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General Information About This Document

Please read this Initial Study. Additional copies of this document are available for review at
the Caltrans district office at 1352 West Olive Avenue, Fresno, California 93728 and the
Kings County Library at 457 C Street, Lemoore, California 93291.

The document can also be accessed electronically at the following website:
http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist6/environmental/envdocs/d6.

After comments are received from the public and reviewing agencies, Caltrans may:

1) Give environmental approval to the proposed project, 2) do additional environmental
studies or 3) abandon the project. If the project is given environmental approval and funding
is appropriated, Caltrans could design and build all or part of the project.

For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in Braille, in large print, on audiocassette, or on
computer disk. To obtain a copy in one of these alternate formats, please write to or call Caltrans, Attn: Richard
Putler, Sierra Pacific Environmental Analysis Branch, 855 M Street, Suite 200, Fresno, CA 93721; telephone
559-445-5286, or use the California Relay Service 1-800-735-2929 (TTY), 1-800-735-2929 (Voice), or 711.




06-KIN 41 PM 34.4/35.0
Project ID: 06-1500-0041

INITIAL STUDY
with Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration

Submitted Pursuant to: (State) Division 13, California Public Resources Code

THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Department of Transportation

6~ G-/4 ﬂa:/wa/fa/%gw

Date of Approval Richard Putler
Acting Senior Environmental Planner
California Department of Transportation

o If you have any concerns about the project, please send your written comments to Caltrans by the deadline.
Submit comments via U.S. mail to Caltrans at the following address:

Richard Putler, Acting Senior Environmental Planner
Sierra Pacific Environmental Analysis Branch
California Department of Transportation

855 M Street, Suite 200

Fresno, CA 93721

e  Submit comments via email to: Richard.Putler@dot.ca.gov.

e  Submit comments by the deadline: July 14, 2016.
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Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
Pursuant to: Division 13, Public Resources Code

Project Description

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) proposes to improve safety at
the intersection of State Route 41 and Kansas Avenue in Kings County at post mile
34.7. The proposed work would include the following:

e Constructing a left-turn lane on southbound SR 41 for traffic turning left onto
eastbound Kansas Avenue

e Constructing a refuge/acceleration lane in the SR 41 median for westbound
Kansas Avenue traffic turning left onto southbound SR 41

e Widening right-turn lanes on the northeast and southeast corners of the
intersection to accommodate truck turning movements.

-

Determination

This proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration is.included to give notice to interested
agencies and the public that it is Caltrans’ intent to adopt a Mitigated Negative
Declaration for this project. This does not mean that Caltrans’ decision on the project
is final. This Mitigated Negative Declaration is subject to change based on comments
received by interested agencies and the public.

Caltrans has prepared an Initial Study for this project and, pending public review,
expects to determine from this study that the proposed project would not have a
significant effect on the environment for the following reasons.

The proposed project would have no effect on agriculture, cultural resources, geology
and soils, hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, mineral resources,
public services, recreation, transportation, traffic and noise.

In addition, the proposed project would have no significant effect on hazards or
hazardous materials.

In addition, the proposed project would have no significantly adverse effect on
biological resources because the following mitigation measures would reduce
potential effects to insignificance:

e Standard special provisions would be included in the construction contract to
minimize potential impacts to the San Joaquin kit fox.

f’ztt/iidzw% M iz y, ~ (3 "'/ K?

Richard Putler Date
Acting, Senior Environmental Planner
California Department of Transportation
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Project Description and Background

Project Title
Kansas Avenue Intersection Improvement Project

Project Location

The project is located in Kings County on State Route 41 between 0.1 mile north of
20" Avenue and 0.7 mile south of Kent Avenue, north of the community of Stratford.

Hanford

Avenal

Kettleman
City

Project Vicinity Map
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Description of Project

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) proposes to improve safety at
the intersection of State Route 41 and Kansas Avenue in Kings County at post mile
34.7. The proposed work would include the following:

e Constructing a left-turn lane on southbound SR 41 for traffic turning left onto
eastbound Kansas Avenue

e Constructing a refuge/acceleration lane in the SR 41 median for westbound
Kansas Avenue traffic turning left onto southbound SR 41

e Widening right-turn lanes on the northeast and southeast corners of the
intersection to accommodate truck turning movements.

