simulations

Route 246 CAPM and Robinson Bridge  Ÿ  189

Figure 3-1. Bridge Design Option 1
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Figure 3-2. Bridge Design Option 2
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Figure 3-3. Design Option 3
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Figure 3-4. Bridge Design Option 4
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Appendix D Biological Impact Areas
Detailed maps showing habitat impact areas listed in the tables below are included in Figure 1 of the Natural Environment 
Study. Acreages have been rounded up to the nearest hundredth of an acre. [Impact areas have been updated since the 
draft environmental document was circulated, and the biological studies were finalized. Temporary impacts to riparian 
areas are the only category which has changed since the draft document was circulated.]

Table 3.1 Impacts to Sensitive Natural Communities and Critical Habitat from Design Option 1
Natural Community/ 

Sensitive Feature

Temporary 
Impacts 
(Acres)

Temporary 
Impacts 

(Square Feet)

Permanent 
Impacts 

Gross (Acres)

Permanent 
Impacts Gross 
(Square Feet)

Permanent 
Impacts Net 

(Acres)

Permanent Impacts Net 
(Square Feet)

Red Willow Riparian 
Woodland and Forest

1.20 51,934 0.07 3,199 0.05 (0.02 
restored)

2,317 (882 restored)

Southern California Steelhead 
critical habitat

0.60 26,252 0.003 112 none

(0.008 restored)

none

(327 restored)

Southwestern willow flycatcher 
critical habitat

2.20 95,710 0.24 10,402 0.13 (0.11 
restored)

5,466 (4,936 restored)

Other waters/Streambed 
(USACE, RWQCB, CDFW 
jurisdiction)

0.65 28,444 0.008 367 Less than 0.001 
(0.008 restored)

40 (327 restored)

Riparian (RWQCB, CDFW, 
jurisdiction)

Changed from 
1.44 to 1.38

Changed from 
62,577 to 
59,913

0.09 4,107 0.07 (0.02 
restored)

3,225 (882 restored)
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Natural Community/ 
Sensitive Feature

Temporary 
Impacts 
(Acres)

Temporary 
Impacts 

(Square Feet)

Permanent 
Impacts 

Gross (Acres)

Permanent 
Impacts Gross 
(Square Feet)

Permanent 
Impacts Net 

(Acres)

Permanent Impacts Net 
(Square Feet)

Agriculture – cultivated crop 
rows 

0.71 30,980 0.006 263 0.006 263

Coastal scrub – California 
sage

0.20 8,479 none none none none

Coyote brush scrub 0.75 32,608 0.26 11,497 0.26 11,497

Developed 0.15 6,296 0.006 251 0.006 251

Nonnative grassland 1.40 61,556 0.007 326 0.007 326

Ornamental trees 0.05 2,066 Less than 
0.001

38 Less than 0.001 38

Paved/gravel 0.49 21,173 0.14 6,067 0.14 6,067

Riverine – mulefat thickets 0.60 26,252 0.003 112 none

(0.008 restored)

none

(327 restored)
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Natural Community/ 
Sensitive Feature

Temporary 
Impacts 
(Acres)

Temporary 
Impacts 

(Square Feet)

Permanent 
Impacts 

Gross (Acres)

Permanent 
Impacts Gross 
(Square Feet)

Permanent 
Impacts Net 

(Acres)

Permanent Impacts Net 
(Square Feet)

Ruderal 4.3 185,532 0.60 26,312 0.60 26,312
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Table 3.2 Impacts to Sensitive Natural Communities and Critical Habitat from Design Option 2

Natural Community/ 
Sensitive Feature

Temporary 
Impacts (Acres)

Temporary 
Impacts 

(Square Feet)

Permanent 
Impacts Gross 

(Acres)

Permanent 
Impacts Gross 
(Square Feet)

Permanent 
Impacts Net 

(Acres)

Permanent Impacts 
Net (Square Feet)

Red Willow Riparian 
Woodland and Forest 1.20 51,866 0.07 3,239 0.05 (0.02 

restored) 2,357 (882 restored)

Southern California Steelhead 
critical habitat 0.61 26,365 none none

none

(0.008 restored)
none (327 restored)

Southwestern willow flycatcher 
critical habitat 2.20 95,754 0.24 10,330 0.13 (0.11 

restored)
5,394 (4,936 

restored)

Other waters/Streambed 
(USACE, RWQCB, CDFW 
jurisdiction)

0.66 28,556 0.006 255
none

(0.008 restored)

none

(327 Restored)

Riparian (RWQCB, CDFW 
jurisdiction) changed from 

1.44 to 1.37

Changed from 
62,509 to 
59,845

0.095 4,148 0.075 (0.02 
restored) 3,266 (882 restored)

Emergent wetland (USACE, 
RWQCB, CDFW jurisdiction)

0.002 92 none none none none

Agriculture – Cultivated Row 
crops 

0.71 30,980 0.006 263 0.006 263
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Natural Community/ 
Sensitive Feature

Temporary 
Impacts (Acres)

Temporary 
Impacts 

(Square Feet)

Permanent 
Impacts Gross 

(Acres)

Permanent 
Impacts Gross 
(Square Feet)

Permanent 
Impacts Net 

(Acres)

Permanent Impacts 
Net (Square Feet)

Coastal scrub – California 
sage 0.20 8,479 none none none none

Coyote brush scrub 0.75 32,608 0.26 11,497 0.26 11,497

Developed 0.15 6,295 0.006 251 0.006 251

Nonnative grassland 1.40 61,556 0.007 326 0.007 326

Ornamental trees 0.005 2,066 Less than 0.001 38 Less than 0.001 38

Paved/gravel 0.49 21,173 0.14 6,038 0.14 6,038

Riverine – mulefat thickets 0.63 27,476 none none none none

Ruderal 4.3 185,532 0.60 26,312 0.60 26,312
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Table 3.3 Impacts to Sensitive Natural Communities and Critical Habitat from Design Option 3
Natural Community/ 

Sensitive Feature
Temporary 

Impacts 
(Acres)

Temporary 
Impacts 

(Square Feet)

Permanent 
Impacts Gross 

(Acres)

Permanent 
Impacts Gross 
(Square Feet)

Permanent 
Impacts Net 

(Acres)
Permanent Impacts Net 

(Square Feet)

Red Willow Riparian 
Woodland and Forest 1.30 56,683 0.07 3,106 0.05

(0.02 restored) 2,224 (882 restored)

Southern California 
Steelhead critical habitat 0.64 27,774 0.002 102 none

(0.008 restored)
none

(327 restored)

Southwestern willow 
flycatcher critical habitat 2.45 106,869 0.19 8,133 0.12

(0.07 restored) 5,257 (2,876 restored)

Other waters/Streambed 
(USACE, RWQCB, CDFW 
jurisdiction)

0.69 29,982 0.008 357 less than 0.001 
(0.008 restored) 30 (327 restored)

Riparian (RWQCB, CDFW 
jurisdiction) Changed from 

1.55 to 1.49

Changed from 
67,607 to 
64,943

0.09 4,014 0.07 (0.02 
restored) 3,132 (882 restored)

Emergent wetland (USACE, 
RWQCB, CDFW jurisdiction) 0.002 92

none none none none

Agriculture – Cultivated/Row 
Crops 0.73 31,592 Less than 0.001 18 Less than 0.001 18

Coastal scrub – California 
sage 0.20 8,901 none none none none

Coyote brush scrub 0.90 39,035 0.15 6,335 0.15 6,335

Developed 0.18 7,623 0.006 251 0.006 251

Nonnative grassland 1.40 6,536 none none none none

Ornamental trees 0.05 2,066 Less than 0.001 38 Less than 0.001 38
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Natural Community/ 
Sensitive Feature

Temporary 
Impacts 
(Acres)

Temporary 
Impacts 

(Square Feet)

Permanent 
Impacts Gross 

(Acres)

Permanent 
Impacts Gross 
(Square Feet)

Permanent 
Impacts Net 

(Acres)
Permanent Impacts Net 

(Square Feet)

Paved/gravel 0.55 24,077 0.16 6,863 0.16 6,863

Riverine – mulefat thickets
0.66 28,882 0.003 113 none

(0.008 restored)
none

(327 restored)
Ruderal 4.70 202,856 0.52 22,696 0.52 22,696
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Table 3.4 Impacts to Sensitive Natural Communities and Critical Habitat from Design Option 4
Natural Community / 

Sensitive Feature
Temporary 

Impacts (Acres)
Temporary 

Impacts 
(Square Feet)

Permanent 
Impacts Gross 

(Acres)

Permanent 
Impacts Gross 
(Square Feet)

Permanent Impacts 
Net (Acres)

Permanent Impacts 
Net (Square Feet)

Red Willow Riparian 
Woodland and Forest 1.30 56,625 0.07 3,136 0.05

(0.02 restored)
2,254

(882 restored)
Southern California Steelhead 
critical habitat 0.64 27,876 none none none

(0.008 restored)
none

(327 restored)
Southwestern willow 
flycatcher critical habitat 2.45 106,913 0.19 8,061 0.12

(0.07 restored)
5,185

(2,876 restored)
Other waters/Streambed 
(USACE, RWQCB, CDFW 
jurisdiction)

0.69 30,084 0.006 255 none
(0.008 restored)

none
(327 restored)

Riparian (RWQCB, CDFW 
jurisdiction)

Changed from 
1.55 to 1.49

Changed from 
67,549 to 64,884 0.09 4,045 0.07

(0.02 restored)
3,163

(882 restored)
Emergent wetland (USACE, 
RWQCB, CDFW jurisdiction) 0.002 92 none none none none

Agriculture – Cultivated/Row 
Crops 0.73 31,592 Less than 0.001 18 Less than 0.001 18

Coastal scrub – California 
sage 0.20 8,901 none none none none

Coyote brush scrub 0.90 39,035 0.15 6,335 0.15 6,335
Developed 0.18 7,623 0.006 251 0.006 251
Nonnative grassland 1.40 60,536 none none none none
Ornamental trees 0.05 2,066 Less than 0.001 38 Less than 0.001 38
Paved/gravel 0.55 24,077 0.16 6,835 0.16 6,835
Riverine – mulefat thickets 0.67 28,994 none none none

(0.008 restored)
none

(327 restored)
Ruderal 4.70 202,856 0.52 22,696 0.52 22,696



Appendix D  Ÿ  Biological Impact Areas

Route 246 CAPM and Robinson Bridge  Ÿ  201

Table 3.5 Features with Identical Impacts Across All 4 Design Options

Natural Community / 
Sensitive Feature

Temporary 
Impacts (Acres)

Temporary 
Impacts 

(Square Feet)

Permanent 
Impacts Gross 

(Acres)

Permanent 
Impacts Gross 
(Square Feet)

Permanent Impacts 
Net (Acres)

Permanent Impacts 
Net (Square Feet)

California tiger salamander 
(Santa Barbara County) 
critical habitat

1.62 70,834 none none none none

Streambank (RWQCB, CDFW 
jurisdiction)

0.04 1,804 none none none none

Freshwater pond (RWQCB, 
CDFW jurisdiction)

none none none none none none

Vineyard none none none none none none

Coast live oak woodland 0.62 26,926 none none none none

Coastal scrub – mixed 0.04 1,686 none none none none

Eucalyptus none none none none none none

Landscaped none none none none none none

Rural residential none none none none none none

Willow scrub 0.10 4,313 none none none none
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Jo: 

Slote of Cotifcmio 
OfPARTMENf Of fRANSPOlfAflOH 

Memo r andum 

CHRISTIE ALARCON 
City of Lompoc 

Co •ornio S;ote frons,pc:w1o·ior Agercy 

Date: March 7. 2025 
Fite: 05-1 m360 

k om: LAURA RICCARDELLI 
Environmental Scientist 
Caltrans District 5 
Division o f Environmental Analysis 

SubJect: State Route 246 CAPM AND ROBINSON BRIDGE PRO JECT; SECTION 4(F) DE 
MINIMIS CONCURRENCE REQUEST 

Project Description and Background 
This project is on Slate Route 246 in Santa Barbara County in and near the city of 
Lompoc. from Sta te Route I to 0.047 mile east of the Domingos Road 
intersection. The project p roposes to replace the Santa Ynez River Bridge (Bridge 
Number 51-0128) a t post mile 9.8. preserve 21.7 lone miles o f flexible Class 2 
pavement using Capital Preventive Maintenance stra tegies. place 0.20 foot of 
Rubberized Hot Mix Asphalt overlay, rehabilitate culverts. upgrade sign panels. 
upgrade existing curb romps to be Americans with Disabilities Ac t compliant, 
and upgrade guardrails to Manual for Assessing Sa fety Hardware standards. 

The purpose o f this project is to preserve and extend the life of the existing 
pavement. rehabilitate pavement and culverts, upgrade g uardrails to Manual 
for Assessing Safel y Hardware standards, upgrade sign panels, and replace the 
Santa Ynez River Bridge lo accommodate pedestrians. bicyclists, and flooding. 

