




General Information about this Document 

What’s in this document: 

The City of Sutter Creek has prepared this Initial Study (IS), which examines the potential 
environmental impacts of the  proposed project located in the City of Sutter Creek, Amador 
County, California.  The document describes why the project is being proposed, the existing 
environment that could be affected by the project, the potential impacts from each of the 
alternatives, and the proposed avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures.  
Within this Final Initial Study, a vertical line in the margin of page indicates a 
revision was made.  For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is 
available in Braille, large print, on audiocassette, or computer disk. To obtain a copy in 
one of these alternate formats, please call or write to City of Sutter Creek, Attn:  Amy 
Gedney, 18 Main Street, Sutter Creek, CA 95685, phone number (209) 267-5647. 
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CEQA Environmental Checklist 

A. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND BACKGROUND 

Project Title: Sutter Creek Bridge Replacement Project 

Lead agency 
name and 
address: 

California Department of Transportation 
District 10 
1976 E. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. 
Stockton, CA 95205 

Contact person 
and phone 
number: 

Amy Gedney 
City Manager 
City of Sutter Creek 
18 Main Street 
Sutter Creek, CA 95685 

Project 
Location: 

City of Sutter Creek 

Project 
sponsor’s name 
and address: 

Amy Gedney 
City Manager 
City of Sutter Creek 
18 Main Street 
Sutter Creek, CA 95685 

General plan 
description: 

Downtown Commercial, Arterial 

Purpose and 
Need 

Purpose 

The purpose of the project is to replace the existing Sutter Creek Bridge and improve 
roadway approaches in order to: 

 Enhance safety;

 Carry both legal and permit loads

 Provide a transportation facility consistent with local, regional, and statewide
plans, and the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) standards;

Need 

The existing Sutter Creek Bridge is rated “structurally deficient” by Caltrans under 
Federal Highway Administration prescribed inspection criteria.  Full replacement is 
needed due to significant discrepancies between current bridge structural standards 
and the original design, as well as age related deterioration of the sidewalks and 
associated structural elements.     

Zoning: Downtown Commercial (DTC)
Description of 
project:  
(Describe the 
whole action 
involved, 
including but not 
limited to later 
phases of the 
project, and any 

Proposed Build Alternative 

The proposed Build Alternative would replace the existing bridge with a new bridge 
that would meet current design standards.  Rehabilitation of the approach roadways 
would also be made approximately 200 feet north and south of the bridge.   

The proposed bridge type may either be a single span steel truss or a dual span 
concrete slab bridge depending on the outcome of the Location Hydraulic Study and 
Bridge Type Selection.  For either option, a mid-creek pier may be included.  Added 
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secondary, 
support, or off-
site features 
necessary for its 
implementation.) 

pile footings may be placed behind, or new abutment walls may be placed in front of, 
the existing rock wall abutments for either bridge option.  

The proposed bridge would be approximately 70 feet in length.  The new structure 
would accommodate at a minimum the existing 11 foot sidewalks, 4 foot shoulders 
and two 12 foot lanes.  Including barriers and railings, the resulting bridge width is 
79’-4”. The work to be performed would include removal of the existing 3 span 
structure, including 12 columns in the creek.   

Approach roadways would be rehabilitated after the new bridge is placed and utilities 
are reconnected.  Rehabilitation of the approaches would consist of re-paving the 
road, and re-striping.  At the bridge deck, improvements would include construction 
of shoulders and traffic barriers, railing, sidewalks, and curb ramps.   

Utilities, including water, natural gas, telephone, and electric, would be relocated 
under the bridge.  Street lighting and ornamental benches would also be added to the 
bridge.  Main Street would continue to be two lanes (one in each direction), and 
would be re-striped accordingly.   Approximately eight existing parking spaces on and 
near the bridge would be removed. 

Construction of the bridge would include accommodations for vehicular traffic, 
pedestrians, and construction equipment.  Access to buildings at the project site 
would be maintained throughout construction, except for one business, which may be 
temporarily closed during construction.  The bridge would be removed and 
constructed in stages to accommodate two lanes of traffic continuously.  Pedestrians 
would be accommodated with a temporary crosswalk.  Temporary falsework would 
support the new bridge structure during construction.  Access to the creek for bridge 
removal and construction may come from the City Hall Parking lot or the parking lot 
at the corner of Boston Alley and Eureka Street.  These parking lots would also be 
potential construction staging areas.  Water within the creek would be temporarily 
channelized using water diversion methods.   

No additional right-of-way would be required.  Construction would take approximately 
seven months. 

No-Build Alternative 

The No-Build Alternative would result in no improvements to the existing bridge.  The 
No-Build Alternative would result in no improvement in the bridge’s safety rating.  
Unreinforced rubble abutments will not resist seismic loading which may result in 
closure of the bridge in the event of an earthquake.  The route would continue to be 
load restricted, causing permit loads to detour around Sutter Creek on the SR 49 
bypass.     

Surrounding 
land uses and 
setting; briefly 
describe the 
project’s 
surroundings: 

Downtown Commercial and some residential

Other public 
agencies whose 
approval is 
required (e.g. 
permits, 

State Water Resources Control Board 
 National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit for

Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Construction Activity (Construction
General Permit Order 2009-0009-DWQ).
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permits, 
financial 
approval, or 
participation 
agreements): 

General Permit Order 2009-0009-DWQ). 

 Section 404 Nationwide Permit 14, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

 Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement, California Department of Fish
and Wildlife 

 Section 401 Water Quality Certification from the Regional Water Quality
Control Board 



Page 10 of 60 
October 2015 

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project.  Please see the 
checklist beginning on page 3 for additional information. 

Aesthetics Agriculture and Forestry Air Quality 

Biological Resources Cultural Resources Geology/Soils 

Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions 

Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials 

Hydrology/Water Quality 

Land Use/Planning Mineral Resources Noise 

Population/Housing Public Services Recreation 

Transportation/Traffic Utilities/Service Systems Mandatory Findings of 
Significance 
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B.  Environmental Impacts 

Potentially
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

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?  

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

a-c)   No Impact.  Main Street is not a designated Scenic Highway in the National Scenic Byways 
Program nor is it a State Scenic Highway (Caltrans 2007).  The existing bridge is comprised of 
paved, asphalted surfaces and is surrounded by commercial land uses within the NRHP-eligible 
Sutter Creek Historic District.   

Direct line of sight of the proposed project would be mostly from drivers and pedestrians along 
Main Street.  Noticeable changes would be new railings and the rehabilitation of approach 
roadways.  These elements would be designed to complement the visual character of the area. 
Visual  changes would not be adverse considering that existing Sutter Creek Bridge is utilitarian 
in design, much of the bridge improvements would be underneath the bridge superstructure and 
would be minimally visible from viewer groups.  No parcel acquisitions are anticipated and no 
neighboring businesses would be removed.  The project, therefore, would not substantially 
degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings 
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Figure 2  Facing west from bridge 

Figure 3  Facing east from bridge 

No heritage and protected trees were identified within the footprint.  The project would not conflict 
with the Tree and Landscaping Ordinance (Chapter 13.24 – Trees and Landscaping) in the City 
of Sutter Creek’s Municipal Code.   
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While the project is within the National Register of Historic Places-eligible and California Register-
eligible Sutter Creek Historic District, it was determined that the Sutter Creek Bridge was not a 
contributing element nor is it individually eligible for listing under the NRHP.  Measures to avoid 
impacts to the Historic District would be implemented and are further discussed under Cultural 
Resources.  

Construction of the proposed project would temporarily change views experienced by drivers, 
pedestrians, and other people in the project area since construction equipment would be visible 
from neighboring areas.  Additionally, grading activities may expose soils.  These impacts are 
temporary, and therefore, not considered substantial.   

d) No Impact.  Lighting would not be considerably different from what is at the existing intersection.
Day or nighttime views would not be affected significantly.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

The following mitigation measure will be implemented to minimize potential impacts (also repeated as 
CUL-1): 

AES-1:  Design of the railings, sidewalks, and seating furniture on the new bridge will be architecturally 
consistent with and sympathetic to the historic design elements of similar historic features in the proposed 
Sutter Creek Historic District. 
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II. 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 Dept. 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 and the 
Forest Legacy Assessment Project; and the 
forest carbon measurement methodology 
provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the 
California Air Resources Board.  Would the 
project: 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

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?  

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

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), or timberland zoned Timberland 
Production (as defined by Government Code 
section 51104(g))? 

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

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? 

a) No Impact.  The proposed project would not impact agricultural resources. As shown in the
Amador County Important Farmland Map (2008), the project area is “Urban and Built-Up Land”
and no Important Farmland (which includes Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance,
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Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Local Importance) is within or near the proposed project area. 
The nearest Important Farmland is far, at approximately 1.5 mi east-southeast, from the bridge.   

b) No Impact.  Land within the project study area is zoned Downtown Commercial (DTC) (City of
Sutter Creek 2010) and does not consist of Williamson Act contract land (Amador County 2011).

c & d)   No Impact.  There are no forest lands or timberlands (or lands zoned as such) in the project 
study area.  The project would not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to 
non-forest use. 

e) No Impact.  The project is at an existing facility surrounded by commercial development  No
other changes in the existing environment are anticipated to result in conversion of Farmland to
non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation is required. 
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Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

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?  

c) 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? 

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

Environmental Setting 

The proposed project is located within the Mountain Counties Air Basin (MCAB), in the region 
administered by the Amador County Air Pollution Control District (ACAPCD), which administers air quality 
in Amador County.  The climate of the MCAB is determined by its terrain and geographical conditions.  
The MCAB includes the foothills and western slope of the Sierra Nevada Mountains, and is bounded to 
the east by the Sacramento Valley.   

Prevailing climatic conditions are influenced by terrain.  Summer conditions are typically characterized by 
high temperatures and low humidity.  Summer high temperatures as measured at the Sutter Hill Ranger 
Station (the nearest climatic monitoring station to the City of Sutter Creek) average in the 90s and 
summer low temperatures average under 60ºF.  Occasional rainstorms and/or occasional snow, 
interspersed with stagnant and sometimes foggy weather, characterize winter conditions in the region.  
Wintertime high temperatures average over 50 ºF and winter low temperatures average in the high 30s.  
During winter, north winds become more frequent, but winds from the south predominate. 

As shown in Table 1, Amador County is in nonattainment for 8-hour Ozone for both Federal and State 
standards, and nonattainment for 1-hour Ozone for State standards.   
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Table 1.  Attainment for Amador County 

Pollutant 
Attainment Status 

Federal State 
O3 – 1-hour N/A Nonattainment 
O3 – 8-hour Nonattainment Nonattainment 
PM10 Unclassified Unclassified
PM2.5 Unclassifiable/Attainment Unclassified
CO Unclassified/Attainment Unclassified
NO2 Unclassified/Attainment Attainment
SO2 Unclassified Attainment
Sulfates N/A Attainment
Lead N/A Attainment
Hydrogen Sulfide N/A Unclassified 
Visibility Reducing Particles N/A Unclassified 
Source:  California Air Resources Board 2015 

Environmental Consequences 

a-e) Less Than Significant Impact.  The project does not add additional travel lanes.  As a result, no 
long-term permanent impacts on traffic or air quality is anticipated.  The project falls under one of 
the exempt project types (Reconstructing bridges [no additional travel lanes]) listed under 40 CFR 
93.126.  As a result, potential air quality impacts would be from construction. 

During construction, short-term degradation of air quality may occur due to the release of particulate 
emissions (airborne dust) generated by excavation, grading, hauling, and other activities related to 
construction.  Emissions from construction equipment also are anticipated and would include carbon 
monoxide (CO), nitrogen oxides (NOx), volatile organic compounds (VOCs), directly-emitted particulate 
matter (PM10 and PM2.5), and toxic air contaminants such as diesel exhaust particulate matter.  Ozone is 
a regional pollutant that is derived from NOx and VOCs in the presence of sunlight and heat. 

Heavy trucks and construction equipment powered by gasoline and diesel engines would generate CO, 
SO2, NOx, VOCs and some soot particulate (PM10 and PM2.5) in exhaust emissions.  If construction 
activities were to increase traffic congestion in the area, CO and other emissions from traffic would 
increase slightly while those vehicles are delayed.  These emissions would be temporary and limited to 
the immediate area surrounding the construction site.  

Dust generated will result in a temporary, local impact, limited to areas of construction.  Dust control 
practices will be incorporated into the project to mitigate this potential impact.  The dust control practices 
will comply with the current Caltrans’ Standard Specifications.  

  Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

Implementation of the following measures will reduce any air quality impacts resulting from construction 
activities:  

 Route and schedule construction traffic to avoid peak travel times as much as possible, to reduce
congestion and related air quality impacts caused by idling vehicles along local roads.

 The construction contractor shall comply with Caltrans’ Standard Specifications Section 14-9 Air
Quality.