Surrounding Lands Uses and Setting
Land use along this segment of State Route 41 is primarily agricultural.

Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required

Agency

Permit/Approval Status

Service

U.S. Fish and Wildlife

Section 7 informal consultation
Letter of Concurrence for with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
potential impacts to the Service will be completed prior
San Joaquin kit fox to approval of the final
environmental document
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CEQA Environmental Checklist

This checklist identifies physical, biological, social and economic factors that might be affected by
the proposed project. In many cases, background studies performed in connection with the
projects indicated no impacts. A NO IMPACT answer in the last column reflects this
determination. Where a clarifying discussion is needed, the discussion either follows the
applicable section in the checklist or is placed within the body of the environmental document
itself. The words “significant” and “significance” used throughout the following checklist are
related to CEQA—not NEPA—impacts. The questions in this form are intended to encourage the
thoughtful assessment of impacts and do not represent thresholds of significance.

Potentially Less Than  Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

I. AESTHETICS: Would the project:

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

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

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

O O O O
O O O O
I I I N O
X X XK KX

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

Il. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES: In
determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the
California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment
Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of
Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts
on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to
forest resources, including timberland, are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information
compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire
Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land,
including the Forest and Range Assessment Project, Forest
Legacy Assessment Project, and the forest carbon
measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols
adopted by the California Air Resources Board.

Would the project:

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 [] [] [] X
Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural

use?
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract? D |:| EI |Z|

c¢) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest

land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)),

timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), [:l D D &
or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by

Government Code section 51104(g))?

d) Resultin the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land
to non-forest use? D ‘:l D g

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due

to their location or nature, could result in conversion of D [:I |:| @
Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to

non-forest use?

lll. AIR QUALITY: Where available, the significance criteria
established by the applicable air quality management or air I:l
pollution control district may be relied upon to make the

following determinations. Would the project:

L
]
X

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

[

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to
an existing or projected air quality violation?

0 o
X X

L]

¢) 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
(including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

[
X

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
people?

0O o o 0O o
[
X

T

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

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, |:| g D [:l
policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish

and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

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 [:l D D &
Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
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Potentially Less Than  Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) ] ] ] X
through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

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 |———I |:I D &
of native wildlife nursery sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting

biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or |:] |:| |:| %
ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat

Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or D D D N
other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation s
plan?

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in §15064.57

X

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.57

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

X

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

0O O O O
N T I I R
I I A I I
X X

V1. GEOLOGY AND SOILS: Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

[
l
[
X

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 427

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

I I
M XX KX

iv) Landslides?

N I I O
O Odo O
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b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

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

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?

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

Vil. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS: Would the project:

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

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

VIll. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: Would the
project:

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

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?

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

Potentially Less Than  Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

L

0O 0O O 0O
X

l
L
]

0o o o 0O

X

While Caltrans has included this good faith effort in
order to provide the public and decision-makers as
much information as possible about the project, it is
Caltrans’ determination that in the absence of further
regulatory or scientific information related to
greenhouse gas emissions and CEQA significance, it
is too speculative to make a significance
determination regarding the project's direct and
indirect impact with respect to climate change.
Caltrans does remain firmly committed to
implementing measures to help reduce the potential
effects of the project.
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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?

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

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?

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

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

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY: Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements?

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

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream
or river, in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or
siltation on- or off-site?

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream
or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface
runoff in @ manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

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

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

[

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

[

[

I N I
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Potentially Less Than  Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which
would impede or redirect flood flows? D D L—_l |Z]

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury
or death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the |:| D |:|
failure of a levee or dam?

i) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? D I:l D &

Y

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING: Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community? |:| D D X

b)Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation

of an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not

limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, D D D <
or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or

mitigating an environmental effect?

¢) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or
natural community conservation plan? I:I I:I D &

XIl. MINERAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

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 |:| D |:| @
state?

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?

[
]
[]
X

XIl. NOISE: Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in
excess of standards established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in
the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the
project?

0O O O O
I I I R I
O O O O
X X X X
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e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where
such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

Xill. POPULATION AND HOUSING: Would the project:

a) Induce substantial 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)?

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

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

XIV. 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?

Police protection?
Schools?
Parks?

Other public facilities?