The projec t is located in along City o f Lompoc's River Park and would require 
acquisition o f 39,424 square feet (.910 acres} o f temporary construc tion 
P.mP.mP.nl, :v,,?79 ~'lllmP. f P.P.t (.R:n nr.P.r~) o f rP.rmP.nnt rnnrlwny P.nsP.mP.nl, 
4,492 (.103acers) square feet of permeant drainage easement. and 5,728 
square tee! (.131 ocers) by encroachment p ermit. The projec t will also require a 
temporary detour of the River Pork entrance rood (Sweeny Rood) to River Park 
tor approxima tely 2 years starting a round spring 2029. The areas anticipoled to 
be acquired ore summarized below. Figures of these locations o re provided in 
Attachment 2. 

"Prcwide o safe ond re,\able tronsporla,on network '~at serves cv pt1top•e ond resoecrs ,ne env..-Onmen~" 
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Table 1. Temporary and Permeant Property Acquisitions 

APN 

099- 14 1-030 

099-14 1-006 

099- 141-018 

Public 
Roadway 

Size 
(Square feet) 

10.236 

t3,048 

4,492 

15,970 
13,218 

23.231 

5,728 

Description 

Temporary Construction Easement 
-This easement is for rebuilding the driveway to 
the Citv oumoina station. 
Permanent Roadway Easement 
-this eosemenl will allow the next expanded 
bridae to reconnect to Hiohwav 246. 
Permanent Drainage Easement 
-This easement is for lhe new realig r ed culvert to 
outlet into the river to the norlh of its original 
oosition. 
Temoorarv Construction Easement -Temporary Construction Easement 
-This easement allows for the construction o f the 
newbridae 
Permanent Roadway Easement 
-This easement is for the expanded bridge to 
have space to connect to the current 246 
a lianment. 
Encroachment Permit 
-this section of Sweeny Road will be rerouted to 
allow full access to River Park during and a fter 
construction. 

As a publicly owned public park and recreational a rea, this area would be 
considered a Section 4(1) property, and therefore require a Section 4(1) analysis 
by the lead agency of this project. Callrans seeks concurrence on o oe minimis 
impact finding from the City o f Lompoc, the agency w ith jurisdiction over the 
4(1) property. This lefter outlines the anticipated temporary and permanent 
impacts of the project to t1e 4(f) resource and summarizes caurans· findings 
that the project would have a minimal impact on the resource. 

•• Provid& o sote 011<J reieble rrO'lsporlotion network. that ierv&s 011 peo_oie end respects +ne environment'' 

I 
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Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 
Section 4(1) of the Deportment of Transportation Act of 1966. codified in federal 
law at 49 U.S. Code 303. declares that "ii is the policy of the United States 
Government that special effort should be made to preserve the natural beauty 
of the countryside and public park and recreation lands, wildlife and wotertowl 
refuges. and historic sites." 

Section 4(1) specifies that the Secretory [of Transportation] may approve a 
transportation program or project. .. requiring the use of publicly owned land of a 
public park. recrea tion area. or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national. Slate, 
or local significance, or land of an historic site of national. State. or local 
significance (as determined by the federal, state, or local officials having 
jurisdiction over the park. area. refuge, or site} only if: 

• there is no prudent and feasible a lternative to using that land; and 
• the program or project includes all possible planning lo minimize harm to 

the pork. recreation area. wildlife and waterfowl refuge. or historic site 
resulting from the use. 

The Safe. Accountable, Flexible, Efficien t Transportation Equity Act. a federal 
transportation reauthorization bill signed into low in 2005, simplified the 
procedures for projects that would hove de minimis impacts on Section 4(f} 
properties. An analysis is not required. and the Section 4(1) evaluation is 
complete once it is determined that the use of o Section 4(1) property would 
result in de minimis impacts . 

The definition of ode minimis impact, as set forth is 23 Code of Federal 
Regulation Section 77 4. 17, specifies that ... "For porks. recreation areas. and 
wildlife and waterfowl refuges, a de minimis impact is one that w ill not adversely 
affect the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the property for protection 
under Section 4(1). " 

Responsibility for compliance with Section 4(1) hos been assigned lo Caltrans 
pursuant to 23 U.S. Code 326 and 327. including determinations and approval of 
Section 4(1) evaluations, as well as coordination with those agencies that have 
jurisdiction over o Section 4(1) resource that may be affected by a project 
action. 

Summary of the Section 4(f) Resource and Temporary Impacts from the project. 
River Pork is a 45-acre city pork, localed along the Santo Ynez River in Sonia 
Barbra County. The porks main attraction is the five group barbecue areas and 
picnic areas that are North of Highway 246. The pork also hos 35 RV hook up 
campsites. volleyball courts, horseshoe areas. and grassy lawns. The pork 
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maintains the man-made Kiwanis Lake which ottracts a variety of wildlife to the 
park. 

In total, the project would require 39,424 square feet (.910 acres) of temporary 
construction easement in River Pork. which will be required to build the new 
expanded Robinson Bridge. The construction will require grading ond earth 
work. Once the construction is complete the areas thal hove been disturbed will 
be replanted lo have the least environmental impact possible. Further, 36,279 
square feet (.833 acres) of permeant roadway easement will be required for the 
entrance ond exit road lo the new expanded bridge. This oreo will be paved 
with asphalt. This will not impact lhe River Pork activities os this oreo of the pork 
hos no recreational actives associated with its use. This oreo hos very dense 
brush and small willow trees. The :,rojecl will also require 4,492 (.103 acres) 
square feet of permeont drainage eosemenl wilhin lhe River Parle This 
easement is on the western bank on the Santo Ynez River ond not within an 
oclive recreational areo. All the project easements ore approximately o 
quarter of o mile from the c losest comping areo ond main recreational oreos 
within River Park. Temporary construction noise will be minimized to the extent 
feasible to help lessen sound !raveling to people recreating in River Pork. 

The project will also require o 5.728 square foot (.131 acers) encroochmenl 
permit a long the enlrance of Sweeny Road from Highway 246. The rood will be 
rerouted during the entire constrvction period of 2 years. A project specific 
Traffic Management Pion will be :,repored. which will ensure that access to the 
city pork is nol impeded. This plan includes elements such as: 

Avoiding night work to further lessen any impacts to Park visitors. 
A Public Awareness Camp::iign to notify the public of the upcoming 
construction schedule ond allow for prior planning. 
Al least l through traffic lane (not to be less !hon l l feet in width) being 
provided for use by both directions of travel (reversing control) . 
Bicycle ond Pedestrian Accommodations. 

Summary of Collrons De Min/mis Findings 
Coltrans believes the proposed project would hove o minimal impact to the 
adjacent Stole Porks Lond near and that this impact would not be considered 
adverse. The Section 4(1) determination is based on the following: 

• The project has been designed to avoid and minimize environmental 
impacts as much as feasible. 

• Access to River Park by the public would be maintained at all times ond o 
Traffic Manaoemenf Plan will be prepared during the project's next 
phase. 

"Prov.'de o safe ond re~oo:e lronsi:>O('tOIC'I ner .... 01.1: 1h01 serves 0,1 peoo,e ona resti~C'$ 'Nt environmenr 
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• The property easements will not impact the key activities. features and 
attributes of the recreational areo. 

Public Involvement and Coordination with Agencies with Jurisdiction. 
On November 4th'", 2024 Laura Riccardelli reached out to Croig Dierling 
of the City of Lompoc to inform him that that 4(1) concurrence letter 
would be coming to the City of Lompoc in the next few months and 
offered a time to answer any questions if they came up. 
On November 13th, 2024 Christie Alarcon the Lompoc Community 
Development Director Informed Laura Riccordelli that she would be the 
contac t for further 4( f) concurrence. 
Coltrons shall continue to coordinate with the City o f Lompoc as the 
project's design becomes more refined in the project's next phase. 
Prior to beginning cons truction of this project. Caltrans Public Information 
Officers will ensure tha t the public is mode aware of construction activities 
in advance so that any potential delays can be planned for. 

Caltrans de minimis impact finding requires concurrence from the agency with 
jurisdiction over the 4(f) property. Caltrans kindly requests City or Lompoc to 
provide a signature below as a sign of concurrence or provide a separate 
written response at your earliest convenience. Unless stated otherwise. your 
concurrence with Callrans' Section 4(f) docum entation includes concurrence 
with all Section 4(f) analysis and determinations for which concurrence from 
your agency is required. 

Sincerely, 

Louro Riccorde!li 
Environmental Scientist 
[805) 319-0163 

CONCURRENCE WITH SECTION 4(F) DE MINIMIS FINDING BY CALIFORNIA LOMPOC 
CITY PARKS REPRESENTATIVE: 

Narr\e 
Title 
Area 

• P(Ovide o sote on<J reliOble- tronu:>01Tol1on f'erwon:, rhot serves on people on(j r,t~rs 1ne env,ronment ~ 
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Attachments 
1. Project Location Mop 
2. Location o f Construction Easements Required 
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4(f) Letter Attachment 1. Project  Location Map
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4(f) Letter Attachment 2.  Location of Required Construction Easements

River Park Property in the City of Lompoc 

' 

Legend 

~ Permanent Drainage 
-~-·-_ _. Easement 

~ Temporary Roadway 
::.. Easement 





Appendix F  Ÿ  Comment Letters and Responses

Route 246 CAPM and Robinson Bridge  Ÿ  212

Appendix F Comment Letters and 
Responses 
This appendix has been added since the draft environmental document was 
circulated. This appendix contains the comments received during the public 
circulation and comment period from May 21, 2025, to June 21, 2025, retyped 
for readability. The comment letters are stated verbatim as submitted, with 
acronyms, abbreviations, and any original grammatical or typographical errors 
included. A Caltrans response follows each comment presented. Copies of 
the original comment letters and attached documents can be found in Volume 
3 of this document.
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Comment from Lieutenant Jason Bronson: Buellton CHP

Good morning, CHP Buellton Area has completed review of the proposed 
project. The project calls for complete replacement of the SR-246 Robinson 
Bridge. This will have major impact on local traffic, public safety, and 
emergency services. There are two highways of ingress/egress to the City of 
Lompoc from the south (SR-1) and east (SR-246). Due to the Santa Ynez 
River, there are no additional routes for traffic. While not detailed in the 
current project proposal, replacement of the Robinson Bridge would 
seemingly necessitate complete closure of SR-246 to traffic for the duration of 
the project. This will require detour of all traffic south to SR-1, or north to SR-
1. There are no other routes. 

Traffic Impact: Traffic detoured south will face a 20-mile drive on SR-1 to 
reach US-101. It is anticipated that many motorists trying to drive east will 
attempt to shortcut via Santa Rosa Road. Santa Rosa Road is not designed 
to accommodate commute traffic, and many areas require reduced speed to 
25-30 mph. The likely result would be an increase in unsafe speed collisions 
and potentially vehicle versus bicyclists, which frequently use the road. Traffic 
detoured north would likely be directed by DOT to travel SR-1 to SR-135, 
then returning south to US-101 via Los Alamos or continue north to Orcutt. 
However, traffic will take Purisima Road to access SR-246 east of the 
construction closure. Purisima road is a two-way, two-lane, narrow county 
road with private driveways and narrow paved shoulders. Additionally, traffic 
would encounter a four-way-stop controlled intersection at Rucker Road prior 
to reaching the SR-246 roundabout. Traffic backup and congestion would be 
severe along Purisima Road, likely resulting in increased crashes at the 
signalized intersection of Harris Grade Road, Rucker Road, and the SR-246 
roundabout. 

Public Safety and Emergency Response: The closure of SR-246 would have 
significant impact to emergency services response and access. Access to the 
only major medical center of the Santa Ynez Valley, Lompoc Valley Medical 
Center, would be restricted for everything east of the Santa Ynez River. 
Ambulance response, CHP and Sheriff Office response, and anyone seeking 
ER or medical aid would be subject to the referenced detours. Response 
times would be increased due to the increased distance, and congestion 
during peak traffic hours would prohibit emergency vehicles from being able 
to utilize Purisima Road. These are our immediate considerations regarding 
the potential impact of this project to local operations and public safety. We 
remain committed to the safety of our communities and ask to be included in 
further traffic operations planning as this project continues

Response:

Highway 246 will not be fully closed during bridge construction or roadway 
repaving and therefore detours to State Route 1 will not be required. As 
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described in the Environmental Document in Chapter 1, the bridge will be 
constructed in stages to maintain continual traffic access and temporary 
pedestrian access.

Please see the description below of the phased bridge construction:

· In stage 1, the existing bridge would be used to maintain traffic while a 
30-foot-wide section of the new bridge and approach roads are 
constructed.

· In stage 1, existing travel lanes on the bridge would remain at the 
current configuration. In stage 2, the newly constructed section of the 
new bridge would be used for traffic while the existing bridge is being 
demolished and the remaining portion of the new bridge is being 
constructed.

