Chapter 4 Specific Responses to Public
Comments on the Partial
Recirculated Draft Environmental
Impact Report / Supplemental
Environmental Assessment

This chapter is organized as follows:

e 4.1 Public Agencies and Governments
e 4.2 Organizations

e 4.3 Individuals

e 4-4 Form Letters
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Chapter 4. Specific Responses to Public Comments on the Partial Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Supplemental Environmental Assessment

4.1 Public Agencies and Governments

One public/government agency, California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), submitted
comments in response to the Partial Recirculated Draft EIR/Supplemental EA. Comments
submitted by CDFW, as well as responses to those comments, are provided below.
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California Department of Fish and Game

State of California
Department of Fish and Game

Memorandum
Date: November 19, 2012

To: Ms. Katrina Pierce, Chief
California Department of Transportation
North Region Environmental Planning
703 B Street

Marysvilie, CA 95901 f
/W/éﬂwr— \]le

From:  NEIL MANJI, Regional Manager
Region 1 — Northern

Subject: Partial Recirculation of Draft Environmental Impact Report / Supplemental
Envircnmental Assessment (SCH # 2008082128) for the 197/199 Safe STAA Access
Project, Del Norte County

On September 20, 2012, the Department of Fish and Game (DFG) received a copy of
the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report/Supplemental Environmental
Assessment (RDEIR/SEA) for the proposed 197/199 Safe Surface Transportation
Assistance Act (STAA) Access Project (Project). The California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) is proposing to construct spot improvements on State Route
197 (SR 197) and U.S. Highway 199 (US 199) in Del Norte County to comply with
federal and state legislation and regional programs, plans, and policies to allow STAA
access.

The Project includes seven locations found in five previously identified and separately
proposed projects. Since the circulation of the RDEIR/SEA, two of the five original
projects (Washington Curve and The Narrows) were combined into one project. Two
project locations — Ruby 1 at Post Mile (PM) 4.5 and Ruby 2 at PM 3.2-4.0 — are located
on SR 197. The remaining two projects, with five spot locations, are located on US 199:
Washington Curve at PM 26.3-26.5, the Narmmrows at PM 22.7-23.0, and Patrick Creek
Narrows (PCN) in three locations: PCN1 at PM 20.5-20.7, PCN2 at PM 23.9-24.3, and
PCN2 at PM 25.55-25.65. Improvements at PCN2 include bridge replacement over the
Middle Fork of the Smith River.

As a trustee agency for the State’s fish and wildlife resources, DFG has jurisdiction over
the conservation, protection, and management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and the
habitat necessary to sustain their populations. As a responsible agency, DFG
administers the California Endangered Species Act and other provisions of the Fish and
Game Code that conserve the State's fish, wildlife, and plants. DFG provides the
following comments and Recommendations on this Project in its role as a trustee and

responsible agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (California Publlc
Resource Code §21000 ef seq.)
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California Department of Fish and Game

Mz, Katrina Piarce
Movember 19, 2082
Page 2 of 11

DFG's mast substantial concem i that the RDEIRVSEA does not clearty describe and |4
analyzre the magnitude and nature of the direct physical impacts 1o the emdronment
from the loss of mone than 1.2 acres of old growth and late-seral forest along US 188,
nor does it provide feasible and effective mitigation for significant impacts of project
activities on thasa forast habitats.

Recommendation 1. Based on information provided in this memorandum, DFG
recommaends Caltrans consider as significant, and provide appropriate mtigation for
the permanent removal or loss of: 1) late-seral 2nd old-growth upland Douglas-fir
forests, 2) riparian forests including red alder and bigleaf maple, and 3) wettands.

Additionally, the Tree Survey information in the text and iables of the RDEIRFSEA is 2
unclear and offers conflicting statements in numernous kocations reganding tree surveys,
numbers of rees affected andfor propozed for removal, and exdent of natural
communities impactad by project activites.

Becommendation 2. DFG recommends the discrepancies in the RDEIR/SEA be
rsolved as daschibad undar Tree Survays, below.

Late-seral Douglas-fir Forest: Significanty Rare, Unigue, and Important Halsdtat

The loss of late-seral Douglas-fir forest ks a significant impact for many reasons
including a dwindling old-growth forest community; limited reserves of late-seral and
old-growth Douglas-fir lonesis; the increasingly rare late-seral wildlife habitat elaments
on the landscape; and the cumukative long-term effects of loas of ecosystem inputs from)
these forests and large old trees,

[

Impacts of losing late-seral forests and lange old trees from the landscaps ane long-barm
and far reaching, and limit available habitat for old-growth dependent species for
decades or centuries. Impacts include both the iImmediate and the cumulative
sustained loss of old-growth wildiife habitats, and the associafed ecosystem inputs that
drive and sustain these old-growth forests.

'..ﬁ-.‘;l-:-Z:'.:. L WL G -I.l.'.'.=.' alaril Lt

Within the last 150 years, forests in Northern California have changed tremendously
from anthropogenic activities such as timber harvesting and road building. Compared Lo
pre-setiement, a much smaller proportion of the forest is old-growth, and remaining

odd-growth stands generafly occur on small and scattered parcals {Bolsinger and
Waddedl, 1993).

Oid-growth forests in the western stales, including Douglas-fir forests, have been
decreasing significantly in recent years (Bolsinger and Waddedl, 1983). The area with
forest in Califoria, Oregon, and Washington, including both redwood and
, has declined by two thirds within aboul 50 years, from 32.8 m#lion acres In
1833-1945 to 10.3 milon acras by 1992,
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California Department of Fish and Game

=, Katrina Piarce
Movember 19, 2012

Page 3 of 11

The RDEIRSSEA states removal of old-growth Douglas-fir was not considered a 3
significant impact because of the exdensisae range of the tree, and with more resarves
than redwood. While it is true Douglas-fir has a more ecdensive range than redwood,
the RDEIR/SEA provides no evidence 1o substantiate the claim of more remaining
resenves of old-growth Douglas-fir than redwood.

In fact, results of DFG CalVeg analyses for Del Morte County estimate tolal old-growth
Drouglas-fir at 1,599 acres, while iotal old-growth redwood is estimated at 41,833 acres
{Cﬂuq 2012). With regards to resenves in Del Nore County, DFG CalVeg analyaes

show protecied reserves of old-growth redwood are 13 mes more ecdensive than
protected reserves of Douglas-fir (6,328 acres vs. 446 acres, reapectively).

| | wildlife habital

Although removal of lale-seral trees and forests adjacent to US 199 iz generally inaar in
nafure, removal of forests in and adjacent to sensitive and important ripasan and
rivering habitats increases old-growth habitat fragmentation by widening the US 189
footprint through the corridor along the Middie Fork of the Smith River.

The importance of late-seral forest habitals are edensively documented in the avaitable
literature. They provide structure and critical breeding and foraging habitats thal ane not
found in young forests excepl as an occasional remnant feature of an clder forest.
Larga old trees and their wildlife structural components require centuries fo develop. In
the Coast Range approximately 175 1o 250 years are required to develop cld-growth
forests and reproduce the wildlife features associated with large old-growth irees
{Frankiin ot al., 1981).

Old-growth forests are significantly different from younger forests in species
composition, function, and structure, with differences relsted to several key structural
componants including: 1) live large old trees; 2) large snags; and 3) large logs on tand
and in streams (Franklin et al., 1881). These important old-growth structural
components ane related over time, typically going from component 1 to componant 3
over decades or cenfunies, Effects of removal of component 1 (a ive lange tree) is
magnified over ime as it includes a resultant concomitant loss of wildlife habdtat
components 2 and 3 — the snag and karge woody debris (LWD) atiributes of lale-seral
forests.

In kste-seral forests, numedous verebrates find optmum breading and foraging habitat
features, including cavities, basal hollows, karge limbs and broken tops, snags in varying
states of decay, and dead and down woody material (Thomas 190°8). Sensitive or
lesser-known verabrates requiring these old-growth habitat features for breeding or
foraging include Vaux's swift (Chasfurs vaim), pleated woodpacker (Dvycopus
pilealus). red tree voke (Arborimus pomo), northem fiying squirrel (Glaucomys sabrinus),
ringtail {Bassariscus astutuz), siver-hained bat (Lasionyctens noctivagans), long-aaned
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California Department of Fish and Game

Ms. Kafrina Pigncs
Mavembar 19, 2012
Page 4 of 11

Other species, including mycoheterotrophic plants and epiphytic lichens, also find 3
optimum habitals in old-growth forests. The RDEIRYSEA repors mycotrophs arne
common at Washington Curve,

On Page 2.3-3, the RDEIR/SEA considers removad of any large old redwood trees a
significant effect a8 they are .. .an ireplaceable resource because of their >
larga diamelar, haight, the amount of time il takes to achieve their size, the unique

micro-stosystam supported by their upper canopy habitat and less than & percent of
the orginal ‘old-growth’ forest remaing uncut.”

However, the same important attributes and conditions can be assigned o large old
Douglas-fir trees. For example, old-growth Douglas-fir may be an imeplaceable
rescurce due to: longevity of 350 to T50 years, diameters of 3 to 6 feet, typical heights
between 165 and 285 feal, providing large snags and LWD for wildlife more quickly
than redwond, and a long regeneration period. The removal and logs of imeplaceable
large old Dougias-fir trees and forest must also be considered a significant effect of the

Under "Effects on Natural Communities™ on Page 2.3-11 the RDEIR/SEA discusses and
acknowladges removal of mature trees is considered a parmanent long-lerm effect.
However, later on Page 2.3-23, the RDEIRISEA states “Adverse effects o native
speches composition in existing natural communiios as a result of this Project are
expected io be mincr and temporary,”

DFG concurs that removal of mature trees from the landscape
results in long-term and permanent effects 1o the natural community species
composition, and recommends Page 2.3-23 be revised to reflect the more accurate
information provided on RDEIRVSEA Page 2.3-11,

Significant effects of loss of forests and large old trees include the loss of ecosystem
sedvices such as long-lem carbon sequesiration. A disproportionately high percantage
of an old-growth forest's biomass and sequestered carbon (neardy hatf) can stam from
as few as 1% of the trees (Lutz et al., 2012). Large trees (> 3 feet dbh) sequester
carbon in plant Hesue, often for centuries, and forasts 200 years and older are
eslimated o saquester 8.8 1COxhaly on average (Luyssaer ot al., 2008).

Aong LS 185, the RDEIR/SEA identifies more than 1.2 acres of mature forest and

several large cld-growth Douglas-fir trees 1o 52 inches dbh that will be removed as a
result of the Project.
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California Department of Fish and Game

Mzs. Kaftrina Piarce
Movember 19, 2012
Paga 5of 11

Recommendation 4, DFG recommaends the Final DEIR/SEA disciose and provide an i
analysis for the Project’s contribution 1o greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from the
Project's remaval of mone than 1.2 acres of mature Dowglas-fir forest vegetation along
US 189, including an analysls of cumulative Impacts of GHG on climate change.

disturbance for the Downstream Bridge Replacement takes place directly
adjacent to and over the Middie Fork Smith River, whera US 199 i currently located.
This location is along the edge and transition zone between the river's aquatic habitat
and the adjacant ald-growth upland Douglas-fic forest,

The ArboristForester Report states approximately three-quarters of tha 120-acre PCN2
action area (that area affecled directly or indirectly by the Fedaral acton) is composed
of late-mature and old-growth coniferous forest with high canopy dosure (over 80
percent}, The remainder is primarily composed of early- and mid-mature coniferous
forest with high canopy chosune (over 80 parcent). A stand-replacing fire in the late
1990's destroyed approximately 20 percent of the conifercus forest within the action
ama, squally distributed amongst eardy-, mid-, and late-mature seval slages,

The RDEIR/SEA and the ArboristForester Repon describe the old-growth Dowglas-fir
stand on the east side of the northarm appeoach, including soma large old-growth trees
»36 inches dbh in the Project Area that would need to be removed. The overstory in
the Project Area also includes at least 14 mature Dowglas-fir trees 24 to 36 inches dbh
in addition o the old-growth trees. To the west of LIS 199 in the koeeation of the fire,
most of the larger trees have died inor after the fire.

An active northarn spotted owl activity center (the Dollar Bend pair) is located near
PCNZ. In 2010, the pair was detected within the PCNZ aclion area.  The pair's activity
center was estimated approximately 0.12 mi (830 feet) south of the aclion area. Project
acthvities at PON2 will result in loss of approx. 0.7 acre suitable northem spotted owl
nesting/roostingforaging habitat in Douglas-fir forest (USFWS, 2012),

Table 2.3.1-1 in the RDEIRSSEA documents 2,88 acres of Douglas-fir forest at PCHZ.
Tabde 2.3.1-5 shows an estimated 1.0 acre of mature Douglas-fir forest will be
mwm {removad) by Downstream Bridga Replacement Project activities
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California Department of Fish and Game

Mz, Katrina Piarce
Movernber 19, 2012

Page 6 of 11
Watlands and Riparian Forests

Ecological functions and the importance of limited wetland and riparian habitats are 3
endansively documented n the Blerature, California has experienced a substantial loss
of watland and fparsan habital in recent years, with Californla losing the largest
percentage (91 percent) of oniginal wellands (Dahl, 1980). it is the policy of the Fish
and Game Commission to ensura that proposed projects result in no net koss of wetland
or ripadan habital acreages or values, All habilats should be protecied by buffers or
ather Measures as necessany 1o prevent impacts to water quality, fish and widlife
resources, Conversion or permanent loss of these limited wetland and riparian forest
acreages, including red alder and bigleal maple forests, must be considered a
significant impact.

On SR 197, based on preferred akematives, Tables 2.3.1-2 through 2.3.1-3 show
pemanent impacts to 0.013 acres of waters/wetiands (Ruby 1 and Ruby 2), and
permanent impacts to 0.06 acres of red alder forest at Ruby 2.

Based on prefermed altermatives, Tables 2.3.1-4 through 2.3.1-8 show permansant
impacts to 0.041 acre of walersfweliands on US 199, The preferred allemative at
PCMNZ will result in permanant impacts 1o 0.01 acres of red alder forest and 0.01 acres

of bigheaf maple forest, and approxdmately 0.76 acres of temporary impacts to
wateraiwallands.

DFG recommends the Final DEIRFSEA identify and include
mifigation for the permanent koss of 0.054 acre of wetiand and 0.08 acre of riparian
habitats, inchuding red alder and bigleal maple forests. Mitigation for permanent losses
should result in “no net loss” of edther habitat; a typical mitigation raticn for the loss of
high-quality wetland or riparian habitat is 3:1.

Trea Surveys

The RDEIR/SEA on Page 2.3-9 states surveys were conducted Feb 23-25, 2009, yel in
subsaguant sections, the RDEIR/SEA states surveys were conducted February 22,
2009, and on additional unatated dales in Decamber 2011,

Recommendation 8, DFG recommends clarification in the RDEIR/SEA of the tree
survay dates and survey information including who conducted the surveys and on which
clates,

At PCH2 the RDEIRVSEA contains conflicting statements about the number of troes
proposed for removal, and iU's unciear exactly which frees may be removed, For
example: |

-f
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California Department of Fish and Game

Ms. Katrina Plerce
Movemnbear 19, 2042
Page T of 11

On Page 2.3-18, 4™ paragraph the RDEIRISEA states, “Tha 137 trees shown in !
Tabbe 2.3,1-10.., would bd removed under all three allematives.” However, thera ang !
171 trees shown in Table 2.3.1-10, and only 84 trees would be taken under tha
Dowmstream Bridge Replacemeant Altemative.

On Page 2.3-18, 5" paragraph, the RDEIR/SEA states an additional 29 trees (lotal 154)
would ba removed under the Downstream Bridge Allemative. Five lange old Douglas-fir
(Peeudolsuga menzioss) trees > 36 inches dbh would be impacted, including one 52-
inch dibh tree that would be removed; one 40-inch dbh tree with 20-30% of rool Zone
disturbed (“moderate” root effecta); ong 53-inch dbh tree with 10-20% root zone effects;
and two treas, 37-inch dbh and 51-inch dbh with no root effects. However, Table 2.3.1-
11 shows only 24 reas removed via this allemative. Tha RDEIRSSEA alzo states: "The
40-inch dbh Douglas-fir trea with modarale root effects may need to be removed.”

On Page 2.3-18, 6" paragraph: the RDEIR/SEA states an additional 16 trees (tatal 141)
would be removed under the Upstream Bridge Replacement Allamative, including a 42-
inch dbh and a 48-inch dbh Dougles-fir. However, Table 2.3.1-11 shows 13 rees
removed via this altemative, and include a 42-inch dbh and bwo 3B-inch dbh Douglas-fir
reas,

On Page 2.3-18, 7" paragraph, the RDEIRISEA states an additional 23 trees (total 148
trees) would be removed under the Upslope Retaining Wall Allemative, This includes
two large old-growth Douglas-firs (a 42-inch dbh and a 48-inch dbh), a 26-inch dbh
Douglas- fir and a 23-inch dbh bigleal maple (Acer macrophylium), Howewver, Tabla
2.3.9-11 shows five trees removed wia this alternative, and none of thosa in the text are
listed in the table,

Recommendation 7, DFG recommends the RDEIRVSEA clearly disclose all large old
treas that may be impacted through ground-disturbing activities [(both within and
adcant to the Project Area), and recommends clanfication of discrepancies within the
teod and between the texdt and Tables 2.3.1-10 and 2.3.1-11 regarding how many and
which lrees are proposed for removal.