 Amador County Air Pollution Control District’s Rule 218-Fugitive Dust Emissions would be
followed.  The general requirements of Rule 218 are:
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 No person may cause, allow or permit fugitive dust emissions without first
implementing good housekeeping and/or work practices that reduce and
control the emissions to the atmosphere below 20% opacity or equivalent
Ringlemann, as stated in Rule 202, Visible Emissions. Good housekeeping
and/or work practices include but are not limited to the following:

1) Application of water and/or approved chemicals to control emissions
in the demolition of existing buildings or structures, construction
operations, solid waste disposal operations, the grading of roads
and/or the clearing of land.

2) Application of asphalt, water and/or approved chemicals to road
surfaces.

3) Application of water and/or suitable chemicals to material stockpiles
and other surfaces that may generate fugitive dust emissions.

4) Paving and/or re-paving roads.

5) Maintenance of roadways in a clean condition by washing with water
or sweeping promptly.

6) Covering or wetting material stockpiles and open-bodied trucks,
trailers, or other vehicles transporting materials that may generate
fugitive dust emissions when in motion.

7) Installation and use of paved entry aprons or other effective cleaning
techniques to remove dirt accumulating on a vehicle's wheels on
haul or access roads to prevent tracking onto paved roadways.

8) For process equipment, the installation and use of hoods, fans, and
filters to enclose, collect, and clean the emissions prior to venting.

9) Ceasing operations until fugitive emissions can be reduced and
controlled.

10) Using vegetation and other barriers to contain and to reduce fugitive
emissions.

11) Using vegetation for windbreaks.

12) Instituting good housekeeping practices by regularly removing piles
of material that have accumulated in work areas and/or are
generated from equipment overflow.

13) Maintaining reasonable vehicle speeds while driving on unpaved
roads in order to minimize fugitive dust emissions .
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14) Other precautions not specifically listed in this rule but have been
approved in writing by the Air Pollution Control Officer prior to
implementation.
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IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES:  Would the
project: 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

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 Game 
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 Fish and Game or US Fish and 
Wildlife Service?  

c) 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.) 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 
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 other 
approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan? 

a) Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  As documented in the Natural
Environment Study (NES) for this project, the project would not have substantial adverse effect
on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species.  Field surveys
conducted by biologists for the NES found no special status animal species within the Biological
Study Area (BSA).  Of the three species potentially within the BSA, only the California red-legged
frog and the Tulare cuckoo was found to have a chance of occurrence, albeit low.

California red-legged frog is listed as Threatened under the Federal Endangered Species Act.
The species typically resides in permanent and semi-permanent aquatic habitats, such as creeks
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and coldwater ponds with submerged or partially submerged vegetation.  A protocol-level habitat 
assessment for the frog was conducted in March 23, 2010 (Habitat Assessment for the California 
Red-legged Frog at the Sutter Creek Bridge Replacement Project, Sutter Creek, Amador County, 
California, 2010).  The USFWS reviewed the NES and habitat assessment findings.  USFWS 
concurred with Caltrans that the proposed project is not likely to adversely affect California red-
legged frog due to implementation of proposed avoidance measures (see BIO-9 through 18) and 
due to the lack of suitable breeding habitat at the site.  

Tulare cuckoo wasp (Chrysis tularensis) is listed under the CDFG special animal list.  No 
potential bee, wasp, or other insect nests were observed within the BSA during 2009 and 2010 
biological surveys.  Considering the scale of the project, the distance to the nearest siting (which 
is 5.5 mi away), the absence of bee and wasp nests, and the fact that the creek is regularly 
maintained, no substantial adverse effect to Tulare cuckoo wasp is anticipated. 

b) No Impact.  The NES determined that, other than the federally protected wetlands (see answer
“c”) no other natural communities of concern are within the BSA.

c) Less Than Significant Impact.  A jurisdictional delineation determined that Sutter Creek is a
federally protected wetland (i.e. jurisdictional waters or Waters of the U.S.) as defined by Section
404 of the Clean Water Act.  Sutter Creek is also under CDFG jurisdiction.  The table below
summarizes temporary and permanent impacts to jurisdictional waters:

Table 2: Temporary and Permanent Impacts to Jurisdictional Features

Sutter Creek 
Permanent Impacts 

(acres) 
Temporary Impacts 
(acres) 

Waters of the U.S. 0.003 0.475 

Waters of the State 0.003 0.475 

As a result, measures BIO-2 through BIO-7 would be implemented and the following permits 
would be obtained for temporary and permanent impacts: 

 Section 404 authorization (Nationwide Permit 14) would be obtained from
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

 Section 401 Water Quality Certification would be obtained from the
Regional Water Quality Control Board

 Section 402 National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System would be
obtained from the State Water Resources Control Board

 Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement would be obtained from the
California Department of Fish and Game

Conditions required by these permits would be implemented to prevent adverse impacts to 
jurisdictional waters. 

d) Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.  Sutter Creek may act as a
migration corridor for wildlife in the area, as it provides a linear path somewhat clear of human
activity.  Channel maintenance activities regularly remove vegetative cover within the creek
channel, reducing the migration corridor value for wildlife.  Because the project is replacing an
existing facility, the project would not result in permanent impacts on wildlife migration.  Potential
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temporary construction impacts would be avoided through measure BIO-1, which prevents 
construction at night. 

Further, water within the creek would be temporarily channelized using diversion methods. 
Effects to California red-legged frog, which could potentially disperse to the site area, would be 
avoided through BIO-9 through BIO-18.  These measures would maintain water flow through the 
project site and would allow flow to resume. 

e) No Impact.  The project would not conflict with local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources.  The project will be reviewed by the City for approval and measure BIO-8 would be
followed.  Though at least one oak tree is within the BSA, tree removal and the need for a tree
permit is not anticipated.

f) No Impact.  There is no adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan in the project area.  In
the event

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation is required; however, the following avoidance and/or minimization measures will be 
implemented to minimize potential impacts.   

Measure BIO-1:  To reduce potential impacts to wildlife, construction will not take place at night, the likely 
time when wildlife utilized the Creek for migration purposes. 

Measure BIO-2: The project will obtain a Section 401 Water Quality Certification from the RWQCB. 
Conditions required by the Section 401 Water Quality Certification will be fully adhered to during the 
planning and construction of the project. 

Measure BIO-3: The project will submit a Section 1602 SAA from CDFW. Conditions required by the 
Section 1602 SAA will be fully adhered to during the planning and construction of the chosen project 
alternative. 

Measure BIO-4: The project will submit a Section 404 Nationwide Permit 14 from the ACOE. Conditions 
required by the Section 404 Nationwide Permit will be fully adhered to during the planning and 
construction of the chosen project alternative. 

Measure BIO-5: Temporary construction staging areas will be strategically placed to avoid and/or 
minimize impacts to the Sutter Creek and its associated habitats. Temporary and permanent construction 
impact areas shall be staked in order to contain construction activities within the project boundaries. 
These protected areas will be marked as Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs) and either staked or 
fenced with orange snow fencing. ESAs will be delineated in coordination with a biologist familiar with 
sensitive areas in the BSA.  

Measure BIO-6: Vegetation clearing shall only occur within the delineated project boundaries. Trees 
located in areas along the edge of the construction zone should be trimmed wherever possible. Protected 
trees will be staked or fenced at a distance that ensures protection of the tree drip line. Trees and 
vegetation should be removed in the late fall through late winter months as possible. A biological monitor 
should be onsite during all tree trimming and tree removal.  

Measure BIO-7: The Project site shall be re-vegetated to preconstruction conditions with species native to 
the region.  

Measure BIO-8: Removal of any trees, sensitive or unique vegetation protected by Sutter Creek Tree 
Ordinance (Chapter 13.24 Trees and Landscaping) and City of Sutter Creek Open space Element of the 
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General Plan (Policy 3.19 Vegetation, Wildlife and Fisheries) shall be approved by the Sutter Creek City 
Council. All agreed upon measures to mitigate for tree removal shall be implemented.  

Measure BIO-9: First order of work will have all vegetation clipped to ground using hand equipment. The 
vegetation removal will be conducted with the presence of a USFWS-approved biologist who will monitor 
the area for the presence of CRLF.  

Measure BIO-10: Following removal of vegetation, the work area will be fenced with sediment fencing at 
the upstream and downstream limits of the project and away from the stream at least 100 feet or as 
appropriate. The fencing shall be buried a minimum of six inches into the ground. The project limits will be 
flagged and/or signed to prevent the encroachment of construction personnel and equipment into any 
sensitive areas during project work. Animal exclusion fencing will be checked once per week by 
construction personnel; trained by a USFWS-approved biologist, to identify weaknesses and all 
compromised portions shall be repaired and/or replaced immediately. Animal exclusion fencing shall be 
removed once the construction is completed. 

Measure BIO-11: Environmental awareness training shall be conducted prior to the onset of project work 
for construction personnel to brief them on how to recognize CRLF and how to handle any encounters 
with CRLF in the work area.  

Measure BIO-12: Within 24 hours prior to the onset of vegetation removal, an approved and CRLF 
experienced biologist will survey the project area for CRLF. 

Measure BIO-13: If CRLF are found at any time during project work, construction shall stop and the 
USFWS shall be contacted immediately for further guidance. 

Measure BIO-14: Fueling and maintenance activities shall be a minimum of 100 feet from riparian or 
aquatic habitats. The project proponent will prepare a spill prevention and clean-up plan. 

Measure BIO-15: The project will administer BMPs to protect water quality and control erosion. 

Measure BIO-16: If a work site is to be temporarily dewatered by pumping, intakes shall be completely 
screened with wire mesh not larger than five millimeters. Water shall be released or pumped downstream 
at an appropriate rate to maintain downstream flows during construction. Ideally, the sediment fencing will 
tie into the outfall of the dewatering system at the ends of the project area to prevent a gap in the 
exclusion. 

Measure BIO-17: Upon completion of construction activities, any barriers to flow shall be removed in a 
manner that would allow flow to resume with the least disturbance to the substrate. 

Measure BIO-18: Construction of the Sutter Creek Bridge Replacement Project will be conducted during 
the low flow season as feasible. 
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES:  
Would the project:  

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a 
historical resource as defined in 
§15064.5?

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

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

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

a) Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  Based on the results of cultural studies
and consultation, the project would not cause substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in §15064.5.  A Historic Resources Property Survey Report
(HPSR), Archaeological Survey Report (ASR), Historic Resources Evaluation Report (HRER),
Historic Property Treatment Plan, and draft Finding of No Adverse Affect have been prepared for
this project. The Sutter Creek Bridge (Bridge No. 26-51, Sutter Creek Retaining Wall system, and
Sutter Creek Sewer System were previously determined not eligible for inclusion in the NRHP
within the APE.

The Sutter Creek Historic District (District) was previously determined eligible for listing in the
NRHP by consensus through the Section 106 process on February 28, 2002 (see Appendix C). In
addition, the District is listed in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) under
Criteria 1 and 3 and is considered a historical resource for the purpose of complying with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for this project.

Two commercial properties within the Area of Direct Impact, the Galino Building and attached
commercial structure, and the Oneto Brothers Garage, were previously determined eligible for
listing in the NRHP as contributors to the Sutter Creek Historic District by consensus through the
Section 106 process on February 28, 2002 (see Appendix C). In addition, they are listed in the
California Register of Historical Resources under Criteria 1 and 3 and are considered historical
resources for the purpose of complying with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for
this project.

One institutional property within the architectural Area of Direct Impact, the Sutter Creek
Auditorium/City Hall, was previously determined eligible for listing in the National Register of
Historic Places as an individual property and as a contributor to the Sutter Creek Historic District
by consensus through the Section 106 process on February 28, 2002 (see Appendix C). It is
individually eligible under Criterion A for its association with the government of Sutter Creek and
under Criterion C as a good example of a public building in the vernacular Mission Revival style.
It is considered a historic property for the purpose of complying with Section 106 for this
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undertaking. The period of significance is 1928 to the present. In addition, the property is listed in 
the California Register of Historical Resources under Criteria 1 and 3 and is considered a 
historical resource for the purpose of complying with the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) for this project. 

Nineteen additional commercial and residential properties within the Area of Direct Impact were 
determined eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places as contributors to the 
Sutter Creek Historic District in the HRER prepared for this undertaking in February 2015. In 
addition, they were determined eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources 
as contributors to the Sutter Creek Historic District and are considered historical resources for the 
purpose of complying with the California Environmental Quality Act for this project. The California 
State Historic Preservation Officer concurred with the determination of eligibility for these 
properties on May 19, 2015. 

With the implementation of the proposed conditions, including a Historic Property Treatment Plan 
for archaeological site CA-AMA-002 (P-03-00038) and an Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) 
(included in the Historic Property Treatment Plan) to protect adjacent contributing historic 
buildings, including second story balcony supports and a green stone sidewalk that is important to 
the City, none of these changes, either alone or collectively, will be substantial enough to have an 
adverse effect on the National Register of Historic Places eligibility of the historic district or any 
individual historic properties (details are included in the Historic Property Treatment Plan and 
ESA treatments). Rather, with the condition imposed, the historic properties will retain their 
integrity of location, design, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association, as well as their 
setting. As a result, they will still be able to convey their historic significance and remain eligible 
for the listing in the NRHP. Therefore, the proposed undertaking will not cause an adverse effect 
on the Sutter Creek Historic District (including the 21 contributing properties to the historic district 
located within the ADI), the Sutter Creek City Hall/Auditorium or the prehistoric habitation site, 
CA-AMA-002 (P-03-00038) [36 CFR 800.5(b)]. 