· In stage 2, two 12-foot-wide travel lanes are proposed during 
construction, with temporary railing along the eastbound direction and 
a newly constructed open-style Type 85 concrete barrier along the 
westbound direction.

For the repaving element of the project, one lane will always remain open to 
traffic with one-way traffic control. While this may impact the speed of traffic 
throughout the project limits, detours to other State Highways or other local 
roads are not anticipated to be necessary. The transportation management 
plan will not show detours to Purisima Road, Harris Grade Road, or other 
local roads. If deviations from this plan occur at any point during the project’s 
duration, Caltrans Traffic Safety and Design Divisions will coordinate with 
Santa Barbara County, California Highway Patrol (Buellton area). 

Caltrans understands California Highway Patrol’s concerns regarding 
potential traffic impacts and emergency services, but with continual (and 
controlled) traffic flow through the entire construction area, impacts should be 
minimized. Caltrans will continue to coordinate with CHP during the project’s 
design phase to evaluate how to further minimize traffic and emergency 
response impacts. 

Comment from Heather Voges, Community Member: 

Option 4 as my first choice or Option 3 as second choice

Response:

Caltrans has selected and approved the Build Alternative, with design option 
4.

Comment from Rhonda Sanford, Community Member: 
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I’m a long distance walker and have found it much safer when a bridge has 
pedestrian access on both sides of the bridge. Please take walkers into 
consideration on this project.

Response: 

Caltrans has selected and approved the Build Alternative, with design option 
4. Design option 4 includes a 6-foot-wide sidewalk in the eastbound direction 
of the bridge, and an 11-foot-wide multi-use path in the westbound direction 
of the bridge. The multiuse pathway and Type 85 Barrier associated with 
Design Option 4 are contingent on a maintenance agreement between the 
City of Lompoc, the County of Santa Barbara, and Caltrans.

Comment from Amber Romero, Community Member: 

Good day,

The Robinson Bridge over the Santa Ynez River is overdue for widening. 
There are many individuals who have to cross that bridge daily to get into 
town, as well as crossing back over to get back to the homeless shelter. 
Families with children, as well as handicapped people, are in danger crossing 
that bridge. It’s truly frightening. It’s extremely old and that is a concern as 
well. It’s time for an update that encompasses pedestrian access as well as 
widening the very narrow lanes. This has been brought up in the past but no 
one ever followed through. This needs to be a priority before a life is lost on it. 
Thank you for your attention and time.

Response: 

Caltrans has selected and approved the Build Alternative, with design option 
4. Design option 4 includes a 6-foot-wide sidewalk in the eastbound direction 
of the bridge, and an 11-foot-wide multi-use path in the westbound direction 
of the bridge. The multiuse pathway and Type 85 Barrier associated with 
Design Option 4 are contingent on a maintenance agreement between the 
City of Lompoc, the County of Santa Barbara, and Caltrans. Caltrans 
anticipates completing the project design and necessary Right or Way 
acquisitions by 2028 and construction to begin in 2030.

Comment from Christina Wika, Community Member: 

Hi Lucas,

My name is Christina Wika and I work directly across the street from Highway 
246 right as you enter Lompoc. I work in the Lompoc wine center located on 
300 North 12th Street. I have been here for 10 years working in the 
Transcendence Tasting Room. Daily since my incept I have seen families and 
homeless people walking their pets, strollers, runners, walkers, bikers and the 
like all have harrowing near death experiences on the 246. I have seen the 
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speed limit decrease due to death on that bridge with the homeless. Drivers 
still

dangerous and Reckless. I would urge you to please consider Lompoc 
pedestrian bridge as a top priority in Santa Barbara County. homeless people 
live at the bridge house must travel this hwy. Currently we have 300 without 
any transportation in that area. Thank you kindly for reading this email and I 
pray that this will penetrate your bone and Marrow to make good changes in 
our area. God bless you all! keep making California the beautiful state I love.

Kindly,

Christina Wika

Response:

Caltrans has selected and approved the Build Alternative, with design option 
4. Design option 4 includes a 6-foot-wide sidewalk in the eastbound direction 
of the bridge, and an 11-foot-wide multi-use path in the westbound direction 
of the bridge. The multiuse pathway and Type 85 Barrier associated with 
Design Option 4 are contingent on a maintenance agreement between the 
City of Lompoc, the County of Santa Barbara, and Caltrans. Caltrans 
anticipates completing the project design and necessary Right or Way 
acquisitions by 2028 and construction to begin in 2030.

Additionally, it should be noted that Caltrans cannot influence or change the 
behavior of dangerous and reckless drivers throughout the project limits. 
Dangerous or reckless drivers should be reported immediately to the 
California Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) California Highway Patrol at 
1-800-TELL-CHP or (1-800-835-5247). The Caltrans District 5 Project 
Development Team will work as efficiently as possible to deliver this project 
and provide a new bridge that meets the community’s needs and current 
safety standards.

Comment from Betty Hines, Community Member: 

I would like that at Robinson Bridge that option 4 be used in project for safety 
purposes for everyone. Seems more logical.

Response: 

Caltrans has selected and approved the Build Alternative, with design option 
4. The multiuse pathway and Type 85 Barrier associated with Design Option 
4 are contingent on a maintenance agreement between the City of Lompoc, 
the County of Santa Barbara, and Caltrans.
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Comment from Keith and Kabrina Feickert, Community Members: 

Please account for debris flow during heavy rains (trees etc).  Inclusion of 
water/sewer across the bridge for connection of city resources with the 
County run Bridge House on Sweeney Rd. Options 3 + 4 are outstanding and 
the preferred option to accomodate Bridge House as well as River Park for 
recreation. A connection to the Riverview Terrace multiuse trail for the City 
would excellent if possible - the trail is under construction and should be 
completed before the bridge is completed. THANK YOU CALTRANS!

Response:

Caltrans District 5 Hydrology and Hydraulic Engineers have produced a 
Floodplain Evaluation Report Summary, Location Hydraulic Study, and 
Stormwater Data Report that evaluate the project’s location in relation to the 
100-year flood plain, and the project’s susceptibility to a significant storm 
event. These reports will be used to inform the project’s design and ensure 
that the bridge will not encroach upon the floodplain, raise water surface 
elevations, and be able to withstand storm events. Additionally, the new 
bridge will be designed in consideration of factors such as debris flow to 
maintain future resistance to scour, which will be accomplished by having 
fewer piers within the main river channel. 

Caltrans has selected and approved the Build Alternative, with design option 
4. Design option 4 includes a 6-foot-wide sidewalk in the eastbound direction 
of the bridge, and an 11-foot-wide multi-use path in the westbound direction 
of the bridge. The multiuse pathway and Type 85 Barrier associated with 
Design Option 4 are contingent on a maintenance agreement between the 
City of Lompoc, the County of Santa Barbara, and Caltrans.

The project will also include a 6-foot-wide sidewalk between the 12th 
Street/State Route 1 intersection and Sweeny Road along the shoulder of the 
eastbound lane on State Route 246.  Any other connectivity infrastructure to 
existing and planned pedestrian and community facilities such as River Park 
and Bridge House are outside the scope and budget of this project. The 
purpose of this project is to maintain existing assets and replace Robinson 
Bridge. However, this project does not preclude future pedestrian connectivity 
projects by Caltrans or other agencies. Future expansion of pedestrian 
facilities will be carefully considered and fully evaluated in the project’s design 
phase in relation to the project’s budget and schedule. 

Comment from Nicholas Gonzalez Jr., Community Member:

A pedestrian bridge is very necessary due to proximity of River Park and 
Shelter. The same applies to bike path use. Sidewalks from bridge to park 
and bridge to Sweeney Rd would add significant safety to both uses above.

Response:
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Caltrans has selected and approved the Build Alternative, with design option 
4. Design option 4 includes a 6-foot-wide sidewalk in the eastbound direction 
of the bridge, and an 11-foot-wide multi-use path in the westbound direction 
of the bridge. The multiuse pathway and Type 85 Barrier associated with 
Design Option 4 are contingent on a maintenance agreement between the 
City of Lompoc, the County of Santa Barbara, and Caltrans.

The project will include a 6-foot-wide sidewalk between the 12th Street/State 
Route 1 intersection and Sweeny Road along the shoulder of the eastbound 
lane on State Route 246.  Any other connectivity infrastructure to existing and 
planned pedestrian and community facilities such as River Park and Bridge 
House are outside the scope and budget of this project. The purpose of this 
project is to maintain existing assets and replace Robinson Bridge. However, 
this project does not preclude future pedestrian connectivity projects by 
Caltrans or other agencies. Future expansion of pedestrian facilities will be 
carefully considered and fully evaluated in the project’s design phase in 
relation to the project’s budget and schedule. 

Comment from Justin Ruhge, Community Member:

Hello Caltrans, Lucas Marsalek

We would like to know when you are going to replace the Robinson Bridge

and widen it to 4 lanes and a bicyle lane. Will you widen the 246 to 4 lanes, 

also?

Justin Ruhge, Lompoc, CA 94346

Thank you.

Response: 

Caltrans has selected and approved the Build Alternative, with design option 
4. Design option 4 includes a 6-foot-wide sidewalk in the eastbound direction 
of the bridge, and an 11-foot-wide multi-use path in the westbound direction 
of the bridge. The multiuse pathway and Type 85 Barrier associated with 
Design Option 4 are contingent on a maintenance agreement between the 
City of Lompoc, the County of Santa Barbara, and Caltrans. Caltrans 
anticipates completing the project design and necessary Right or Way 
acquisitions by 2028 and construction to begin in 2030.  

Also, State Route 246 will not be widened from two lanes to four lanes with 
this project, as it is well beyond the purpose of the project to replace 
Robinson Bridge. If the widening of State Route 246 were to be initiated and 
approved, it would be done as a separate and unrelated project.
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Comment from Pete Concepcion, Community Member:

First of all, I would like to Thank you all for having this first public meeting 
regarding the Robinson Bridge Replacement Project. I think that a few of the 
public comments that were made on 5/29 all have validity to them. Now that I 
have had time to think about it, I felt I should at least pass on some 
thoughts/comments, before I forget about them.

For me, I would vote for Option #4 which would exclude the piers being in the 
middle of the main river channel. With the possibility of the river being in flood 
stage, a large amount of debris could possibly dam up thus creating erosion 
to the outer edges and undermining the bridge abutments/wing walls. Also in 
design engineering, leaving out any horizontal ledges on the abutments thus 
preventing any encampments from being constructed.

I think that the project should include the construction of the remaining bike 
path that would connect to the multipurpose path on the westbound side of 
the new proposed bridge. With the new River Terrace Development, they 
constructed a new bike path on the eastside of the project and travels south 
toward Hwy. 246, however it ends at the end of the project site and turns west 
at E. Laurel Ave.. I am not sure what agency would be responsible for this, 
City of Lompoc, County of SB,. but I think in collaborating together, it would 
definitely complete public access to River Park.

This was also brought up during the meeting but I agree that a sidewalk on 
the westbound side of Hwy. 246 should also be considered starting from the 
multipurpose pathway to 12th St. I am sure street lighting is under 
consideration but solar LED lighting on the bridge along the multipurpose 
pathways? Also mentioned during the meeting, the widening of the shoulders, 
in both directions from the intersection of Sweeny/River Park Rd. eastbound 
to the roundabout. Riding a bike from Lompoc to Buellton is very hazardous 
as trying to get to Buellton via Purisima Rd., no bike path. Buellton via 246 
from Hwy 1/12th St., just as hazardous. I know quite a few bicyclists who ride 
the 246 from Buellton and most say they would not go past the roundabout.

So these are just a few thoughts that came to mind about this project. I look 
forward to attending any future public meetings or receiving any progressional 
updates about this project.

Respectfully,

Pete Concepcion

Response: 

Caltrans has selected and approved the Build Alternative, with design option 
4. Design option 4 includes a 6-foot-wide sidewalk in the eastbound direction 
of the bridge, and an 11-foot-wide multi-use path in the westbound direction 
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of the bridge. The multiuse pathway and Type 85 Barrier associated with 
Design Option 4 are contingent on a maintenance agreement between the 
City of Lompoc, the County of Santa Barbara, and Caltrans. The project will 
also include a 6-foot-wide sidewalk between the 12th Street/State Route 1 
intersection and Sweeny Road along the shoulder of the eastbound lane on 
State Route 246. The existing shoulder width of 8 feet will be maintained 
throughout the project limits. Any other connectivity infrastructure to existing 
and planned pedestrian and community facilities such as River Park and 
Bridge House are outside the scope and budget of this project. Also, State 
Route 246 will not be widened from two lanes to four lanes with this project, 
as it is well beyond the purpose of the project to replace Robinson Bridge. 
The purpose of this project is to maintain existing assets and replace 
Robinson Bridge. However, this project does not preclude future pedestrian 
connectivity projects by Caltrans or other agencies. 