XV. RECREATION:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

[l

[

I T I I I

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

[l

L]

I I R N O I I

Kansas Avenue Intersection Improvement Project * 12

Less Than
Significant
Impact

[

[

N I O B A O

No
Impact

D¢

}x‘

X X X X



Potentially Less Than  Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
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 D D D E
accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might I:l I_—__l D <
have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC: Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy

establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of

the circulation system, taking into account all modes of

transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel D I:l D
and relevant components of the circulation system, including but

not limited to intersections, streets, highways and freeways,

pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

X

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

L
L
L]
X

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in
substantial safety risks?

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

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans or programs regarding
public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise
decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?

OO o O
O O o O
I I R I I

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: Would the project:

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

L]
L]
"
X

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or

wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, [:] |:] |:| &
the construction of which could cause significant environmental

effects?

¢) Require or result in the construction of new storm water

drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental D D D g
effects?
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d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project
from existing entittements and resources, or are new or
expanded entitlements needed?

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

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the project's solid waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations
related to solid waste?

XVIIl. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, 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?

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)?

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

Potentially
Significant
Impact

[l

[

Less Than  Less Than
Significant  Significant
with Impact
Mitigation

l

O O
O d o O

[
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Additional Explanations for Questions in the Impacts Checklist

Threatened and Endangered Species

Affected Environment

A Natural Environment Study (Minimal Impacts) was completed for the project in
May 2016.

There are no habitats or natural communities of special concern identified within the
project impact area, and none are expected to be affected by the proposed project.

Environmental Consequences

The proposed project would impact approximately 8.13 acres of potentially suitable
habitat for the San Joaquin kit fox. Of these, approximately 0.13 acre of impact would
be considered permanent and 8.0 acres would be temporary. This habitat is
considered low quality because of its proximity to a busy roadway and the current
level of disturbance from agricultural work. Temporarily impacted areas would be re-
contoured and seeded after construction, and therefore available for use as potential
habitat in the future.

The permanent habitat impacts are considered to be minimal because of their small
extent (0.13 acre) relative to the habitat available in the area, and their location next
to an existing, heavily traveled highway. Night work outside of peak hours is
anticipated. Temporary lighting would be used during nighttime work.

There will be temporary traffic control (a truck for lane closures) in place during
construction.

With implementation of the avoidance and minimization efforts listed below, no
direct impacts to the San Joaquin kit fox are anticipated.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

Appropriate provisions found in the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Standardized
Recommendations for Protection of the Endangered San Joaquin Kit Fox Prior to or
During Ground Disturbance, Construction and On-Going Operational Requirements
would also be implemented. Pertinent measures are listed below:

1. Project-related vehicles should observe a daytime speed limit of 20 miles per
hour throughout the site in all project areas, except on county roads and state
and federal highways. Nighttime construction should be minimized to the
extent possible. However, if it does occur, then the speed limit should be
reduced to 10 miles per hour. Off-road traffic outside of designated project
areas should be prohibited.

2. To prevent inadvertent entrapment of kit foxes or other animals during the
construction phase of a project, all excavated, steep-walled holes or trenches
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more than 2 feet deep should be covered at the close of each working day with
plywood or similar materials. If the trenches cannot be closed, one or more
escape ramps constructed of earthen-fill or wooden planks shall be installed.
Before such holes or trenches are filled, they should be thoroughly inspected
for trapped animals. If at any time a trapped or injured kit fox is discovered,
the Service and the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) shall
be contacted immediately.

. Kit foxes are attracted to den-like structures such as pipes and may enter
stored pipes and become trapped or injured. All construction pipes, culverts,
or similar structures with a diameter of 4 inches or greater that are stored at a
construction site for one or more overnight periods should be thoroughly
inspected for kit foxes before the pipe is subsequently buried, capped, or
otherwise used or moved in any way. If a kit fox is discovered inside a pipe,
that section of pipe should not be moved until the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service has been consulted.

. All food-related trash items such as wrappers, cans, bottles, and food scraps
should be disposed of in securely closed containers and removed at least once
a week from a construction or project site.

. No firearms shall be allowed on the project site.

. No pets, such as dogs or cats, should be permitted on the project site to
prevent harassment, mortality of kit foxes, or destruction of dens.