Although the replacement bridge would introduce a new feature into the setting of the historic 
district, the new bridge would replace an existing non-contributing feature. The design and 
materials of the new bridge are utilitarian in nature and are similar to the existing bridge features. 
Further, the design and materials of the proposed new bridge are compatible with the historic 
design features and materials of the surrounding historic district and are therefore consistent with 
the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation. The proposed design has been 
approved by the Downtown Commons Committee as meeting the local requirements regarding 
protection of the character of the surrounding historic district. The approach roadway 
improvements and sidewalk repairs are also consistent with existing features within the historic 
district and replace existing non-contributing features of the district within the public right-of-way. 
Greenstone rock inlaid portions of the sidewalk, which the City would like to retain, and the 
second-story balcony support posts of National Register-eligible buildings that are located within 
the sidewalk will be protected in place with ESA measures. Therefore, overall the project would 
not cause an adverse effect on the significance of the Sutter Creek Historic District in a manner 
that the district would no longer be eligible for the NRHP. 

Since there is a potential prehistoric habitation site, CA-AMA-002 (P-03-00038) in the project’s 
ADI, that may represent the Native American ethnographic village of Yulani, a Historic Property 
Treatment Plan has been developed to ensure that the property will not be adversely affected by 
the proposed construction. There is also the potential for unanticipated effects to buried intact 
deposits, features, or structural remains associated with the businesses and residences 
constructed during the late 1800s and early 1900s lie beneath the existing pavement. These 
resources have the potential to be affected during the proposed utility relocations, street 
improvements, bridge removal and construction, and sidewalk improvements along Main Street. 
Therefore, the HPTP addresses these potential archaeological resources as well. 
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With implementation of measures CUL-1 through CUL-7, the project would have less than 
significant impacts to cultural resources. 

b) Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  An archaeological field survey conducted
in June 24, 2010 did not identify any surface indications of historic or prehistoric archaeological
resources within the Archaeological Area of Potential Effects (APE).  The majority of the
Archaeological APE was paved, developed/landscaped. Potential sites were not observed.  It is
Caltrans policy to avoid cultural resources whenever possible. Further investigations may be
needed if the site[s] cannot be avoided by the project. If buried cultural materials are encountered
during future activities, it is Caltrans policy that work stop in the area until a qualified
archaeologist can evaluate the nature and significance of the find. Additional survey will be
required if the project changes to include areas not previously surveyed. The proposed project is
not anticipated to impact archaeological resources.  Native American groups were consulted
during preparation of the project’s Historic Property Survey Report (HPSR).  With measure CUL-
4, the impacts to resources would be avoided and minimized.

c) No Impact.  The proposed project is not anticipated to impact paleontological resources.  The
project area is urbanized and has been disturbed previously for the existing bridge and
surrounding development.  Bedrock at the project site is shallow and is not anticipated to yield
paleontological resources.

d) No Impact.  Disturbance to human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries
is not anticipated because the project site is already highly disturbed from existing roadways and
development.  Minimization Measure CUL-4 would further avoid affects on human remains if
discovered.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation is required; however, the following avoidance and/or minimization measures will be 
implemented to minimize potential impacts.   

CUL-1: Design of the railings, sidewalks, and seating furniture on the new bridge will be architecturally 
consistent with and sympathetic to the historic design elements of similar historic features in the proposed 
Sutter Creek Historic District. 

CUL-2:  Vibration and other work adjacent to the historic properties will be monitored and steps taken to 
reduce any harmful vibration that would potentially damage historic properties.  Construction contractors 
will be encouraged to establish their staging areas outside the historic district to avoid further disruption or 
damage to the district. Adjacent buildings will be protected from inadvertent physical damage by the use 
of fencing or other barriers. 

CUL-3:  The City of Sutter Creek will be kept informed of project schedules, any barriers, or other 
temporary improvements that may injure business or damage the historic district.   

CUL-4:  If human remains are discovered, State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 states that 
further disturbances and activities shall cease in any area or nearby area suspected to overlie remains, 
and the County Coroner contacted.  Pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 5097.98, if the 
remains are thought to be Native American, the coroner will notify the Native American Heritage 
Commission (NAHC) who will then notify the Most Likely Descendent (MLD).  At this time, the person who 
discovered the remains will contact Gary Jones, California Department of Transportation District 8, so that 
they may work with the MLD on the respectful treatment and disposition of the remains.  Further 
provisions of PRC 5097.98 are to be followed as applicable. 

CUL-5:  All designs and plans have been reviewed and approved by the Downtown Commons Committee 
to ensure that they are sympathetic to and in keeping with the historic character of the Historic District in 
accordance with Sutter Creek’s historic municipal ordinances and general plan. The Downtown Commons 
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Committee approved the plans on June 17, 2015 via e-mail. Any changes to the plans in the future will be 
re-reviewed by the Downtown Commons Committee, as applicable. 

CUL-6: Greenstone rock inlaid portions of the sidewalk, which the City would like to retain, and the 
second-story balcony support posts of National Register-eligible buildings that are located within the 
sidewalk will be protected in place with ESA measures. The measures are outlined in the ESA Action 
Plan that is contained in the Historic Property Treatment Plan. 

CUL-7: Vibration and other work adjacent to the historic properties will be monitored and steps taken to 
reduce harmful vibration that would potentially damage historic properties. This will include placing a 
vibration monitor on the Auditorium/City Hall building to identify the level of vibration caused by the 
adjacent construction and stopping construction if a construction monitor identifies any cracking to the 
foundation of the building, until the building can be inspected by a structural engineer to ensure that the 
damage caused to the building will not cause adverse damage to the structure. If adverse physical 
damage is caused to the adjacent building as a result of the construction activities, the building shall be 
stabilized using temporary shoring and the construction methods shall be re-assessed to determine a less 
damaging construction method before construction can re-commence. Any damage caused to the 
adjacent historic building shall be repaired at the contractor’s expense. The City of Sutter Creek will be 
kept informed of project schedules, any barriers, or other temporary improvements that may injure 
business or damage the historic district. The prehistoric habitation site, CA-AMA-002 (P-03-00038) shall 
be addressed in accordance with the measures outlined in the Historic Property Treatment Plan. 
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VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS:  Would the
project:  

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Expose people or structures to 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? 

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?  

iv) Landslides?

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?  

e) 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?  

a (i-iv)  Less Than Significant Impact.  The project site does not lie within or adjacent to an Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone (Hart and Bryant, 2007).  Active faulting has not been mapped as 
occurring across or adjacent to the project site (California Division of Mines and Geology 1994). 
No known late Quaternary faults pass near or trend directly toward the project site.  Surface 
rupture, due to faulting within the project site, is not anticipated to occur unless some unknown 
fault was to rupture.   

A seismic study was performed at the site to develop seismic design parameters for the proposed 
project.  The project site is located within an area of high seismicity with forty-one (41) faults 
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within a 63-mile radius.  The proposed project is designed in accordance with design and 
construction requirements of the Caltrans Highway Design Manual, Caltrans Design 
Specifications, and applicable seismic standards.  Structures would be designed according to 
recommended seismic values as defined by the California Building Code 2007 (CBC).  As a 
result, no significant exposure to strong seismic ground shaking or seismic-related ground failure, 
including liquefaction, and landslides, is anticipated.   

b) Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed project takes place largely at existing paved
areas, and would disturb roughly 3.33 acres (considering grading limits, road improvements, and
right-of-way).  Minor topsoils, consisting of the natural accumulation of trees, grasses, and weeds,
are anticipated at the project site.  Removal of the organic matter to a depth of 2- to 6- inches will
be required.  Clearing and grubbing operations would be performed in accordance with
recommendations presented in the Geotechnical Design Report (2010) and requirements
specified in the latest Caltrans Specifications, and as a result, there would be less than significant
impact.  Additionally, with Best Management Practices (BMPs) and erosion control measures
implemented under the NPDES permit (see minimization measures HYD-1 through HYD-23
under the Hydrology and Water Quality section), impacts would be minimized.

c) Less Than Significant Impact.  An evaluation of the site soils was performed to determine the
potential for liquefaction and lateral spreading at the site.  The liquefaction analysis showed that
there is a low chance of global liquefaction (liquefying of all the site soils) occurring at the site.
This is due to the lack of identified ground water in the upper soils, and medium dense to very
dense nature of the site granular soils, which are not typically susceptible to liquefaction.  Dry
dynamic settlement analysis was also performed.  The site is expected to experience low dry
dynamically induced settlements along the retaining walls.  Also, as discussed in a (i-iv), the
proposed project is designed in accordance with design and construction requirements of the
Caltrans Highway Design Manual, Caltrans Design Specifications, and applicable seismic
standards.  As a result, the project would have a significant potential to result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse.

d) No Impact.  Fill at the project site typically consists of loose to medium dense well-graded sand
with silt and poorly-graded sand with silt; medium dense poorly-graded sand with gravel; and
medium dense to dense silty sand.  Native soils typically consist of thickly bedded layers of dense
to very dense well-graded sand; very dense poorly-graded sand; medium dense to very dense
poorly-graded sand with silt; and dense to very dense well-graded sand with silt; and dense to
very dense silty sand.  These soils are non-expansive.

e) No Impact.  The proposed project does not propose septic tanks.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation is required.  
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VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS:
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

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? 

a & b) Less Than Significant Impact.  The project would not generate greenhouse gas emissions that 
may have a significant impact on the environment.  The proposed bridge would have the same 
number of lanes as the existing bridge and, as a result, the project would not impact long-term 
operational traffic.  There would be no difference between existing greenhouse gas emissions 
from traffic and traffic emissions resulting from the proposed project.   

While construction vehicles and equipment may emit greenhouse gases, this would be temporary 
and intermittent and as a result, is considered a less than significant impact.   

For comparison purposes, emissions were estimated using the Roadway Construction Emissions 
Model (Version 7.1.5.1, December 2013).  Emissions were estimated to be approximately 800 
metric tons of CO2 for the entire bridge project, which is anticipated to take 7 months to construct.  
While the Amador Air District currently has not established a greenhouse gas construction 
threshold, this number was compared to the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management 
District’s recommended threshold of significance for greenhouse gas construction emission, 
which is 1,100 metrics of CO2 per year.  The proposed project would result in CO2 emissions less 
than generally recommended thresholds.    

The project would implement the use of energy efficient lighting, such as LED traffic signals, if 
appropriate. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation is required; however, the following avoidance and/or minimization measures will be 
implemented to minimize potential impacts.   

CC-1: The project would incorporate the use of energy efficient lighting, such as LED traffic signals as 
appropriate.  
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VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS:  Would the project:  

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

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?  

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

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?  
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a) Less than Significant.  The proposed project is designed to accommodate current and future
traffic on the existing facility and is not anticipated to induce new additional transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials.

b) Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation.  Upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the environment would not be significant based on
background research of hazardous materials in the project vicinity and implementation of
precautionary measures.  A Hazardous Waste Initial Site Assessment (ISA) (October 2010) was
prepared for the proposed project.  The ISA evaluated the potential for hazardous materials or
petroleum hydrocarbons to exist within the study area, and was based on a governmental records
search, select agency interviews, aerial photograph and topographic map review and visual site
survey.  The following information is from the ISA.

Previous Studies 

A report entitled “Dual Phase Extraction Pilot Test Results Report for the Sierra Trading Post #10, 
121 Hanford Street, Sutter Creek, California”; dated January 25, 2010 was prepared by APEX 
Envirotech, Inc. This site is located approximately ¼-mile to the northwest from the study area. 
The report included some background on the property and indicated it was operated as a 
gasoline/diesel station (Jon’s Pit Stop, 1998) and that soil and groundwater contamination had 
occurred due to an unauthorized release of petroleum hydrocarbons. The Central Valley Regional 
Water Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB) case file was opened in 1998. Various site 
investigations/remediation had occurred from 1998 to the present, including the installation of 
several groundwater monitoring wells.  

A report entitled “Revised Final Preliminary Endangerment Assessment was prepared for the Old 
Eureka Mine and Salvage Yard, Sutter Creek, California” was prepared by Geocon, Inc., dated 
October 31, 2006. The Old Eureka Mine site is located approximately ¼-mile southeast of the 
study area. In summary the report described that the Old Eureka Mine operated as a gold mine 
circa 1850 to 1941, reopened in 1945 and finally ceased mining operations in 1953. The site was 
then used by a logging trucking company and finally as a salvage yard which continued 
operations until 2005. A Phase II investigation confirmed that there were hazardous 
materials/hazardous waste impacts to the site from past uses including elevated levels of arsenic, 
chromium and TPH as diesel and motor oil. This report indicated that a Remedial Action 
Workplan (RAW) would need to be prepared for this property to describe the site contamination, 
evaluate various remediation alternatives, select an alternative and provide an engineering plan 
for the selected alternative. 