During the project’s Design phase, the Design team will coordinate with 
Caltrans Hydraulics engineers to analyze horizontal embankments for the 
purposes of discouraging homeless encampments underneath the bridge. 
The need for lighting along the bridge was evaluated before the project was 
proposed and was found to not meet the criteria for additional lighting. It was 
determined that the number of pedestrians using the bridge during hours of 
darkness was not enough to justify the addition of lighting, according to 
Chapter 205 Lighting and Sign Illumination Systems Part 1 Roadway Lighting 
of the Caltrans Traffic Operations Manual (January 2025). Further, highway 
design criteria states that lighting is of greater value when no barrier between 
pedestrians and vehicles is present. This project will include barriers on the 
bridge between the sidewalk and multi-use pathway. While preliminary 
investigations indicated that lighting was not warranted, Caltrans will continue 
to carefully consider and evaluate the need for lighting in the project’s design 
phase. 

Comment from Zac Appleton, National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
Reviewer, Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Transportation 
Team:

Hi Erin,

Your project turned up during my regular CEQANet check last week, and 
normally this is not a project EPA would write a comment letter for, 
particularly at this Mitigated Negative Declaration stage. I did however note 
that this project commits to Rubberized Hot Mix Asphalt overlay, and wanted 
to suggest FHWA’s Warm Mix Asphalt if practicable. I of course defer to 
Caltrans’ road engineering expertise in this regard. 
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/pavement/asphalt/wma.cfm

Thanks for your consideration,
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Response:

The use of Rubberized Hot mix Asphalt or Warm Mix Asphalt is a choice that 
will be made during the project's design phase. Caltrans will consider the use 
of Warm Mix Asphalt for the benefits listed by the Federal Highway 
Administration such as the longer hauling distance capability and extended 
paving season. If Warm Mix Asphalt is chosen by Caltrans as the preferred 
paving material, it will be incorporated into the project's construction package 
for the contractor.

Comment from James I. Mosby, City of Lompoc Mayor:

This request for a map update and re-study is based on the attached "new 
data" and "conflicting historical data." This information lends support to the 
theory that the original flood information which is currently on record should 
be subject for review. If corrected, the new maps would substantially change 
and effect the properties of the above-mentioned landowners as well as many 
other properties and homeowners in the area in question. In the attached 
document prepared by the Bureau of Reclamation (exhibit A pg 74, par 5) the 
authors state that "no flood has occurred in these topographic areas in at 
least 2,920 years." In total contradiction, the current maps state that these 
areas are in a 100 year flood plain.

In the same document (exhibit A, pg 72) the Bureau of Reclamation sites 
many sources that reflect the Robinson Bridge of the Santa Ynez River did 
not flood in the 1938 event. Furthermore, the report specifically states that the 
current records are based on the over-estimation of the events of 1907, 1914, 
1915, 1916 discharge. Each of these over-estimations appear to be more 
than fifty percent inflated based on this more recent report. These over-
estimations appear to have been used repeatedly in calculating the current 
FEMA flood Hazard Maps. 

In 1998, the Santa Barbara County Public Works Department prepared a 
report of "Modified Storm Operations" (exhibit B, pg 13). In this report the 
Department states "that they can produce substantial reductions in 
downstream flows." the three operational changes which may be employed 
individually or in concert, were sited as: 1) pre-storm reservoir drawdown of 
up to several feet, or "precautionary releases", 2) release of storm inflows up 
to a calculated maximum flow while holding reservoir below normal 
operational level, "prereleases", and 3) after lakes reach full condition, hold 
spillway gates to achieve extra reservoir surcharge, "gate holding." 

The significance of this information is that it supports the fact that Santa 
Barbara County is currently using Bradbury Dam for 'modified flood control 
purposes.' This information alone may be sufficient to begin a re-evaluation 
and modification of all flood plane maps downstream. Also in the document 
prepared by Santa Barbara County Public Works Dept. (Exhibit B, appendix A 
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pg 2) they discuss the 'example storm conditions.' Here the department 
specifically states, "At the time (1969) the flood was thought to be a 50-year 
event, but the subsequent USBR studies (1994) suggest that the flows were 
the largest in the river between Cachuma and Lompoc in 2,900 years." The 
document goes on to state that the modifications which they now have in 
place would have reduced the flow in the 1969 event by as much as 33%. 
The U.S. Department of the interior, Bureau of Reclamation published a 
report in February 2000 (exhibit C, pg 8). In their report they give further credit 
to the 'modified stream operations' by stating in their conclusion that Bradbury 
Dam is being used for modified operations. The report goes on to state that 
"The modified storm operations results in reduced out of channel flows 
downstream of Bradbury Dam, as evidenced by actual implementation of the 
modified operations for the Feb. 23-24, 1998 event." 

This change in our operation further supports our request for re-evaluation. 
Many discrepancies exist in the documents reflecting the elevation of 
Robinson Bridge as well as the Santa Ynez stream bed. Two such examples 
are the County of Santa Barbara, Roads Dept. (exhibit D), and the FEMA 
Flood Profile Map (exhibit E). In the Roads Dept. map the bridge elevation is 
approximately 113' while the FEMA document shows the bridge at 117'. The 
stream bed estimates also vary with the documents, and while one states 82' 
the other states 84'. In light of these discrepancies the area in and around 
Robinson Bridge should be reviewed. While the aforementioned reports from 
all sources of public entities should be enough to prompt a review of this area, 
there are also many eyewitness accounts, and statements from local officials 
which show that historically the area has not been subject to flooding near the 
Robinson Bridge (exhibit F). Here we have gathered articles and quotes, 
which reflect information from the time of the 1969 flood. The attached current 
information from the Bureau of Reclamation, Santa Barbara County Public 
Works Dept., and the U.S. Department of the Interior are all three reliable 
sources which strongly support a review of the Santa Ynez River and 
specifically the area around Robinson Bridge.

Response: 
The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) is the entity 
responsible for administering the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP), 
determining base flood elevations, establishing the extent of floodplain 
boundaries, and publishing Flood Insurance Rate Maps and Flood Insurance 
Studies. Title 23 CFR Part 650.111(a) is the federal regulation which requires 
Caltrans to use NFIP maps, if they are available, to determine if a project 
constitutes a floodplain encroachment. 

Caltrans is a transportation agency, not a flood control agency. The purpose 
of this project is to replace the Robinson Bridge and enhance safety and 
connectivity.  Avoiding the current and documented 100-year floodplain fulfills 
that purpose. Assessing reservoir operations and reevaluating The Federal 
Emergency Management Agency’s (FEMA) Flood Insurance Study and maps 
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for the purpose of reducing floodplain extents is beyond the scope of the 
analysis conducted or required for this project.   

Further, the reevaluation of floodplain extents based on reservoir operations 
would affect multiple communities upstream of the project site that are well 
beyond the boundaries of the project’s limits. The Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA) regularly updates Flood Insurance Studies and 
would be the most appropriate agency to request an update of this scale. The 
Santa Barbara County Flood Control and Water Conservation District is the 
local floodplain administrator in this region. Per the Santa Barbara County 
Flood Control District’s website, their operations include coordination with the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) to revise Special Flood 
Hazard Areas as appropriate. Caltrans recommends that the City of Lompoc 
direct all future communication regarding this matter towards Santa Barbara 
County Flood Control.

Caltrans coordination with the Santa Barbara County Water Agency regarding 
dam water releases is also outside of the scope of this project and outside of 
the authority of Caltrans. Caltrans is a transportation agency, and therefore 
decisions related to regulatory floodways or water releases from upstream 
dams would not be within our authority. It should also be noted that Robinson 
Bridge was constructed in 1939, before the construction of Bradbury Dam. 
Since the dam's construction in 1953, there are water gage records that 
characterize typical flows on the Santa Ynez River, and Caltrans has 
designed the new bridge based on the most recent flow data.

Comment from Justin M. Ruhge, Community Member:
Caltrans District 5
Lucas Marsalek, Environmental Branch Chief
EIR for State Route 246 CAPM and Robinson Bridge.
Comments:
As a 32 year resident of Lompoc, I am very interested in any improvements 
on this route 246 used by thousands of commuters every work day.
After spending an afternoon perusing the subject EIR, It does look complete 
for the proposed project. 
The Robinson Bridge in question was built in 1939 when traffic were Model A 
Fords, and is now 86 year old. It is amazing that an 18 wheeler Simi has not 
fallen through it or a person killed by its narrow width. Every effort should be 
made by Caltrans to replace it soon. I urge Caltrans to start the work now and 
complete it in 2026. Your Number one choice of bridge models should be 
used. A new bridge may never be replaced again if we do not get the best 
now. Just look at the present bridge. 5 years from now to start the project, as 
stated in the EIR, is way too long, since traffic is increasing monthly as new 
construction for housing and work is increasing in Lompoc. 
As to Caltrans plans for 246 from Robinson Bridge to the East to Santa Rosa 
Creek, Caltrans is dooming we riders to a two lane road forever.  Two lanes, 
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double yellow strip roads are dangerous. In the 1970 Caltrans planned a 
parkway to Lompoc from Buellton but has never completed this design. About 
8 miles of widening on State rite-of-way would complete this original design 
and make a safer road for the entrance to Lompoc, and all of its commuters! 
Thank you for your consideration.
Justin M. Ruhge,91, Lompoc CA 93436, 805-7379536

Response: 
Caltrans has selected and approved the Build Alternative, with design option 
4. Design option 4 includes a 6-foot-wide sidewalk in the eastbound direction 
of the bridge, and an 11-foot-wide multi-use path in the westbound direction 
of the bridge. The multiuse pathway and Type 85 Barrier associated with 
Design Option 4 are contingent on a maintenance agreement between the 
City of Lompoc, the County of Santa Barbara, and Caltrans. Caltrans 
anticipates completing the project design and necessary Right or Way 
acquisitions by 2028 and construction to begin in 2030. The completion of 
100% design, acquisition of Right-of-Way and easements, utility relocations, 
and obtaining l permits and agreements from permitting/partner agencies are 
complex and lengthy processes that can take multiple years to complete.  

Also, State Route 246 will not be widened from two lanes to four lanes with 
this project, as it is well beyond the purpose of the project which is to replace 
Robinson Bridge. If the widening of State Route 246 were to be re-initiated 
and approved, it would be done as a separate and unrelated project.

Comment from Thomas Jenkins, Community Member:

Please include the following comments related to the Replacement of 
Robinson Bridge:

· Of the Design options provided for consideration, only options 3 or 4 
are acceptable. 

o Full-sidewalk development from Hy 1 to Sweeney along the 
eastbound (E/B side) is necessary, and as we understand the 
proposal, this is part of all options. If not, full sidewalk 
development along this segment needs to be a minimum 
development for the project. 

o Both of these options include the 'Multi-Use path on the 
westbound/ north side of the bridge. This is a minimum need, 
and a reasonably foreseeable necessity of the road usage and 
community needs.

· This section of road is used daily and repeatedly by individuals 
traveling on foot or via bicycle to services, businesses, and public 
facilities on Sweeney Road or River ark Road, and beyond. In the last 
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several years, the pedestrian and bicycle usage has increased 
dramatically. It is expected that this usage growth will continue and 
possibly even accelerate in the months ahead.

o Long term, these options would allow for improved road and 
park access, along with the common bicycle usage along Hy 
246 to Purisima and beyond.

· We highly recommend adding full path development along the 
westbound portion from River Park Road to Hy 1. Considering the 
scope of the project, expansion to include this safety and service 
feature is reasonable and in the best interest of the community, and 
safety features of the project.

o Options 1 and 2 do not include the multi-use path on the bridge. 
If these options are built, it would create a dangerous 
circumstance for the public non-vehicular use of this roadway.

o Park users would have to cross Hwy 246 twice to reach the 
park, one location at the Sweeney crossing, which without traffic 
controls would continue to be highly dangerous. Or, pedestrians 
could continue to use the narrow westbound portion of the road 
to reach the park and return to Lompoc. 

o Utility load usage of the bridge:

· The engineering for the bridge needs to include the eight and scope of 
the reasonably foreseeable utility pathways from the City of Lompoc to 
River Park and Sweeney Road businesses that are needed. These 
would include electrical, sewer, and water pathways. The foreseeable 
need for these pathway will exceed the current scope and capability of 
the service pathways.

· Despite the comments indicated by CalTrans staff that the City and 
County were considering other options; they have been considering 
other options for a decade at least that I am aware of, with no 
published plan to achieve those options. It would appear that little 
progress, if any, has been made towards other options other than 
along the bridgeway, and that the bridgeway option will be achieved 
long before significant progress is made.

· Allowance of the bridgeway utilities would reduce ground water usage 
and septic seepage for many years, to come. Each of these reductions 
are positive environmental aspects to including this set of features to 
the project.
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o I believe any of the above recommended project features that 
are not included, will likely be added in short order to SBCAG 
meetings as current necessary feature, and the near immediate 
re-cycling of almost the same project into the queue of 
community transportation needs.

Thank you for allowing me to provide input into the project.