Recommendation 8. DFG recommands Caltrans include an additional table in the B
RDEIR/SEA that shows all large old trees over 24 inches in dbh thal may be impacted

by ground disturbing activities both within and adjacent to the Project Area, including
species, dbh, and nature and level of potential impact

Reestablishment of Native Species Composition In Existing Natural Communities |

Reestablishing the natural community species composition (i.e., late-seral forests) in
locations like the Project sites on US 198 where steep, rocky or nutrient-poor solls
prevail is difficult at bast. For long-term mamntenance of essential characteristics of old-
growth foresis, management must focus on key faatures associated with these forests,
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California Department of Fish and Game

Mz, Kafrina Pisrca
Novermber 19, 2042
Page 8 of 11

beginning with live large trees, large snags, and LWD. Retention of remaining large old
trees, and recruitment of new lange old trees and habitst elements i required if old-
growih wildlife features and values are 1o be retained in future years.

Section 2.3.1.3: Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

This Project has the potential to permanently remove a number of old-growth redwood
stumps and large conifer rees during construction, including more than 1.2 acres of
Douglas-fir forest.

The theee years of mitigation and moniorng currently proposed for Matural
Communities does not adequately compensate for the long-term permanant loss of
large old-growth treas and forest habitat. If imited |ate-seral wildlife features and valuss
are o be retained b future years, retention and recruitmeant of okd-growth trees and
forests is requirad.

Becommendation 8. DFG recommends Calirans provide in the Final DEIRFSEA
approprate mitigation for the long-lerm and permanent losses associated with late-seral
forests including more than 1.2 scres of lerge ald Douglas-fir forest, and that Calirans
consult with DFG before construction begins to assess salvage options for karge trees
and stumps,

Recommendation 10, In addition, DFG recommends the final EIRVEA provide a
timaling for mitigation activities that providas for implementation concurrenily with the
Project and within 2 years of its complation. Mitigation maasures must be fully
enforceable through permit conditions; agreements, or ather legally binding nstruments.

Mitigation for the leas of the late-seral forest should focus on avoidance, retention, and
recruitment of kate-seral forast elements on-site and in-kind, If this is not possible, off-
siter or out-of-kind mitigation will likely be required for Project impacts.

Recommendation 11. DFG recommends Caltrans focus mitigation efforts on high risk
and high value areas such as thosa found on-site and locally within the Middle Fork
Smith River and Srnith River watersheds, For parial on-site mitigation, DFG
recommands Caltrans consider in the Final DEIRSEA the following:

1. Use excavaled stumps and trees on-sile locally for enhancemant andfor
rastoration, as LWD on the ground and in riparian and aguatic habitats;

2. Provide intensive treatment and removal of invasive species within the Project area
and ateng the roadway and river comidor 1o hedp maintain forest resiliency;

3. Provide similar on-site prolection measunes for old-growth Douglas-fir as for old-
growth redwood (e.g. using only handwork and pneumatic axcavation tools;

10
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excavating duff and lop soil, watering during construction, etc. ), whara impact to these

iate-seral Douglas-fir rees does not include removal;

intensivaly manage to reastablish native species in increased densities in other
natural communities within and adjacent o the Project area, (e.g., “sparsaly
vigetated slope® and “ruderalidisturbed™);

Provide on-site protection and mitigation measunes for affeciad rparian trees not
proposed for remaval, including excavating duff and top soll by hand, watering
during construction, ele.

Create sniags inoor niar the Project ansa by anchoring larger conifer tree boles to
create new snag habitat,

For off-site mitigation. DFG recommends Caltrans congider in

Recommendation 12,
the RDEIRISEA, the following:

1.

Protect additional unreserved old-growth forests, e.g., purchasing acreage of
existing old-growth Douwglas-fir stands for transfer 19 8 non-profit consenvation
organization for off-site mitigation for Project affects;

Promaote increased natural commaenity habitat connectivity for plants and anémals
and restone natural ecological process and movemant by removing impedimants
and barers to migrations, including wildlife crossings and comidors, and fish
pazsage;

Prowide lange wood and stumps to ba usaed for placement in DFG or other fish
habdal or large wood restoration projects in Del Morte County;

Prowide intensive treatmentimemoval of invasive species in the Middle Fork Smith
River corridor along the madway and river commidor both in betwaen the Projects on
U5 189 and beyond to assist existing older forests in mainaining resiliency;

Implemant management options on younger second or thind growth stands on
nearby protected or resenved public lands fo accelerate or recreale ld-growth
characteristics, e.g., selectively thinning to increase growth rates; selectively gindling
tress lo increase snag componant, placemant of Project-generated LWD on the
ground and in streams, and

Create snags on lands off-site on nearby protected or reserved public lands where
ﬂﬂhﬂbﬂmmﬂmlthﬁﬂm.wammrﬂm conifer iree boles to create now
anag 3
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If you have any questions of commants regarding this matler, peass conlact Sial
Environmental Schantis! JoAnn Dunn at 619 Second Street, Eureka, California 55501 oe
telephone (TOT) 441-2076.
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Responses to California Department of Fish and Wildlife

Response to Recommendation 1

This comment recommends that the EIR/EA change significance determinations for impacts to
1) late seral Douglas-fir forest, 2) riparian forests, and 3) wetlands. The Department believes that
impacts to these resources have been avoided, minimized and mitigated to less than significant as
described in the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment (DEIR/EA),
Partial Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report/Supplemental Environmental
Assessment (PRDEIR/SEA) and Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment
(FEIR/EA).

The Department agrees that the mature (or late-seral) Douglas-fir forest habitat is important, but
does not concur with the conclusions or analysis presented by CDFW based on CalVeg data.
CalVeg is a GIS based vegetation classification system maintained by the U.S Forest Service
which includes information on the major habitat classification, seral stage (maturity and canopy
structure) and size class of forest. The analysis by CDFW found 1599 acres of mature Douglas-
fir forest, and 41,833 acres of mature redwood forest in Del Norte County. The Department’s
analysis of the CalVeg data shows there are 130,304 acres of mature Douglas-fir/Mixed
Hardwood/Conifer Habitat, and 19,380 acres of mature Redwood habitat in Del Norte County.

The CalVeg database uses fields based on definitions in the California Wildlife Habitat
Relationships (WHR) database. The fields used in the CDFW and Department analysis are:

WHRSIZE =  This variable represents the dbh (diameter at breast height) size class of
the forest habitat type, with largest size class (5) was used for the
analysis representing stands with trees > 24 inches. This size class was
assumed to be “mature” for this analysis, because the CDFW letter
states that 24 inch dbh Douglas-fir should be considered mature.

WHRTYPE =  This variable represents the dominant vegetation community based on
WHR habitat type definitions, the values used in this analysis were
RWD = Redwood, DFR = Douglas-fir and MHC = Mixed
Hardwood/Conifer.

NWSTRUCT = This variable represents forest structure and is from the U.S Forest
Service for use with the Northwest Forest Plan. The values represent
single-storied (1) or multiple-storied canopy (2).

The canopy structure field (NWSTRUCT) is an incomplete data set. While the data is well
populated for the coastal strip (within approximately 10 miles of the coast line), it is not
populated for the inland areas surrounding the US 199 sites. The Department is not inclined to
use this field in the analysis, because it would eliminate all stands outside of the coastal zone,
regardless of canopy structure, and the does not accurately represent multistoried habitat across
the county.

The forest type (WHRTYPE) at the Patrick Creek Narrows Location 2 area in question is listed
as WHRTYPE=Mixed Hardwood/Conifer (MHC). This is a common forest type with Douglas-
fir and other conifers mixing with the hardwood species such as tanoak and big-leaf maple. This
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habitat type fits what Department surveys found in the area, as the Douglas-fir stands did have
components of tanoak and big-leaf maple, as well as alder closer to the river. The Department
included both the Mixed Hardwood/Conifer (MHC) and Douglas-fir (DFR) forest types in the
analysis.

The size class (WHRSIZE) of “5” represents trees greater than 24 inches dbh. This is the largest
size class in the database, and while trees present may be much larger than 24 inches, at this size
forests will begin showing signs of maturity such as stem exclusion and a more complex canopy
structure. The was the largest size class in the database and was used for both the CDFW and
Department analyses. It should be noted that within the north coast region timber operations are
regularly harvesting trees from 12 to 40 inches and greater.

The Department did not include NWSTRUCT in the analysis, and combined the WHRTYPEs
DFR and MHC. Based on this broader analysis, the Department found 19,380 acres of mature
Redwood Habitat, and 130,304 acres of mature Douglas-fir/Mixed Hardwood/Conifer habitat in
Del Norte County. Thus there are substantially more acres of mature Douglas-fir than Redwood
within the county and even more within the region if this analysis were to extend outside of the
county. It should be noted that there is also a substantial Douglas-fir component within the
protected mature redwood stands. This is not to minimize the importance of mature Douglas-fir
forest habitat, but to demonstrate how the Department reached its significance conclusions.

The 1.2 acre amount in the PRDEIR/SEA is the total impacted Douglas-fir habitat, but not all of
that habitat is mature, some of it would be young and mid-age Douglas-fir habitat. Additionally,
the design has since been refined, reducing the necessary hillside cut areas. The area of mature
Douglas-fir forest was calculated following Recommendation 8, that trees greater than 24 inches
dbh be considered mature. The area of late seral forest impacted east of the bridge at the Patrick
Creek Narrows 2 site is approximately 0.1 acre. The area west of the bridge between US 199 and
the river is a strip of trees where the project would impact approximately 0.02 acres of mature
Douglas-fir with two trees greater than 24 inches dbh. The area west of the bridge uphill from
US 199 would be excavated, removing approximately 0.3 acres of mixed Tanoak/Douglas-fir
habitat, of which 0.12 acres may be mid- to mature, the area of impact in this location was
substantially reduced after further geotechnical studies. This slope is sparsely vegetated and
contains two Douglas-fir trees greater than 24 inches dbh. The project would remove
approximately 0.2 acres of mature Douglas-fir habitat at the Washington Curve site. As currently
designed, the preferred alternative of the proposed project would remove approximately 0.42
acres of mature Douglas-fir forest habitat, and approximately 0.12 acres of early- to mid-seral
Douglas-fir habitat.

The project impacts approximately 0.42 acres of mature Douglas-fir habitat, under the
recommended CDFW definition. The following avoidance, minimization and mitigating
measures were considered in the significance determination:

1. The small area of mature habitat to be permanently affected.

2. All large trees removed by the project will be used as large woody debris in salmonid
restoration projects.

3. All disturbed areas will be revegetated with native species.
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4. A program of invasive removal will be implemented to improve the resiliency of mature
forest within the project vicinity.

While the Department does consider the large Douglas-fir trees at these sites to be an important
ecological component, given the acreages of large size class Douglas-fir present within the
county, the Department does not consider impacts to less than 0.00001% of the mature Douglas-
fir habitat in Del Norte County to be a significant impact under CEQA. Nonetheless, the
Department recognizes the importance of improving the resiliency of this natural community.
One way this can be achieved is through the control of non-native invasive plant species.
Therefore, the Department will enter into a cooperative agreement with the U.S. Forest Service
to help fund ongoing weed eradication projects in the mature Douglas-fir forest community on
U.S. Forest Service land in the Middle Fork Smith River watershed in the project vicinity.

Impacts to riparian habitat (red alder and big leaf maple) and wetlands will be minimized,
avoided or mitigated as outlined in the DEIR/EA Section 2.3.2.4, with exact impacts and
mitigations to be determined after final design is completed during the permitting phase of the
project. Approximately 0.08 acres of riparian habitat will be impacted by the project at Patrick
Creek Location 2. The project will restore an equivalent amount of riparian habitat in footprint of
the old bridge after it is removed, and will detail this information in the California Department of
Fish and Wildlife’s Stream and Lakebed Alteration Agreement (1602). The 0.0006 acres of
permanent wetland impacts at Patrick Creek Narrows Location 2 will be replaced at a 1:1 ratio.
Details of mitigation measures will be negotiated with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE) and the North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board (NCRWQCB) during the
permitting phase of the project, and will be detailed in the Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 404
Permit and Water Quality Certification (CWA Section 401). Based on the level of impact and
avoidance, minimization and mitigation measures, together with the requirements of the
necessary permits, the Department determines that these impacts to wetlands and riparian areas
are not significant under NEPA or CEQA.

The FEIR/EA Section 2.3.1 was updated to reflect this information.

Response to Recommendation 2

The three primary sources of tree count discrepancy within the recirculated draft document and
specialist reports are: 1) Multiple-trunk trees were counted by initially Caltrans as a single tree
and later by the Arborists as individual trees ; 2) On the steep slope cut areas of The Narrows,
Patrick Creek Location 2, and Washington Curve tree surveys were initially conducted from the
roadway with binoculars and 3 years later surveys by foot were conducted; 3) From when the
first tree surveys were conducted in 2009, Caltrans engineers have modified and refined the
project design resulting in changes in tree impact estimates. The Department believes that the
estimates of acreages and number of trees provided are adequate to characterize and evaluate the
potential impacts and make a significance determination. The inconsistencies in the numbers of
trees would not change any significance determinations. The discrepancies were minor and still
allowed for an analysis and comparison of impacts.

This information has been added to the FEIR/EA Section 2.3.1.
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Response to Recommendation 3

The Department concurs that the removal of mature trees is a long-term and permanent effect to
the natural community, but does not agree that it rises to the level of a significant effect under
CEQA for the reasons stated above in the Response to Recommendation 1.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Recommendation 4

Caltrans has provided a best faith effort with the methodology currently available to identify the
projected Carbon Dioxide emissions that may occur as a result of this project. Currently there is
no widely accepted scientific methodology to calculate the change in emissions due to removal
of the identified .6 acres of mature Douglas fir habitat.

Caltrans remains committed to reducing CO2 emissions through various activities as outlined in
the climate change section of the environmental document.

In addition, the re-vegetation of all disturbed areas will help offset potential CO2 emissions
increase.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Recommendation 5

The Department will restore and enhance an equivalent amount of riparian habitat in the
footprint of the old bridge after it is removed. The habitat will be restored at a 1:1 ratio because
the habitat to be lost adjacent to the highway and bridge, and is not exceptional or high quality
habitat. The acreages listed in the DEIR/EA and PRDEIR/SEA are approximations based on the
potential footprint of the project at the time the DEIR/EA was published (2010). The designs
used to evaluate environmental effects are preliminary, and the footprint of the project can often
be reduced during the final design process after the FEIR/EA is complete and signed. Acreages
for mitigation will be determined based on final design, and permitted through the CWA Section
404 Dredge and Fill Permit, CWA Section 401 Water Quality Certification and Lake and
Streambed Alteration Agreement 1600 processes with the appropriate agencies (USACE,
NCRWQCB, and CDFW respectively).

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Recommendation 6

Department’s Office of Field Surveys surveyed the roadways, including tree locations in 2008
and 2010. Consultant staff conducted additional surveys in 2009. Department design and
environmental staff conducted surveys in 2010, 2011 and 2012. Details by site are in the
FEIR/EA.

These dates and surveyors have been updated in the FEIR/EA in Section 2.3.1.

Response to Recommendation 7
Under the preferred alternatives, no large (greater than 36 inch dbh) redwoods would be removed
at the Ruby 1 and Ruby 2 sites on SR 197.
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Under the preferred alternatives 8 large (greater than 24 inch dbh) Douglas-firs would be
removed, and one would have potentially substantial root damage and need removal at the US
199 sites.

Changes have been made in the FEIR/EA Section 2.3.1 to clarify this information.

Response to Recommendation 8

The Department has included information on which trees would be removed and which large
trees would have root impacts in the text describing tree impacts for each site and alternative.
The Forester/Arborist Report includes a table with all impacts to all trees potentially affected by
the project.

These changes have been made in the FEIR/EA Section 2.3.1.

Response to Recommendation 9

Approximately 0.42 acres of low quality mature Douglas-fir would be impacted by the project.
Overall, the habitat value of the Douglas-fir habitat in the project area is diminished by previous
logging and a fire that killed many trees. Additionally, the wildlife habitat value of this forest
community is reduced by the proximity of the highway and the associated noise and human
activity. Nonetheless, after the project is completed, all temporarily disturbed areas will be
revegetated with native local plant species characteristic of Douglas-fir forest community.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Recommendation 10

This recommendation is for mitigation to occur concurrent to and/or within 2 years of project
completion. All revegetation and invasive plant removal will begin within one year after
construction completes ground disturbing activities at a site. Riparian restoration activities will
be detailed in and be conditional of the California Department of Fish and Wildlife Stream and
Lakebed Alteration Agreement (1602 permit).

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Recommendation 11

1. Use of Large Woody Debris for enhancement.
The Department will make all Large Woody Debris available for restoration projects.
2. Invasive species removal.

The Department will conduct invasive species removal to enhance the resiliency of mature
forest within the watershed.

3. Use same avoidance on Douglas-fir as proposed for Redwood.

The Department will implement the Redwood root avoidance and minimization measures
(FEIR/EA Section 2.3.1.3) when conducting work near Douglas-fir.

4. Re-establish native species in disturbed areas.
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The Department will re-establish native species in disturbed areas. This is described in the
FEIR/EA Section 2.3.1.2 and 2.3.1.3, and Appendix R.

Use same avoidance on Riparian as proposed for Redwood.

The Department will implement the Redwood root avoidance and minimization measures
(FEIR/EA Section 2.3.1.3) when conducting work near riparian trees.

Create snags with removed trees?

The Department will not create snags. There are sufficient snags in the area already due to
the past fires.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Recommendation 12

1.

Protect unreserved late seral Douglas-fir.

The Department found that the other measures (stream restoration, invasive plant removal)
were more appropriate given the level of impacts.

Increase ecological connectivity: fish passage, wildlife crossings

The Department considered these concerns and may find ways to incorporate wildlife
crossing into other projects in the future.

Provide large stumps and woody debris to DFG for enhancement projects.
The Department will make all Large Woody Debris available for restoration projects.
Invasive species control along corridor.

The Department will conduct invasive species removal to enhance the resiliency of mature
forest within the watershed.