A letter entitled “Concurrence with Closure for Amador Motors, 33 Main Street, Sutter Creek, 
Amador County”, prepared by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Valley 
Region (CVRWQCB), dated August 4, 1993, described that site contamination had occurred due 
to leaking underground fuel tanks.  The former Amador Motors property is situated within the 
study area and is bounded by Sutter Creek to the north, Main Street to the east, Badger Street to 
the south and residential properties to the west. Documents pertaining to this site indicated that 
the site contained one 1,000-gallon gasoline tank and two 550-gallon gasoline tanks, which were 
removed in 1992. At the time of the tank removals high concentrations of petroleum-contaminated 
soil were encountered and approximately 30 cubic yards of contaminated soil was removed from 
the site and taken to an approved disposal site. Additional soil surrounding the two 550-gallon 
tanks was not removed because removal of that soil would compromise existing thrust blocks for 
adjacent high-pressure water mains. However, several subsequent studies have indicated that 
the site has been remediated and that no further action at this site was required. 

A Voluntary Cleanup Agreement letter for the Knights Foundry property, located at 81 Eureka 
Street, Sutter Creek, California was prepared by the State of California Department of Toxic 
Substances Control (DTSC), dated April 5, 2008. This site is located on two parcels and situated 
approximately 500-feet northeast of the study area. The agreement indicated that the site 
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formerly operated as an iron foundry, machine shop and blacksmith shop from 1872 to 1996. 
Previous studies indicated the presence of elevated concentrations of arsenic, cadmium, lead, 
total petroleum hydrocarbons and polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons in the surface soils and 
lead dust inside several buildings. 

ISA 
For the ISA, a summary of the published lists of known hazardous substance sites was provided 
by Environmental Data Resources (EDR).  EDR reviewed standard federal, state, and local 
listings of known sites and identified 11 sites within 1 mile of the Subject Property.  

The Radius Report identified 3 properties located within or immediately adjacent to the study area 
which are presented on Table 3. The Radius Search identified 8 additional known sites within 1 
mile of the study area and they are presented on Table 4. 

Table 3 - Properties Within or Adjacent to Study Area 

ISA Property Location 
Listing 

Acronym 
Summary 

Release 
Information/ 

Cleanup 
Case Status 

Potter Home 
27 Main Street 

HIST UST 
Underground fuel 
tank(s). 

No violations 
reported. 

N/A 

City of Sutter Creek 
18 Main Street 

HIST Cortese, HIST 
UST 

Underground fuel 
tank(s). 

No violations 
reported. 

N/A 

Former Amador Motors (aka 
Foothill Motors) 
33 Main Street 

RCRA, FINDS, HIST 
Cortese, LUST, CA 
FID UST, SWEEPS 
UST, HAZNET 

Small quantity 
generator; 
Underground fuel 
tank(s). 

No current 
violations 
reported. 
Previous site 
contamination 
mitigated. 

Case Closed 

Table 4.  Properties within 1 Mile of Study Area 

ISA Property Location Listing 
Acronym 

Summary Release 
Information/ 

Cleanup 

Case Status 

Lincoln Mine Project 
7 Eureka Street 

WMUDS/SWAT Solid Waste 
generator. 

No violations 
reported. 

N/A 

Aldo Pinotti 
35 Spanish Street 

HIST UST Underground fuel 
tank(s). 

No violations 
reported. 

N/A 

Jack’s Chevron 
82 Main Street 

CA FID UST, HIST 
UST 

Underground fuel 
tank(s). 

No violations 
reported. 

N/A 

Main Street/Gopher Flat Road HIST UST Underground fuel 
tank(s). 

No violations 
reported. 

N/A 

John’s Pit Stop 
121 Hanford Street 

CA FID UST, HIST 
UST, HIST Cortese, 
LUST, SWEEPS UST, 
HAZNET 

Small quantity 
generator; 
Underground fuel 
tank(s). 

Case Open
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Nor-Cal Beverage Co., Inc. 
25 Gopher Flat Road 

HIST UST Underground fuel 
tank(s). 

No violations 
reported. 

N/A 

Knight Foundry 
81 Eureka Street 

VCP, Envirostor Former Foundry No violations 
reported. 

N/A 

Central Eureka Mine 
Old Ridge Road/Eureka Street 

HIST Cal-Sites, 
Cortese, DEED, VCP, 
RESPONSE, 
Envirostor 

Site contamination Site 
contamination 
requiring 
mitigation.  

Case Open 

The following Table 5 summarizes the findings of the ISA. 
Table 5.  ISA Summary Table 

Location Description of REC Evidence Found 

Description 
of 

Associated 
AUL 

Sutter Creek Bridge that will 
be demolished/altered due to 
planned construction activities. 

Potential for Asbestos Containing Materials (ACM). New uses of ACM were 
banned by the EPA in 1989. Revisions to regulations issued by the 
Occupational Safety & Health Administration (OSHA) on June 30, 1995, 
require that all thermal systems insulation, surfacing materials, and resilient 
flooring materials installed prior to 1981 be considered Presumed Asbestos 
Containing Materials (PAC) and treated accordingly. In order to rebut the 
designation as PAC, OSHA requires that these materials be surveyed, 
sampled, and assessed in accordance with 40 CFR 763 (Asbestos Hazard 
Emergency Response Act [AHERA]). ACM have also been documented in 
the rail shim sheet packing, bearing pads, support piers, and expansion joint 
material of bridges. 

None 
Found 

Sutter Creek Bridge that will 
be demolished/altered due to 
planned construction activities. 

Potential lead-based paint on painted portions of Sutter Creek Bridge 
structure over Sutter Creek. Structures constructed prior to 1978 are 
presumed to contain lead-based paint unless proven otherwise, although 
buildings constructed after 1978 may also contain lead-based paints.  

None 
Found 

Existing roadways within 
project boundaries including 
Main Street, Eureka Street 
and Church Street. 

Potential lead and heavy metals associated with pavement striping. 
Implementation of improvements may require the removal and disposal of 
yellow traffic stripe and pavement marking materials (paint, thermoplastic, 
permanent tape, and temporary tape). Yellow paints made prior to 1995 may 
exceed hazardous waste criteria under Title 22, California Code of 
Regulations, and require disposal in a Class I disposal site. 

None 
Found 

Exposed soil and/or rock fill 
in the project construction 
area. 

Potential elevated levels of arsenic or other contaminants in the exposed soil 
and/or rock fill from mine tailings that may have been dumped or used as fill 
within the project boundaries. 

None 
Found 

Various pole -mounted 
electrical transformers 
adjacent to the project 
boundaries. 

Potential PCB’s in pole-mounted electrical transformers. As of the date of 
this ISA, the existence and/or levels of PCB's associated with the pole- or 
pad-mounted electrical transformers, which may be encountered within the 
planned construction area, had not been determined. 

None 
Found 

Natural gas pipeline and 
various other pipelines 
located adjacent to, and 
within the project alignment. 

Potential explosive hazard associated with the natural gas pipeline and 
various other pipelines should construction activities extend into the pipeline 
easements. 

None 
Found 

Based on the governmental records search, select agency interviews, aerial photograph and 
topographic map review and visual site survey, the actions under Avoidance, Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures are recommended to verify the presence/extent of Recognized 
Environmental Conditions (REC) and evaluate the potential for remediation during the Plans, 
Specifications & Estimate (PS&E) phase of the Sutter Creek Bridge Replacement Project.  
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c) No Impact.  Currently, vehicles using Main Street may be transporting hazardous material or
waste, however, the proposed project would not expose to the public any greater risk since the
bridge is an existing facility.   The only school within ¼ mi of the project area is the Sutter Creek
Primary School at 110 Broad Street, Sutter Creek, CA.

d) No Impact.  The proposed project is not on a site included in the list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5, which is also known as the Cortese
List.  No sites in the Sutter Creek are on the Cortese List (EnviroStar 2015).

e & f)   No Impact.  The nearest airport or privately-owned airport or airstrip is the Amador County 
Airport, roughly 1 mi southeast of the project site.  As a bridge replacement, the project is not 
anticipated to result in a safety hazard.    

g) Less Than Significant Impact.  During construction, there would be no temporary substantial
effects to public services such as fire, police, or emergency medical response.  Planned lane
closures, an emergency detour plan, and an emergency notification plan would be used to
manage transportation movements at the construction area.

h) No Impact.  The project site is adjacent to commercial and residential land uses.  No proposed
project components are adjacent to, or within, wildlands.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

The following actions are recommended to verify the presence/extent of Recognized Environmental 
Conditions and evaluate the potential for remediation during the Plans, Specifications & Estimate (PS&E) 
phase of the Sutter Creek Bridge Replacement Project: 

HAZ-1:  Conduct asbestos surveys utilizing a certified consultant prior to any modification to or demolition 
of the Sutter Creek Bridge structure or other structures that may be altered or demolished to 
accommodate the planned construction.  

HAZ-2:  Conduct lead-based paint surveys utilizing a certified consultant prior to modifications/ demolition 
of the existing Sutter Creek Bridge structure, or other buildings or structures that may be altered or 
demolished to accommodate the planned construction. 

HAZ-3:  To avoid impacts from pavement striping during construction it is recommended that testing and 
removal requirements for yellow striping and pavement marking materials be performed in accordance 
with Caltrans Standard Special Provision 15-300 REMOVE TRAFFIC STRIPE AND PAVEMENT 
MARKINGS. 

HAZ-4: Perform a preliminary environmental screening for arsenic in areas of exposed soils within the 
project construction area to determine the possible presence and levels of arsenic from potential mine 
tailings that may have been dumped within the project boundaries or used as fill. This preliminary 
screening should consist of soil (and/or rock fill) sampling and laboratory analysis for potentially elevated 
levels of arsenic within the limits of proposed construction, and/or right-of-way acquisition. Screening 
levels for arsenic should conform to the State of California Cal-Modified Preliminary Remediation Goals 
(PRG’s) values. Should the preliminary screening encounter elevated levels of arsenic, a Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) should be performed. The Phase II ESA should consist of 
subsurface sampling and laboratory analysis and be of sufficient quantity to define the extent and 
concentration of arsenic within the areal extent and depths of planned construction activities. The Phase 
II ESA should also provide a Health and Safety Plan for worker safety and Work Plan for handling and 
disposing of contaminated soil. 
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HAZ-5:  Any leaking transformers observed during the course of the project should be considered a 
potential polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) hazard. A detailed inspection of individual electrical transformers 
was not conducted for this ISA. However, should leaks from electrical transformers (that will either remain 
within the construction limits or will require removal and/or relocation) be encountered during 
construction, the transformer fluid should be sampled and analyzed by qualified personnel for detectable 
levels of PCB's.  Should PCBs be detected, the transformer should be removed and disposed of in 
accordance with the appropriate regulatory agency.  Any stained soil encountered below electrical 
transformers with detectable levels of PCB's should also be handled and disposed of in accordance with 
the appropriate regulatory agency. 

HAZ-5:  As is the case for any project that proposes excavation, the potential exists for unknown 
hazardous contamination to be revealed during project construction (such as previously undetected 
petroleum hydrocarbon contamination from former underground storage tanks or potential explosive 
threat if a natural gas transmission pipeline is ruptured during construction). If known or previously 
unknown hazardous waste/material is encountered during construction, the procedures outlined in 
Appendix F (Caltrans Hazards Procedures for Construction) shall be followed. 
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IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY:
Would the project:  

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

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

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water
quality?  

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

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area
structures which would impede or redirect flood 
flows?  
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i) Expose people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding, 
including flooding as a result of the failure of a 
levee or dam?  

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow

a) Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.  No permanent impacts to water
quality are anticipated with the project.  Potential permanent impacts from transportation projects
typically result from increased storm water runoff and alterations to stream morphology and
hydraulics.  Stream morphology and hydraulics would undergo little change, as the only
difference in the channel would be the reduction of piers under the bridge.  Regarding storm
water runoff, the amount of impervious surfaces would be slightly less than the existing condition,
resulting in similar or lower rates of storm water runoff and no permanent or long-term negative
impacts on water quality.

While soil disturbance could temporarily discharge sediments and other materials into the creek
during construction, construction Best Management Practices (see measures WQ-1 through WQ-
17) would be implemented to avoid and minimize such impacts.  Conditions given by permits are
also anticipated to avoid or minimize temporary construction impacts to water quality.  As
described under IV. Biological Resources, the proposed project would obtain Section 401 and
Section 404 permits under the Clean Water Act, as well as a Section 102 Streambed Alteration
Agreement (Under the California Fish and Game Code) (see measures WQ-17 through WQ-22).

b) No Impact.  The project does not propose activities requiring permanent increases in
groundwater use because no buildings or new land uses are proposed.

c & e)   Less Than Significant Impact.  Drainage improvements by the proposed project would not alter 
the existing drainage pattern in a manner that would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or 
off-site.  Minor drainage improvements would take place at the approach roadways, including 
curb and gutter work.  Such features are minor and would connect with the city’s existing storm 
water system.  Because the project would have a similar amount of impervious surfaces, and 
because curb and gutters already exist at the project site, the project would not 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. 

d & h)   No Impact.  As discussed in the Location Hydraulic Study (2011) for this project, no impacts to 
the floodplain are anticipated.  The project would increase the floodway due to a lower volume of 
piers within the channel.  Specifically, the project improvements would reduce the bridge columns 
and the diameter of the piers will be smaller than the existing two piers combined.  The project 
would not impede or redirect flood flows.  With an increased floodway, Sutter Creek underneath 
the bridge would be able to convey the 100-year flood without overtopping the bridge.   

f) No Impact.  The only project features which may have impact on water quality are permanent
and temporary storm water flows.  These are addressed in answer “a” of this subsection.

g) No Impact.  The project does not propose housing.

i) No Impact.  The project would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury
or death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam.  The
project replaces an existing bridge, and the project would provide an increased floodway to
convey a 100-year flood.
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j) No Impact.  The proposed project is located 7 mi northeast of the nearest lake, Lake Amador.  It
is also roughly 100 mi northeast of the ocean.  As a result, the project site is not subject to seiche,
tsunami, or mudflow.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation is required; however, the following avoidance and/or minimization measures will be 
implemented to minimize potential impacts.   