Response:

Caltrans has selected and approved the Build Alternative, with design option 
4. Design option 4 includes a 6-foot-wide sidewalk in the eastbound direction 
of the bridge, and an 11-foot-wide multi-use path in the westbound direction 
of the bridge. The multiuse pathway and Type 85 Barrier associated with 
Design Option 4 are contingent on a maintenance agreement between the 
City of Lompoc, the County of Santa Barbara, and Caltrans. The project will 
also include a 6-foot-wide sidewalk between the 12th Street/State Route 1 
intersection and Sweeny Road along the shoulder of the eastbound lane on 
State Route 246. Any other connectivity infrastructure to existing and planned 
pedestrian and community facilities such as River Park and Bridge House are 
outside the scope and budget of this project. The purpose of this project is to 
maintain existing assets and replace Robinson Bridge. However, this project 
does not preclude future pedestrian connectivity projects by Caltrans or other 
agencies. Future expansion of pedestrian facilities will be carefully considered 
and fully evaluated in the project’s design phase in relation to the project’s 
budget and schedule

The expansion or installation of new utilities throughout the Caltrans Right-of-
Way and across Robinson Bridge would be the responsibility of the utility 
owner and would be accomplished through application for an encroachment 
permit with Caltrans. Currently, the Santa Barbara County division of Capitol, 
Energy, and Utilities is designing water and wastewater connections to the 
Bridge House Homeless Shelter and County Road yard. After early 
coordination with Caltrans, the County does not plan to place these utilities on 
the Robinson Bridge.

Lastly, an Intersection Safety and Operational Assessment (ISOAP) traffic 
evaluation was completed at the Sweeny and River Park Road to evaluate 
the need for proposed traffic control and design changes. The data gathered 
does not support the need for additional traffic control (for vehicle or 
pedestrian/bicycle) beyond the existing one-way stop signs.

Comment from Dean Albro, Lompoc City Manager 

Dear Mr. Marsalek:
Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Initial Study with 
Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration and Section 4(f) de minimis 
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Determination for Route 246 Capital Preventive Maintenance (CAPM) and the 
Robinson Bridge replacement. The City of Lompoc (City) would like to 
express its sincere appreciation to Caltrans District 5 for the progress on this 
important east/west connection in and out of the City. The City continues to 
show support for this project, most recently on April 15, 2025, when the City 
Council authorized the City Manager or his designee to execute the State 
Route 246 (CAPM) and Robinson Bridge Project Section 4(F) De Minimis 
Concurrence, as requested by Caltrans. Through the passage of Measure A 
in November 2008, Santa Barbara County voters supported investing $8 
Million of local transportation sales tax revenue toward widening, elevating, 
and strengthening the Robinson Bridge and surrounding highway approaches 
to ensure a continuously useable roadway that is safe for motor vehicles, 
cyclists, pedestrians, and farm equipment to travel on either side of State 
Route 246 to or from Lompoc. The City understands that this project requires 
continued collaboration between Caltrans, the City of Lompoc and the Santa 
Barbara County Association of Governments (SBCAG) to ensure local and 
regional needs are met and the best possible outcome for the project. As a 
responsible Agency, the City has prepared these comments to the Initial 
Study. It should be noted that both Design Options 2 and 4 call out two piers 
(eight 7-foot-wide columns) which does not appear to be consistent with 
Figures 3-2 and 3-4, which show two piers with four 7-foot-wide columns. 
Alternative Selection: 

The City has reviewed the four alternatives presented in the initial study and 
with the incorporation of the City’s comments herein, it supports Bridge 
Design Option 4 which includes a 63-foot-wide cast-in-place bridge with three 
spans supported by two piers (four 7-foot diameter columns) and includes a 
6-foot-wide sidewalk in the eastbound direction and an 11-foot-wide multiuse 
path in the westbound direction. The City believes this alternative most 
supports the needs and desires of the voters who approved the Measure A 
funding, as well as the purpose and need statements of the Initial Study which 
included: 

Bridge Scour Effects - Replacement of the bridge with a new bridge that 
addresses existing deficiencies which identified continued scour leading to 
bridge pier and deck failure and that a 100-year flood would overtop the 
current bridge. Design Option 4 would reduce the number of piers within the 
river by three times from 6 to 2, thereby reducing the impact on flow caused 
by the piers, eliminating piers located near the center of the channel where 
flow velocities are highest, and potentially reducing the amount of debris that 
would be trapped, resulting in reduced the scour effects on the piers. Since 
1953 the releases from the Bradbury dam have also added to the amount of 
debris that is lodged against the piers which continues to add to the scour 
effects. Although not specifically expressed in the initial study, the City 
requests Caltrans include the necessary design elements in the new bridge to 
ensure its reliability and minimize scour effects on its piers. Additionally, the 
City recommends Caltrans coordinate with the County of Santa Barbara 
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Water Agency regarding dam water releases to further reduce the impact of 
scour on the piers. Further, the City requests Caltrans include in its 
environmental studies an explanation of why the scour problem occurred for 
the existing Robinson Bridge. 

Flood Elevation – The new bridge will raise the vertical profile by 6 feet to 
provide 2 feet of free board above the 2% probability (50-year) flood event. It 
appears the new elevation of the bridge roadway (between 123’ to 121.07’) 
will not overtop during a 100-year “base flood” event, however the highwater 
elevation of 111.41’ shown on the proposed plans is inconsistent with the 
base flood elevation of approximately 119’ shown on the current Federal 
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map Number 
06083C0743G revised December 4, 2012 (FIRM 743G). Because State 
Route 246 east of the City is a critical transportation and evacuation route for 
those living in this area, it is important that the highway on both sides of the 
bridge remains open, is adequately drained, and is elevated above the 100-
year base flood elevation. The west approach road appears to be sufficiently 
elevated within the flood hazard area. However, the proposed east approach 
road at the bridge is about 2 feet lower than the west side and the flood 
hazard area east extends just east of PM 10.6. FIRM 743G shows existing 
State Route 246 being under water during a 100-year flood event from 
approximately the west edge of the existing bridge to approximately 3,500’ 
east of the existing bridge. Additionally, lesser rain events have caused 
closures of State Route 246 due to localized flooding from poor roadway 
drainage between the Robinson Bridge and Mission Gate Road. The project 
should provide sufficient drainage and roadway elevation to facilitate safe 
travel on State Route 246 east of the City during storms up to and including 
the 1% probability (100-year frequency) storm event.

Complete Streets – The project area is deficient in Complete Streets 
elements. There are no pedestrian connections from the City to River Park. 
Previous studies by both the City and Caltrans identified the need for 
pedestrian and bicycle facilities over the Robinson Bridge and throughout the 
project limits. Design Option 4 will increase the width of the bridge to 63 feet 
and add not only a 6-foot-wide sidewalk on the eastbound side but will also 
include an 11-foot-wide multiuse path on the westbound side. Additionally, all 
design options are proposed to include 12-foot-wide vehicle travel lanes and 
8-foot-wide paved shoulders in each direction, consistent with Caltrans 
standards, to accommodate cyclists, farm equipment, and other needs.

Approach Road Realignment/River Park Connection - At the community 
meeting held on May 29, 2025, at the City Council Chamber in Lompoc, the 
community expressed a need to connect Hwy 1 to River Park for both 
pedestrians and bicyclists. The City would like to see the westbound (north 
side) of State Route 246 have a multiuse path from State Route 1/Twelfth 
Street to River Park. River Park is a 45-acre city park, located along the 
Santa Ynez River in Santa Barbara County. The park includes five group 
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barbecue areas, additional picnic areas, 35 RV hook-up campsites, volleyball 
courts, horseshoe areas, and grassy lawns. The park maintains the man-
made Kiwanis Lake which attracts a variety of wildlife to the park. To help 
facilitate pedestrian and biking facilities the City is working with the owners of 
a nearly 10-acre parcel located north of State Route 246 and east of Twelfth 
Street to dedicate easements necessary for Class 1 bike paths from Twelfth 
Street to approximately 0.2 miles east along the north side of State Route 246 
at post mile 9.75 at the Lompoc utility building, as well as an easement 
running north-south along the eastern edge of the parcel. Coordination with 
the

Caltrans design team will be needed to facilitate path connections and 
address grade changes as a result of elevating the bridge 6 feet. On the west 
side of the proposed bridge there is less than a 0.1-mile gap between the 
proposed Class 1 bike path ending at post mile 9.75 and the start of the 
proposed 11-foot-wide multiuse path on the bridge and on the east side, there 
is approximately 0.12 miles from the bridge to the entrance to River Park. The 
plan calls for an 8-foot-wide shoulder for these sections. The City requests 
that an 11-foot shoulder be constructed on the north side of State Route 246 
from post mile 9.75 to the west side of the proposed bridge, and from the east 
side of the proposed bridge to River Park for continuity between the Class 1 
bike path and the 11-foot-wide multi-use path on the bridge. Adding an 
additional 3 feet to the shoulder will improve safety and continuity for the 
multi-use path to the park. Because there are no controlled crossings of State 
Route 246 between Twelfth Street and River Park, widening the shoulder in 
those two areas is a prudent safety improvement to reduce the need for 
crossing State Route 246 at River Park/Sweeney Road.

Lighting for Public Safety - Another safety factor the City would like 
Caltrans to consider is lighting along this section of the sidewalk and multiuse 
path between Twelfth Street and River Park. With the community wanting to 
be able to walk or ride bikes from nearby residences to River Park the lighting 
would improve safety and allow residents an opportunity to use the path after 
dark if needed. With the advancement of solar lighting, it may be a good 
option for this section. 

Pedestrian Barrier - Although the City would support a more aesthetic 
treatment for the pedestrian railing on the outside of the bridge, the City does 
not have the resources to maintain facilities outside its jurisdiction as it 
understands Caltrans would require for such treatment. There are other types 
of fencing options besides the Caltrans Standard Type 7 chain link fence that 
may cost a little more up front but would be more aesthetically pleasing and 
require less maintenance than the chain link fence.

Pavement Rehabilitation Elements - The community expressed safety 
concerns regarding State Route 246 and this project during the public 
meeting on May 29, 2025. Consistent with those community concerns, the 
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City requests that Caltrans consider widening paved shoulders, elevating the 
roadway, and improving drainage where possible beyond the currently 
proposed limits of such work near the bridge, to improve the safety of this 
section of highway. This section of State Route 246 is a critical east/west 
connection to US Route 101 and the Santa Ynez Valley, and the diverse 
types of vehicles and users within the narrow existing roadway make it 
challenging to safely navigate. Adequate paved shoulders would provide 
space for bicyclists, farm equipment, and other slower-moving users separate 
from the many other vehicles using the highway. 

Traffic Management Plan - The City requests that it is given an opportunity 
to review the project specific Traffic Management Plan when it is available. 
This plan should include elements such as:

• Minimizing traffic delays.

• Adequate access to the City’s River Park and utility building, as well as to 
Sweeney Road to be continuously maintained.

• Avoiding night work to further lessen impacts to park visitors.

• A Public Awareness Campaign to notify the public of the upcoming 
construction schedule

and allow for prior planning.

• Adequate advance warning signs.

• Bicycle and Pedestrian Accommodations.

Congratulations on the progress on this critical project and thank you for this 
opportunity to comment on the Initial Study with Proposed Mitigated Negative 
Declaration and Section 4(f) de minimis Determination for Route 246 CAPM 
and the Robinson Bridge replacement. We look forward to continuing working 
with you and SBCAG to improve safety. reliability, pedestrian and bicycle 
access, and resilience to flooding and scour for this section of State Route 
246. The City reserves the right to submit additional comments based on 
responses to this letter. If you should have any questions regarding this letter, 
please contact Craig Dierling, Interim Public Works Director at (805) 875-
8269 or Robin Dickerson, Acting Assistant Public Works Director/ City 
Engineer (805) 875-8243. 

Sincerely, 

Dean Albro

Response
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Alternative Selection:
Caltrans has selected and approved the Build Alternative, with design option 
4. The environmental document has been corrected to explain that Design 
Options 2 and 4 have two piers with four 7-foot-wide columns in accordance 
with the visual simulations.

Bridge Scour Effects: 
In addition to having less piers than the existing bridge, the new bridge will be 
supported by columns instead of pier walls. Both these design elements will 
reduce contraction scour by providing more space for water to flow under the 
bridge. As illustrated in the City’s comment, the piers are also being moved 
out of the center of the channel where velocities and scour potential are the 
greatest. Column foundations will be set deep enough to avoid being 
compromised by scour. Current design standards and the use of modern 
construction equipment and methods will result in the new bridge being more 
reliable and resilient than the existing bridge. 
Coordinating with the Santa Barbara County Water Agency regarding dam 
water releases is outside of the scope of this project and outside of the 
authority of Caltrans. Caltrans is a transportation agency, and therefore 
decisions related to regulatory floodways or water releases from upstream 
dams would not be within our authority. It should be noted that Robinson 
Bridge was constructed in 1939, before the construction of Bradbury Dam. 
Since the dam's construction in 1953, there are water gage records that 
characterize typical flows on the Santa Ynez River, and Caltrans has 
designed the bridge based on this flow data. 
An explanation of why bridge scour occurred at this location is beyond the 
scope and purview of the environmental studies. Bridge scour is a natural and 
unavoidable phenomenon that occurs gradually over time. It is caused by flow 
around an obstruction, such as a bridge pier, or some other change in flow 
such as abutment approaches encroaching into a natural channel. These 
changes in the natural flow cause vortices and disturbances in the flow of 
water. These vortices can have the effect of removing material from within the 
waterway. Natural erosion and degradation (loss of streambed material over 
time) can also cause scour. In the 86 years since Robinson Bridge was 
constructed, one or more of these processes occurred and resulted in the 
scour which is present today. The new bridge will be designed to prevent 
scour as effectively as possible for the duration of its service life. 