Late seral management on reserved public lands.

The Department considered this approach, but has settled on the invasive species removal
measures.

Create snags on nearby reserved public lands by anchoring tree boles.

The Department will not create snags. There are sufficient snags in the area already due to
the past fires.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.
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4.2 Organizations

Two organizations, Environmental Protection Information Center (EPIC) and Friends of Del
Norte, submitted comments in response to the Recirculated Draft EIR/EA. Both organizations
submitted two separate comment letters. Comments submitted by EPIC and Friends of Del
Norte, as well as responses to those comments, are provided below
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EPIC (submitted by Andrew Orahoske)
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Californa Department of Transpariateon
PO B 3700
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RE:  Comments on Calirans” Hws 1977090 5T AMA Acceds Project and
Recirculation of Drafi E1R amd Supplemental EA

Dhzar Besponsilite Officials,

I am writing on behalfof the Emnaranments] Progaction informakion Center (“EPICT), a monprofit
ofgamztion thof works (o protect and peslors ancient Foreas, waiersheds, coasial esluaries, and
makive speciis i nonthwestermn Califorras. Consieient with this mizsion. EPIC sobmits the
Folllowiang commaments and attachment 1o the Culiformia Department of Trmsporstion
{Caltrans") on the proposed Highweay [97/199 ETAMA Safe Access Project {the “Progect™).
Please snclude all attachments in the adnnostrative necond Tor thes Progect,

EPIC is aweare thad Caltvins, throdggh this recircalation, &s attémpling fo linet public commend to i
supgiemental repodts concerming tnes inpacts. Given the marked clanges in the reanculated
document, however, EPIC believes comment 15 approgmiate on the notiene and scope of the
Project, it impects, wnd allemalives, Furthermore, under NEPA, the agancy bas an ongoing didy
1o comtimally evaluste now information presenbed by the public and other souross when that
infoemaison bears onon decision. Here, Caltrons must accept all inlosmastion presented on the
awerall imipects of the Project and carmot limit its evaluation based oo an ilbegal restriction

EPIC ingorpeortes by reference its previoisl v submatied commsits on this Progect.

As an mitial makter, EPIC opposes the Provect ard demands thit Calteans simply abandon the £
Project in sts entirety. We view thia Project (ogether with soveral others, inchsding the already
completed STAA project af Big Lagoon, the Highway L0 widerang propect through Richardson
Cove Siate Park, the STAA progect on Highway 299, the and the Willits Baypass progect.

Environmental Proteclion Information Center

185 G Strest, Suite & Arcats CA95521
Fano2-rTl
wwawwilde aliloemi aocg
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EPIC (submitted by Andrew Orahoske)

Fundamentally, these projects constitute one major project to establish a STAA transportation 3
network into and through coastal Northern California.  When taken together, these Caltrans’
projects pose significant and unnecessary risks to our region. STAA access already exists for the
area from Highway 101 to the north and Highway 299 to the south. Instead of spending $35 4
million on a project that is designed to allow the largest trucks on the road to travel down one of
the narrowest and steepest highways in California, we urge Caltrans to spend that limited public
funds on maintaining existing facilities and improving safety in ways that make common sense.

If Caltrans does not abandon the project, then EPIC maintains that an Environmental Impact 5
Statement (EIS) must be prepared under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). By
law, an EIS must be prepared when a project “may” have a significant impact on the
environment. Based on the clear risks involved with this major highway development project, it
is clear that significant impacts “may” occur and therefore an EIS is required.

The project would have significant impacts on:

e The Wild and Scenic Smith River 6
e Old-growth Redwoods and Douglas-fir trees
¢ Endangered Marbled Murrelets, Northern Spotted Owls, Coho and Chinook Salmon,
Steelhead and Cutthroat Trout
e Tourism and recreational opportunities along the Smith River National Recreation Area,
Six Rivers National Forest, Redwoods National and State Parks, Jedediah Smith
Redwoods State Park, and Ruby Van Deventer County Park
e The steep and geologically unstable Smith River canyon slopes
e Rare plants, including species only in the Smith River serpentine soils
Based on the recirculated documents, and information which EPIC has recently obtained from
Caltrans, EPIC maintains that the following additional significant impacts will result from the
Project:
e Increases in large truck traffic as a result of an alternate travel route for STAA trucks ’
being created between Grant’s Pass, Oregon and the Bay Area by way of Highway 101
(and through Richardson Grove).
e Increases of safety hazards from increased large truck traffic, including truck cargo spills 8
that threaten water quality and endanger the drinking water supply And increased
potential for traffic accidents in general given the unsafe condition occurring as a result 9
of the design exceptions being implemented to make way for STAA trucks.
Caltrans® own Route Concept Report acknowledges, “the geophysical constraints of the 10

relatively narrow, steep and rocky Smith River Canyon™ and concludes that environmental
concerns and ecological sensitivities make State Route 199 a “poor candidate for extensive
upgrading.” That report recommended leaving SR 199 “basically a 2-lane, conventional
highway, with passing lanes.”

EPIC urges Caltrans to adopt the “no project” alternative and abandon this Project and focus on M
maintaining the existing road infrastructure.
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EPIC (submitted by Andrew Orahoske)

Harm to Old-Growth Redwood and Douglas-Fir Trees, and Removal of Trees

Tree Roots and Removal of Hundreds of Trees
At both project locations on SR 197, many old-growth redwood trees (with a dbh of more than 12
36 inches) are within the project area. Caltrans admits that the agency will impact many old-
growth tree roots. EPIC prevailed in the federal case against Caltrans’ Richardson Grove project
on the issue of old-growth tree roots and the lack of analysis by Caltrans. EPIC raised this point
in a recent letter. Caltrans clearly has attempted to improve its analysis of the impacts to tree
roots through development of an “Arborist/Forester” report and supplement to the Natural
Environment Study through the submission of a Memorandum by Gail Popham, which are the
basis for the recirculated DEIR/SEA  However, Caltrans essentially ignored our concerns.

Moreover, the data in the Arborist/Forester Report and the Popham Memo is routinely 13
inconsistent and unreliable. Here are some examples.

The August 21, 2012 Gail Popham Memorandum (“Popham Memo™ or “Popham™) provides
inconsistent numbers of trees to be removed. It attempts to compare the numbers of trees to be
removed as indicated in the March 2010 NES report with the more recent “Arborist/Forester
Report.” But these numbers are not consistent.

Popham reports that the March 2010 NES report determined that 224 trees would be removed
from seven locations. In the same document, Popham reports that Caltrans initially estimated 220
trees would be removed.

Popham then reports that the “Arborist/Forester Report” revised estimate identifies 98
additional, or a total of 322 trees to be removed. However, in the same document she then
states the revised estimate is approximately 331 trees, an increase of 111 trees. Table 1,
included in the memorandum, has a third and different mumber, listing 320 trees to be removed.

Moreover, these figures are not consistent the figures in the “Arborist/Forester Report.” For
example, Popham Table 1 lists 138 trees to be removed at the Washington Curve location, vet
the Arborist/Forester Report advises at page 48 that 143 trees will be removed. Other
inconsistencies are noted in review of the Arborist/Forester report.

In the “Arborist/Forester” Report, the analysis is limited to only 4 of the 7 project locations, and 14
potential effects only as to redwood trees at Ruby 1 and 2, and old growth Douglas-fir at PCN2.

The report advises that the “PEZ trees evaluated in this report are not necessarily the same trees 15
that were identified in the DEIR/EA.” The reason is “that the DEIR/EA identified many trees
that are outside of the PEZ, and, as such, are not directly relevant to the project as planned.” (p.
15) However, we could not find any explanation that justifies this statement, and identifies those
trees which have been removed from consideration as potentially effected.

In addition, while summary conclusions are made as to what effects may or may not be “likely™ 16
we could not find any analysis of the current status of the trees, both individually and as
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EPIC (submitted by Andrew Orahoske)

16
ecological communities. In order to evaluate whether the conclusions, for example, that root cont.
zone effects are “mostly none, minimal or slight,” we need an explanation of the cwrrent
conditions and relative health of the trees and their ecological communities. We believe that is
missing from the “Arborist/Forester Report,” the Popham Memo as well as the Recirculated
DEIR/EA.

The report considers the effect of natural fill on root systems (p. 10), but this does not equate to 17

the kind of fill that root systems will encounter with this road project and use.

In addition, we note that the report failed to evaluate an “old growth™ stand of trees, “although 2 18
large old Douglas-fir trees alongside the highway are unavoidable and will be removed as a
consequence of the project.” (p. 40) The claim that “their removal will not change the
characteristic of the “old growth™ is not documented or justified.

Even though the Report admits at p. 48 that a 33" DBH Douglas Fir may not survive due to 19
substantial root area being affected, it fails to evaluate the related effect this 1oss will have on the
surrounding trees and slope.

The Arborist/Forester report is also internally inconsistent as to the number of trees to be
removed. 20

Ruby 1, on page 19, it reports that 2 alders and 2 redwoods will be removed, for a total of
4 trees. On the next page, however, it refers to the 6 trees to be removed.

Ruby 2. the text lists_9 trees plus one associated sprout will be removed (p. 29), but the
Table 8 lists only 6 trees for removal.

Patrick Creek Narrows 2. no clear summary of tree removal is provided. Adding the
figures from Table 12 indicates that 74 trees will be removed. Adding the trees
identified in the Discussion on page 47 indicates that 61 trees will be removed. The
“Summary of Tree Removals on Hillside above Rt. 199" states “80 stems in all” but the
list only identifies 27 trees slated for removal. And these figures are inconsistent with
the Popham Table 1, which indicates that 108 trees will be removed.

Washington Curve, the text at page 48 states that 143 trees will be removed; the text at
page 51 states 140 trees will be removed. And the list immediatel v below identifies only
108 trees to be removed. As noted, the Popham Table 1 advises that 138 trees will be
removed.

And, just as with Richardson Grove, Caltrans is consistent in its inability to adequately mitigate 21
for harm to the trees. While it represents that only hand digging, and air-spades will be used
around tree root zones, in fact, it authorizes the construction engineer to decide on other methods
for excavation. (DEIR2.3-25.) Without any standards to ensure no harm to the root zones. The
only guidance is “to minimize” disturbance or damage.
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EPIC (submitted by Andrew Orahoske)

Possible Removal of Old-Growth Redwoods

Caltrans admits that the agency may choose to remove old growth redwood trees within Ruby 22

Van Deventer County Park, along SR 197. Somehow, the agency maintains that by purchasing
old-growth redwoods off-site would mitigate for this harm. The agency ignores that fact that less
than 2 percent of the original old-growth redwoods remain, and that the loss of even one tree
cannot be mitigated for hundreds of years. This potential for removing old-growth Redwoods is
clearly a significant impact on an increasingly rare ecosystem, which Caltrans has failed to
analyze.

Removal of Old-growth Douglas-fir

Caltrans admits that the project will result in the removal of old-growth douglas-fir trees. The 23
Arborist/Forester Report declined to evaluate the impact of removing these irreplaceable
resources. The removal of these trees, and in conjunction with extensive road side cuts, will
have a significant impact on the visual quality of the Wild & Scenic Smith River as well as
numerous negative ecological impacts. For purposes of the timeframe for this Project, the loss of
old-growth trees is an irreparable harm that cannot be mitigated, because it takes centuries to
replace these trees on the landscape.

Harm to Coho Salmon and other salmonids
The Smith Rivers numerous fish species, including Coho Salmon, Chinook Salmon, Steelhead, 24
and Coastal Cutthroat Trout would be negativel v impacted by the project in the vicinity of
Patnick Creek.

Caltrans admits negative impacts to Coho Salmon, a species protected under both the federal 25
Endangered Species Act (ESA) and California Endangered Species Act (CESA).

Effects on coho salmon are expected to oceur at Patrick Creek Narrows Location 2 sites because
of the work proposed at these locations and the proximity to the Middle Fork Smith River. Coho
salmon may be killed by construction activity. CESA stipulates that any lethal take of a state-
listed species be fully mitigated. To fully mitigate for lethal take of coho under CEQA, the
Department may be requitred to improve fish passage at upstream tributaries to the Middle Fork
Smith River to the extent deemed acceptable by DFG. Incidental take authorization may be
requested from NMFS for impacts on coho salmon. Caltrans admits that the project is likely to
adversely affect Coho Salmon and their critical habitat. See generally, DEIS at 2.3-67.

Caltrans admits that juvenile coastal cutthroat trout may be harmed or killed by the work
associated with the bridge replacement at Patrick Creek Narrows. Both bridge replacement
alternatives will destrov nearly an acre of rearing and foraging habitat for cutthroat trout.

Caltrans has failed to actually ensure that the Project will not jeopardize the contimed existence
of the Coho Salmon or destroy or adversely modify critical habitat. While the filling of wetlands
and bridge replacement have been consulted over, the overall operation of increased large truck
traffic has not been analyzed. Considering that several major accidents and spills of toxic
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EPIC (submitted by Andrew Orahoske)

chemicals have occurred on Hwy 199, it follows that the purpose of this project in bringing 25
larger trucks and more traffic will only increase that risk in the future. cont.
Caltrans also has failed to meet the duty to conserve, as defined by the ESA § 7{a)(1) and 26

relevant caselaw. Section 7(a)(1) of the ESA directs Federal agencies to utilize their authorities
to further the purposes of the ESA by carrying out conservation programs for the benefit of
threatened and endangered species. Because Caltrans is operating under the delegation of
authority to implement federal law by the Federal Highway Administration, Caltrans must
comply with ESA Section 7(a)(1). Caltrans cannot point to a single action or set of actions, no
less a program, for carrying out this conservation duty. Illustrative of this failure is the Caltrans
bridge and culvert on Little Mill Creek on Hwy 197 just down the road from major work
proposed in this Project. The bridge and culvert is a complete fish passage barrier, preventing
the Coho Salmon from reaching spawning and rearing habitat. A Caltrans commissionad study
in fact identified the Little Mill Creek barrier a priority for action, and yet the agency has
completely ignored the problem. See Lang 2005 (attached via email to these comments). By
failing to consider the existing fish passage barriers and other harm caused by Caltrans roadways
and actions (including sediment, and polluted runof¥), the agency has failed in its duties under
the ESA.

Impacts Associated with Increased Large Truck Traffic

The recirculated documents fail to address the core impacts associated with expanding the use of 27
Highway 197/199 to permit STAA trucks. Even with the project, the highways cannot
physically accommodate these trucks without mandating design exceptions to not require
adherence to the state highway design standards. The consequence 1s an increased safety hazard, 28
which will impact not only the motorists who use these highways, but the natural resources along
the highways, including the trees.

We asked Smith Engineering and Management to provide comment on this issue, as Caltrans 29
continues to ignore it. Because the Project Study Report was not identified or listed as a
Reference to the June 2010 DEIR/EA, and Fact Sheet Exceptions Reports were not available
until a few months age’, EPIC provides Smith’s comnments now. Inits thrust to open up coastal
Northern Califormia with an ST AA transportation network, Caltrans has ignored these increased 30
safety hazards. Tt must be addressed in document that the public is permitted to review and
comiment on.

In addition, as the Friends of Del Norte shows in its comments, opening Highways 197/199 to
STAA trucks will definitely increase traffic from the inland Interstate-5 transportation network.
This is particularly true during the winter months, when I-5 can be closed for extended periods of
time due to snow and ice. Truckers will use the alternative coastal route to avoid those delays,
and inherent hazards associated with weather conditions. Highway 197/199 do not have those
weather limitations. These significant impacts must be evaluated including the direct, indirect
and cumulative impacts.

29

! We note for the record that while Caltrans has made some materials available to EPIC for review, it has not made cont

all public records available to EPIC for review prior to this November 5, 2012 deadline, thereby depriving EPIC of
the ability to fully comment on all necessary issues.
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Sincerely,

Andlrew Orahoske
Copservaion Director

Emvironmental Protection Informatson Cenle
145 G Slreet, Sante A
Arcata, Californiz 95521

Ene.:
Movernber 5, 2007 Simth Engineenng and Manogement Latier Addressad 1o Jison Mever
Lang. M. 2085, Caltrans Distnict | Pilot Fish Passage Assessment Stacy: Vilzne 1 -
Chverall Besudts. Fimkal Technical Repot: Submetied to Califorma Departmcnt of
Transportaon for the project: F 20017 EM 10 Besearching Siate Highway Culverts 1o
Cretermine Inpacts on Threatened and Endangered Salmonitk, Avababile at:
TURRA S LT
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Responses to EPIC (Andrew Orahoske)

This letter included 2 attachments. The first, (Smith Engineering) is addressed below. The
second attachment (Caltrans District 1 Pilot Fish Passage Study: Vol. 1 — Overall Results) is over
198 pages long, and is not included here. However, it is available for viewing online and upon
request as a technical study.

Response to Comment 1

This comment states that Caltrans must consider all new information presented during the NEPA
process. Under the CEQA guidelines for Recirculating an EIR, the agency need only recirculate
the chapters relevant to the new information [15088.5(c)], and need only respond to the
comments on the new information [15088.5(f)(2)]. Under NEPA, we are required to review all
materials submitted, but we are not required to provide a written response to all comments. The
Department meets these requirements by reviewing all comments submitted, and is providing
written responses to these comments. It should be noted that the primary reason for the
recirculation was to open public discourse on the methods and results or the Arborist/Forester
study and the potential effects to large trees.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 2
This comment states opposition to the project and is not a comment on the RDEIR/EA.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 3

This comment states that this project in association with other projects in the region are to
establish an STAA transportation network in Northern California. This is correct, please see
Group Response #1. The comment also states that to projects pose significant risks. The risks, or
effects, of this project were analyzed in the DEIR/EA and RDEIR/EA and determined to be less
than significant under NEPA and CEQA.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 4

This comment states that the funds for this project should be used on different projects. Please
see Grouped comment #1 and #2 for a discussion of the purpose and need, and costs vs. benefits
of the project.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 5

This comment states that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is the appropriate NEPA
document for this project. The Department conducted an Environmental Assessment (EA) under
NEPA and determined that there are no significant impacts, and accordingly proceeded to
prepare a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI).