HYD-1:  Work within the live channel of Sutter Creek would be limited to the period between April 15 and 
October 15 to avoid the rainy season. 

HYD-2:  Prior to work in or near Sutter Creek, coffer dams, culverts, and/or other temporary water 
diversion features will be installed to reduce sedimentation during construction; diverted or impounded 
water will not be discharged into the stream prior to treatment to remove sediment. 

HYD-3:  Land disturbing activities and the installation of erosion and sedimentation control practices shall 
be coordinated to reduce on-site erosion and off-site sedimentation.  These measures may include 
mulches (above the mean high water line only), soil binders and erosion control blankets, silt fencing, 
fiber rolls, sediment desilting basins, sediment traps, and check dams. 

HYD-4:  Existing vegetation shall be protected where feasible to provide an effective form of erosion and 
sediment control, as well as watershed protection, landscape beatification, dust and pollution control, 
noise reduction, and shade.  Vegetation shall be preserved using methods such as implementation of 
year-round temporary fencing prior to clearing and grubbing operations or other soil-disturbing activities in 
areas where no construction activity is planned. 

HYD-5:  The area of construction and disturbance would be limited to as small an area as feasible. 

HYD-6:  Loose bulk materials may be applied to the soil surface as a temporary cover to protect bare 
soils from rainfall impact, increase infiltration, and reduce runoff and erosion. 

HYD-7:  Stabilizing material, such as water, shall be applied to the soil surface to prevent the movement 
of dust at the Project site due to traffic, wind, and grading activities. 

HYD-8:  All areas shall be restored to pre-construction contours and revegetated with native species.  
Hydroseeding would be implemented as a temporary measure, if feasible. 

HYD-9:  Provide berms along the tops of slopes to prevent water from running uncontrolled down the 
slopes. 

HYD-10:  Collect the water in these berms and take it down the slopes in an erosion-proof drainage 
system.  Sediment that is collected within these berms would be allowed to "settle out" and would be 
removed from the site. 

HYD-11:  Provide energy dissipaters and erosion control pads at the bottom of slope drains.  Other flow 
conveyance control mechanisms may include earth dikes, swales, or ditches.  Stream bank stabilization 
measures should also be implemented. 

HYD-12:  All construction related materials would be hauled off-site after completion of construction. 

HYD-13:  All erosion control measures and storm water control measures would be properly maintained 
until the site has returned to a pre-construction state. 



Page 44 of 60 
October 2015 

HYD-14:  All construction roadway areas would be properly protected to prevent excess erosion, 
sedimentation, and water pollution. 

HYD-15:  All vehicle and equipment maintenance procedures would be conducted off-site.  In the event of 
an emergency, maintenance would occur away from the stream channel. 

HYD-16:  All concrete curing activities would be conducted to minimize spray drift and prevent curing 
compounds from entering the waterway directly or indirectly. 

HYD-17:  All construction materials, vehicles, stockpiles, and staging areas would be situated outside of 
the stream channel as feasible.  All stockpiles would be covered, as feasible. 

HYD-18:  The water pollution control plan shall include measures to avoid creating contaminants, 
minimize the release of contaminants, and water quality control measures to minimize contaminants from 
entering surface water or percolating into the ground. 

HYD-19:  The water quality control measures shall address both construction and operation periods. 

HYD-20:  Fluvial erosion and water pollution related to construction is controlled by a construction water 
pollution control program, which shall be filed with the appropriate agency and kept current throughout 
any site development phase. 

HYD-21:  The water pollution control program shall include best management practices as appropriate, 
given the specific circumstances of the site and/or project. 

HYD-22:  The RWQCB may request to comment and approve the Water Pollution Control Plan. 

HYD-23:  A spill prevention and countermeasure plan would be incorporated into the Water Pollution 
Control Plan. 
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X. LAND USE AND PLANNING:  Would the 
project: 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Physically divide an established
community?  

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, or zoning ordinance) 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect?  

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community 
conservation plan?  

a) Less Than Significant Impact.  As the replacement of an existing bridge, the project would not
physically divide an established community.  During construction, disruption of the downtown
area would be minimized through staging.  Automobile and pedestrian traffic through Main Street
would be maintained by having one side of the bridge open.

b) No Impact.  Applicable land use plans, policies, or regulations include the City of Sutter Creek
General Plan (2009) and the Amador County Transportation Commission Regional
Transportation Plan).  The project is listed under the Highway Bridge Program as Project ID 3359,
“BRIDGE NO. 26C0051, Main Street OVER Sutter Creek, in City of Sutter Creek.  Replace
existing 2 lane bridge with a new 2 lane bridge.”

c) No Impact.  As also discussed under IV. Biological Resources, the project area is not within a
habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

No avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures are proposed. 
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XI. MINERAL RESOURCES:  Would the
project:  

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

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?  

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?  

a & b)   No Impact.  The project does not change land uses at the site.  While mineral resources do exist 
in the City of Sutter Creek, no known mineral resources are at the project site. Further, the bridge 
is an existing feature surrounded by commercial development. 

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation is required. 
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XII. NOISE:  Would the project result in: Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

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?  

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?  

a, c)   Less Than Significant Impact.  The project is not a Type 1 project as defined in 23 Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 772.5(h) because it does not significantly change the horizontal 
or vertical alignment of the existing highway and does not increase the number of through-traffic 
lanes.  Because the project would not increase traffic capacity, it is not anticipated to increase 
traffic noise in the long-run.  Potential project noise impacts are therefore limited to construction 
noise.   

b) Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.  Without mitigation measures,
demolition of the bridge and excavation of the channel for bridge piles could potentially result in
substantial ground borne vibration or noise levels.  Because the bridge is within the Sutter Creek
Historic District and is adjacent to historic buildings, the State Historic Preservation Officer
requested that “vibration and other work adjacent to the historic properties [will] be monitored and
steps taken to reduce any harmful vibration that would potentially damage historic properties” to
prevent adverse effect on such properties.  As a mitigation measure, the project will incorporate
vibration monitoring during construction as described in measure NOI-4.
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d) Less Than Significant Impact.  During construction of the project, noise from construction
activities may intermittently dominate the noise environment in the immediate area of
construction.  The project would comply with the Caltrans Standard Specifications Section 7-
1.01I, “Sound Control Requirements,” which states that noise levels generated during
construction shall comply with applicable local, state, and federal regulations, and that all
equipment shall be fitted with adequate mufflers according to the manufacturers’ specifications.

Generally, noise levels at construction sites can vary from 55 dBA to a maximum of nearly 96 
dBA when heavy equipment is used. Construction noise of this project would be intermittent, and 
noise levels would vary depending on the type of construction activity.  For this project, lowest 
construction equipment-related noise levels would be 55 dBA at a distance of 50 ft for sound from 
a pick-up truck.  Highest noise levels would be up to 90 dBA (at a distance of 50 ft) for a hoe ram 
and a concrete saw.  A jackhammer, which would be up to 85 dBA at a distance of 50 ft, would 
also be used.   

No adverse noise impacts from construction are anticipated because construction would be 
conducted in accordance with Caltrans Standard Specifications Section 14-8.02 and applicable 
local noise standards.  Construction noise would be short-term and intermittent.  Construction is 
expected to take approximately seven months.  Further, implementing measures NOI-1 through 
NOI-4 would minimize the temporary noise impacts from construction. 

e & f)   No Impact.  The nearest airport or privately-owned airport or airstrip is the Amador County 
Airport, roughly 1 mi southeast of the project site.   Because the project does not add capacity 
and would not increase traffic, as also discussed in answer “a, c” above, the project is not 
anticipated to expose people residing or working in the area to excessive noise.   
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Figure 7.  Noise Levels of Common Activities 
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Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Abatement Measures 

No mitigation is required; however, the following standard specifications, avoidance and/or minimization 
measures will be implemented to minimize potential impacts.   

NOI-1:  The Contractor shall follow Caltrans Section 14-8.02 of the Standard Specifications.  As such: 

o The noise level from the Contractor’s operations, between the hours of 9:00 p.m. and
6:00 a.m., shall not exceed 86 dBA at a distance of 50 feet.  This requirement shall not
relieve the Contractor from responsibility for complying with local ordinances regulating
noise level.

o Internal combustion engines would be equipped with the manufacturer-recommended
muffler.  Internal combustion engines on the job site would not be operated without the
appropriate muffler.

NOI-2:  As directed by the City of Sutter Creek, the contractor shall implement appropriate additional 
noise mitigation measures, including (but not limited to) changing the location of stationary construction 
equipment, turning off idling equipment, rescheduling construction activity, notifying adjacent residents in 
advance of construction work, and installing acoustic barriers around stationary construction noise 
sources. 

NOI-3:  The Contractor shall follow Section 10.50.120—“Building and construction noise limitations,” as 
stated in the Sutter Creek Municipal Code:  

o It is unlawful for any person within a residential zone, or within a radius of five hundred
feet therefrom, to operate equipment or perform any outside construction or repair work
on buildings, structures or projects or to operate any pile driver, power shovel, pneumatic
hammer, derrick, power hoist or any other construction-type device, between the hours of
seven p.m. of one day and seven a.m. of the next day, in such a manner that a
reasonable person of normal sensitiveness residing in the area is caused discomfort or
annoyance unless, beforehand, a permit therefor has been duly obtained form the
planning commission.  No permit shall be required to perform emergency work as defined
in Section 10.50.020 of this chapter.

NOI-4:  Vibration and other work adjacent to the historic properties will be monitored and steps taken to 
reduce any harmful vibration that would potentially damage historic properties. 
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XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING:
Would the project:  

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

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?  

a) No Impact.  The project replaces an existing bridge with a new bridge.  The proposed project
does not add accessibility to new areas and therefore is not anticipated to induce population
growth.

b & c) No Impact.  The proposed project would not displace substantial numbers of existing housing, 
nor would it displace substantial numbers of people.  Right-way-needs are not anticipated to affect 
neighboring commercial properties, and would not permanently displace housing, businesses, or people.  
Since any acquisitions would be minor and no relocations or acquisition of existing homes would occur, 
right-of-way acquisition from the project would have less than significant effect.  

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

No avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures are proposed. 
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XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES: Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

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:  

I) Fire protection?

II) Police protection?

III) Schools?

IV) Parks?

V) Other public facilities?

a (i-ii, v) Less Than Significant Impact.  No existing fire and police protection or parks are located within 
the project site.  

During construction, there would be no temporary substantial effects to public services such as 
fire, police, or emergency medical response.  Planned lane closures, an emergency detour plan, 
and an emergency notification plan would be used to manage transportation movements at the 
construction area. 

Since the project would include right-of-way coordination and management of transportation 
movements during construction (see measure PS-2), the project would have less than significant 
impact on public services.   

a (iii-iv) No Impact.  There are no schools or parks within the proposed project area.  While Minnie Provis 
Park is just 200 feet east of the project site, the bridge replacement would not prevent access to it 
or cause disruption of park activities.  No mitigation measures would be required.   

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

The following measures will be implemented to minimize potential impacts on public facilities (PS-2 is also 
repeated as TRA-1 in the traffic section): 

PS-1:  Upon completion of the environmental document phase, acquisition efforts would be performed in 
accordance with the appropriate State and Federal regulations, as well as local policies. 

PS-2:  Temporary impacts to traffic flow as a result of construction activities would be minimized through 
construction phasing and signage.  Planned lane closures, an emergency detour plan, and an emergency 
notification plan would be used to manage transportation movements at the construction area.    
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XV. RECREATION: Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

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? 

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? 

a & b) No Impact.  No community, regional, or other recreational facilities are within the proposed 
project area.  The nearest park is Minnie Provis Park, which is roughly 200 feet east of the 
proposed project limits.  As a replacement of an existing bridge, the proposed project would not 
lead to increased use of the park, and it also would not lead to induced growth or needed 
additional recreational facilities.   

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation is required.   
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XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC:  Would the
project: 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 
with Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

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 and 
relevant components of the circulation system, 
including but not limited to intersections, streets, 
highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle 
paths, and mass transit? 

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion
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? 