Flood Elevation:
While it is true that the APS includes a note about the approximate high-water 
elevation of 111.41’, the approximate high-water elevation is not the same as 
the base flood elevation shown on the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map 
(FIRM map). The high-water elevation of 111.41’ comes from preliminary 
study that was performed before the bridge design and channel modifications 
were finalized, and additional flood studies are still underway. Caltrans will 
consider the concerns raised by the City regarding the eastern approach 
road, and further analysis will be done during the project’s design phase. 
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Localized flooding issues between Robinson Bridge and Mission Gate have 
been noted by the Caltrans Project Development Team and were determined 
to be a byproduct of changes in land use on neighboring agricultural lands. A 
new culvert at this location was found to be infeasible as it would create 
flooding issues for neighboring landowners. 

Complete Streets:
Design option 4 includes a 6-foot-wide sidewalk in the eastbound direction of 
the bridge, and an 11-foot-wide multi-use path in the westbound direction of 
the bridge. The pedestrian features on the bridge including the Type 85 
barrier and the multiuse pathway would be contingent upon a maintenance 
agreement between City of Lompoc, Caltrans, and Santa Barbara County 
being secured prior to construction. The project will also include a 6-foot-wide 
sidewalk between the 12th Street/State Route 1 intersection and Sweeny 
Road along the shoulder of the eastbound lane on State Route 246. Any 
other connectivity infrastructure to existing and planned pedestrian and 
community facilities such as River Park and Bridge House are outside the 
scope and budget of this project. The purpose of this project is to maintain 
existing assets and replace Robinson Bridge. However, this project does not 
preclude future pedestrian connectivity projects by Caltrans or other 
agencies. Future expansion of pedestrian facilities will be carefully considered 
and fully evaluated in the project’s design phase in relation to the project’s 
budget and schedule. 

Approach Road Realignment and River Park Connection:
As expressed in previous comment responses and within subsequent 
sections of this response, the primary purpose and approved use of funds for 
this project is to perform maintenance on existing project assets. The addition 
of a multi-use path from State Route 1 and Twelfth Street to River Park on the 
north side of State Route 246, and the widening of shoulders beyond the 
existing shoulder widths will not be possible within the scope of this project. 
Should the City of Lompoc choose to develop a path in this area which 
connects to the facilities planned for this project, Caltrans would welcome this 
and assist the city with facilitating an encroachment permit and possible 
oversight project. Caltrans also welcomes further coordination between the 
city and the Caltrans Design team regarding path connections and the grade 
changes to road approaches resulting from this project. 

Lighting for Public Safety:
The need for lighting along the bridge was evaluated before this project was 
approved. It was determined that the number of pedestrians using the bridge 
during hours of darkness was not enough to justify the addition of lighting 
according to Chapter 205 Lighting and Sign Illumination Systems Part 1 
Roadway Lighting of the Caltrans Traffic Operations Manual (January 2025). 
Further, highway design criteria states that lighting is of greater value when 
no barrier between pedestrians and vehicles is present. This project will 
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include barriers on the bridge between the sidewalk and multi-use pathway.  
Additionally, adding lighting elements to this project would be outside of the 
scope and budget of this project. Installing lighting within the project limits 
could also result in environmental impacts not analyzed within the scope of 
this project. Lighting can be disruptive to the natural behavioral patterns of 
nocturnal species such as bats and birds that inhabit bridges, as well as 
protected fish species within the Santa Ynez River. Potential impacts to these 
species resulting from permanent lighting would likely not be permittable by 
resource agencies with jurisdiction over these species. Despite these policies 
and considerations, Caltrans will continue to evaluate the need for lighting 
during the project’s design phase. 

Pedestrian Barrier:
Caltrans accepts and understands that the City of Lompoc would not be able 
to maintain an aesthetic bridge railing. Because the City is not able to enter 
into a maintenance agreement for such a project feature, the Caltrans 
standard Type 7 Chain Link fence will be used. The chain link barrier material 
is the standard material that is available for replacement and use within 
District 5. Any deviation from this standard is not something that Caltrans 
District 5 is able to readily procure or maintain. Therefore, Caltrans will not be 
evaluating other barrier types for use. In the future, if the City of Lompoc is 
able to maintain an aesthetic bridge railing, Caltrans would support the City of 
Lompoc by facilitating a maintenance agreement for the railing.

Pavement Rehabilitation Elements:
This response is in reference to the following comment from the city: “…the 
city requests that Caltrans consider widening paved shoulders, elevating the 
roadway, and improving drainage where possible beyond the currently 
proposed limits of such work near the bridge, to improve the safety of this 
section of highway.” This project is a capital preventative maintenance 
project, meaning it has been programmed and funded specifically for the 
maintenance and improvement of existing facilities. Widening the shoulders 
beyond their current 8-foot width, elevating the roadway, and modifying 
drainage outside of the currently defined project footprint is outside of the 
project’s scope and budget. The purpose of maintenance has been clearly 
outlined since the project was programmed as evidenced by the following 
statement from the Project Initiation Document completed during the scoping 
phase of the project: “Outside of the realignment limits, this project proposes 
to maintain the existing geometric features.” For these reasons, any 
modifications to shoulders, roadway, and drainage elements beyond what is 
outlined in the current project scope will carefully be thoroughly evaluated in 
the project’s design phase in relation to the project’s budget and schedule.   

Traffic Management Plan:
It should be noted that the specific elements and criteria of the Traffic 
Management Plan will be set by Caltrans and will fulfill Caltrans district-wide 
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and state-wide traffic safety standards. Caltrans appreciates the City’s 
concern, however the contents and methods of the Transportation 
Management Plan will be determined and enforced by Caltrans Traffic Safety 
and Design divisions. Per the 2015 Deputy Directive DD-60-R2, it is under the 
responsibility and authority of the Traffic Operations Division to implement 
Transportation Management Plans in accordance with statewide traffic 
management policies. Caltrans will share the completed Traffic Management 
Plan with the City of Lompoc once it is completed and continue to keep the 
City of Lompoc apprised of construction-related updates.  

Comment from Elena Jones, Human Services Commission of the City of 
Lompoc 

Of the four design options, I recommend Caltrans adopt option #4. I also 
highly encourage the project developers to add a sidewalk to the north side of 
the bridge, not just to an abatement, so pedestrians heading to River Park 
feel safer. Additionally, pedestrians using the bridge at dusk and nighttime 
would greatly benefit from lighting on the bridge. This last point has been a 
major issue for a long time, and I feel it deserves your utmost attention.

Response:

Caltrans has selected Design option 4, which features a 6-foot-wide sidewalk 
in the eastbound direction of the bridge, and an 11-foot-wide multi-use path in 
the westbound direction of the bridge. The multiuse path and Type 85 Barrier 
associated with design option 4 are contingent upon a maintenance 
agreement being secured between Caltrans, the City of Lompoc, and the 
County of Santa Barbara. The approach road west of the bridge and east of 
the bridge up to the Sweeney Road and River Park Road intersection will also  
include a 6-foot-wide sidewalk in the eastbound direction. The existing 
shoulder width of 8 feet will be maintained. Design option 4 is a significant 
improvement upon the existing pedestrian facilities within the project limits. 
While full connectivity to existing pedestrian and community facilities such as 
River Park will not be completed within the scope of this project, this project 
will not preclude future connectivity projects to existing facilities by Caltrans or 
another agency.

The need for lighting along the bridge was evaluated before this project was 
approved. It was determined that the number of pedestrians using the bridge 
during hours of darkness was not enough to justify the addition of lighting 
according to Chapter 205 Lighting and Sign Illumination Systems Part 1 
Roadway Lighting of the Caltrans Traffic Operations Manual (January 2025). 
Further, highway design criteria states that lighting is of greater value when 
no barrier between pedestrians and vehicles is present. This project will 
include barriers between the sidewalk and multi-use pathway, provided a 
maintenance agreement is secured. New permanent lighting would also 
create impacts to species such as fish, birds, and bats, that may utilize 
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Robinson Bridge and other habitat within the project limits. These impacts 
would likely not be permittable with resource agencies who regulate these 
species. Despite these policies and considerations, Caltrans will continue to 
evaluate lighting needs during the project’s Design phase. 

Comment from Mackenzie Rich, California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife

Dear Erin Henry:

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) reviewed the 
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) from the California Department of 
Transportation, District 5 (Caltrans; Lead Agency) for the State Route 246 
CAPM and Robinson Bridge Project (Project) pursuant to the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and CEQA Guidelines1.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments and recommendations 
regarding those activities involved in the Project that may affect California fish 
and wildlife. Likewise, CDFW appreciates the opportunity to provide 
comments regarding those aspects of the Project that CDFW, by law, may be 
required to carry out or approve through the exercise of 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, §§ 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 is 
charged by law to provide, 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 law2 of any species 
protected under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA; Fish & G. 
Code, § 2050 et seq.) or the Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA; Fish & G. 
Code, §1900 et seq.), the Project proponent may seek related take 
authorization as provided by the Fish and Game Code.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY

Proponent: Caltrans

Objective: The objective of the Project is to replace the bridge over the Santa 
Ynez River (Bridge Number 51-0128) and to ensure the safety and 
connectivity of 21.7 lane miles of roadway. Primary Project activities include 
using an asphalt overlay to preserve the pavement, rehabilitating culverts, 
upgrading sign panels, upgrading curb ramps to be compliant with the 
Americans with Disabilities Act, upgrading guard rails to meet current safety 
standards, and adding a sidewalk to part of the Project area.

Project Alternatives: Design Options 1 and 2 include a 51-foot-wide bridge 
and Design Options 3 and 4 include building a 63-foot-wide bridge. Design 
Option 1 is a five span bridge supported by four piers. Design Option 2 is a 
three span bridge supported by two piers. Design Option 3 is a five span 
bridge supported by four piers. Design Option 4 is a three span bridge 
supported by two piers.

CDFW would prefer to see Design Option 2 selected by Caltrans as the final 
Project design.

Location: This Project is located in the city of Lompoc in Santa Barbara 
County along State Route 246 from postmile 9.55 to postmile R20.90. The 
Project encompasses the following state right of right of ways: 99-141-034, -
030, -006, -017, -018, -020, -019, 093-060-017.Biological Setting: The Project 
area occurs along the length of State Route 154. This area supports 
agriculture, open space, and development. Caltrans conducted a general 
wildlife survey in April 2023. In June 2023, August 2023, and April 2024, 
Caltrans conducted an aquatic resources delineation. In April 2024, Caltrans 
conducted a bumble bee habitat assessment and in November 2024 Caltrans 
conducted a fish passage assessment. Focused botanical surveys and land 
cover mapping were conducted in April and July 2023. Mesa horkelia 
(Horkelia cuneata var. puberula; California Rare Plant Ranking (CRPR) 1B.1) 
and black-flowered figwort (Scrophularia atrata; CRPR1B.2) were observed 
during floristic surveys. Though there are several special status wildlife 
species that have the potential to occur in the area, the only special-status 
species observed during these surveys was a deceased American badger 
(Taxidea taxus; California Species of Special Concern (SSC)). With that said, 
no focused surveys for special status wildlife species have been conducted at 
this time, though they are proposed in Caltrans’ Mitigation Measures.

Natural communities observed within the Biological Study area include: 2.43 
acres of coastal scrub-California sage, 0.48 acre of coastal scrub-mixed, 
10.40 acres of coyote brush scrub, 6.30 acres of coast live oak woodland, 
9.10 acres of riparian woodland and forest, 1.24 acres of willow scrub, and 
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5.50 acres of riverine-mulefat thickets. Additionally, 0.02 acre of emergent 
wetland and a 0.30 acre pond were observed.

Three sensitive natural communities found within the Project area include 
Central Coast arroyo willow riparian forest, central maritime chaparral, and 
southern willow scrub. There are anticipated impacts to these communities 
due to Project activities.