. Use of rodenticides and herbicides in project areas should be restricted. This is
necessary to prevent primary or secondary poisoning of kit foxes and the
depletion of prey populations on which they depend. All uses of such
compounds should observe label and other restrictions mandated by the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, California Department of Food and
Agriculture, and other state and federal legislation, as well as additional
project-related restrictions deemed necessary by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service. If rodent control must be conducted, zinc phosphide should be used
because of a proven lower risk to kit foxes.

. A representative shall be appointed by the project proponent who will be the
contact source for any employee or contractor who might inadvertently kill or
injure a kit fox or who finds a dead, injured or entrapped kit fox. The
representative will be identified during the employee education program and
his or her name and telephone number shall be provided to the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service.

. An employee education program shall be conducted prior to construction
activities. The program should consist of a brief presentation by persons
knowledgeable in kit fox biology and legislative protection to explain
endangered species concerns to contractors and their employees. The program
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should include the following: a description of the San Joaquin kit fox and its
habitat needs; a report of the occurrence of kit fox in the project area; an
explanation of the status of the species and its protection under the
Endangered Species Act; and a list of measures being taken to reduce impacts
to the species during project construction and implementation. A fact sheet
conveying this information should be prepared for distribution to the
previously referenced people and anyone else who may enter the project site.

10. Upon completion of the project, all areas subject to temporary ground
disturbances, including storage and staging areas, temporary roads, pipeline
corridors, etc. should be re-contoured if necessary, and revegetated to promote
restoration of the area to pre-project conditions. Appropriate methods and
plant species used to revegetate such areas should be determined on a site-
specific basis in consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

In addition, the following measures are proposed:

e Preconstruction/pre-activity surveys would be conducted no less than 14 days
and no more than 30 days prior to the beginning of ground disturbance and/or
construction activities or any project activity that could potentially impact the
San Joaquin kit fox should it be traveling through the area.

e Surveys would be conducted within the proposed project boundary and a 200-
foot area outside the project footprint to identify habitat features.

e Ifnatal/pupping dens are discovered within the project area or within 200 feet
of the project boundary, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service would be
immediately notified.

e Disturbance to all San Joaquin kit fox dens would be avoided to the maximum
extent possible.

e A qualified biologist would be present at the construction site during initial
ground-disturbing activities.

In addition to the San Joaquin kit fox measures, an Environmentally Sensitive Area
(ESA) fence would be put in place around the perimeter of the irrigation ditches
within the project limits to prevent encroachment into these areas.

Hazardous Waste

Affected Environment

An Initial Site Assessment for the project was completed in February 2016 and
involved a search of regulatory databases. Stratford Disposal Site, sitting south of
Kansas Avenue near State Route 41, was listed on the Solid Waste Information
System database as a closed solid waste facility. There is minor right-of-way take at
the southeast corner, but the disposal site will not be impacted. No other facilities
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were identified within the project boundaries. The Initial Site Assessment also
recommended that a Preliminary Site Investigation be conducted to determine if
elevated lead concentrations exist in surface soils next to the roadway (as a result of
longtime leaded gasoline use by motor vehicles traveling this route).

A Preliminary Site Investigation was completed in April 2016 and a memo reporting
the results of the investigation was provided in May 2016.

Environmental Consequences

Soil samples were collected along the northbound and southbound shoulders of State
Route 41 at Kansas Avenue. Soil excavated at any excavation depth (from the surface
to a depth of 3 feet or shallower) within the project area would not be considered a
hazardous waste because lead concentrations are less than regulatory thresholds.
Therefore, these soils could be reused onsite, relinquished to the contractor, or
disposed of as non-hazardous soil with respect to the lead content.

Also, both white and yellow paint/striping/markings have been found to contain high
lead levels.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

Standard Special Provisions that address proper handling, disposal, and worker/public
safety issues would be included in the construction contract to minimize exposure to
potential lead hazards.
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Appendix A

Effects Determinations

The following species list summarizes the Federal Endangered Species Act

determinations for all 10 species included in the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
special-status species queries performed for the proposed project. Of these, only one
species—the San Joaquin kit fox—was found to have any potential to occur within

the project limits.

Species

Status’

General Habitat
Description

Habitat Present

FESA
Determination

San Joaquin
woollythreads

FE

Chenopod scrub, valley
and foothill grassland.
Alkaline or loamy plains;
sandy soils, often with
grasses and within
chenopod scrub. 200-
2,600 feet.