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? 

a) No Impact.  The proposed project is programmed under the Local Bridge lump sum grouping in
the FSTIP.  It is HBP-ID 3359 with the project description:  BRIDGE NO. 26C0051, Main Street
OVER Sutter Creek, in City of Sutter Creek.  Replace existing 2 lane bridge with a new 2 lane
bridge.

b) Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed project would not change the traffic capacity over
the bridge, therefore no permanent long-term effects to traffic would result.  Short-term,
temporary impacts would be minor delays during construction.  Such delays would be minimized
through traffic control, construction staging, and signage.  Measure TRA-1 would be implemented
to minimize traffic delays during construction.

c) No Impact.  The bridge will be low-lying, similar to the existing bridge, and would not result in
airport obstructions.  As a replacement of an existing bridge, it would have no effect on air traffic
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patterns and would not result in safety risks regarding the Amador County Airport, which is 1 mi to 
the southeast.   

d) No Impact.  Design features would comply with Caltrans and City standards or would be
approved, as appropriate, as non-standard features.

e) Less Than Significant Impact.  During construction, an emergency detour plan would be used
to manage transportation movements at the construction area.

f) Less Than Significant Impact.  The project would not conflict with adopted policies, plans or
programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the
performance or safety of such facilities.

Public transportation at the project area consists of routes handled by Amador Regional Transit System.   
Three routes run within the project area, through Main Street.  The bus lines would not be permanently 
affected.  Construction activities may result in temporary delays and obstacles because traffic would need 
to be slowed, stopped, or detoured.  Bus lines at the project area would be accommodated for with traffic 
control.  The impact would not be substantial due to its temporary nature.  Traffic control would be 
implemented to minimize temporary/construction impacts. 

No bicycle lanes currently exist, or are planned to be, along Main Street.   

Currently, sidewalks at the project site are not compliant with the ADA.  Pedestrian features, 
including sidewalks with grades and curb ramps at intersections that satisfy Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements, are included in the project.  These features would be along 
at least one side of all local streets throughout the project limits.  All quadrants surrounding the 
intersection would be accessible by pedestrians.   

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation is required; however, the following standard avoidance and/or minimization measures will 
be implemented to minimize potential impacts.   

TRA-1:  Temporary impacts to traffic flow as a result of construction activities would be minimized through 
construction phasing and signage.  Planned lane closures, an emergency detour plan, and an emergency 
notification plan would be used to manage transportation movements at the construction area.    
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XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE
SYSTEMS:  Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

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? 

c) 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 effects? 

d) Have sufficient water supplies available
to serve the project from existing 
entitlements and resources, or are new or 
expanded entitlements needed? 

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

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

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

a) No Impact.  As a transportation project, no wastewater would result from the facility.

b) No Impact.  As a transportation project, no new water or wastewater treatment facilities, or
expansion of existing facilities would be required.

c) Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project includes storm water drainage
improvements along Main Street.  Drainage improvements would connect with the City’s existing
drainage system.  Construction of these improvements take place within the existing Main Street
and would not require a new or substantial expansion of drainage facilities.
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d) No Impact.  As a bridge replacement, the project does not require additional water supplies.  No
impact to existing entitlements would result.

e) No Impact.  As a transportation project, no impacts from, or to, wastewater treatment services
would result.

f) Less Than Significant Impact.  As a transportation project, the project would not generate
substantial solid waste during operation.  Some litter may occur on the roadway, but this is not
anticipated to be more than that is currently generated.  During construction, solid waste may be
generated from modification of sidewalks and currently paved portions, however, the amount is
not expected to exceed landfill capacities.

g) No Impact.  The proposed project would comply with federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

No avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures are necessary. 
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XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE 

Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 
Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

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)? 

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

a) Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.  Measures BIO-9 through BIO-18
would be implemented to avoid impacts to California red-legged frog, and with implementation of
Measures CUL-1 through CUL-3, no adverse effect on historic resources would result.

b) No Impact.  Since the project replaces an existing bridge, it does not have cumulatively
considerable impacts when viewed in connection with the effects of past

c) Less Than Significant Impact.  No substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly, are anticipated.  Construction noise would be minimized through timing restrictions.
Traffic control would be implemented to manage traffic movements and allow for emergency
vehicles as needed.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation is required.   
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Appendix A   
Avoidance, Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation/Mitigation, Monitoring, and 
Reporting Program



 



Resource Avoidance, Minimization, or Mitigation Measure Responsible Party 
Implementation 
During: 

Aesthetics AES-1:  Design of the railings, sidewalks, and seating furniture on the new 
bridge will be architecturally consistent with and sympathetic to the historic 
design elements of similar historic features in the proposed Sutter Creek 
Historic District. 

City Final Design

Air Quality AQ-1:  Route and schedule construction traffic to avoid peak travel times 
as much as possible, to reduce congestion and related air quality impacts 
caused by idling vehicles along local roads.  

AQ-2:  The construction contractor shall comply with Caltrans’ Standard 
Specifications Section 14-9 Air Quality.  

AQ-3:  Amador County Air Pollution Control District’s Rule 218-Fugitive 
Dust Emissions would be followed.  The general requirements of Rule 218 
are: 

No person may cause, allow or permit fugitive dust emissions without first 
implementing good housekeeping and/or work practices that reduce and 
control the emissions to the atmosphere below 20% opacity or equivalent 
Ringlemann, as stated in Rule 202, Visible Emissions. Good 
housekeeping and/or work practices include but are not limited to the 
following:  

 Application of water and/or approved chemicals
to control emissions in the demolition of existing
buildings or structures, construction operations,
solid waste disposal operations, the grading of
roads and/or the clearing of land.

 Application of asphalt, water and/or approved
chemicals to road surfaces.

 Application of water and/or suitable chemicals
to material stockpiles and other surfaces that

City, Contractor Construction 



Resource Avoidance, Minimization, or Mitigation Measure Responsible Party 
Implementation 
During: 

may generate fugitive dust emissions.  

 Paving and/or re-paving roads.

 Maintenance of roadways in a clean condition
by washing with water or sweeping promptly.

 Covering or wetting material stockpiles and
open-bodied trucks, trailers, or other vehicles
transporting materials that may generate
fugitive dust emissions when in motion.

 Installation and use of paved entry aprons or
other effective cleaning techniques to remove
dirt accumulating on a vehicle's wheels on haul
or access roads to prevent tracking onto paved
roadways.

 For process equipment, the installation and use
of hoods, fans, and filters to enclose, collect,
and clean the emissions prior to venting.

 Ceasing operations until fugitive emissions can
be reduced and controlled.

 Using vegetation and other barriers to contain
and to reduce fugitive emissions.

 Using vegetation for windbreaks.

 Instituting good housekeeping practices by
regularly removing piles of material that have
accumulated in work areas and/or are



Resource Avoidance, Minimization, or Mitigation Measure Responsible Party 
Implementation 
During: 

generated from equipment overflow.  

 Maintaining reasonable vehicle speeds while
driving on unpaved roads in order to minimize
fugitive dust emissions.

 Other precautions not specifically listed in this
rule but have been approved in writing by the
Air Pollution Control Officer prior to
implementation.



 

Resource Avoidance, Minimization, or Mitigation Measure Responsible Party 
Implementation 
During: 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Biological Resources 
(cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Biological Resources 
(cont’d) 

Measure BIO-1:  To reduce potential impacts to wildlife, construction will 
not take place at night, the likely time when wildlife utilized the Creek for 
migration purposes. 

Measure BIO-2: The project will obtain a Section 401 Water Quality 
Certification from the RWQCB. Conditions required by the Section 401 
Water Quality Certification will be fully adhered to during the planning and 
construction of the project. 

Measure BIO-3: The project will submit a Section 1602 SAA from CDFG. 
Conditions required by the Section 1602 SAA will be fully adhered to 
during the planning and construction of the chosen project alternative. 

Measure BIO-4: The project will submit a Section 404 Nationwide Permit 
14 from the ACOE. Conditions required by the Section 404 Nationwide 
Permit will be fully adhered to during the planning and construction of the 
chosen project alternative. 

Measure BIO-5: Temporary construction staging areas will be strategically 
placed to avoid and/or minimize impacts to the Sutter Creek and its 
associated habitats. Temporary and permanent construction impact areas 
shall be staked in order to contain construction activities within the project 
boundaries. These protected areas will be marked as Environmentally 
Sensitive Areas (ESAs) and either staked or fenced with orange snow 
fencing. ESAs will be delineated in coordination with a biologist familiar 
with sensitive areas in the BSA.  

Measure BIO-6: Vegetation clearing shall only occur within the delineated 
project boundaries. Trees located in areas along the edge of the 
construction zone should be trimmed wherever possible. Protected trees 
will be staked or fenced at a distance that ensures protection of the tree 
drip line. Trees and vegetation should be removed in the late fall through 
late winter months as possible. A biological monitor should be onsite 
during all tree trimming and tree removal.  

 

 

City, California 
Department of 
Transportation, and 
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Final Design and 
Construction 



 

Resource Avoidance, Minimization, or Mitigation Measure Responsible Party 
Implementation 
During: 

Measure BIO-6: Vegetation clearing shall only occur within the delineated 
project boundaries. Trees located in areas along the edge of the 
construction zone should be trimmed wherever possible. Protected trees 
will be staked or fenced at a distance that ensures protection of the tree 
drip line. Trees and vegetation should be removed in the late fall through 
late winter months as possible. A biological monitor should be onsite 
during all tree trimming and tree removal.  

Measure BIO-7: The Project site shall be re-vegetated to preconstruction 
conditions with species native to the region.  

Measure BIO-8: Removal of any trees, sensitive or unique vegetation 
protected by Sutter Creek Tree Ordinance (Chapter 13.24 Trees and 
Landscaping) and City of Sutter Creek Open space Element of the 
General Plan (Policy 3.19 Vegetation, Wildlife and Fisheries) shall be 
approved by the Sutter Creek City Council. All agreed upon measures to 
mitigate for tree removal shall be implemented.  

Measure BIO-9: First order of work will have all vegetation clipped to 
ground using hand equipment. The vegetation removal will be conducted 
with the presence of a USFWS-approved biologist who will monitor the 
area for the presence of CRLF.  

Measure BIO-10: Following removal of vegetation, the work area will be 
fenced with sediment fencing at the upstream and downstream limits of 
the project and away from the stream at least 100 feet or as appropriate. 
The fencing shall be buried a minimum of six inches into the ground. The 
project limits will be flagged and/or signed to prevent the encroachment of 
construction personnel and equipment into any sensitive areas during 
project work. Animal exclusion fencing will be checked once per week by 
construction personnel; trained by a USFWS-approved biologist, to identify 
weaknesses and all compromised portions shall be repaired and/or 
replaced immediately. Animal exclusion fencing shall be removed once the 
construction is completed. 

Measure BIO-11: Environmental awareness training shall be conducted 
prior to the onset of project work for construction personnel to brief them 

  



Resource Avoidance, Minimization, or Mitigation Measure Responsible Party 
Implementation 
During: 

on how to recognize CRLF and how to handle any encounters with CRLF 
in the work area.  

Measure BIO-12: Within 24 hours prior to the onset of vegetation removal, 
an approved and CRLF experienced biologist will survey the project area 
for CRLF. 

Measure BIO-13: If CRLF are found at any time during project work, 
construction shall stop and the USFWS shall be contacted immediately for 
further guidance. 

Measure BIO-14: Fueling and maintenance activities shall be a minimum 
of 100 feet from riparian or aquatic habitats. The project proponent will 
prepare a spill prevention and clean-up plan. 

Measure BIO-15: The project will administer BMPs to protect water quality 
and control erosion. 

Measure BIO-16: If a work site is to be temporarily dewatered by pumping, 
intakes shall be completely screened with wire mesh not larger than five 
millimeters. Water shall be released or pumped downstream at an 
appropriate rate to maintain downstream flows during construction. Ideally, 
the sediment fencing will tie into the outfall of the dewatering system at the 
ends of the project area to prevent a gap in the exclusion. 

Measure BIO-17: Upon completion of construction activities, any barriers 
to flow shall be removed in a manner that would allow flow to resume with 
the least disturbance to the substrate. 

Measure BIO-18: Construction of the Sutter Creek Bridge Replacement 
Project will be conducted during the low flow season as feasible. 
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Implementation 
During: 

Cultural Resources CUL-1: Design of the railings, sidewalks, and seating furniture on the new 
bridge will be architecturally consistent with and sympathetic to the historic 
design elements of similar historic features in the proposed Sutter Creek 
Historic District. 

CUL-2:  Vibration and other work adjacent to the historic properties will be 
monitored and steps taken to reduce any harmful vibration that would 
potentially damage historic properties.  Construction contractors will be 
encouraged to establish their staging areas outside the historic district to 
avoid further disruption or damage to the district. Adjacent buildings will be 
protected from inadvertent physical damage by the use of fencing or other 
barriers. 

CUL-3:  The City of Sutter Creek will be kept informed of project 
schedules, any barriers, or other temporary improvements that may injure 
business or damage the historic district.   