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.
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Response to Comment 6

This comment states that the project would have significant impacts on various resources. The
DEIR/EA and RDEIR/EA analyzed all of these resources and determined that there would not be
significant impacts. For Wild and Scenic Rivers see DEIR/EA Section 2.1.1.3 and Chapter 4 of
the FEIR/EA for the consultations with the Forest Service and National Park Service on potential
effects, and Group Response #5. For effects to large trees see Grouped Response #4. For effects
to endangered species see the DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA Section 2.3.5, and Chapter 4 of the
FEIR/EA for consultations with USFWS and NMFS. For effects to tourism, recreation and parks
see DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA Sections 2.1.1.4 and Appendix B (4f) Evaluations and the FEIR/EA
Chapter 4 for 4(f) consultations with the Forest Service and Del Norte County Parks. For
geologic stability concerns see DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA Section 2.2.3. For rare plants see the
RDEIR/EA Section 2.3.3 and the Response to DFG comments on the DEIR/EA.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 7

This comment states there will be increases in large truck traffic between the Bay Area and
Grants Pass. The Traffic Study for the project considered these effects found there would be a
small increase in the amount of traffic along the 197/199 route. This increase was determined to
not be significant, please see DEIR/EA Section 2.1.5.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 8
This comment states there will be increased safety hazards from cargo spills. Please see the
response to Vern Powers comment #1 for a discussion of cargo spills and hazardous materials.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 9
This comment states there will be increased safety hazards from collisions. Please see Grouped
Response #8 for discussion of safety concerns.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 10

This comment states that Department’s Route Concept Report recommends leaving SR199 a 2-
lane, conventional highway. This is correct, and the highway will remain a 2-lane conventional
highway. STAA access can be achieved on a 2-lane conventional highway.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 11
This comment states support for the “no project” alternative.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.
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Response to Comment 12

This comment states that the Department conducted an additional study to investigate the
potential impacts to large trees, but failed to address the concerns of the commenter. The
Department did conduct an additional study, incorporated the information into the RDEIR/EA
and circulated it for public review. The Forester/Arborist Report did consider the issues raised in
the Richardson Grove Operational Improvement Project when developing a methodology. It is
not clear which specific concerns were ignored.

No revisions in the FEIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 13

This comment states that data in internal technical memo, the Arborist/Forest, and the
RDEIR/EA are not consistent. There are some discrepancies within the counts of trees to be
removed at the various sites. The discrepancies are due to the data coming for different surveys
being conducted under different methods and the project footprint changing slightly as the design
is refined. The three primary sources of tree count discrepancy are: 1) Multiple-trunk trees were
counted by initially Caltrans as a single tree and later by the Arborists as individual trees ; 2) On
the steep slope cut areas of The Narrows, Patrick Creek Location 2, and Washington Curve tree
surveys were initially conducted from the roadway with binoculars and 3 years later surveys by
foot were conducted; 3) From when the first tree surveys were conducted in 2009, Caltrans
engineers have modified and refined the project design resulting in changes in tree impact
estimates. Some surveys focused on trees to be removed and the Forester/Arborist Report
focused on the potential impacts to the trees that would remain. The larger impact (higher
number of trees) for each site was used to ensure the full potential impact was analyzed and
disclosed. It is likely that through final design the project the project footprint will be refined and
the impacts may be decreased. The Department believes that the estimates of acreages and
number of trees provided are adequate to characterize and evaluate the potential impacts and
make a significance determination. The minor inconsistencies in the numbers of trees would not
change any significance determinations.

The FEIR/EA Section 2.3.1 was changed to address this concern and updated with the most
current tree numbers.

Response to Comment 14

This comment states that the Forester/Arborist Report only analyzed four of the seven project
sites. The Forester/Arborist Report was primarily to address potential impacts to large trees
adjacent to the project sites. The Patrick Creek Location 1 and 3, and Narrows did not have large
trees adjacent to or potentially affected by the project and thus were not included in the analysis.
This focus was due to concerns over large trees and late seral habitats. The north coast of
California has extensive timberlands, both private and public, and younger seral stages are well
represented within the region and thus were not considered as a sensitive resource requiring
additional analysis.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.
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Response to Comment 15

This comment questions the Potential Effects Zone and differences between which trees were
addressed in DEIR/EA and the Forester/Arborist Report. The DEIR/EA discussed trees that
would be removed by the various alternatives. The Forester/Arborist Report analyzed only the
preferred alternative, and focused on potential effects to the trees which would remain. Thus
there were trees potentially identified previously in other alternatives which were not included in
the analysis, because they were not close enough to the project (based on the Root Health Zone).
Also, the Forester/Arborist Report did not analyze potential impacts to individual trees that the
Department had already determined would be removed by the preferred alternative. Trees which
were over 5x dbh from the project footprint were not included in the Forester/Arborist Report.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 16

This comment states that there was no analysis of the current status of the trees relative health
and ecological communities. The current health of the trees was recorded in Forester/Arborist
Report as described on pages 16 through 18. Ruby 1 was described as being in a “remarkably
healthy condition” on page 19; Ruby 2 is described as “fragmented yet healthy very large old
trees” on page 27; the various stands at Patrick Creek Location 2 are described on page 40; and
habitat at Washington Curve is described beginning on page 48. Data recorded on the current
condition of the trees is reported in the Appendix at the end of the Forester/Arborist Report. The
focus of the report was to analyzed the potential effects of the project on the individual trees, not
to extensively characterize their current condition. The Forester/Arborist Report did state that in
the overall context of forest resources within the region the effects of the project were not
substantial. The DEIR/EA, RDEIR/EA and FEIR/EA Section 2.3.1 discusses the natural
communities and ecological significance of the potential effects of the project. The DEIR/EA,
RDEIR/EA and FEIR/EA Section 2.3.3, 2.3.4 and 2.3.5 discuss potential effects to specific
plants, animals and federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. These effects
were determined to be less than significant under NEPA and CEQA for the preferred
alternatives.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 17

This comment states that the Forester/Arborist Report does not consider the effects of fill due to
road projects. The Forester/Arborist Report states on page 8, under “c. Fill in the Root Zone” that
“Fill soil is one of the most damaging construction operations affecting root systems.” It
continues to discuss the impacts that soil compaction can have on root systems. Fill within the
Root Health Zone was one of the primary impacts analyzed.

Response to Comment 18

This comment questions the analysis and impacts to “old growth” Douglas-fir at Patrick Creek
Narrows Location 2. This stand east and northeast of the bridge was described as an old-growth
stand. The portion of the stand that was not evaluated was the portion uphill from the project site,
outside of the zone of potential impacts. The trees to be removed and impacts to remaining trees
are described in the RDEIR/EA Page 2.3-18. The trees to be removed are along the highway and
constitute approximately 0.1 acres of a stand which is at least 70 acres, thus removing
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approximately 0.14% of the stand. Thus, the character of the stand would not be affected because
of the small portion of the stand which would be affected by the project.

Response to Comment 19

This comment states concern about effects to the trees and slope surrounding a 33 inch dbh
Douglas-fir (45_PAT in the Forester/Arborist Report) which would have substantial root impacts
and may not survive the implementation of the project. The tree does not provide shade to the
river. It does not represent contiguous habitat, in that it is part of a narrow strip of trees between
the highway and the river. Across the river is a slope which suffered a stand replacing fire and is
currently in an early seral stage of shrubs. The slope is not geologically such that the loss of this
tree would compromise the slope. Thus, potential effects of the loss of this one tree are
insignificant.

Response to Comment 20
This comment states that the number of trees to be removed is not internally consistent within the
Forester/Arborist Report. Please see the response to EPIC 2012 Comment 13 above.

Revisions have been made in the FEIR/EA Section 2.3.1 to update these numbers.

Response to Comment 21

This comment states that there are no standards for protection of tree roots, and the construction
engineer is authorized to approve alternative methods of excavation. Because the exact location
of underground roots is unknown until excavation begins, it is difficult to account for all
instances which may be encountered during construction. The intent with this language is for the
construction engineer and the arborist monitoring the construction to confer and come up with
reasonable solutions to logistical problems during construction within the Root Health Zones of
large trees. The measures in the FEIR/EA have been updated to reflect that the other excavation
methods must be authorized by the on-site monitoring arborist.

Revisions were made in the FEIR/EA Section 2.3.1.3 to update the protection measures.

Response to Comment 22

This comment states that protecting large redwoods off-site is not sufficient mitigation for
removal of large redwoods. The Department does not consider these trees to be representative of
pristine old-growth redwood ecosystems, because it is a thin strip of edge habitat adjacent to a
highway, residential, quarry and industrial timber activities. If the Ruby 2: Four-Foot Widening
or Ruby 2: Two-Foot Widening, which would remove large redwoods, were selected, it may
require a Statement of Overriding Considerations. However, the Department selected the Ruby 2:
Two-Foot Widening in Spot Locations alternative, which has no significant removal of large
redwoods, and therefore would not require mitigation.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 23

This comment states that the removal of a large Douglas-fir should be a significant impact. The
Department does not consider the removal of large Douglas-fir to be a significant impact, please
see the response to CDFW 2012 Comment #1 for a discussion. Effects on the visual character of
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the Wild and Scenic Smith River were evaluated in the DEIR/EA Section 2.1.6 and in
consultation with the Forest Service (see FEIR/EA Section 4.3) and determined to not be
significant.

The FEIR/EA Section 4.3 was updated to include consultations with the Forest Service for 4(f)
and Wild and Scenic Rivers.

Response to Comment 24

This comment states that the project will have negative impacts on salmonids within the Smith
River at Patrick’s Creek Narrows Location 2. The project described in the DEIR/EA included in
stream work which had the potential for lethal take of Coho Salmon. The design and construction
techniques have been modified to avoid in-stream work and through consultation with NMFS it
was determined the project “may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect” the coho salmon or
their critical habitat.

Revisions were made to the FEIR/EA Section 2.3.5 to reflect this change.

Response to Comment 25

This comment states that the project will have negative impacts on salmonids within the Smith
River at Patrick’s Creek Narrows Location 2. The project described in the DEIR/EA included in
stream work which had the potential for lethal take of Coho Salmon. The design and construction
techniques have been modified to avoid in-stream work and through consultation with NMFS it
was determined the project “may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect” the coho salmon or
their critical habitat.

The Department does not anticipate an increased incidence of spills, see response to Vern
Powers Comment 1. The Department does not anticipate a significant increase in truck traffic
over the route, and there is no evidence that increased truck traffic on the roadway would lead to
an increased impact to fish in the river.

Revisions were made in the FEIR/EA Section 2.3.5 to reflect the new information on impacts to
salmonids.

Response to Comment 26

This comment states that the Department is not meeting its obligations under NEPA assignment
by the Federal Highway Administration to meet Endangered Species Act Section 7(a)(1) to carry
out conservation programs. The Department has designated District Fish Passage Coordinators,
and is part of the Fish Passage Advisory Committee (FishPAC), which meets quarterly and
includes USFWS, NOAA-NMFS, CDFW and the California Coastal Conservancy. The
Department commissioned the Lang 2005 report to prioritize efforts to address fish passage. This
report is being used, and under Senate Bill (SB) 857 the Department keeps track of projects
which improve fish passage. The Department is required by SB 857 to improve fish passage
when a barrier is within the limits of a project. However, there are no fish barriers listed in the
Lang report that fall within the boundaries of the project sites. The Department also worked with
the California Department of Fish and Wildlife to implement the Chadd Creek Fish Passage
Modification. Thus, the Department is actively working to improve fish passage and is meeting
the requirements of ESA 7(a)(1).
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No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 27

This comment states that the highway cannot physically accommodate the STAA trucks without
design exceptions. The project was specifically designed to accommodate the STAA trucks, even
with the design exceptions. Please see the response to the Smith letter below for a discussion of
design exceptions.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 28

This comment states that there will be an increased safety hazard after implementation of this
project. The improved roadway design will offer safety enhancements to all drivers along this
route such as, improved geometry, increased sight distance, wider lanes, and wider shoulders.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 29

This comment states that Smith Engineering and Management was asked to comment on the
Draft Project Report. The Smith letter is discussed below. EPIC filed a California Public Records
Act request during the circulation of the RDEIR/EA, the Department is responding to this
request.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 30

This comment states that there is an increased safety hazard associated with this project. The
improvements in this project will enhance safety through improved roadway geometry, greater
sight distance, wider lanes and wider shoulders.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 31

This comment states that there are impacts associated with increased traffic along SR 197/US
199 when Siskiyou Pass closes due to winter weather conditions. Please see the response to
Friends of Del Norte 2012 response to comments 1-23 below for a full discussion of potential
impacts.

Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment April 2013
197/199 Safe STAA Access Project 4.2-15




Chapter 4. Specific Responses to Public Comments on the Partial Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Supplemental Environmental Assessment

EPIC (submitted by Smith Engineering)

SMITH ENGINEERING & MANAGEMENT

%

November 5, 2012

Sent via electronic transmission: Jason meyer@dot.ca.gov

Mr. Jason Meyer

California Depariment of Transportation
P.G. Box 3700 .

Eureka, CA 95502-3700

Subject: Del Norte 197/199 Safe STAA Access Project
. P12010

‘Dear Mr. Meyer:

As requested by Friends of Del Norte and the Environmental Protection Information
Center, | have reviewed the Caitrans Draft Project Report (hereinafter “the PR") and
supporting documentation for the Routes 197/199 Safe STAA Access Project in Del
Norte County My qualifications to perform this review include registration as both a
Civil and Traffic Engineer in California and 44 years professional consulting practice
in these fields. | have extensive experience in matters of highway design and
highway safety in California. My professional resume is attached. My comments
foliow.

Assessment In Brief

Contrary to the repeated statements in the PR, introduction of the longer STAA
trucks and construction of the measures necessary to enable them to
theoretically navigate the route combination is likely to increase rather than
decrease crashes. The PR and related documents fail to evaluate this
probability.

A simpler program of improvements not involving provision for STAA trucks could
improve traffic safety at lower cost and with less invasive changes to the
roadside environment.

Supporting evidence for these points is provided below.

TRAFFIC « TRANSFORTATION = MANAGEMLUENT
331) Lowry Road. Union City, CA 94587 tel: SI0489.9477  fax: SHO489.9478
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_ Mr. Jason Meyer
November 5, 2012
Page 2

Why the Project May Render the Route Combination Less Safe ;
cont.

What the Project does is to define a minimum program of improvements that

. theoretically enable an STAA truck to be driven through the route combination

- without crossing the centerline, running off the road or striking a roadside
obstacle. We use the words “theoretically enable” advisedly, because the
faciiities that wouid be provided by the Project require that the drivers of STAA
trucks and other long vehicles to select and maintain a virtually perfect line of
travel through some curves to avoid crossing the centerline, running off the road
or otherwise striking a roadside obstruction. For example, the fact sheet for
exceptions to mandatory design standards for The Narrows (DN 199 PM 22.7 —
23.0;) included as PR Attachment F-4 indicates that the swept path width for an
STAA truck on the proposed alignment at this location is 12 feet wide. This
means, as the cited attachment indicates, that with only 12-foot travel lanes and
2-foot shoulders on either direction of the roadway under the Project, the driver of
an STAA vehicle has oniy 1 foot of tolerance to either side of the perfect line
through the curve; any more deviation either way and the passage involves a
hazardous incident. Ordinarily, if there were 12-foot lanes and shoulders
conforming to the applicable mandatory 8-foot width standard, an STAA driver
would have 4 times as much leeway to either side of the perfect line through the
curve to negotiate it safely than the Project provides.

The driver's difficulty in picking and maintaining a near perfect line through this

* particular location are compounded by three closely spaced reversing curves,
each of shorter radius (sharper curvature) than the mandatory minimum radius
for a 40 mph design speed (respectively only 58%, 68% and 73 percent of the
mandatory design minimum). Hence, the drivers task is not just picking and
maintaining a near-perfect line through a narrow area, but doing so on thrice-
reversing curves of substandard sharpness.

Moreover, the driver's difficulty is further compounded by the fact that these
_curves restrict stopping sight distance to that adequate for 30 miles-per-hour, and
. to only 25 miles-per-hour for a 120-foot section rather than the 40 mph approach
speed. In other words, the driver must slow down from normat speed, pick and
maintain a near perfect line through a namrow area on a set of sharp, triple-
reversing curves at a place where line-of-sight to that perfect line-of-travel is
restricted.

These compounding conditions, to say nothing of other normal ones like high
wind, wet pavement and dark of night, lead to an obvious conclusion that the
proposed Project’s features impose too challenging task on big-rig drivers and as
the result, frequent hazardous incidents involving failure to stay with the narrow
1-foot envelope of tolerance to either side of the perfect line will oceur.
Consequently, even with the proposed roadway meodifications, introduction of

TRAFFIC » TRANSPORTATION « MANAGEMUNT
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Mr. Jason Meyer
November 5, 2012

Page 3
-"STAA trucks to the route combination will increase hazard to the traveling public. 1
It is insufficient to claim that the geometric features of the route, thaugh cont.

continuing to be substandard with the Project improvements, are better than what
exists and that an STAA truck, if perfectly driven under perfect conditions can
safely negotiate the route combination. If Caltrans is determined to authorize

" STAA trucks on this routs, it must define and implement an improvement plan
that provides a normal envelope of safety for the variations from the perfect
driving line that a hormal, alert truck driver running the entire length of the route
would typically experience including the variations that result from the vaguaries
of wind, wet pavement and dark of night. If such an improvement plan is too
costly or is too detrimental environmentally, then Caltrans must admit it is
infeasible to approve STAA trucks on this route combination.