No habitat on site

No effect

Vernal pool fairy
shrimp

FT

Vernal pools with cool
water temperatures
(10°C), moderate
alkalinity, and less than 3
feet deep.

No habitat on site

No effect

Delta smelt

FT

Inhabits open waters of
bays, tidal rivers,
channels, and sloughs in
the Sacramento Bay
Delta area. Tends to
concentrate where
saltwater and freshwater
mix.

No habitat on site

No effect

California red-
legged frog

FT

Found mainly near
ponds in humid forests,
woodlands, grasslands,
and stream sides with
plant cover. Most
common in lowlands or
foothills. Frequently
found in woods next to
streams. Breeding
habitat is in permanent
or ephemeral water
sources.

No habitat on site

No effect
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Species

Status’

General Habitat
Description

Habitat Present

FESA
Determination

Blunt-nosed
leopard lizard

FE

Resident of sparsely
vegetated alkali and
desert scrub habitat, in
areas of low topographic
relief. Seeks cover in
mammal burrows and
under shrubs.

No habitat on site

No effect

Giant garter
snake

FT

Found primarily in
marshes, sloughs, and
irrigation ditches,
especially around rice
fields, and occasionally
in slow-moving creeks.
Prefers locations with
vegetation close to the
water for basking.

No habitat on site

No effect

Western snowy
plover

FT

Sandy beaches, salt
pond levees and shores
of large alkali lakes.
Needs sandy, gravelly or
friable soils for nesting.

No habitat on site

No effect

Fresno kangaroo
rat

FE

Alkali sink-open
grassland habitats in
western Fresno County.

No habitat on site

No effect

Tipton kangaroo
rat

FE

Saltbrush scrub and sink
scrub communities in the
Tulare Lake basin of the
southern San Joaquin
Valley.

No habitat on site

No effect

San Joaquin kit
fox

FE

Inhabits open grasslands
and scrublands, as well
as agricultural lands,
irrigated pastures,
orchards, vineyards, and
grazed annual
grasslands. Dens in
areas with deep, friable
soils, but can den in
abandoned culverts,
pipes, and banks of
roadbeds.

Potential habitat is
present on site

May affect, but
not likely to
adversely affect
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Appendix B Species List

United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office
FEDERAL BUILDING. 2800 COTTAGE WAY. ROOM W-2603
SACRAMENTO. CA 95825
PHONE: (916)414-6600 FAX: (916)414-6713

Consultation Code: 0S8ESMF00-2016-SLI-0758 April 20. 2016
Event Code: 08ESMF00-2016-E-02833
Project Name: KIN-41-Kansas Ave Intersection

Subject: Updated list of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed
project location, and/or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:

The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate species, as
well as proposed and final designated critical habirat. under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (Service) that may occur within the boundary of your proposed project and/or
may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills the requirements of the
Service under section 7(c) of the Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973. as amended (16 U.S.C.
1531 et seq.).

Please follow the link below to see if your proposed project has the potential to affect other
species or their habitats under the jurisdiction of the National Marine Fisheries Service:

hrtp://www.nwr.noaa.gov/protected_species/species_list/species_lists.html

New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of
species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Please feel free to
contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the potential impacts to
federally proposed. listed. and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical
habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of
the Act. the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can
be completed formally or informally as desired. The Service recommends that verification be
completed by visiting the ECOS-IPaC website at regular intervals dwing project planning and
implementation for updares to species lists and information. An updated list may be requested
through the ECOS-IPaC system by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed
list.

The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and
the ecosystems upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2)
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of the Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 er seq.). Federal agencies are required
to utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and
endangered species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered
species and/or designated critical habitat.

A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having
similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)
(c)). For projects other than major construction activities. the Service suggests that a biological
evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended
contents of a Biological Assessiment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.

It a Federal agency determines. based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation.
that listed species and or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project. the
agency is required to consulr with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition. the Service
recommends that candidate species. proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7
consultation. including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered
Species Consultation Handbook™ at:

hetp: Awww s, gov/endangered esa-library pdf TOC-GLOS PDF

Please be aware that bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668 er seq.). and projects affecting these species may require
development of an eagle conservation plan

(hrtp:/www fivs. goviwindenergy eagle_guidance html). Additionally. wind energy projects
should follow the wind energy guidelines (http://www.fivs. gov/windenergy’) for minimizing
impacts to migratory birds and bats.