CUL-4:  If human remains are discovered, State Health and Safety Code 
Section 7050.5 states that further disturbances and activities shall cease in 
any area or nearby area suspected to overlie remains, and the County 
Coroner contacted.  Pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 
5097.98, if the remains are thought to be Native American, the coroner will 
notify the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) who will then 
notify the Most Likely Descendent (MLD).  At this time, the person who 
discovered the remains will contact Gary Jones, California Department of 
Transportation District 8, so that they may work with the MLD on the 
respectful treatment and disposition of the remains.  Further provisions of 
PRC 5097.98 are to be followed as applicable. 

CUL-5:  All designs and plans have been reviewed and approved by the 
Downtown Commons Committee to ensure that they are sympathetic to 
and in keeping with the historic character of the Historic District in 
accordance with Sutter Creek’s historic municipal ordinances and general 
plan. The Downtown Commons Committee approved the plans on June 
17, 2015 via e-mail. Any changes to the plans in the future will be re-
reviewed by the Downtown Commons Committee, as applicable. 

City, California 
Department of 
Transportation, and 
Construction Contractor 

Final Design, 
Construction 



Resource Avoidance, Minimization, or Mitigation Measure Responsible Party 
Implementation 
During: 

CUL-6: Greenstone rock inlaid portions of the sidewalk, which the City 
would like to retain, and the second-story balcony support posts of 
National Register-eligible buildings that are located within the sidewalk will 
be protected in place with ESA measures. The measures are outlined in 
the ESA Action Plan that is contained in the Historic Property Treatment 
Plan. 

CUL-7: Vibration and other work adjacent to the historic properties will be 
monitored and steps taken to reduce harmful vibration that would 
potentially damage historic properties. This will include placing a vibration 
monitor on the Auditorium/City Hall building to identify the level of vibration 
caused by the adjacent construction and stopping construction if a 
construction monitor identifies any cracking to the foundation of the 
building, until the building can be inspected by a structural engineer to 
ensure that the damage caused to the building will not cause adverse 
damage to the structure. If adverse physical damage is caused to the 
adjacent building as a result of the construction activities, the building shall 
be stabilized using temporary shoring and the construction methods shall 
be re-assessed to determine a less damaging construction method before 
construction can re-commence. Any damage caused to the adjacent 
historic building shall be repaired at the contractor’s expense. The City of 
Sutter Creek will be kept informed of project schedules, any barriers, or 
other temporary improvements that may injure business or damage the 
historic district. The prehistoric habitation site, CA-AMA-002 (P-03-00038) 
shall be addressed in accordance with the measures outlined in the 
Historic Property Treatment Plan. 

Greenhouse Gases CC-1: The project would incorporate the use of energy efficient lighting, 
such as LED traffic signals as appropriate.  

City, California 
Department of 
Transportation, and 
Construction Contractor 

Final Design 
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During: 

Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials 

HAZ-1:  Conduct asbestos surveys utilizing a certified consultant prior to 
any modification to or demolition of the Sutter Creek Bridge structure or 
other structures that may be altered or demolished to accommodate the 
planned construction.  

HAZ-2:  Conduct lead-based paint surveys utilizing a certified consultant 
prior to modifications/ demolition of the existing Sutter Creek Bridge 
structure, or other buildings or structures that may be altered or 
demolished to accommodate the planned construction. 

HAZ-3:  To avoid impacts from pavement striping during construction it is 
recommended that testing and removal requirements for yellow striping 
and pavement marking materials be performed in accordance with 
Caltrans Standard Special Provision 15-300 REMOVE TRAFFIC STRIPE 
AND PAVEMENT MARKINGS. 

HAZ-4: Perform a preliminary environmental screening for arsenic in areas 
of exposed soils within the project construction area to determine the 
possible presence and levels of arsenic from potential mine tailings that 
may have been dumped within the project boundaries or used as fill. This 
preliminary screening should consist of soil (and/or rock fill) sampling and 
laboratory analysis for potentially elevated levels of arsenic within the 
limits of proposed construction, and/or right-of-way acquisition. Screening 
levels for arsenic should conform to the State of California Cal-Modified 
Preliminary Remediation Goals (PRG’s) values. Should the preliminary 
screening encounter elevated levels of arsenic, a Phase II Environmental 
Site Assessment (ESA) should be performed. The Phase II ESA should 
consist of subsurface sampling and laboratory analysis and be of sufficient 
quantity to define the extent and concentration of arsenic within the areal 
extent and depths of planned construction activities. The Phase II ESA 
should also provide a Health and Safety Plan for worker safety and Work 
Plan for handling and disposing of contaminated soil. 

 HAZ-5:  Any leaking transformers observed during the course of the 
project should be considered a potential polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) 
hazard. A detailed inspection of individual electrical transformers was not 
conducted for this ISA. However, should leaks from electrical transformers 
(that will either remain within the construction limits or will require removal 

City, California 
Department of 
Transportation, and 
Construction Contractor 

Final Design, 
Prior to 
Construction, 
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Resource Avoidance, Minimization, or Mitigation Measure Responsible Party 
Implementation 
During: 

and/or relocation) be encountered during construction, the transformer 
fluid should be sampled and analyzed by qualified personnel for detectable 
levels of PCB's.  Should PCBs be detected, the transformer should be 
removed and disposed of in accordance with the appropriate regulatory 
agency.  Any stained soil encountered below electrical transformers with 
detectable levels of PCB's should also be handled and disposed of in 
accordance with the appropriate regulatory agency. 

HAZ-5:  As is the case for any project that proposes excavation, the 
potential exists for unknown hazardous contamination to be revealed 
during project construction (such as previously undetected petroleum 
hydrocarbon contamination from former underground storage tanks or 
potential explosive threat if a natural gas transmission pipeline is ruptured 
during construction). If known or previously unknown hazardous 
waste/material is encountered during construction, the procedures outlined 
in Appendix F (Caltrans Hazards Procedures for Construction) shall be 
followed. 

Hydrology and Water 
Quality 

HYD-1:  Work within the live channel of Sutter Creek would be limited to 
the period between April 15 and October 15 to avoid the rainy season. 

HYD-2:  Prior to work in or near Sutter Creek, coffer dams, culverts, and/or 
other temporary water diversion features will be installed to reduce 
sedimentation during construction; diverted or impounded water will not be 
discharged into the stream prior to treatment to remove sediment. 

HYD-3:  Land disturbing activities and the installation of erosion and 
sedimentation control practices shall be coordinated to reduce on-site 
erosion and off-site sedimentation.  These measures may include mulches 
(above the mean high water line only), soil binders and erosion control 
blankets, silt fencing, fiber rolls, sediment desilting basins, sediment traps, 
and check dams. 

HYD-4:  Existing vegetation shall be protected where feasible to provide 
an effective form of erosion and sediment control, as well as watershed 
protection, landscape beatification, dust and pollution control, noise 
reduction, and shade.  Vegetation shall be preserved using methods such 

Construction Contractor Construction 
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as implementation of year-round temporary fencing prior to clearing and 
grubbing operations or other soil-disturbing activities in areas where no 
construction activity is planned. 

HYD-5:  The area of construction and disturbance would be limited to as 
small an area as feasible. 

HYD-6:  Loose bulk materials may be applied to the soil surface as a 
temporary cover to protect bare soils from rainfall impact, increase 
infiltration, and reduce runoff and erosion. 

HYD-7:  Stabilizing material, such as water, shall be applied to the soil 
surface to prevent the movement of dust at the Project site due to traffic, 
wind, and grading activities. 

HYD-8:  All areas shall be restored to pre-construction contours and 
revegetated with native species.  Hydroseeding would be implemented as 
a temporary measure, if feasible. 

HYD-9:  Provide berms along the tops of slopes to prevent water from 
running uncontrolled down the slopes. 

HYD-10:  Collect the water in these berms and take it down the slopes in 
an erosion-proof drainage system.  Sediment that is collected within these 
berms would be allowed to "settle out" and would be removed from the 
site. 

HYD-11:  Provide energy dissipaters and erosion control pads at the 
bottom of slope drains.  Other flow conveyance control mechanisms may 
include earth dikes, swales, or ditches.  Stream bank stabilization 
measures should also be implemented. 

HYD-12:  All construction related materials would be hauled off-site after 
completion of construction. 

HYD-13:  All erosion control measures and storm water control measures 
would be properly maintained until the site has returned to a pre-
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construction state. 

HYD-14:  All construction roadway areas would be properly protected to 
prevent excess erosion, sedimentation, and water pollution. 

HYD-15:  All vehicle and equipment maintenance procedures would be 
conducted off-site.  In the event of an emergency, maintenance would 
occur away from the stream channel. 

HYD-16:  All concrete curing activities would be conducted to minimize 
spray drift and prevent curing compounds from entering the waterway 
directly or indirectly. 

HYD-17:  All construction materials, vehicles, stockpiles, and staging 
areas would be situated outside of the stream channel as feasible.  All 
stockpiles would be covered, as feasible. 

HYD-18:  The water pollution control plan shall include measures to avoid 
creating contaminants, minimize the release of contaminants, and water 
quality control measures to minimize contaminants from entering surface 
water or percolating into the ground. 

HYD-19:  The water quality control measures shall address both 
construction and operation periods. 

HYD-20:  Fluvial erosion and water pollution related to construction is 
controlled by a construction water pollution control program, which shall be 
filed with the appropriate agency and kept current throughout any site 
development phase. 

HYD-21:  The water pollution control program shall include best 
management practices as appropriate, given the specific circumstances of 
the site and/or project. 

HYD-22:  The RWQCB may request to comment and approve the Water 
Pollution Control Plan. 
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HYD-23:  A spill prevention and countermeasure plan would be 
incorporated into the Water Pollution Control Plan. 

Noise NOI-1:  The Contractor shall follow Caltrans Section 14-8.02 of the 
Standard Specifications.  As such: 

o The noise level from the Contractor’s operations, between
the hours of 9:00 p.m. and 6:00 a.m., shall not exceed 86
dBA at a distance of 50 feet.  This requirement shall not
relieve the Contractor from responsibility for complying
with local ordinances regulating noise level.

o Internal combustion engines would be equipped with the
manufacturer-recommended muffler.  Internal combustion
engines on the job site would not be operated without the
appropriate muffler.

NOI-2:  As directed by the City of Sutter Creek, the contractor shall 
implement appropriate additional noise mitigation measures, including (but 
not limited to) changing the location of stationary construction equipment, 
turning off idling equipment, rescheduling construction activity, notifying 
adjacent residents in advance of construction work, and installing acoustic 
barriers around stationary construction noise sources. 

NOI-3:  The Contractor shall follow Section 10.50.120—“Building and 
construction noise limitations,” as stated in the Sutter Creek Municipal 
Code:  

o It is unlawful for any person within a residential zone, or
within a radius of five hundred feet therefrom, to operate
equipment or perform any outside construction or repair
work on buildings, structures or projects or to operate any
pile driver, power shovel, pneumatic hammer, derrick,
power hoist or any other construction-type device,

City, Construction 
Contractor 

Construction 



Resource Avoidance, Minimization, or Mitigation Measure Responsible Party 
Implementation 
During: 

between the hours of seven p.m. of one day and seven 
a.m. of the next day, in such a manner that a reasonable 
person of normal sensitiveness residing in the area is 
caused discomfort or annoyance unless, beforehand, a 
permit therefor has been duly obtained form the planning 
commission.  No permit shall be required to perform 
emergency work as defined in Section 10.50.020 of this 
chapter. 

NOI-4:  Vibration and other work adjacent to the historic properties will be 
monitored and steps taken to reduce any harmful vibration that would 
potentially damage historic properties. 

Public Services PS-1:  Upon completion of the environmental document phase, acquisition 
efforts would be performed in accordance with the appropriate State and 
Federal regulations, as well as local policies. 

PS-2:  Temporary impacts to traffic flow as a result of construction 
activities would be minimized through construction phasing and signage, 
as described in the Traffic Control Plan.  Planned lane closures, an 
emergency detour plan, and an emergency notification plan would be used 
to manage transportation movements at the construction area.    

City, California 
Department of 
Transportation, and 
Construction Contractor 

Prior to 
Construction, 
Construction 

Transportation/Traffic TRA-1:  Temporary impacts to traffic flow as a result of construction 
activities would be minimized through construction phasing and signage.  
Planned lane closures, an emergency detour plan, and an emergency 
notification plan would be used to manage transportation movements at 
the construction area.    

City, California 
Department of 
Transportation, and 
Construction Contractor 

Final Design, 
Construction 



 

Appendix B   Responses to Public Comments 
(June 30, 2015—July 29, 2015) 



 

Comment 1:  Trevor Cleak, Environmental Scientist, Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(July 22, 2015)    

A 



 

B 

C 

D 



 

E 

F 

G 



 

 

Comment 1A:  Construction Storm Water General Permit 

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

Response 1A:  The Construction General Permit was included as a required permit in the Draft Initial 
Study and is included in the Final Initial Study.  Please see pages 8 and 32 of the Final Initial Study. 

H 



 

Comment 1B:  Phase I and II Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permits 

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

Response 1B:   

Response 1C:  Industrial Storm Water General Permit 

Storm water discharges associated with industrial sites must comply with the regulations contained in the 
Industrial Storm Water General Permit Order No. 2014-0057-DWQ. 