There are several state California Endangered Species Act (CESA) listed and 
candidate species that may occur in the Project area including: Southern 
California steelhead trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss irideus; CESA-listed 
endangered), California tiger salamander (Abystoma californiense; CESA-
listed threatened, Endangered Species Act (ESA)-listed endangered), and 
Crotch’s bumble bee (Bombus crotchii; CESA candidate species). Additional 
special-status species that may occur within the Project area include: 
California red-legged frog (Rana draytonii; ESA-listed threatened), Western 
spadefoot toad (Spea hammondii; ESA proposed threatened), northern 
California legless lizard (Anniella pulchra; SSC), southwestern pond turtle 
(Actinemys pallida; ESA proposed threatened), coast horned lizard 
(Phrynosoma blainvillii; SSC), coast patch-nosed snake (Salvadora hexalepis 
virgultea; SSC), tri-colored blackbird (Agelaius tricolor; CESA-listed 
threatened), southwestern willow flycatcher (Empidonax traillii extimus; ESA-
listed endangered), least Bell’s vireo (Vireo bellii pusillus; ESA-listed 
endangered), pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus; SSC), western red bat (Lasiurus 
frantzii;SSC), and San Diego desert woodrat (Neotoma lepida intermedia; 
SSC).

The MND for this Project incorporates 87 avoidance, minimization, and/or 
mitigation measures, including measures for each special-status species. 
Project History: CDFW conducted a site visit with Caltrans at the Robinson 
Bridge Project location on November 6, 2024. Caltrans has coordinated with 
CDFW regarding the Project since November 2024. COMMENTS AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS

CDFW offers the comments and recommendations below to assist Caltrans in 
adequately identifying and/or mitigating the Project’s significant, or potentially 
significant, direct and indirect impacts on fish and wildlife (biological) 
resources. Additional comments or other suggestions are also included to 
improve the document.

Impacts to Amphibian and Reptile Connectivity

Issue: The Project may adversely impact connectivity, particularly small 
amphibians and reptiles, including the California tiger salamander.

Specific impact: The proposed placement of Rock Slope Protection (RSP) at 
the culvert inlets and outlets presents a significant barrier to wildlife 
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movement and wildlife connectivity by preventing the movement of smaller 
amphibians and reptiles through the culvert.

Why impact would occur: The placement of RSP creates a barrier to smaller 
wildlife species attempting to traverse the area. RSP may result in 
entrapment, death, or injury to wildlife attempting to travel through the culverts 
(Langton and Clevenger 2017; Gunson and Huijser, 2019; Kentel, 2023). If 
culverts are not designed according to Caltrans’ Measures to Reduce Road 
Impacts on Amphibians and Reptiles in California: Best Management 
Practices and Technical Guidance3 document, then amphibians may not be 
able to traverse the roadway safely. Moreover, placement of RSP represents 
a permanent loss of connectivity in the area because it prevents smaller 
amphibians and reptiles from using the culverts to access suitable habitat. 
This loss is especially concerning for California tiger salamander as the 
Project area contains critical habitat for this listed species. Culvert locations 3, 
6, and 7 all are within one mile of at least one breeding pond, and culvert 
locations 4 and 5 are of particular concern because of their proximity to two 
breeding ponds and because both locations are occur within previously 
designated critical habitat for the species. California tiger salamanders are 
capable of traveling up to 2,484 meters or 1.54 miles and thus culverts 3 
through 7 may funnel California tiger salamander from one side of the 
roadway to the other to access breeding and upland habitats (Searcy and 
Chaffer, 2011). Given the Project impacts to smaller wildlife species and 
California tiger salamander specifically, the use of RSP at the various culverts 
within the Project area interferes with the Safe Roads and Wildlife Protection 
Act (AB2344), which requires Caltrans to prioritize wildlife connectivity when 
developing transportation projects. Evidence impact may be significant: 
California wildlife is losing the ability to move as habitat conversion and built 
infrastructure disrupt species habitat and cut off migration corridors (Fish & G. 
Code, § 1955, subd. (c).) Changes to culvert design, such as adding RSP to 
culvert inlets and outlets, can represent direct changes in the environment 
that may impact wildlife connectivity. In regard to California tiger salamander, 
the California Fish and Game Commission have listed this species as 
threatened under CESA (California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section 
670.5(b)(G)). Any take of the California tiger salamander could require a 
mandatory finding of significance by Caltrans (CEQA Guidelines, section 
1565). The described Project activities will result in permanent loss of 
connectivity for this species in critical habitat.

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s)

CDFW requests the following mitigation measure is incorporated into the final 
CEQA document:

Mitigation Measure #1: Use of Rock Slope Protection and Culvert Design. 
Culverts and adjacent rock slope protection (RSP) shall be designed and 
installed to allow safe and effective passage of California tiger salamander 
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and other wildlife beneath the road. All culverts installed as part of this project 
shall follow the guidance in Measures to Reduce Road Impacts on 
Amphibians and Reptiles in California: Best Management Practices and 
Technical Guidance dated March 20214. Culverts shall be installed partially 
below grade to allow the accumulation of natural substrate on the culvert 
floor. The use of RSP at inlet and outlet of the culverts shall be avoided. If 
RSP is determined to be necessary, it shall be installed in a manner that 
maintains a flat, unobstructed wildlife movement path of at least 24 inches 
wide to and from the culvert inlet and outlet. If RSP is used, Caltrans shall 
contact CDFW who will identify appropriate compensatory mitigation for the 
additional permanent impacts to California tiger salamander habitat. This 
mitigation shall also address the loss or reduction of wildlife movement 
opportunities resulting from impaired connectivity or reduced passage 
functionality. 

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement. CDFW acknowledges that 
Caltrans has indicated it will notify CDFW pursuant to Fish and Game Code 
section 1602 regarding the Project. CDFW recommends that the notification 
include all culvert locations associated with this Project, as these may involve 
activities that substantially alter the bed, bank, or channel of a stream and 
could require coverage under a Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement.

Species Specific Surveys. Several special-status species have the potential 
to be present during Project activities. To avoid Project impacts to these 
special-status wildlife species, Caltrans should conduct surveys for these 
during the appropriate seasonal and temporal windows using established, 
protocol-level survey methods for each species with potential to occur. For 
example, bat surveys should include emergence/return surveys, acoustic 
surveys, and roost and maternity habitat surveys to confirm presence or 
absence of bats at the Project location. If any special-status species are 
observed during these surveys, Caltrans should immediately contact CDFW 
for additional guidance on avoidance and minimization measures. These 
measures should be implemented prior to Project commencement. 
Additionally, if special-status species are observed, Caltrans should re-
evaluate the Project’s impact assessment and revise it as necessary for the 
species detected. CDFW may require additional avoidance, minimization, 
and/or mitigation beyond those currently proposed in the MND, based on new 
information regarding species presence.

Fish and Game Code Section 2081, Incidental Take Permits. CDFW 
appreciates that Caltrans will be seeking an Incidental Take Permit (ITP) for 
both Southern California steelhead trout and California tiger salamander. 
CDFW also appreciates that Caltrans may seek an ITP for Crotch’s bumble 
bee if any individuals are observed at the Project location. Refueling, 
Maintenance, and Staging of Equipment and Vehicles. In Mitigation Measure 
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BIO-52, Caltrans states that refueling, maintenance, and staging of 
equipment and vehicles will occur at least 60 feet from riparian habitat or 
water bodies. However, Mitigation Measure BIO-10 states that ‘to the extent 
feasible, staging, parking, and refueling of equipment and vehicles must occur 
at least 100 feet from jurisdictional areas.” To avoid inconsistencies between 
the two measures, CDFW recommends Caltrans revise Mitigation Measure 
BIO-52 to require a minimum 100-foot buffer from all waters of the state, 
including riparian resources.

This recommendation is made to avoid potential violations to Fish and Game 
Code section 5650, which prohibits the discharge or placement of petroleum 
products, industrial waste, and other deleterious substances into waters of the 
state. A reduced buffer of 60 feet may increase the risk of accidental spills or 
runoff entering aquatic habitats, particularly during storm events or equipment 
is stationed for extended periods. To ensure compliance with state law and 
protect sensitive aquatic and riparian habitats, CDFW recommends that all 
fueling, maintenance, staging, and parking of vehicles and equipment occur 
at least 100 feet from waters of the state. Southern California Steelhead 
Trout. Take of any CESA listed species, including Southern California 
steelhead trout, is prohibited except as authorized by an ITP pursuant to Fish 
and Game Code section 2081(b). Measure BIO-26, mentions the potential 
capture, handling, and relocation of Southern California steelhead trout but 
does not clearly state that such actions constitute take under CESA and 
require appropriate authorization. Although Caltrans has stated in other 
sections of the MND that they will be seeking an ITP, CDFW recommends 
that Mitigation Measure BIO-26 be revised to explicitly state that no capture, 
handling, and relocation of Southern California steelhead trout would occur 
prior to obtaining appropriate take authorization from CDFW. Pump Intake 
Screens. In Mitigation Measure BIO-57 Caltrans states that pump intake 
screens will be no larger than 0.2 inches to protect California red-legged frog. 
However, Mitigation Measure BIO-27 states that the pump intake screens will 
be no larger than 3/32 inch to protect Southern California steelhead trout. 
CDFW recognizes that these two measures are in reference to two different 
species, however, the screens should be no larger than 3/32-inch. Smaller 
screen sizes will still protect California red-legged frog while also protecting 
smaller Southern California steelhead trout individuals. CDFW recommends 
revising Mitigation Measure Bio-57 to require pump intake screens no larger 
than 3/32 inch, to ensure consistency between mitigation measures and 
ensure adequate protection for all sensitive aquatic species potentially 
present in the Project area.

Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Plan. CDFW recommends the Project’s 
environmental document include mitigation measures recommended in this 
letter. CDFW has provided comments via a mitigation monitoring and 
reporting plan to assist in the development of feasible, specific, detailed (i.e., 
responsible party, timing, specific actions, location), and fully enforceable 
mitigation measures (CEQA Guidelines, § 15097; Pub. Resources Code, § 



Appendix F  Ÿ  Comment Letters and Responses

Route 246 CAPM and Robinson Bridge   Ÿ  241

21081.6). The Lead Agency is welcome to coordinate with CDFW to further 
review and refine the Project’s mitigation measures. Per Public Resources 
Code section 21081.6(a)(1), CDFW has provided a summary of our 
suggested mitigation measures and recommendations in the form of an 
attached Draft Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (Attachment A). 

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 subsequent or 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 CNDDB 
website5 provides direction regarding the types of information that should be 
reported and allows on-line submittal of field survey forms.

In addition, information on special status native plant populations and 
sensitive natural communities, should be submitted to CDFW’s Vegetation 
Classification and Mapping Program using the Combined Rapid Assessment 
and Relevé Form6.Caltrans should ensure data collected for the preparation 
of the MND is properly submitted.

FILING FEES

The Project, as proposed, would have an impact on fish and/or wildlife, and 
assessment of environmental document 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 environmental document filing fee is required in order for the underlying 
project approval to be operative, vested, and final. (Cal. Code Regs, tit. 14, § 
753.5; Fish & G. Code, § 711.4; Pub. Resources Code, § 21089.)

CONCLUSION

CDFW appreciates the opportunity to comment on the MND to assist Caltrans 
in identifying and mitigating Project impacts on biological resources. CDFW 
requests an opportunity to review and comment on any response that 
Caltrans has to our comments and to receive notification of any forthcoming 
hearing date(s) for the Project (CEQA Guidelines, § 15073(e)).

Questions regarding this letter or further coordination should be directed to 
Mackenzie Rich, Senior Environmental Scientist (Specialist).

Sincerely,

Heather A. Pert
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Environmental Program Manager

South Coast Region

Response:

Thank you for providing comments and recommendations on the Initial Study 
and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration. Caltrans recognizes California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife’s role as a trustee agency with jurisdiction 
over sensitive plant and animal species. We look forward to future 
coordination with you regarding the permits and mitigation. This response will 
directly address the “Comment and Recommendation” portion of California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife’s letter to Caltrans. 

Project Alternatives:
The California Department of Fish and Wildlife preference for design option 2 
is noted. Caltrans has selected design option 4 based on a variety of criteria 
including project cost, schedule, environmental impacts, engineering 
considerations, and community needs. Design option 4 is the most optimal 
choice based on the above criteria. Impacts to sensitive plant and animal 
species resulting from Design option 4 will be avoided or mitigated as feasible 
and with ongoing coordination with California Department of Fish and Wildlife. 

Impacts to Amphibian and Reptile Connectivity:
California Department of Fish and Wildlife cites concerns over connectivity for 
small reptiles and amphibians such as California tiger salamander due to the 
placement of Rock Slope Protection Areas at culvert inlets and outlets which 
may inhibit movement of these species to breeding and upland habitats. The 
proposed solution is to add a mitigation measure stating that Caltrans design 
culverts in accordance with the 2021 Measures to Reduce Road Impacts on 
Amphibians and Reptiles in California Best Management Practices and 
Technical Guidance. 
Caltrans recognizes this concern for amphibian and reptile connectivity for 
culvert locations 3 through 7 which pass through critical habitat. It should be 
noted however that according to the Natural Environment Study, suitable 
habitat for California Tiger Salamander is not likely to occur directly adjacent 
to the highway or other areas which are frequently disturbed by vehicles. In 
response to this concern, Caltrans will examine the feasibility of incorporating 
the above cited culvert design methodology with the Design team. Caltrans 
will commit to fully exploring the feasibility of these design methods and to 
performing ongoing coordination with California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife on this matter. This request will not be incorporated into a new 
mitigation measure, as Caltrans cannot commit to a mitigation measure 
without fully vetting the feasibility of said measure with the Design team.  

Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement:
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Caltrans concurs with this recommendation and will notify California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife regarding the project. All the project’s culvert 
locations will be included within this notification. 

Species Specific Surveys:
Caltrans has conducted reconnaissance level surveys for special status 
wildlife that have the potential to occur within the project area between 2023 
and 2025. For species with a high potential to occur within the area, Caltrans 
will obtain the appropriate permits from regulatory agencies and comply with 
measures that require protocol-level surveys. 
For other species such as Crotch’s bumble bee, Caltrans anticipates 
conducting additional focused surveys in accordance with California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife guidance during the design phase. Results of 
these focused surveys will guide the need for additional avoidance and 
minimization measures if needed, or the need for additional permits. Protocol-
level surveys for every special-status species throughout the project limits is 
not necessary, as focused surveys will determine the need for additional 
species protections.
Robinson bridge did not show signs of bat use during surveys, and only 
contains marginal roosting habitat largely due to the lack of crevices and lack 
of dark, wind, sheltered areas with suitable temperatures. The bridge will be 
assessed for bird and bat use prior to the project beginning and deterrence or 
exclusion methods will be implemented as necessary. Additionally, culverts 
included for repair or replacement in this project are unlikely to house bats 
due to their size.

Fish and Game Code Section 208, Incidental Take Permits: 
Caltrans appreciates California Department of Fish and Wildlife’s concurrence 
with our approach to Incidental Take Permits for this project. Caltrans will 
continue to perform coordination with California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife regarding Incidental Take Permits. 

Refueling, Maintenance, And Staging of Equipment and Vehicles:
Thank you pointing out this inconsistency. Avoidance measure BIO-52 has 
been amended to match the refueling buffer distance of 100-feet from all 
waters of the state and riparian resources listed in avoidance measure BIO-
10. 

Southern California Steelhead Trout: 
Thank you for your feedback. Avoidance and minimization Measure BIO-26 
has been amended to state that no capture, handling, and relocation of 
Southern California steelhead trout would occur prior to obtaining appropriate 
take authorization from CDFW.

Pump Intake Screens:
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Thank you for your feedback. Avoidance and minimization measure BIO-57 
has been amended to match avoidance and minimization measure BIO-27 
and to state that pump intake screens would be no larger than 3/32-inch. 

Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Plan: 
Thank you for providing additional context related to the timing and 
implementation of the measures discussed in your comment. We have 
indicated which measures we have modified in response to this letter, and all 
avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures will be included within our 
own mitigation and monitoring document which is known as the 
Environmental Commitments Record. Caltrans will determine the timing and 
responsibility of all project-related measures and include this information 
within our Environmental Commitments Record. 

Environmental Data:
Special-status plant and animal species detected during project surveys will 
be appropriately reported within the California Natural Diversity Database 
(CNDDB) and the Combined Rapid Assessment Releve Form. 

Filing Fees:
Payment of the California Environmental Quality Act/ California Department of 
Fish and Wildlife review fee was made when this final environmental 
document and notice of determination were released. The State 
Clearinghouse provided the payment to California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife when the document was officially published. 

Comment from Fred Luna, Santa Barbara County of Association of  
Governments: 

Dear Mr. Marsalek:

As a co-sponsor and partner on the above-mentioned project, SBCAG 
appreciates the work Caltrans has accomplished to date to advance this 
project. Back in 2022, SBCAG and Caltrans identified that a Capital 
Maintenance (CAPM) project on State Route 246 between PM 9.55 and PM 
20.90, that was initiated by Caltrans to focus on paving and bridge 
replacement, had overlapping scope with SBCAG’s desire through our 
Measure A Investment Plan to also replace the State Route 246 Bridge over 
the Santa Ynez River known as Robinson Bridge.

As such, in May 2022, SBCAG entered into a cooperative agreement (05-
0392) that identified a Local Contribution provided by SBCAG from Measure 
A funds in the amount $9,000,000 to include in the Caltrans CAPM project 
elements related to the Robinson Bridge replacement and adjacent areas that 
would provide connectivity between State Route 1 -12th Street in the City of 
Lompoc, to Sweeney Road where access to the Bridge House Shelter and 
River Park were located. The Measure A project to improve the Santa Ynez 
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River Bridge by providing additional width for pedestrians and bicyclists has 
origins that go back many years and are based on pedestrian and auto 
conflicts that had been experienced across the bridge. The City of Lompoc, in 
conjunction with SBCAG, Caltrans and others, completed a feasibility study 
for addressing these conflicts which was sponsored by Measure A and clearly 
identified options for providing full connectivity between State Route 1 -12th 
Street and Sweeney Road. Caltrans ultimately was moved to reduce the 
speed limit to 50 mph some years ago and add warning signage on either end 
of the bridge.

In reviewing the Draft Initial Study with Proposed Mitigated Negative 
Declaration, SBCAG had the following comments.

1. Purpose and Need Statement. We appreciate the statement of complete 
streets in both Section 1.2.1 “Purpose” and Section 1.2.2 “Need” which 
outlines the objective to provide new sidewalk between State Route 1-12th 
Street and Sweeney Road and multiuse path for bicycles and pedestrians. As 
such, any design option or alternative that does not provide these facilities at 
a minimum should be discounted. Furthermore, the planning studies that 
were developed following approval of Measure A also support the pedestrian 
and bicycle connectivity throughout the project limits, which in this small 
section of the overall project should be implemented without any gaps in the 
final project. 2. SBCAG would support Design Option 4 as the alternative that 
is preferred for the following reasons.

a. Includes both a 6-foot sidewalk along the south side of the Robinson 
Bridge (eastbound direction of travel) and an 11-foot multi-purpose path along 
the north side of the bridge (westbound direction of travel).

b. Proposes a bridge that is supported by two piers which seems preferable 
from the standpoint of reducing or minimizing scour potential by eliminating 
piers in high water flow areas of the Santa Ynez River.

3. As noted above, SBCAG’s Measure A contribution was intended to 
address the lack of pedestrian and bicycle connectivity from State Route 1-
12th Street in the City of Lompoc to Sweeney Road. The Project proposed by 
Caltrans as we understand does not completely address this connectivity 
need. On the north side of State Route 246, it proposes only to build 
improvements across the Santa Ynez River Bridge but will be relying on third 
party development for additional connections which may not lead directly to 
the primary intersection at State Route 1-12th Street. It also would leave a 
gap in sidewalk and multi-purpose paths in other areas which to some degree 
perpetuate the deficiencies of the existing condition regarding pedestrian and 
auto conflicts in this area. The addition of the 8-foot shoulders along the 
highway east and west of the bridge are not a suitable substitute for a 
sidewalk and/or pathway.
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4. We understand that Caltrans has determined that no added traffic control is 
needed with this project at the intersection of Sweeney Road and State Route 
246. However, this makes full bicycle and pedestrian connections from this 
area to State Route 1-12th Street intersection even more important.

5. SBCAG would agree with the verbal comments provided at the public 
meeting regarding the need for improved shoulders between Sweeney Road 
and Mission Gate Drive. If this improvement is not already part of the project, 
we would request that it be added to provide a benefit for all modes, including 
additional recovery for autos and a standard shoulder for bicyclists.

Response: 
It is important to clarify the purpose of SBCAG’s contribution as it relates to 
this project and reemphasize that the chosen design option is consistent with 
the project’s programming. Design Alternatives 3 and 4 are both consistent 
with the Project Initiation Document (PID) completed during the scoping 
phase of the project. Within the PID, signed on June 25th, 2021, in Section 
10, on page 22, Complete Street decisions are discussed.   

“This project includes complete street elements funded through SBCAG by 
providing pedestrians and bicyclists with a Class I Bikeway on both sides of 
the bridge. This project does not preclude any future plans for trails or bicycle 
pathways within the vicinity of the project limits. During PA&ED, the Project 
Development Team (PDT) will review the existing signage and lighting on SR 
246 for pedestrians and bicyclists for safety and visibility.”

According to this statement, Caltrans has remained consistent throughout 
each project phase and has made decisions aligned with the project’s 
purpose as outlined in the PID and Environmental Document. The funding 
from SBCAG was designated solely for the multi-modal facilities on the 
bridge, and complete streets elements included in the project’s programming 
phase were planned accordingly. Lighting was evaluated before the project 
was approved, and the number of pedestrians using the bridge during hours 
of darkness did not meet the threshold for the addition of new lighting 
according to Chapter 205 Lighting and Sign Illumination Systems Part 1 
Roadway Lighting of the Caltrans Traffic Operations Manual (January 2025). 
While the results of the feasibility study may have identified options for fully 
addressing connectivity between State Route 1 to 12th Street and to 
Sweeney Road, doing so would be outside of the programmed scope and 
cost of this project. As such, SBCAG’s financial contribution will be used to 
complete the pedestrian connectivity enhancements as described in Section 
1.2.1 of the environmental document. 

It should also be noted that separate from SBCAG’s contribution is an 
additional $9 million contribution of Asset Management funding which has 
allowed for the construction of the 6-foot-wide sidewalk along the eastbound 
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shoulder, which extends from the State Route 246 and State Route 1 
intersection to the State Route 246 and Sweeney Road Intersection.

1) Thank you for indicating support for the selected alternative.  The selected 
design option for this project is design option 4, which satisfies the Complete 
Streets objectives described in Section 1.2.1 of the environmental document 
and the objectives of the project as identified in the project’s programming 
phase. The Project Development Team consulted SBCAG during the design 
option selection meeting.  

2) If Caltrans were to add additional pedestrian connectivity improvements 
beyond those identified in the scope of this project, it would result in additional 
permanent Right-of-Way acquisitions, additional studies and internal 
approvals, which would only serve to further delay the replacement of the 
primary purpose of the project, replacement of Robinson Bridge. As we have 
demonstrated, replacement of the bridge is critical, and delays to the 
replacement process should be avoided as much as possible. For these 
reasons, future expansion of pedestrian facilities will be carefully considered 
and fully evaluated in the project’s design phase in relation to the project’s 
budget and schedule.

3) The Interstation Safety and Operational Assessment (ISOAP) completed in 
June of 2025, indicated the at grade intersection of Sweeney Road and 
Highway 246 did not meet the requirements for additional control measures.  
The project team has incorporated, in coordination with SBCAG and the City 
of Lompoc Public Works, a fully connected sidewalk from Sweeney Road to 
Highway 246 to include an 8-foot shoulder.  

4) Caltrans' Capital Preventive Maintenance (CAPM) program focuses on 
extending the life of existing pavement and other highway infrastructure by 
addressing minor pavement rehabilitation needs before they become major 
issues. This proactive approach helps maintain a state of good repair, 
improve ride quality, and enhance overall transportation system functionality. 
Since the project was initiated and as stated on page 15 section 9 of the 
Project Initiation Document, Caltrans has remained consistent with the 
objectives of this program by stating that “outside the realignment limits, the 
existing geometric features would be maintained.” Therefore, the existing 8-
foot-wide shoulders throughout the project limits are proposed to be 
maintained.

5) It should also be noted that the project’s design has accounted for the 
possibility of full future pedestrian connectivity and does not preclude future 
Caltrans projects or future third-party development. Should the City of 
Lompoc or other entity choose to expand pedestrian facilities to connect with 
those planned within the scope of this project, Caltrans welcomes this 
possibility and would assist the project applicant with initiating an 
encroachment permit and possible oversight project.
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List of Technical Studies Bound Separately Volume 2
Air and Noise Quality and Water Quality Assessment Report
Natural Environment Study
Climate Change Report 
Preliminary Geotechnical Design Report 
Floodplain Evaluation Report Summary 
Stormwater Data Report 
Location Hydraulic Study
Historical Property Survey Report (confidential, not for public distribution) 
· Archaeological Survey Report

Hazardous Waste Reports
· Initial Site Assessment

Paleontological Reports 

· Paleontological Identification Report 

Visual Impact Assessment

Combined Pubic Comments Volume 3

· Compilation of all public and stakeholder comments in the order they were 
received 

To obtain a copy of one or more of these technical studies/reports or the 
Initial Study, please send your request to:
Lucas Marsalek
District 5 Environmental Division
California Department of Transportation
50 Higuera Street, San Luis Obispo, CA 93402

Or send your request via email to: Lucas.marsalek@dot.ca.gov

Or call: (805) 458-5408

Please provide the following information in your request:
Route 246 CAPM and Robinson Bridge 
State Route 246 in Santa Barbara County from post miles 9.55 to R20.90
05-SB-246-9.55-R20.90
0519000122
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