Guidance for minimizing impacts to migratory birds for projects including communications
towers (e.g.. cellular. digital television. radio. and emergency broadcast) can be found at:
http:/'www.fivs. gov/migratorybirds 'CurrentBirdIssues/'Hazards /towers/towers. htm:
hetp://www. towerkill.com: and

hetp://Awww. fvs. gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/comtow hunl.

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages
Federal agencies fo include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Tracking Number in
the header of this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project
that you submit to our office.

Artachment
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Project name: KIN-41-Kansas Ave Intersection

Official Species List

Provided by:
Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office
FEDERAL BUILDING
2800 COTTAGE WAY. ROOM W-2605
SACRAMENTO. CA 95825
(916) 414-6600

Consultation Code: O8ESMF00-2016-SLI-0758
Event Code: 0S8ESMF00-2016-E-02833

Project Type: TRANSPORTATION

Project Name: KIN-41-Kansas Ave Intersection
Project Description: Safety Improvement Project at intersection of State Route 41 and Kansas Ave
including left-rum channelization and widening for right twns.

Please Note: The FWS office may have modified the Project Name and/or Project Description, so it
may be different from what was submitted in your previous request. If the Consultation Code
matches. the FWS considers this to be the same project. Contact the office in the Provided by’
section of vour previous Official Species list if you have any questions or concerns.

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac. 04/20/2016 12:54 PM
1
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Project name: KIN-41-Kansas Ave Iniersection

Project Location Map:

e,

Project Coordinates: MULTIPOLYGON ({(-119.81594198296433 36.21041866393506. -
119.8159802164938 36.21032087641348, -119.81607639790136 36.21027876338181. -
119.81617418542294 36.21031699891127, -119.81621629645461 36.21041318031884. -
119.81625921179885 36.21255998589108. -119.81622097826939 36.21265777341266, -
119.81612479686183 36.21269988444433, -119.81602700934025 36.212661650914875. -
119.81598489830857 36.212565469507304. -119.81594198296433 36.21041866393306}))

Project Counties: Kings. CA

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac. 04/20/2016 12:534 PM

2
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Project name: KIN-41-Kansas Ave Intersection

Endangered Species Act Species List

There are a total of 9 threatened or endangerad species on your species list. Species on this list should be considered in
an effects analysis for your project and could include species that exist in another geographuc area. For example, certamn
fish may appear on the species list because a project could affect downstream species. Critical habitats listed under the
Has Critical Habitat column may or may not lie within your project area. See the Critical habitats within your
project area section further below for critical habitat that lies within your project. Please contact the designated FW'S

office if you have questions.

Amphibians Status Has Critical Habitat | Condition(s)
California red-legged frog (Rana Threatened Final designated
draytonii)
Population” Entire
Birds
western snowy plover (Charadrius Threatened Final designated

MVosus ssp. nivosus)

Population: Pacafic coastal pop

Crustaceans

Vemnal Pool fairy shrump Threatened Final designated
(Branchinecta hnchi)

Population: Entire

Vemal Pool tadpole shrimp Endangered Final designated

(Lepidurus packardi)

Populauon: Entire

Fishes

Delta smelt (Hypomesus Threatened Final designated

transpacificusj

Popalation: Entire

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac. 04,20/2016 12:54 PM

3
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

ah

Project name: KIN-41-Kansas Ave [ntersection

Mammals

San Joaquin Kit fox (Vulpes macrofis | Endangerad
mutica)

Populanon: wherever found

Tipton kangaroo rat (Dipodemys Endangered
mitratoides mtratoides)

Population: Entire

Reptiles

Blunt-Nosed Leopard lizard Endangered
(Gambelia silus)

Populanon: Entire

Giant Garter snake (Thamnophis Threatened
gigas)

Population: Entire

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac. 04/20/2016 12:54 PM
4
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Project name: KIN-41-Kansas Ave Intersection

Critical habitats that lie within your project area

There are no critical habitats within your project area.
a]

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac. 04/20/2016 12:54 PM
5
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Selected Elements by Common Name
California Department of Fish and Wildlife