Response 1C:  Since the project is not an industrial site, the Industrial Storm Water General Permit Order 
No 2014-0057-DWQ was not added to the Final Initial Study. 

Comment 1D:  Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit 

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

Response 1D:  A Section 404 (Nationwide Permit 14) is anticipated for this project.  The Section 404 
permit was discussed on page 25 and measure BIO-4 of the Draft Initial Study.  It has also been added to 
page 9 of the Final Initial Study.  A Section 1602 permit from the California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife was also discussed in measure BIO-3.  The Section 1602 permit has also been added to page 9 
of the Final Initial Study. 

Comment 1E:  Clean Water Act Section 401 Permit – Water Quality Certification. 

If an USACOE permit (e.g., Non-Reporting Nationwide Permit, Nationwide Permit, Letter of Permission, 
Individual Permit, Regional General Permit, Programmatic General Permit), or any other federal permit 
(e.g., Section 9 from the United States Coast Guard), is required for this project due to the disturbance of 
waters of the United States (such as streams and wetlands), then a Water Quality Certification must be 
obtained from the Central Valley Water Board prior to initiation of project activities.  There are no waivers 
for 401 Water Quality Certification.   

Response 1E:  A Section 401 is anticipated for this project.  The Section 401 permit was discussed on 
page 25 and measure BIO-2 of the Draft Initial Study.  It has also been added to page 9 of the Final Initial 
Study.   

Comment 1F:  If USACOE determines that only non-jurisdictional waters of the State (i.e., “non-federal” 
waters of the State) are present in the proposed project area, the proposed project will require a Waste 
Discharge Requirement (WDR) permit to be issued by Central Valley Water Board.  Under the California 
Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, discharges to all waters of the State, including all wetlands and 
other waters of the State including, but not limited to, isolated wetlands, are subject to State regulation.   

Response 1F:  Thank you.  This comment is acknowledged. 

Comment 1G:  If the property will be used for commercial irrigated agricultural, the discharger will be 
required to obtain regulatory coverage under the Irrigated Lands Regulatory Program. 

Response 1G:  The property will not be used for commercial irrigated agriculture.   

Comment 1H:  If the proposed project includes construction dewatering and it is necessary to discharge 
groundwater to waters of the United States, the proposed project will require coverage under a National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit.   



 

Response 1H:  The project does not include construction dewatering and the project does not require 
discharge of groundwater to waters of the United States. 

 



 

Comment 2:  Scott Morgan, Director, State Clearinghouse (August 17, 2015)  

 
 



 

  

 
 



 

 
Response 2:  Thank you for your comments.  They have been included in the Final Initial Study.  The 
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board’s comments are included in the Final Initial Study. 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA – THE NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN, JR., Governor 

OFFICE OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION 
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION 
1725 23rd Street, Suite 100 
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-7100 
(916) 445-7000     Fax: (916) 445-7053 
calshpo@parks.ca.gov 
www.ohp.parks.ca.gov 

 

 

May 19, 2015 Reply To:  FHWA_2015_0410_001 
 
Julie Myrah, Branch Chief 
Caltrans District 10 Maintenance & Planning Services 
PO Box 2048 
Stockton, CA 95201  
 
Re:  Determinations of Eligibility for the Proposed Sutter Creek Bridge Replacement Project BRLS-
5215 (010) in Sutter Creek, Amador County, CA 
 
Dear Ms. Myrah: 
 
Thank you for consulting with me about the subject undertaking in accordance with the January 1, 
2014 First Amended Programmatic Agreement Among the Federal Highway Administration, the 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and the 
California Department of Transportation Regarding Compliance with Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act, as it Pertains to the Administration of the Federal-Aid Highway Program in 
California (PA).  
 
Caltrans has determined that the following properties are contributors to the Sutter Creek Historic 
District, a property previously determined eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP): 
 
• 50 Main Street 
• 44 Main Street 
• 40 Main Street 
• 38 Main Street 
• 36 Main Street 
• 34 Main Street 
• 32 Main Street 
• 30 Main Street 
• 28 Main Street 
• 14 Main Street 

• 59 Main Street 
• 53 Main Street 
• 51 Main Street 
• 47 Main Street 
• 43 Main Street 
• 37 Main Street 
• 5 Main Street 
• 7 Main Street 
• 6 Main Street 

 
Caltrans has also determined that the building located at 3 Main Street is not eligible for the NRHP 
either individually or as a contributor to the Sutter Creek Historic District.  
 
Based on my review of the submitted documentation I concur with the foregoing determinations. 
 
Thank you for considering historic properties during project planning.  If you have any questions, 
please contact Natalie Lindquist of my staff at (916) 445-7014 or email at 
natalie.lindquist@parks.ca.gov . 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Carol Roland-Nawi, Ph.D. 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

mailto:natalie.lindquist@parks.ca.gov




STATE OF CALIFORNIA-CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN Jr. Governor 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
DISTRICT 10 
P.O. Box 2048, STOCKTON, CA 95201 
(1976 E. DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. BLVD. 95205) 
PHONE (209) 948-7427 Serious drought 

Help save water! FAX (209) 948-7782 
TTY 711 
www.dot.ca.gov 

April 8, 2015 

Carol Roland-Nawi, Ph, D. 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Office of Historic Preservation 
1725 23rd Street, Suite 100 
Sacramento, CA 95816 

Attention: Cindy Woodward 

Subject: Historic Properties Survey Report (HPSR) for the proposed Sutter Creek Bridge 
Replacement Project BRLS-5215(010) in Sutter Creek, Amador County, California 

Dear Dr. Roland-Nawi: 

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) as assigned by the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHW A) is initiating consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO) for the above referenced project in accordance with the January 2014 First Amended 
Programmatic Agreement among the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation, and California State Historic Preservation Officer and the California 
Department ofTransportation Regarding Compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act as it pertains to the Administration of the Federal-Aid Highway Program in 
California (PA). Caltrans is transmitting this documentation as part of its NEP A assignment of 
federal responsibilities by the Federal Highway Administration (FHW A) pursuant to 23 USC 
327. We are consulting with you under Section 106 PA Stipulation VIII.C.6, which requires 
consultation with the SHPO regarding evaluation of identified properties 

Enclosed please find a Historic Property survey Report (HPSR) with attached Historical 
Resources Evaluation Report (HRER), Archaeological Survey Report (ASR). Under the PA, 
Caltrans is responsible for ensuring the adequacy of the Area of Potential Effects (APE) 
(Stipulation VIlLA) and identification efforts (Stipulation VIII.B). Caltrans is consulting with 
you at the present time under Stipulation VIII.C.6, which requires that we seek your concurrence 
on Caltrans' determinations of eligibility for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. 

In co~unction with Caltrans and the FHWA, Amador County (County) is proposing to replace 
the Sutter Creek Bridge (#26C0015) over Sutter Creek located on Main Street in the historic 
district of Sutter Creek. The project would replace the existing 1900/1906 three span 80-foot
long by 80-foot wide bridge with a 70 foot long by 79 foot 4 inch single span steel truss or a dual 
span concrete slab bridge depending on the outcome of the Location Hydraulic Study and Bridge 

"Provide a safo, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system 
to enhance California's economy and livability" 



Carol Roland-Nawi, Ph. D. 
April 8, 2015 
Page2 

Type Selection. For either option, a mid-creek pier may be included. Added pile footings may be 
placed behind, or new abutment walls may be placed in front of, the existing rock wall abutments 
for either bridge option. Rehabilitation of the approach roadways as well as curb, ramp, and 
sidewalk improvements for compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act would also be 
made for a distance of approximately 200 feet north and south of the bridge. 

Two Areas of Potential Effect (APE) maps were established for this undertaking, an 
Archaeological APE and a Historic District (Architectural) APE. Both APEs for this undertaking 
include the current County right-of-way, right-of-way acquisition, and construction easements 
for staging; however the Archaeological APE also contains an Area of Direct Impact (AD I). A 
full project description and depiction of the APEs can be found on pages 2 through 3, and on 
Figures 3 and 4 ofthe HPSR. 

Consultation and identification efforts for the proposed undertaking (summarized on pages 3 to 9 
of the IIPSR) resulted in the identification of: 

-Two resources previously determined eligible individually for the National Register ofHistoric 
Places (NRHP) within the APE: 

• Sutter Creek Historic District (SHPO, February 28, 2002; FHW A concurred 
March 18, 2002) (eligible under A and C; period of significance: mid 1850s to 
late 1920s) 

• 18 Main Street, Sutter Creek Auditorium/City Hall (SHPO, February 28, 2002; 
FHW A concurred March 18, 2002) (eligible under A and C) 

-Three resources previously determined eligible for the NRHP as contributing elements to the 
Sutter Creek Historic District within the APE: 

• 26 Main Street, Galino Building (SHPO, February 28, 2002; FHW A concurred 
March 18, 2002) 

• 18 Main Street, Sutter Creek Auditorium/City Hall (SHPO, February 28, 2002; 
FHW A concurred March 18, 2002) (in addition to being individually eligible 
under A and C) 

• 33 Main Street, Amador Motors (Oneto Brothers Garage) (SHPO, February 28, 
2002; FHW A concurred March 18, 2002) 

-Three resources previously determined not eligible for inclusion in the NRHP within the APE: 

• Sutter Creek Sewer System (SHPO, February 28, 2002; FHWA concurred March 
18, 2002) 

• Sutter Creek Bridge (Bridge No. 26-51) (SHPO, February 28, 2002; FHWA 
concurred March 18, 2002) 

• Sutter Creek Retaining Wall system (SHPO, February 28, 2002; FHWA 
concurred March 18, 2002) 

"Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system 
to enhance California's economy and livability" 



Carol Roland-Nawi, Ph. D. 
April 8, 2015 
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-Nineteen resources were identified within the APE which appear to be eligible for listing in the 
NRHP as contributors to the Sutter Creek Historic District in accordance with 36 CFR 
§800.4(c)(1). Pursuant to Stipulation VIII.C.5 of the PA, Caltrans is requesting your concurrence 
with the following eligibility determination: 

• 50 Main Street, Richards Building 
• 44 Main Street, Ratto Theatre 
• 40 Main Street, F. Coblentz & Bros. Store 
• 38 Main Street, David Nathan Store 
• 36 Main Street, Brinn's Brick Store/Malatesta Building 
• 34 Main Street, McHenry's Saloon 
• 32 Main Street, Sutter Creek Hotel 
• 30 Main Street, Lorenzo Cuneo Plumbing Shop 
• 28 Main Street, Sutter Creek Antiques 
• 14 Main Street, Sutter Creek Methodist Church 
• 59 Main Street, Werner Building 
• 53 Main Street, American Exchange Hotel 
• 51 Main Street, Morris and Siebe Drugstore 
• 47 Main Street, Masonic & Odd Fellows Hall 
• 43 Main Street, Boitano Residence 
• 3 7 Main Street, Hubbell Building 
• 5 Main Street, Tibbits-Campbell House 
• 7 Main Street, Mitchell-Potter House 
• 6 Main Street, Commercial Building 

· -One resource was identified within the APE which does not appear to be eligible for listing in 
the NRHP neither individually nor as a contributor to the Sutter Creek Historic District in 
accordance with 36 CFR §800.4(c)(1). Pursuant to Stipulation VIII.C.6 ofthe PA, Caltrans is 
requesting your concurrence with the following eligibility determination: 

• Tudor Revival single family residence, 3 Main Street 
This residence was constructed in 1932 and as such, falls outside of the district's period 
of significance (mid-1850s through late 1920s ). Further, most of the properties within the 
district are either commercial, institutional, or residences of the Mother Lode 
architectural style, not Tudor Revival, therefore it does not contribute to the overall 
character and feeling of the historic district. 

No other architectural or archaeological resources requiring evaluation were identified within the 
APE. 

"Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system 
to enhance California's economy and livability" 
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We look forward to your response regarding the eligibility of the 19 new contributors to the 
Sutter Creek Historic District and the one Tudor Revival single-family residence within 30 days 
ofyour receipt ofthis submittal, in accordance with Stipulation VIII.C.6 of the PA. 

Once we have concurrence on the eligibility of the above listed resources, Cal trans will apply the 
Criteria of Adverse Effect, and will continue consultation with the SHPO pursuant to Stipulation 
X of the PA. 

If you have any questions regarding this document, please contact Emilie Zelazo, Associate 
Environmental Planner (Archaeology), PQS Principal Investigator, Prehistoric Archaeology, at 
209-942-6141. 

Sincerely, 

JULIE MYRAH 
District 10 Maintenance & Planning Services Branch Chief 

c. Anmarie Medin, Caltrans Division of Environmental Analysis, Cultural Studies Office Chief 
Kelly Hobbs, Cal trans DEA, Section 106 Coordination Branch Chief 

"Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system 
to enhance California's economy and livability " 







 

 

Technical Studies Bound Separately 

 

Air Quality Report. 

 

Hazardous Waste Initial Site Assessment. 

 

Hydrology and Hydraulics Report. 

 

Natural Environment Study (Minimal Impacts).   

 

Screened Undertaking Memorandum 

 

Transportation Impact Analysis 
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