When the consequences of all the Project’s exceptions to mandatory design
standards are viewed in combination as in the above example, it becomes
obvious that Calfrans attempt to justify designating this route combination for
STAA trucks while avoiding the enormous cost and environmental consequences
of improving the road to, or even close to, minimurm mandatory standards,
invoives a significant compromise to public safety.

A second safety issue, aside from crashes involving big rigs, is how the Project's
roadway features affect the safety of other roadway users. The PR’s record
shows that most of the crashes involve run-off-the-road or (to a much lesser
extent) centerline crossover incidents where excessive speed, wet pavement and
nighttime darkness were factors. The PR and its Exceptions To Mandatory
_Standards attachments assert that the added shoulder widths at most of the
locations where work is contemplated will create an increased recovery area that
will enable motorists to avert many crashes. This optimistic assertion ignores
two salient contrarian factors.
» The added shoulder width at most locations is marginal in relation to
mandatory minimum shoulder width and to true clear recovery zones.
»  The increases in curve radius and other improvements to curve
* alignments and introduction of engineered superelevation on curves will
tend to increase traffic speed, thereby increasing the propensity of run-off
incidents and increasing the width of recovery area needed to avoid
crashes.

Below we examine how the Project’s features affect these considerations at each
work location.

Ruby 1

Although the PR Table associated with Section 5 claims that Ruby 1 meets all
mandatory design standards, the actual approved Fact Sheet Exceptions to

TRAFEFIC » TRANSPORTATION » MANAGEMENT
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Mandatory Design Standards for this location reveals that there are two 1
exceptions and appears to have omitted a third. The first exception is to the cont.

mandatory shoulder width of 4 feet applicable at this location. The Project design
-does provide the required 4 foot shoulders on the inside of curves because it is
needed to accommodate STAA offtracking. But on the outside of the curves,

_ where run-offs due to speed, darkness and wet pavement most frequently occur,
a variable shoulder ranging from as little as 0.5 feet (as little as 125 percent of
mandatory minimum) up to the mandatory 4 feet would be provided (this is
changed from the existing shoulder of 0.5 feet to 3.4 feet). The changes to the
-outside shoulders are obviously very marginal. Meanwhile, the Project would
-also increase curve radii in the area from seriously non-conforming 300 and 430-
foot lengths to 575 and 550-foot radii and improve superelevation, though not
fully conforming to mandatory standards as noted in the Exceptions Fact Sheet.
These changes will increase the comfortable speed through the curves from 36
to 42 miles-per-hour (a 16.7 percent increase). This change in comfortable
speed would offsef the benefits of marginally increased recovery areas the
Project provides on the outside of curves, the place on curves where most run-
offs occur due fo excess speed, wet pavement and darkness.

“Interestingly, this overall section of Route 197 has a purported design speed and
posted speed limit of 55 miles-per-hour although advisory speeds of 35 and 30
miles-per-hour are posted on the subject curves. This poses several issues.

¢ The standard curve radius for a 55 mile-per-hour design speed is 1000
feet.! The PR and the Exception Fact Sheet make no mention that the
curve radii proposed in the Project at this location, although improved,
remain only approximately half the mandatory minimum for the design-
and posted speed.

s The fact that the posted speed limit on the specific Ruby 1 area approach
is 55 miles-per-hour makes it likely that many vehicles will enter the
subject curves at speeds well above the advisory speed signs of 30 and
35 miles-per-hour or the comfortable speed of 42 miles-per-hour.

Contrary to the claim of the PR and its exceptions attachment, this makes
it uniikely that the Project’s marginal improvement to recovery area would
reduce the incidence of the types of collisions experienced at the subject

iocation.

« The PR admits that traffic enforcement on the subject routes is sparse.
This makes it likely that many vehicles will attempt to travel faster than the
posted and advisory speed limits.

» Highway Design Manual Topic 309.1(2) indicates that on conventional
highways a clear recovery zone of 20 feet minimum is desirable. Although
this is a desirable, not mandatory standard, it illustrates the sheer

' Value interpolated from Calirans Highway Design Manual Table 203.2.
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inadequacy of the proposed 0.5 to 4-foot shoulders in this segment of the 1
Project, especially with the changes to the curve radii and superelevation cont.
engendering increased speeds.?

In summary, there is no reasonable support for the PR's assertion that safety will
- be enhanced by the proposed marginal increases in shoulder width (recovery
" area) would reduce crash incidence and substantial evidence that changes in
_speed characteristics engendered by the Project would cause greater crash
incidence. ’

Ruby 2

The concerns in this segment of the Project are similar to those described above
for Ruby 1. The Project would widen shoulders at these curves from a variable
0- to 2 feet to a consistent 2 feet (minimum mandatory standard at this location is
4 feet). The Project would also change the radius of curves at this site from 200
feet to a still substandard 400 feet {(minimum mandatory standard for 40 mile-per-
hour speéd limit is 550 feet. Sight distance, though improved, would remain 23%
short of the mandatory minimum for 40 miles-per-hour. Rather than decreasing
collision incidence, the increased speed engendered by the improved curve

.. radius, compounded by the remaining sight distance deficiency, would likely
offset any benefits of the increased racovery area provided by consistent 2-foot
shoulders and result in increased crash incidence.

Patrick Creek L ocation 1.

The proposed horizontal curve and shoulder changes at this location appear as a
reasonable response to the constraints of the site. However, the PR
unreasonably minimizes its estimate of the potential consequences the
considerable sight distance deficiencies at this location, dismissing them as likely
to cause only minor rear-end collisions. In fact, at a 55 mile-per-hour speed, rear
end collisions have the potential to be far worse than minor and in addition,
losing sight of the road ahead can cause drivers to misjudge the alignment with
more serious run-off-the-road and cross-centering crashes as the result. In
addition, the PR appears to have failed to assess the potential compounding
effects of sight distance limitations on overlapping or closely spaced
combinations of horizontal curves. More study of this issue is needed.

Patrick Creek Location 2

* Conventional highways with posted speed limits with posted speed limits at or below 40 miles-per-hour
and curbs are exempt from clear recovery zone requirements. Since the posted speed limit is 55 and no
curbs exist or are proposed, this exemption does not apply o the Ruby 1 segment.
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The PR considered 3 alternatives at this location: replacing the existing bridge at 1

an upstream focation with corresponding roadway changes, replacing the cont.

. existing bridge at a downstream location with corresponding roadway changes, .
or preserving the existing bridge with changes to the approach roadway

" alignments to increase curve radii, eliminating the need for large vehicles to

- cross the roadway centerline while entering and exiting the bridge.
Subsequently, Caltrans has settled on the downstream bridge replacement as
the preferred alternative. The alternative to preserve the existing bridge is
dismissed, despite costing only two-thirds the cost of the replacement
alternatives (roughiy $6 million versus $9 million). The reason given is
“functional obsolescence”.® Since the primary element of functional

- obsolescence apparently is the need of large imodern vehicles to cross the
roadway centerline while getting on and off the bridge, a condition remedied by
_approach realignments in the 'preservation alternative’, this dismissal is
ridiculous. Although the present bridge lacks room for walkable and bikeable
shoulders, this is not reasonable justification for dismissal through functional
chsolescence, since much of the entire 197/199 route combination lacks
walkable and bikeable shoulders.

Caltrans PR also failed to consider two other very low cost alternatives for
preserving the existing bridge that are easily and quickly constructible and that
would avoid the environmentally intrusive massive rock slope cuis needed to .

" realign the approaches in the ‘bridge preservation’ alternative and that are also
features of the upstream and downstream bridge replacement aiternatives. The
simplest would be to place signs on the immediate approaches to the bridge
requiring traffic approaching the bridge to “Yield To Traffic On Bridge”. In this
way, there would be no conflict when [arge vehicies need to cross the centerline
while entering or exiting the bridge. The cther slightly more sophisticated way of
maintaining the functionality of the existing bridge and approaches without
massive approach reconstruction is to operate the bridge and its immediate
approaches in reversible cne-way operation controlled by traffic signals at each
end. This latter alternative would also remedy the current lack of shoulders
satisfactory for use by bikes and pedestrians, since, with the bridge essentially
operating as a one-lane bridge, there would be adequate room for
walkable/bikeable shoulders.

The Exceptions To.Mandatory Design Standards Fact Sheet for the downstream
bridge replacement alternative reveals that Caltrans currently preferred
alternative would involve significant compromises to design standards. In an
area where the posted speed limit is 55 miles-per-hour, the three approach
curves, realigned at high costs with massive rock slope cuts, would only support
speeds of 25, 32 and 32 miles-per-hour respectively and would have curve radii

* No evidence of structural deficiency is presented.
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only 21.4%, 25% and 25% of the minimum mandatory curve radius for the 55 ]
mile-per-hour speed limit. This large a disparity between the high speeds at cont.

which vehicles approach and the low design speeds supported by the
substandard curve radii is a circumstance under which run off the road and
centerline crossing hazardous incidents will continue to be prevalent.

Similarly, the compromises to mandatory minimum standards for curve radius,
shoulder width and cther separations from lateral obstructions result in 4
situations where the mandatory minimum 500 foot stopping sight distance to
support the 55 mile-per-hour speed fimit is not achieved, with available sight
distance limited to respectively 131-, 177-,199- and 199-feet (26% to 40% of the
mandatory minimum). These available sight distances support safe speeds of
onfy 21, 26, 30 and 30 miles-per-hour respectively. The large disparity between
the posted speed limit and the safe speeds that would be supported by available
sight distance is a serious compromise to safety. This situation is compounded
by portions of the road located within Patrick Creek Narrows Location 2 where
stopping sight distance is also compromised below mandatory minimum by the
‘proposed vertical alignment of the road. There are 4 such locations some of
which are contiguous or overlapping to the locations where sight distance is also
impaired by horizontal obstructions. Available sight distance at these locations
are respectivel 300-, 442-, 330- and 370-feet, supporting safe speeds of 40, 50,
42 and 45 miles-per-hour (as contrast with the 500-feet minimum required for the
55 mile-per-hour speed limit).

Patrick Creek Location 3

Maodifications proposed at Location 3 involve construction of a soldier pile retaining
wall, eliminating an S-curve alignment and widening shoulders.
Although an 8 curve is eliminated, all of the 5 remaining curves in the segment
continue to be substandard (less than the 1000-foot mandatory minimum for a 55
mile-per-hour design speed). The remaining curves have respective radii of 895-,
300-, 300-,300- and 500-feet, supporting design speeds of 52, 30, 30, 30, and 38
miles per hour respectively. Hence, there remains a serious disparity between the
safe speeds of the curves and the speed limit at 4 locations as identified in the
Exceptions To Mandatory Design Standards Fact Sheet. However, the Fact Shest
fails to note that this creates substantial potential for motorists to over-drive the
curve and that the proposed design is also in conflict with the principles of Alignment
Consistency described in Highway Design Manual Topic 203.3. This topical section
states:

“Sudden reductions in alignment standards should be avoided. Where

physical restrictions on cuive radius cannot be overcome and it becomes

necessary to introduce curvature of lower standard than the design speed for
the project, the design speed between successive curves should change not
more than 10 miles per hour. Introduction of curves with lower design speeds
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should be avoided at the end of long tangents, steep downgrades . or at other | 1

locations where high approach speeds may be anticipated.” cont.
Clearly, the disparity between Curve 31 (52 mph) and Curve 32 {30 mph) is more
than double the tolerable maximum and is a safety concern. A similar disparity
exists in Patrick Creek Narrows Location 1 between Curve 12 (53 mph) and Curve
11 (31 mph).

The proposed Project ieaves stopping sight distance below minimums at 4 locations,
two due to lateral obstructions and two due to vertical alignment. The lateral
obstructions limit available sight distance to that suitable to 28- and 30 miles per
hour. The vertical alignment sight distance obstructions limit available sight distance
to that safe for 40 and 47 miles-per-hour. The safe speeds at the horizontal
obstruction areas particufarly disparate from the 55 miles-per-hour posted speed
limit for the area. '

The Narrows

. The deficiencies in the Project proposal for this segment have alréady been
discussed extensively in this report and wili not be reiterated here.

Washington Curve

_ This area of US 199 has a posted speed limit of 55 miles-per hour. Inexplicably,
Caltrans has chosen to design the Project in this segment for a design speed of 40
miles per hour instead of the posted speed limit and the actual design fails to meet
mandatory standards for even that reduced design speed. The existing Washington
Curve fs a broken back-curve comprised of a compound curve of 422- and 161-foot
radii curves joined to a 1410 radius curve by a very short tangent. The proposed
alignment changes the broken-back compound curve to 430- and 180-foot radii
curves joined 10 a 1308-foot curve by an even shorter tangent. Minimum radius for
40 mile-per-hour design speed curves is 550 feet, substantially more than what is
proposed.

Even at the 40 miles-per-hour design speed, the proposed curves are seriously
deficient. The longer radius part of the compound curve hase as safe speed of 23
miles-per-hour, the shorter part has a safe speed of approximately 35 miles-per-
hour. When compared to the posted speed limit of 55 miles-per hour (which would
require & minimum 1000 foot radius curve), the proposed curve is clearly hazardous.

The PR’s Exceptions To Mandatory Design Standards Fact Sheet reveals that the
proposed design fails to meet the mandatory minimum stopping sight distance for
the purported design speed of 40 miles-per-hour (300) feet but fails to disclose what
the actual available sight distance would be. Clearly, the available sight distance
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would be far below the mandatory minimum sight distance for traffic approachmg at |1
the signed speed iimit of 55 mlles-per-hour at this location (500 feet). cont.

The PR Exceptions To Mandatory Design Standards Fact Sheet admits that even at
the 40 miles-per-hour design speed, the propesed Project will not meet the
mandatory minimum standards for stopping sight distance (300 feet), although it fails
.to disclose by how much. Clearly, the available stopping sight distance is vastly less
than the 500 foot mandatory minimum for the posted speed limit of 55 miles-per-
hour that should be the real design speed at this location. Although the Fact Sheet
attempts to minimize the adverse safety conseguences of the substandard design,
the reality in this situation, as with other proposed situations in the Project where
stopping sight distance is substandard, the fundamental fact is that if drivers cannot
see far enough ahead on the road to stop safely, they are likely to run off it or hit
something in it.

The proposed design would only provide 50% of the mandatory minimufn shoulder
width applicable to this segment. Given the other substandard design elements
noted above, this would compound safety problems.

Cost Effective and Environmentally Sensitive Measures To Enhance Safety
Without STAA Accommodation Are Possible

Caltrahs could enhance the safety of the 197/199 route combination for the general
rmaotoring public without the high cost and environmental intrusion necessary to
accommodate STAA trucks. Measures, some of which are currently included at
some locations as minor features of the proposed Project, include:

¢  Open graded pavement surface at all locations,

More prominent edge line and centerline delineation including raised
reflective markers and centerline and edge line rumble strips,

More extensive curve warning, and advisory speed signing

Night lighting at selective locations,

Transverse rumble strips in advance of the sharpest curves, most complex
curve combinations, or ones with safe speeds at large differential from the
approach roadway,

Radar displays of vehicle speed,

The previously mentioned signal-controlled, alternating one-way operation
of the bridge at Patrick Creek Narrows Location 2 or the aforementioned
“Yield To Traffic On Bridge” regulatory sign solution for the same location,
s Trucker-directed advisory signing stich as is employed along the

mountainous section of i-80 between the Nevada State Line and Auburn.

*

The PR should be redone to design and evaluate an alternative that is based on
these principles.
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‘Other issues ' 1
i ) cont.

Lack of Measured Speed Data

It is evident from Caltrans documentation that speed, particularly the differential
between approach speed limits and the speeds that are safe at the “pinch points”
addressed in the Project as well as the differential between speeds at which drivers
attempt to drive through the “pinch points” and the safe speeds through those “pinch
points” is a major causal factor in the crash experience documented in the PR.
However, there is no evidence on record that Caltrans has ever considered the
actual distribution of speeds driven at the pinch points-and there approaches. This
vital data should be collected and considered in determining whether the
modifications propesed in the Project are adequate improvements for public safety,
detrimental, or measures that solely provide a justification for shoe-homing STAA

" trucks onto the road.

-inconsistency of Traffic Volume, Truck Volume and Truck Percentage Data Betwaen
PR and Calirans Posted Data

Data posted on the Caltrans Traffic Data Branch internet web site for US 199
northeast of the junction with SR 197, the location closest to the proposed Project
work sites on U8 199 indicate 2010 annual average daily traffic (AADT) of 4200, a
truck percentage of 18.52 % of AADT and a truck volume of 778 AADT. Yetthe PR
analysis for the Project locations on US 199 uniformly assume the existing traffic
volume is only 3000 AADT, the truck percentage is only 12% of AADT. In fact, the
traffic and truck volumes that existed in 2010 on this area of US 199 already
considerably exceed the PR's projected traffic and truck volumes for 2013, 2023 and
2033. Clearly, the PR has based its analysis of Project adequacy and critical design
variables like Traffic Index (T1)* on seriously understated traffic and truck volumes on
Us 199.

Caltrans Traffic Data Branch posts traffic and truck volumes at two locations
bracketing the Ruby 1 and Ruby 2 sites on SR 187. These show AADTSs of 1800
vehicles and a truck percentage of 12.33% (222 trucks) to the northwest of the Ruby
sites and 2300 vehicles and a truck percentage of 5.65% (130) trucks to the
southeast. The average, since the Ruby sites lie between these count points is
2050 AADT and 176 trucks (truck percentage of 8.59). The PR baseline for the
Ruby sites is only 1700 AADT and a truck percentage of only 8 percent {equivalent
to only 136 trucks — 50 per day less than the above average. In fact, the PR's 2013
forecasts are below the 2010 values and its 2023 forecasts barely exceed them.