California Natural Diversity Database

Rare Plant
Rank/CDFW

Species Element Code  Federal Status  State Status Global Rank  State Rank SSC or FP

American badger AMAJFO4010 None None G5 S3 SS8C
Taxidea taxus

black-crowned night heron ABNGA11010  None None G5 54
Nycticorax nycticorax

blunt-nosed leopard lizard ARACF07010  Endangerad Endangered G1 S1 FP
Gambelia sila

burrowing owl ABNSB10C10 MNone None G4 S3 SSC
Athene cunicularia

Fresno kangaroo rat AMAFD03151 Endangered Endangered G3TH SH
Dipodomys nitratoides exilis

hoary bat AMACCO5030  None Nene G5 S4
Lasiurus cinereus

mud nama PDHYDOADHO  None None G4G5 $152 2B.2
Nama stenocarpa

recurved larkspur PDRANOB1JO  None None G2? s27 18.2
Delphinium recurvatum

San Joaquin dune beetle COL4AD20 None Nane G1 S1
Coelus gracilis

San Joaquin kit fox AMAJAD3041 Endangered Threatened G4T2 82
Vulpes macrolis mutica

San Joaquin Pocket Mouse AMAFDO1060  None None G2G3 82583
Perognathus inomatus

San Joaquin tiger beetle lICOL0220E None None G5TH S1
Cicindela tranguebarica ssp.

San Joaquin woollythreads PDASTAB010 Endangered None G2 s2 1B.2
Meonolepia congdonii

Swainson's hawk ABNKC19070  None Threatened G5 S3
Buleo swainsoni

Tipton kangaroo rat AMAFD03152  Endangered Endangered G3ariT2 §182
Dipodomys nitratoides nilratoides - )

tricolored blackbird ABPBXB0020  None None G2G3 5182 SsC
Agelaius tricolor

Tulare grasshopper mouse AMAFF06021 None None G5T1T2 sis82 S$sSC
Onychomys torridus tularensis

Valley Sink Scrub CTT36210CA Nona None G1 S1.1
Valfey Sink Scrub

western pond turtle ARAADDZ2030  None None G3G4 S3 S8C
Emys marmorala

western snowy plover ABNNB03031 Threatened None G3T3 52 $8C
Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus

western spadefoot AAABF02020 None None G3 S3 SsC

Spea hammondii
Record Count: 21

Government Version — Dated April, 1 2016 — Biogeographic Data Branch Page 20f 2
Report Printed on Wednesday, April 20, 2016 Information Expires 10/1/2016

Kansas Avenue Intersection Improvement Project * 28




CNPS Inventory Resul's

Rare and Endangered Plant Inventory

Plant List

5 matches found. Click on scientific name for details

‘ Search Criteria

Found in 9 Quads around 3611987

i Rare Plant  State Global
Scientific Name Commeoen Name Family Lifeform Rank Rank Rank
Delphipium ;
BeliRratam recurved larkspur Ranunculaceae perennial herb 1B.2 83 G3
Hordeum
S tedeag vernal barley Poaceae annual herb 32 5354 G3G4
: . San Joaquin
i nadonii woollythreads Asteraceae annual herb 1B.2 S2 G2
ma stenocar mud nama Boraginaceae zg%lal £paannial 2B.2 S182 G4G5
Trichostema ovatum  San Joaquin bluecurls Lamiaceae annual herb 4.2 54 G4

Suggested Citation

CNPS, Rare Plant Program. 2016. Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants (online edition, v8-02).

California Native Plant Society, Sacramento, CA. Website http://www.rareplants.cnps.org [accessed 20
April 20186].

Search the Inventory Information Contributors
Simgple Search About the Inventory The Calflora Database
Advanced Search oyt the Ra ant Progran Th: ety
lossar CNPS Home Page
e:.;. ; “2E§i
Join CNPS

© Copyright 2010-2014 California Native Plant Society. All rights reserved.

hitp/Awww.rareplants.cnps orgiresult.him| 7adv=t&quad= 36119879 171
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List of Technical Studies that are Bound Separately
Air Quality Study Report

Cultural Resources Compliance Memo

Hazardous Waste Initial Site Investigation

Natural Environment Study

Noise Study Report

Paleontological Identification Report

Visual Impact Assessment

Water Quality Assessment Report
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