* This is a critical pafameter used in determining the required structural strength and composition of the
roadway surface based primarily on the expected numbers of heavy vehicle axel passages over the expected
life of the pavement.
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Again, the PR analysis appears to have rilied on understated estimales of overall | 4
traffic and fruck traffic both curent and in the future. This is particularly disturbing |
since the section of LIS 199 batween its junction with SR 187 and its junction with
LIS 101 is reporiad to have camed an AADT of 719 trucks (15.63%). If the segment
of SR 187 batwesn US 198 and US 101 is improved as proposed in the Project,
some of the truck traffic on the sinuous section of US 1939 betwaen s junclicns with
SR 197 and US 101 would Bkely shift to the improved SR 197, especialy if Caltrans
signs direct truck fraffic that way, Caltrans anatyses of Project trick traffic have
made no evident attempt to estmata diversions of fruck traffic from the westerdy
sagmeam of US 189 o SR 197 that the Project would cause. This Is a senous flaw in

the anatysis.
Improper Use of Accident Statistics

A weall understood frulsm in highway safety analysis is the fact that curves are
localions whera some of the highest accident rates tend to accur. In the case of the
PR, accident stafistics are presented fer shorl segmeants Invohdng one or several
curvas, Accident rates at these eations are compared 1o the statewide averags
accident rabe for 2-lane conventional highways in rural areas with similar terrain,
This apphas-to oranges comparison of accident rates for individual curve segmaents
o ghor segmants mvalving 8 mullipke curve sequence o the owerall statmside
average for 2-lane conventional highways (which averages in many, many miles of
tangent segments where few accidents nomally SccUr) is 8 comparnison that
exaggerales the apparent deviation of crash rates on the subject route segments
abowve that which is purporfedly typical, thus exaggerating the need for some kind of
improvement action based on safety. A fair comparison ef crash rates on the
subject segments o overall State Highway Svystemn 2-lang conventional highway
crash rates kv similar rural terrain on curyes would presant an unbiased depiclion of
thi safety siduation on the subject rowte segments and would doubtiess show that
the subject segments experience crash rales more typical of curve segmeants
sltatewids,

Conclusion

Basad on ail of the points noted in detail abowe, we are convinced the Project
Report's analysis and conclugions am inadequale and need (o be revised. The
Project’s provisions ane insufficient 1o authorize STAA trucks on the subject routes
with reasonable safety to the public. Calirans has failed to evaluate the safety
impacts associabed with the Project™s exception o mandatory minimum design
standards, An aRemative thal improves the operational safety chacacteristics of the
route combination al modest cost and with minimal enviconmental intrusion is
preferable to one that accommodates STAA trucks at significantly higher cost and
amironmental intresion accompanied by detremental efiects on public safety.
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DANIEL T. SMITH, Jr.
President

EDUCATION

Bachelor of Science, Engineering and Applied Science, Yale University, 1967
Master of Science, Transportation Planning, University of California, Berkeley, 1968

PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION

California No. 21913 (Civil) Nevada No. 7969 (Civil) Washington No. 29337 (Civil)
California No. 938 (Traffic) Arizona No. 22131 (Civil)

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE

Smith Engineering & Management, 1993 to present. President.

DKS Associates, 1979 to 1993. Founder, Vice President, Principal Transportation Engineer.
DeLeuw, Cather & Company, 1968 to 1979, Senior Transportati on Planner.

Personal specialties and project experience include:

Litigation Consulting. Provides consultation, investigations and expert witness testimony in highway design,
transit design and fraffic engineering matters including condemnations involving fransportation access issues; traffic
accidents involving highway design or traffic engineering factors; land use and development matters involving
access and transportation impacts; parking and other traffic and transportation matters.

Urban Corridor Studies/Alternatives Analysis. Principal-in-charge for State Route (SR) 102 Feasibility Study, a
35-mile freeway alignment study north of Sacramento. Consultant on I-280 Interstate Transfer Concept Program,
San Francisco, an AA/EIS for completion of I-280, demolition of Embarcadero freeway, substitute light rail and
commuter rail projects. Principal-in-charge, SR 238 corridor freeway/expressway design/environmental study,
Hayward (Calif) Project manager, Sacramento Northeast Area multi-modal transportation corridor shady.
Transportation planner for I-80N West Terminal Study, and Harbor Drive Traffic Study, Portland, Oregon. Project
manager for design of surface segment of Woodward Corridor LRT, Detroit, Michigan. Directed staff on I-80
National Strategic Corridor Study (Sacramento-5an Francisco), US 101-Sonoma freeway operations study, SR 92
freeway operations study, I-880 freeway operations study, SR 152 alignment studies, Sacramento RTD light rail
systems study, Tasman Comidor LRT AA/EIS, Fremont-Warm Springs BART extension plan/EIR, SRs 70/99
freeway alternatives study, and Richmond Parkway (SR 93) design study.

Area Transportation Plans. Principal-in charge for transportation element of City of Los Angeles General Plan
Framework, shaping nations largest city two decades into 21'st century. Project manager for the transportation
element of 300-acre Mission Bay development in downtown San Francisco. Mission Bay involves 7 million gsf
office/commercial space, 8,500 dwelling units, and community facilities. Transportation features include relocation
of commuter rail station; extension of MUNI-Metro LRT; a multi-modal terminal for LRT, commuter rail and local
bus; removal of a quarter mile elevated freeway; replacement by new ramps and a boulevard; an internal roadway
network overcoming constraints imposed by an internal tidal basin; freeway structures and rail facilities; and
concept plans for 20,000 structured parking spaces. Principal-in-charge for circulation plan to accommodate 9
million gzf of office/commercial growth in downtown Bellevue (Wash.). Principal-in-charge for 64 acre, 2 million
gsf multi-uze complex for FMC adjacent to San Jose International Airport. Project manager for transportation
element of Sacramento Capitol Area Plan for the state governmental complex, and for Downtown Sacramento
Redevelopment Plan. Project manager for Napa (Calif) General Plan Circulation Element and Downtown
Riverfront Redevelopment Plan, on parking program for dewntown Walnut Creek, on downtown fransportation
plan for San Mateo and redevelopment plan for downtown Mountain View (Calif.), for traffic circulation and safety
plans for California cities of Davis, Pleasant Hill and Hayward, and for Salem, Oregon.
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Transportation Centers. Project manager for Daly City Intermodal Study which developed a $7 million surface
bus terminal, traffic access, parking and pedestrian circulation improvements at the Daly City BART station plus
development of functional plans for a new BART station at Colma. Project manager for design of multi-modal
terminal (commuter rail, light rail, bus) at Mission Bay, San Francisco. In Santa Clarita Long Range Transit
Development Program, responsible for plan to relocate system's existing timed-transfer hub and development of
three satellite transfer hubs. Performed airport ground transportation system evaluations for San Francisco
International, Qakland International, Sea-Tac International, Qakland International, Los Angeles International, and
San Diego Lindberg.

Campus Transportation. Campus transportation planning assignments for UC Davig, UC Berkeley, UC Santa
Cruz and UC San Francizco Medical Center campuses; San Francisco State University; University of San Francisco;
and the University of Alaska and others. Also developed master plans for institutional campuses including medical
centers, headquarters complexes and research & development facilities.

Special Event Facilities. Evaluations and design studies for football/baseball stadiums, indoor sports arenas, horse
and motor racing facilities, theme parks, fairgrounds and convention centers, ski complexes and destination resorts
throughout western United States.

Parking. Parking programs and facilities for large area plans and individual sites including downtowns, special
event facilities, university and institutional campuses and other large site developments; numerous parking
feasibility and operations stucies for parking structures and surface facilities; also, resident preferential parking .

Transportation System MNManagement & Traffic Restraint. Project manager on FHWA program fo develop
techniques and guidelines for neighborhood street traffic limitation. Project manager for Berkeley, (Calif),
Neighborhood Traffic Study, pioneered application of fraffic restraint techniques in the U.S. Developed residential
traffic plans for Menlo Park, Santa Monica, Santa Cruz, Mill Valley, Oakland, Palo Alto, Piedmont, San Mateo
County, Pasadena, Santa Ana and others. Participated in development of photo/radar speed enforcement device and
experimented with speed humps. Co-author of Institute of Transportation Engineers reference publication on
neighborhood traffic control.

Bicycle Facilities. Project manager to develop an FHWA manual for bicycle facility design and planning, on
bikeway plans for Del Mar, (Calif.), the UC Davis and the City of Davis. Consultant to bikeway plans for Eugene,
Oregon, Washington, D.C., Buffal o, New York, and Skokie, Illinois. Consultant to U.S. Bureau of Reclamation for
development of hydraulically efficient, bicycle safe drainage inlets. Consultant on FHWA research on effective
retrofits of undercrossing and overcrossing structures for bicyclists, pedestrians, and handicapped.

MEMBERSHIPS
Institute of Transportation Engineers Transportation Research Board
PUBLICATIONS AND AWARDS

Residential Streetf Degign and Traffic Control, with W. Homburger ef al. Prentice Hall, 1989.
Co-recipient, Progressive Architecture Citation, Mission Bay Master Plan, with LM. Pei WRT Associated, 1984.
Residential Traffic Management, State of the Art Report, U.S. Department of Transportation, 1979.

Improving The Residential Street Environment, with Donald Appleyard et al., U.S. Department of Transportation,
1979.

Strategic Concepts in Residential Neighborhood Traffic Contfrol, International Symposium on Traffic Control
Systems, Berkeley, California, 1979.

Planning and Design of Bicycle Facilifies: Pitfalls and New Divections, Transportation Research Board, Research
Record 570, 1976.

Co-recipient, Progressive Architecture Award, Livable Urban Streets, San Francisco Bay Area and London, with
Donald Appleyard, 1979,

FRAFFLIG = THRANMSPOR A TTON = MANAMGENMEMN!

3T Lowry Road. Llaior Ciry, CA 94537 tefr SIOAS9.9477 fax: S10A089.9-178
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Responses to EPIC (Smith Engineering)

Response to Comment 1

The letter asserts that by not designing the roadway to the standards laid out in the Caltrans
Highway Design Manual, and by taking exceptions to the Manual, the roadway will not be safe
for STAA vehicles. It argues that there is insufficient “margin of error” to account for driver
error and imperfect driving conditions, and proceeds to provide detailed geometric critique of
various project components. This response outlines the legal and logical basis behind the project
design, which should address most of the comments put forth in the letter.

STAA Information

The Code of Federal Regulations, Title 23 requires that states allow STAA trucks reasonable
access to terminals. In the 1980's, California evaluated all State routes and allowed STAA
vehicles immediate on those routes that could readily accommodate them. These are called
Terminal Access routes. State routes are continuously re-evaluated as improvement projects are
completed. Local governments also evaluate local roads for STAA access to create local
Terminal Access routes.

When highway improvements are implemented, routes may be re-evaluated to analyze whether
they can accommodate STAA trucks. The evaluation of a route may also be initiated when
requested by a local agency or business owner. The Caltrans Highway Design Manual, Topic
404, is recommended as a guide for analyzing and evaluating routes for STAA access. When the
local Caltrans District is satisfied that a route meets the guidelines for STAA design vehicles,
based on engineering analysis, a request is made to Caltrans Headquarters for review and
approval. Upon approval, Terminal Access signs are installed and maps are updated on the
Caltrans website to reflect the change in the route’s classification. District 1 has opened STAA
routes since the 1980's evaluation, including US 101 from the Oregon border to Benbow, CA in
June of 2008 and a portion of Highway 175 in Mendocino County in January of 2004,

The Route 199/197 Safe STAA Project balances STAA access, ease of operation, cost and
environmental impacts in an area with challenging terrain. At each location, engineers weighed
cost, environmental impacts, highway design standards, and the goal to provide for STAA
access. Once project geometrics and constraints were established, alignments were tested for
STAA compatibility with “Autoturn” software, using an STAA truck with a 1 foot “buffer” on
either side as a template to allow for driver variability. At all project locations, the result of the
proposed widening and alignment improvements will be that an STAA truck, with its greater size
and swept width around curves, will have more maneuvering room than the smaller California
Legal trucks presently have on the existing highway. The maneuvering room for any vehicle
smaller than an STAA truck will be improved considerably. This project will fully satisfy
requirements for STAA access, and the improved roadway will be similar to the remainder of
Routes 197 and 199, and to other STAA Terminal routes.

Safety

On two-lane, rural routes such as Route 199 and 197, there is a clear statistical relationship
between additional shoulder width, curve improvement and reduced collision rates. Even
though these projects were not initiated for safety reasons, existing collision concentrations,
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where present, were taken into consideration during project design. The proposed designs all
provide substantial geometric improvements over existing conditions, and the improved
roadways will be similar to adjacent sections of the Routes.

In response to the “Improper Use of Accident Statistics” comment: It is true that the statewide
collision rates include curves as well as tangents. However, not all curves have collision rates
that are significantly greater than the statewide average. Thus we strive to decrease collisions at
curve locations where the collision rates are significantly greater than the statewide average
collision rates.

The primary purpose of the project is to provide for STAA Terminal Access. The curve and
shoulder improvements that will enable STAA access should have a positive effect on overall
collision rates at the project locations.

Design Exceptions

Design exceptions are a way of documenting and justifying deviation from the Caltrans Design
Manual on specific geometric standards. Design exceptions will be needed for all project
locations in the Route 199/197 Safe STAA Project, due to economic, environmental and physical
constraints. The following passages were taken from the Caltrans Highway Design Manual.
Emphasis is added where appropriate.

“Highway Design Manual guidance allows for flexibility in applying design standards and
approving design exceptions that take the context of the project location into consideration;
which enables the designer to tailor the design, as appropriate, for the specific circumstances.

The design standards used for any project should equal or exceed the minimum given in the
Highway Design Manual to the maximum extent feasible, taking into account costs (initial and
life cycle) traffic volumes, traffic and safety benefits, right of way, socio-economic, and
environmental impacts, maintenance, etc. . . . It is not intended that current manual standards
be applied retroactively to all existing State highways; such is neither warranted nor
economically feasible. A record of the decision not to upgrade the existing non-standard
mandatory or advisory features shall be provided through the exception process.”

Per Highway Design Manual guidance, design standards are intended to be taken in context with
the route, and it is expected that there will be instances where design standards will be
impractical or infeasible. While some project features do not meet design standards due to
severe terrain and the desire to minimize environmental impacts, at each location engineers
strived to strike a balance between safety, environmental and aesthetic impacts, design standards
and economic concerns. This project will provide for safe STAA access along the Route 199/197
corridor, while enhancing driver comfort and safety by improving geometrics in ways that are
statistically proven to reduce collision rates. Since the improvements will be at spot locations,
minimal change in the overall operation of the Route 199/197 corridor is expected.
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Friends of Del Norte (submitted by Don Gilespie)

Friends of Vel Norte

_ Proteeting the WILDLANDS, WATERS and WILDUFE of Del Norte Counity Eince 1972,

Jason Mayer November, 2 2012
Cal Degt. of Transportaton

Noah Region Ervirempntal, Usit £1

P.0. Box 3700, Eurska, Ca 95502

Dear M. Meyer,

Theari you for (his opperiundy i commet an tha Pariial Reckoulstion of DEIRSupplemental EA ko SR
187 and LIS Y85 in Dl Norte Counly. We Bppnaciale you reopening s document for Turdher pubéc review
Cur conpaims abou! vegatation and i impacts e a3 i,

Wi woukd fike t0 emphasing fo Catrans and i nvohved parties, that both higteays 160 and 167 ae
bouris] galeways 10 Redwood Nalional Park, & rare World Hertage Sde. Both e National and Stae Parks
&0 responsibie for @ vary significant porion of the focal economy of Del Morte' County. The soerk: quaity of
o iy Gty ed 1o 1ake & high peiarity in considering afarafions. in thesa highways. Callmans
proposed wiseting projects will fomver chianga the characier of Ihass soanic byways.

On the proposed projects. Ruby 1 ant Ruby 2, with (ha Twi-Foot Widening In Spol Lotalions Aleenitive o
&s e Calirans peelermd abematve, InG propossd highwdy changes have reasanabis red removal
puidfines: though we poefier io keep the ke rdwond s on the aast sida. Serous consideration for 3
redtwond Lnes rood compaction i lacking In your repon. As we undersiand Ihesa proposais, (hens will be nd
teas renoved on tha west or rver side of Hay, 167, W do howaver, have very greve concems for e
ramoval i the Four Foot Alemative ware ip be chosen. These profects are slony one of (e mos! soenc
porfions af Hwy. Y87 2nd near Ruby Van Devamar County Park, 50 we apeveciale your conces ke the
S0EnS quaity of B porton of th Righway, ANl kee slumiis should be sormpietisy removed oo ground
cicwn: 50 thery' v no permanent visibity 10 Tha COmMOon moiorst,

e the UG Hwy. 158 siles, Palrick Creeik Narows Location 1, PM 205, the removal of eighisen b inch i 4
sight inch Douglas Fir and Whike Alder rees saeins reasonabie as outfined i the DEIREA.

M the Petrick Creek Reesmows Location 2. P 239 1o 243, eigity thes fees many of them kange oid 5
Dougtas Fir, aee sigted 1o ba cut i the proposed down Aver Bridge is 1o be bullt. Since the axisting bridge
sUF struchrally soiid, the realignmesd of the Rigiway b ease e approach fo the bidge looks ke the bes!

Tha FriemLs of Dal Rerio b & soseprodit geoup advocsting araud mvisnnmnda] polcss e o ragon
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Friends of Del Norte (submitted by Don Gilespie)

mmﬁ#ﬂ:‘hﬂ

altemalive when considerng th overall impacts on trees. The wupsteam bridge & oul of te quashon as i
wil require the ramovel of 23,000 cubc yands of rock and will create an ongoing pofential for mck shides :qm
inip the Smih River. Wi question whethar the downsteam cut siope needs b be as axlensive 25 propcsed
ko ol the necesaary heo fool shouider. A smallar cut woukd maintain 1he presant soanic vakees of s
portion of P highveay 3o hve kess impact on ree rempval, Theve does not seem o be a sokition thal
Iednly respects e soenic qualities of Hy, 109 and this remains & signifcant impact b5 our Wikd and Scenic
rver Coriior,

Tra PC Namows Location 3 seams saprope with vary (11 £ange L the somic vrlue of the hgiway. &

AL The Maemows Locesan, PR 22T o FL0, Sty s rees ams alaled io be eenoved. Sincg Ined mols feip F
crmaba siope stabiEy, and singe v maionty of this pvoiect 1 culling infio badock, we quastion the nesd io
Cut trees on the uphill slope. Than @ne o few troess Bl wese bumed and kiliad by the Biscult Fire and these
nead o come down. It 5 nol claar if this buemes) toes ane pan of your onginal count of B2es 1o b removed,
Wiz also question the nood 10 cul ny seall Irees on The river side of The highwsy, outsice of the immediate
vicinity of the netaining walls that ans part of this project,

The Washington Curve cut siope, PM 255 requikes the cuting of many smak tmes and is not 3 sgnifcan 8
biological congem, The specified ihee removal seems spoopeiate bo e scope of e motors! salely Esues
addessed by this specile portion of The overall project

W 0o have concem:s o tha impaciion of oid growth Redwocd s roots adjacent ko the roadway
Ewoisghoul this project and in & area nol msyioned in e DEFUEA report. This is the steich of Hiry. 199
from the Jesd Smith State Park entrance 1o the Hiouchi Bridge, approsdmataiy MP 4.5 1o 4.0, This secion
ol smeed o change, bt B i pan of Ihe cumasisive Impacts as Bcrazsed ST A sk irafic wall impacd
fhess niskes iocated within Redwood Malong and Siele Pare boundanias. How will these bpes be impacied
by the proposed inceaase in [nuck raffic retabed f the saven STAA prects? Wil the design feafons of Bw
eadwiy nbed by be changesd for eeavation deplh, thiciness and coimpacton io handle many mon: lucks?
Thaes wil be signfcantty mon cianrhances from highway failises and repair projects that e the o
tresaes acikacnnd ko thie bigbway, Such cumulative impacts, inciuding impiacts dong Hwy 101 &1 Last Chanco
Grade. noad 1o be- adarisse

W further maintain ihat ho DETR/EA s faully becausa e proposed proects cresle @ “barsly legal ias
slatiss For Hwys. 1880197 in afowing STAA ruck trafic. You 5tale on page i of this Supplemental
Enwironmental Assatament, I P Summary, thal "All smaen project locations comently have roadway
mmwmmsmmwmwmmmmmm

many mamhﬂﬂﬁwdmamm B‘I.ﬁ.l.wﬁdummimhm
that Callrans needs I seritualy faconsidar.

Tha Frigwady of D Mortd |8 on-profit grosp advosating ecund suvirccostiral poboes foe oo pegion.
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Friends of Del Norte (submitted by Don Gilespie)

Wer men Fagard your Traffic Shady for adding STAK Irucie 1o Haye 1990197 8 the resull of your 11
proposed peojects, o be senolshy Sawed. As you wil ind in [e folowing pages of this documand, much
informnation has been kel oul of your very bried and swed trafic sludy, Furthermons, the overss Bconomic
bemedes of this peoiec 10 he ciizens of Del Norle County am regigitis.

The Friencs of Del Morle can onfy conciiude that Caitrans neacs to compieta a Ul Envimnments mpect 12
Shagy of e pmpobed STAA prjects. Pleasa camfully review our afiached submissions.

Thark You, e ”"s:f:;,,

Dion Gilaspin, Prasident FON.
PO Boo 229,
Gasquit, Ca. B8543
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Responses to Friends of Del Norte (Don Gilespie)

Response to Comment 1

This comment states that the project area contains significant tourist sites, parks and visual
resources. The Department is aware of the value of the resources within the area and attempted
to minimize impacts to all resources while meeting the purpose and need of the project.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 2
This comment states the Ruby 1 and Ruby 2 sites have reasonable tree removal guidelines.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 3

This comment states that compaction of redwood roots was not considered in the report. The
Forester/Arborist Report discusses soil compaction and tree roots on page 8, Section 4.b. and 4.c.
Soil compaction causes negative impacts to root by preventing roots from obtaining water and
nutrients and also slowing the growth rate of roots.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 4
This comment states that it is reasonable to remove the trees listed at Patrick’s Creek Narrows
Location 1.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 5

This comment discusses the Patrick’s Creek Narrows Location 2 bridge replacement and cut
slope. The bridge, although currently structurally sound, is nearing the end of its design life and
will need to be replaced in the near future. Geotechnical engineers are currently investigating the
downstream cut slope area and will make recommendations on the slope and extent of the cut.
Stability of the slope is a major factor in this process. The Department will minimize the cut to
the extent feasible as this will reduce the cost and environmental impacts of the project.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 6
This comment states that Patrick’s Creek Narrows Location 3 seems appropriate.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 7

This comment questions the tree removal at the Narrows. The slope is primarily rock and thus
not held together by tree roots, in contrast to how a soil slope may be stabilized by tree roots.
The excavation will be into the slope on the uphill side, away from the river. The trees will be
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removed if they are in an area where the slope will be cut. Trees outside of the cut will only be
removed if they are an immediate safety hazard due to proximity to the cut. This will be
determined on an individual tree basis. There are no trees proposed for removal on the river side
of the roadway.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 8
This comment states that the proposed project at Washington Curve seems reasonable.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 9

This comment states concern for redwoods between PM 4.5 to PM 4.0 due to increased truck
traffic through the area. The area under the roadway was compacted during initial construction.
The STAA trucks have the same weight limits as the current California Legal trucks. The
forecasted increase in volume of traffic fits within the current design of the roadway and no
additional impacts would be expected due increased traffic. Potential effects to Last Chance
Grade are not anticipated because: there would be no increase to the weight of the individual
trucks; and increase in the volume of trucks would not be significant.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 10

This comment states that the proposed project creates a “barely legal” status for STAA access
along the route. The roadway improvements were designed to have a safety margin. See the
response to the EPIC/Smith comment above for a discussion on design, safety standards, and
design exemptions.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 11

This comment states that the Traffic Study for this project was flawed. Please see Grouped
Response 9 for a discussion of the Traffic Study. This comment also states that the benefits to the
citizens of Del Norte County are negligible. Please see Grouped Response 1 and 2 for
discussions of the purpose and need and costs vs. benefits of the project.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 12

This comment states that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is the appropriate NEPA
document for this project. The Department conducted an Environmental Assessment (EA) under
NEPA and determined that there are no significant impacts, and accordingly proceeded to
prepare a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI).

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.
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Friends of Del Norte (submitted by Eileen Cooper)

Friends of Del Norte, Committed to our environment since 1973,

A nonprofit. membership based conservation group, advocating sound
environmental policles for our region. PO Box 229, Gasquet, CA 95543
Mmovember 5, 2012

Comments tn Coltrans Reckrenlated DEIRTA for STAA truck scvess on Finy %9157, doe Nov, 5 2012
ATT: Jasan Meyer, Califtemia Dépantmen ol Transportation,

North Region Envinonmenial, Unit B, P.O. Box 3700, Eurcks, Ca. $5502-3700 RECEIVED
jEsen meyerifdo.ee goy T,

LU RIEY
Summary

Alter the chose ol the previoes DEEREA comntent permd. oir arganssason hocame aware of new, relevantand | 1
significant information which exposes the cument DEIR/TA (o be fusdamentally fowed and misleading. [he
[METRUTA Gards 10 provide an nocdrate evalusion of o beaad easge of impocta, incloding impacts congedered
within the Recircilated DEIRAA, This new imformation rises significent mow concers that have oot yel besn
proviously camsidonsd o anafyvecd ss wiell

Niw infirmation s now led us e bellove that an nnmedione and-significamt inenease of STAN truck trafic &
Fikely to resiMt s n cumilative mmpact of creating & frost froe 5TAA hypiss Usbugh Hoy 1990197 and Hwy 101
[ Richardon Girove ST AN project) s diverts, o sopnificantly indoces 1-5 STAM trock iraffic aroend Sidkivoa
Bunmnid peed thse Wiasd Shasta oren in winier.

The cumalutive izt of this new =5 bepass roue, and the mducement of Sgrificans -5 heavy tnock muffic
woild subssantiallv affect the evalaztion of w0 many aspects of the DEIR/EA, mul heoawse those impacts are
fikehy b e signaficust mnd far reaching and extend the scope of the praject to =ik a broad mamge, we belicve d
fulty recirewlased DEDRTIS s neccssary For sdvguate reevalustion, MEPA requires an FIS uader sch

R Te i L LT

Wi aleo beliove that a pew and pecunste stxemement will show that this bs an ill-conoeived project St wall
endanger e piiblic weifare, and that (he only rudional decision woull be ahandonmen of the peoject in onder
i pralet the public welfire. Within the falfoning wot are electronic referonces. Meese use c-muil copy of
comments to aceess fhose wieh slites

Eiskivou Sumil is known te be 1be meal dengorais pass abong =5, with a steepy prade of B, amnd requent 3
pecidents, only Dwo lnex, chosuzesdoe o high clevation winkr spow sionms, and Irsguent nsck chalning
requirements.

{iregon Bept, of Tramsportation (OO infermation, s Attackments: 9, 00,11

Now Information: in phone codversation oa Oclober 25, 301 7, Caltrns Districtl Mainseranos Engineer, Koval
whCarthy stalsd;
It i rave sccavbs il [ 190 b regidred choing, Snow does’t ged g Mrere became i 15 ool
el e e far Py
Phone messape, October 30,2012, from Caltrins slades:
We chevked v recoras. The sl cfaln comtral record we fove 0 prlor fo 2009 Nitlame stiee Jamuey
SN
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Friends of Del Norte (submitted by Eileen Cooper)

Creating & relatively fromd froe aliesaae 5TAA coasnd bipass aroand S3kivea Samman changes e dimermoes |3

of the Howy TR TST prokoct o likely ivolvie substantal indreaseyd trallic and saulvny hogoends, ax wcll as cot
exzcerhaling fragmentaticn and increaxing the need for meee traffic lights or traflie calming measizes in all
comumitics nhong Tiwy 199, inclading communities m Oregon, The DEIREA his ilted 1o chgage these
cummmiindties, A projec! wih such a broadly increased Inbenstaté scope should bé elievated (o an K15

The DEIREN has completely falled 1o ilentify and assess induced 1-5 traffic, both immediate and lorg term.
The DEIREA his complesely fadod 15 snform the general public, a3 well as maksgers ol imisice apencics, show
such @ raffic diversion.

The DETREA mrd RDEIR hove filed to evalumte the camudutive impacts thas resilt (rom the combined projoves | #
that coremitme g £-5 baypass arand Siskheon Sammit, This omission gipni Boanly clanges naost sepects o
umalysiz. The DEIR'EA fils 1o evaluste the following Hkely significant [-5 indoced trilic impacts:  ncreusol
mnterist and pedesirion safety riis, Redwond Nationa Pk amd Mationad Recrzabion Area visitor safety risks:
waler gualizy risky ard enidmgenment of pablic llr.i.d:ipg water Teoun imcrecasod tnack Cilsgy s-pll| riks de wel] o
binlogieal Fisks, végetatinn impacts and sndangered (Coho) and Califomia Specles of Concem (steelhead)
Eirapebcts, Sromn imoncioeed Drock vargo spall riskoss biolegheal and vepotation impacts duc to occcbensted rosd
fhifures, mnintenance amd repsir project: Wild end Seenbc River impacts; National Park and Natkoasl
Rovrcation Arca visitor lmpects: eyaccrtsriion ol community fapmemiation thal will likely ircreass the need Tor
miare tnafTic Hghts or imifec calming mensures, incheding commaunities in Uregon thal have nol been pasiced und
crmiged: wnd sevene ceontmic impss I sooclevaied comd mainbchanse aod epnif cosis; economic npacts
from boss of jots dug 10 the collapse of o niche fogad trucking network that utilizes Colifomia legal sl rucks
{uhuarl cabh Such & baoed sieoke of likely change i i popsen shisukd nevesssiate o fall EIS evshastion

Furibertmwne, bocsuse the public et s G boon o mishod o to fhink that theee w1l be an insignificent 5
increase in traffic, o fll reasssssment of ike goals and policy declsions is in onder, and a recirculation amd
eppartienity fior recvahation w all agencies, including consulistions for Endangered spacies, Wild and Sceale
Rivers Act consistency, National Park Menigoment flan consistency, nad Nationd Recreation Area
conabibency.

The DRIREA hus Failed to poovide vsefil snd meaningful quantilsive information abeat B3 indocod traffic
imereases and socintel Indflic fak analvsic

New Peleva i ot Evidence has em

Mew Informotion, Attechment |, leuer dated Mareh 12, 20022 The Friends of Del Mo and Caltrans
reveivad & lesler of conmenieaiion from James B Barnett, an expenented ek driver who delivered freighs
using Hwy 199 anad Hww 100, In par it sanbes:

“Ulning Imtersiane Roude 1-5 very froquemtly regutres trwok detvers (o chaln their Trks amd trailers Beoonse of
wrerint, WIS carnr Begapens ses saesie o st oot Hinnes oo trip from ire meichlfe of Oveieon ho the mcfe of
Caoliformin. This chataing i eoily dveeed i one i alfowed ox Lieroe beer i wea 105 Higha 0T seifcad af -5,
Chvie crvaaled evaelly mtinginge sy Mimes mioee frucks mer hour an the propased rowte In beiroe sene (e plianed
hnger sere dmpleweates il dhaey aok deke B o docosmr vt somld Thappe fo the raiffe momborer (125
ez fove vt o aviden s B offen dows A sy comld quiokdy aod sty B dove e it iepact of the
gl B poundlang the mvelbar r.g,f'.lrmi;l: LR paies ey given I-3 rmide miarker VEFsE e mumber t.l.I"Il'm"k:i Theyt
el iy dy Fiven mile mavker ou U8 101, T belicwe tie varioree wankd be ohocking. Tk clumige i road
ettt L dmpartanl Srvusese Calstrann Smdls (f G0 eml fo modaradn these roads s, Winh o fupe increare of
revcks srinh seimier weather. [k maiataring fie roods wowld be impooscible, ™
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Friends of Del Norte (submitted by Eileen Cooper)

Mew laformation: Mene Conversation with Bevin Church: Within a few days after receiving the above T
lesmer, FOTIN {Eiteen Usnpor, vhee president) tolenboned Kevin Chisnch, Cnlerars prodect manager, with
eamcern. Kevin Cherch informed Cilsen Cooper that 13 trucks would ot be divenied becauss the coaslal rouse
wis bomger. He also diresied PONN 10 examine the Camilative [mpast Analysis within Pehr sand Peers Traffic
Sk,

FOLIN ansd fames Barnett then came fully misined the differsnce in distance between the -5 poute and the
Lpastal eote from Craens Pass, Owepon aad San Francisen, seing read bempth infoemation from Baed Mabally,
The Road Addas; 2008, and abw checking tap infe on the fnformet. The new STAN comastal bypass would be
paly 44 miles longer than inking 1-3 from Cirants Pass 1o San Frumciseo, o visa-versa

Mew Information, Atachaent 3 |, hoepo Pewon ol o g bstichopaopon Mako/ga e, puf

Cultraas® corrsathy published pamphlet “Opgration Spewilake™ s a two page winker dnving guaids thut
directs tmfte arodnd 1'gjon Pasd ga -5 in Southem Callfonda, anothes prablemntic passion 1-8. The vanoas
BTAN byvpasses shown arcund Tejon Pass are much honger thes route 510 Log Angeles: The shoetest
differenes is bypaes route 411 Hay 100 60 Los Angeles, shous 91 males longer than Hwy 1-5, The Hwy 166
by i aabsonri. 1B el Dusmger them rowte 1-5 (these roules wiere mcsaend wing, Rand MeXally, The Road
Ankax 2HRRY Caltrass adveriises and encournges the tse of these longer 1-5 cnstal Bypussed

mﬂaaﬂmhimfmmmmﬂummhm;m e i
probdematic mieas aloap [-3, sk o Wead Shasta), o nvpass thas g only 44 miles bnper.

ey [ - -u--.h-.l--r -'l-"fHI'I"‘I'." :-"1'11-111 s hl.r.r.a
This sirvey 5 froms a truck drivers” magazine that takes up the ispuc- “to chain or ol to chain,™ to which
trimelk lhivcr:.ru.-g.'pwh:l [l pn:lrr.l ot hn‘qb.n,gﬂuh;i! 1% b drive shath chas: hoaw mulﬁng:'nﬂmm:lhw
down hecause of winter weather; bow deivers aviid chaining; bow irsck drivers et poid by the mile, and lose
maney and thme waiting fir bad weather to lear.,

It & andy logical tha srcie dnvers will Be highly motivated 1o take a frogt free loop w0 avodd chaining, eml avoid
having o lose time and oney waliing for bed weather wicleur. The lollewing nne Deo enrict.

Enry s I you ae pomg 0 e thi VWiest, and [aspociaty as o nookie: s cpm] woa Pead A5 wam hove o adalely mes 0 Be
.l naCersaily 108, but in Ine snow Your pay i depending of yoU R R SN rds By mde aiig B Rk
m'ﬂtl‘l]ﬁ! P e b B b el . et Lo B ol o 5 o it Badl Sy 0T M BRG SSvaRrll aivirm e thil vl ke pamam
hapiemys for 220 of more oy G o sford o il hal ihe week? Hod oo keet mosing when ine condiion weoen't 55 bag, you
gt i Sofms Fimdgh he anow Bndd coxsbingm fan wilh whial pos ane poming paed 1o G

Endry 17 1 you 800 haede the brade. end ~awe B soodand, /o you aed your recond. The chenoe of ingry, Mlﬂmﬂii
Righar As ohe plaos |worked sais, " your chadn un, poules Bred™. Wy Bedmn in T opatedst, Bl endangaing ner ﬁqql"lﬂ'l‘-

g, the subic and woi=uel and thid Hason Pl oo foiement W' sourg. T graod el necedastly iho

SAEDE. ¥ Bip drieprs. Deiving i thasn conaian. i i gamists VAR B pat worse? A0 1 ged Delee T oVl deve ba loe? hhﬂlﬁn
off e romd etsue | ey conirol 17 IF veve never had Bhat emenencs of a wehicls siding umoonibolaly, driving in mourtlain &t iy
o the place b sepeence il :

Jasnies: Barrel wiites-a followeup et 1o Calizans i)
Pew Information, Altzchment _ 2 letier doted Aparil 17, 2002 from James Barrett, which in parl st
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“F drve heen dodd did ol Frons officials e mor believe rrack drivers wilil mee dhe chain free rowfe of hglveay 10
FRLIYT-IOT. This ix difficed for me i believe Becmece moar everyhody bnows “emeegy fowe to e arewr of feast | cont.
rei e

¥l wieny ok B drvran B el Bl 6 30 G cleni o raiek G Beiiler Bandy chinin weipis cifvand 20 poonch Ty
mmiasd b pailTeal ouit of thee brack strlpftened. placeo ow tie el respoved wnd repionced o wilioreser ey weng
Koeeed Im o s e frwek Thx mrierd ook o wlpo el 1T sl Qe I ik I 1%l e Mﬁml'miﬁ;l;n:.lm.
rhat Fivere i e geee cheal cf TRereia b B pawrennte B et aime oo e o warm reek cal o fa olosin i e
oAl bo vkt o Truek el trifeor. Needloas fo o eldudeing o rack #5 o B o werk

Whor freiged I sliped fron e snidille af Ciregram fo M Soa Froinsivon B dre amy g of Sealiern
Celifimai, o frar soith fo nartl, tn winter difving comditions, o track driver sty gsit themaefves “de wam
Fob ivainlim iy drasd o denelfer or fd ofr podd wald sl e chata roguireimeirs wee Kifed™ © Tk {6 the aeful
iz th st be made o, The proposed chree o states of oy TR0 BhayT87, aand Bl 01 will enkil @
tleird ehice, mavvely “or will L afetve gt categ I8 el oo the Colifimnla Uaged bo cnopiad clainlmg? ™

¥ el S f or maree Mottt e dledver aonled wondd ammrer “yves Tt the qeesitan T I el vow drive and exira
o il st R v o sl chaiedag vour mrick e frailsr T e dauie®, eapreiiatli when v facraey (s
i feer o fepvafyedd i chaiming and driving the 70 mile per Iour speed Himit wivich gpplies 1wl chained
iehicher ©

Uipon Kevim Chorch's suggestion, FODN cancfully sxamined the methodology of the DEIREA cumulxive 01
limpact aalysis 45 sisted on page £5-3 of Tehr and Peces Tradlle Study. We attach pape E5-3 which disernibes
the pudhodolopy used by Fahr sl Poers Tmilic Analysis regarding Enduesd Tranvel ander 2020 build
candithons, This noctkodeiogy |5 alse describad o the eain exl and a memo wathin ik Teallke Analysis from
Fehr apd Poogs. Atfachment [H: [t sintes

=i 2T sriidy b Rober? Cervero of 00 Berkaley expliciily extimaned e oot of irgdffe Nad i pawses! by
resarbwuy pirefects, f ervern s reseanoll Dnoftecred Mt stae Sorg-rorns indced rarved gifocy feabani §, 9 s
fumrgrer iwany dive! shwerr-termy grdired frovel e, ©

FODN wais suspivious about the magic mulliplier of 1.9, ax theee bad bes g goptoprisie sorvey of qament

S LA Boerir Rl wasors o 1-5 shat might be immedingely induced. The DETRIA contains only & Timited
sizvey of eurrent fovel e,

FODN gontagisd D, Robert Cenvero. 47

Sew Information. Attechment 4, Femal from PO w U, Roben Cervene dated April &, 31602, and
response ol from D, Rohert Cervern dated April 9, 2002 io Lileen Cooper, vice passident FODX al

Apsproslealoo com.
[, Bnbert Carvern siabess

“J rekyr o1 e v @l phar ihe oy Borroies some of ao resvarils o e graith efiects pf oo
Tl wrvork wats i Fescadd exparnsion prajees i suburben parts of Califrni i o’ germone the realiy might
B firr o rure! amt of il she comt e gt

The Friznds of Del Nene engsged expert Mani Feenay 1o shad Lght on our concems, i3
New lalurmalion- Altachmeni_ S & & » expert Planning Conschunt Mars Feeney, Ietter dated
Sepr. 26, 301E; with Mara Feeney Besnme, Within this leioer, Mara Faeney nevieves and oritigues the
[EIREA, RDFIREA and the proposed STAN acces procect for Tlwyy [990197. It sales, in pari:
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“For u praject ax importon g it ome, o soning with sl extrsordinary ondrmimental ressrces Oy |13
srarialel borve wneed il ngeartionlty ol recireelating e dral sloemmenl L providle adiflicasd imfvrmation gamd conk
wckdress e ke Lues e e been ralsed by FODN  ucluding the fawlne aooumptiees msderplmsing die
frurek el denolvaldy, the vorakess of Phe eoonmic imgol pripdiele, and e feok of o commabive frafiie impec)
N ¥ix

Farimtiares of M’piu'l‘-!‘tm Fracreiroedd frpek rrc.g'ﬁ'r: on FS T80 8 dhe ﬂ'.h".:{l]' EIREA are bused ot @ wry {imaltedd
werven: af foca! Mainerses (Baved o o vl mewber of Briel servey questiorsl b il 87 peroent of the
reipanieferts sterod phe ol ool poeol ol wond red see STAA racke'on USEE T ie profecl were
Tmprigmeaivd. .

Furthermare, the onalvaic o par fcluste ey comhderaring of adkfriowed Begph frack testie ther stz be
caocourieged by the crecaiva of o mew STAD trwck frafic loop corumecion 15 v SR PSRN o T8 DO eouh
sl Rty Ceraye,

e dreny b St oht creaniom of o STAA frwck roste fodth soscernall ek frofic o odery femced e BT the
vy pimase Hai remiiay cupsoble o lupieg podeler ey in Dl Norte Cmuniy bn dhe firure - -namedy, frarism iy
Phis garva shyet |5 ey o irs prisving river, extroordinery parks, and seemlc resolrees

i Barew mo ataher srherivaever i e pragect Nowetheless on beBalf of FODN, §erge Tncal elecicd afficialy and
W Bl aaf Lenliforssio vo reconsdder prioritizing fusding for thix profecd, which hoay beer declared i Be gpood
Sor prabdic st avd the Din! Norve Crunly eoamargy baved am srkeliie ehivim and fsidegqioats imformatiar
perioiring fo emdrommeniod fpocn ©

L purpps ansl ool of i DEIRVEA slales, page ii: 14

T Facke i STAA trvick srociens om the 58 1T 308 T corridor restriste apfite far geoods
eenvicaieal fertwner € ey Oy aond Tneradne § (30

Theme i pir dEspumsion within the DEIREA wboat what might beppen regirdiog 15 indoced STAA tack traffic,

The Futer and Peers Siudy foeeses on corrent lovi! wiers and boeud diverisoas From souith Has) 101, The Fehi
and Peers Smuly oisenviens only Tecal tnecking compandes. The surveys and exvelumion of cumrent Jogsd ;eckars
wailhrim Febir and Peers Traflic Stody dees make tbe point guite chorly that there & lntle or nepligible local
demand o eoomambs leaafin fise STAA aceess on wy 19K197. Se, why do such an expensive project?

TRAFFIC STUDY PURPDSE, Fehr and Pedts, pag 1 )

This report asses%es the sagent ioowhich e access provided by the proposed peosect pould slier
tnick raflic paliems an the surounding transporabon nefbwoic The impacts helabed ko the changes
Iy brisck: Brarwed pattoims i ba dotermingsd and mitiga%en mMeasires, B requined, B4 reduce ihe
gigrafcence of progect-neieled impacts will be idetified ™

inhioad Trivel, Fofr and Feers, poge 7

ﬂmm“wwnhmmﬁhﬁ.MWMMEﬂam
change ravel and land use dovelopment paticrns. The phenainenan whede new robdwey Epecily
logds o pddtican mafe 5 ionown a5 induced revel The foliowing discussion summanzes the
wsad by Fehe & Peens Bo delermnme the (oresse. docresse, of ng charge} in,
and impacl of, ftlre Susk vokumes on LS990 and SR-167 due io the plarmed STAL wpreveirants”
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Latanat Demart, Sahe avd Poes, poge 7

“Latant demand is taffio that would e 8 ot bat cannot o e
doas nol for sorme resson. For ihis stidy, lebenl demand fi=all & comprmed of bao companants, Firsl,
e = lalenl demans reiaded o ETAA Tocks Sat cumonsy travel norh on US-104 throtagh Gregon
ang iron ondt -5 that wousd sween 1o LIS=153 if il weee acoisssibla. Figum 4 summarizes tis iype of
tatort darane (The yellow path would shift cwer to US-19%. Ihe greon path, after the inpeovemaents
ans madse) ard inclicates thal 160 miles can bo cut-off for gach m&rﬂm’.ﬁ-ﬁuﬁﬁ-m?
Bacond, henm & latent domand for 5TAA nucks thal wowlkd swiich fram

Attechment_ 7, DEIR RET97, Fohr & Poor Trafiic Ansdyais, Figare 9, This Ggisre provits boavy ruck
il volumes of neglonal 1w 1990097, Fhwy 101, o2 well g 125 hew truck tiffic, [k clearly' ilismes the
dramatie differences in cement aversge dily heavy truck volsmes of 1-5 compasad W 1wy 19197 and Thay
H00 smath of Crescen Gl

Fetwr ue Poers, Figure 9, gurrend gverags by heaos trock iailic ot

Hwy [97 cierics (1800 & .15 =270

Ty 199 carries (2R % . 1T = 476

Hwy P souh srries (420005 .1 31 = 546

Ty 1-5 moathy of Cirarits Pass cames (35200 5 213 = 7392
Hwy 1-5 poeth ol Cirents Pass carries (23400 x,.26) = Go04

Az you cen immediziely see, jost o small percentaps of -3 heavy truck diversion i winter will sesult in

ex iremely lurpe knoreascs of indoeed boavy rock walTie for Hwys 1907 0% and §lwe 101 south, & real
pmseanenl with insenvisws of reugh owe I=F truckars dering winber. when Siskivos Summil requins chains
or is slosed (which is very frequent) iz needed 10 evaliste this staation, A roal asscaunent of inposts is poodod,

New Informations Attachment 9 » DOT traffic records for Stdkivou Summit 15
elosoresichainings, I000, 2010, 101 1. Thess events sz frequent

New Information- .nlthrihmnl l'_ﬁ-_;l_l__,m___1 IZHH'ﬂ plnnlnuirrﬁrl:{hu mbernt Sisidyou Summli

New Informatins- Web siie and Allachment 12 » Snoveilall duta from hatioral Clenale Daka Teaisr
PO, 200G 202035611 Trese maps show that the Coastal bypass for 15 roote Eetveesn Grants Pags, Dregon and San
Eranchion i sow Trée, and the 15 rouhs ke Wrmﬁ

New Information- Web sdte, htipolwane.dot ca govidist2 fplancing/pdl/ice/iS Fecish13 pdf
Fact Sheetd Fooen Calirans Deitrict & wih sralusitons of pach tecticm of %

izt et shoets demnesaraie thit the eating mimntacnotes resch of 15 has prohbentatis hacalk wanser wealher
thuat chosos 15,

The segrment of 15 at Biack Buste in dedoribed om page 135 FHIMHFEELMM
Genaval fswed

“riagh percertage of ruck TaMs Bim mareLvEraoty [Tmalns FHIng QUBSDE) |amvp ik Umages ot Souiess rterchangn
wind pondtions can chusn the rowe o be diosisd o raffic detorod. .
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16

New Infarmation- Web ute. hitpoiworw dotcx puvibo/isin/BrelyTndex hitml

17
Fighway System Enginesring Brench Aboud Us

Wle oronite informaben e Siate and Federsl Ligisistons necsssaty fo srssne the conneciiely, eegrly, contnuity. snd
funchorai®ty of the highwey syslem and of the Cablornia Road System (GRS We povics dats (o e Sowemer i ofiog, the
Stale Legislmomn, wnd the Fedeal Highwey Admeansirson i oode 10 sscure bansporiabon fumdng for Covoma’s Bagheeys.

im 1989, the FHW A cezabiished & poliey smving that all states mist hanve o pavoimen! mansgemisnl syssem | HAI5)
to msanagee their Federd A Primary Tlighway System (Intersate and Principal Fhighways) As a resull of this
peoedicy, all skales wiere reguine io develop and implement o PR ws ooe of meny eonditions for fademd fiding
PMevoment munapement is genemily deweribed, developed, asd asad I two lovels: sotvork amd prsject fovel
(AASHTO 1990) These twn levels differ in hoth marmgemeni application and dala coflected (FHTWA 1995),
The prainary fesualls of melwork-level analysls include MER noeds, lusding socds; lomoasted Naune impacts on
the variogs funding options considened. and priocitized listings of candidnte prodocts thar must be repained for

thee evnlonsod optiens

Fhee DREETRAEA, Batds taimbisne sespoasble Foderal Bduciary apemches abou the volumes of tnicks thnt might be
diverted from [-5, thies he DEIREA failt 1o prosade the necessary data for a cost analymis.

The BEIREA falls o pssess cost Bopacts from socclerbad noad maimicnanss froen |5 diversions.

The DEIRTA falls 10 provide the necesary dats th optimuie the design selection process.

T DEIRALA, faffs o provide sltemstives [ design that vonsider impets fom ek iradlie volames

New Information- Web site:

Calteonin PRvement Mansgement Syt

*Mee Secivg oo Cetfiffarnia wios armarmy the flesd Jo wdopt i Povesenl Meagemen? Satem (PUS) &n J979 ks
ahers af fis ero, the flret MY wes boased fir o madinframe comprer and contotmed provisions for i cxieasie
chabiafrave Afier the doa frowt cack bivarind cosdinieg surver o onferedl s dnolymed, Iieteiod Wilmiemanee

Kupervizsrs ured fve vt perierowis wiich fey received fo conglem iheir siopicioms reganding paemenl
efeteripriniviy doad recommendid moimicmmee o cekaldfiation aviiviies

18

For ey fwenry veores, FITIVA firy acoivedy pramafed lefeoueetwee movergement spsiemy Iririndy the wffo
respmngdod anaickil to eatasliel sherr baseline munagemen oyitess for bridpes cnd povemiemts, Noy sl e
1997 IRTEA lepmisation fand swhyegmenr regdltiony e 23 CFR S0 were i roguirements for mamiagemilt
snremir Fefinod dnd exporded. Seadesly the whares seeve Surdenad with sew reguirements foe cxivtiog
awiigemend ooaeiny T ol to e Fearadon, (7FR mdkaned frsr ocbf sl masngeie i DiEleme

€ F R-mimsdodond PALS edemceimerana ol mneler (iree geneni calégories
1 Batg collection and mamgeoent

v dn Gavemiory o plnaicad poeeemend featares irclmling tar by of fanes; fempth widek, winfiace By, fscifomel
r-!ril'hil'k'\-ﬂ-ﬁ&r. il wobwssalnler fmfrrimidines.
LR Mn‘nﬁpﬁkﬂ-ﬁﬂ'ﬂ i [VPET OF CrEririon, reTounine o, rehnbnliranme, raml el aaunE T
w L suiaftiver irver Wl decloole ridle, Wi i, ol vl feio
ol ffermetfon Sonlidings rndussies, Slo oo, ol Tocad abaiy

2 dwicdysis, ab o freguency exfabiched by e Stare, consiencsr i its SUS lfeaiives
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f;xmwnr L':rumr.ur rm‘r{l.w*?l'm'! r.hu'.l.u.l'r.t rud:- :.I'rim J'nlﬂ'my i m-;ﬁn-:- "r-!rrlrm: mnt.

.
1

3. dorrdmal qven'miahiiets amd’ uparades @t inceisany R ocdnfariorcr Wil agency podiciarn priicey, sngineering
eriheri, m.l.:i'rq,w:rnm'q_' =

The parpose ol projed-level snalysis is to provide the most cost-efieaive, fensille. amd onigiaal design as a possibls b
Armegy For the mainienance, rchabdlambon. or reconstrustion Fora selécted section of pavement withim mailabis
furchy genl oty Sosmanthifts (A ASH T 200 b,

I ahed et i divmbek. PAISs have signifteartly impeimead. The early systems used simple dobs-progessng
rewetfends 1o evnlemtie soid mak cundldate payversont rehahilimtion pregects only Besed wn currend pavement condilica
anl traflic. Fitohe pavemaet condithon Siteeasting and gennos b anslye, were fot comidered in such sysdems,
Spatermn dovelopesd inoihe 19908 uss integraied sechnigques of parilurmancy paadiction. astwork- prd perjecs-leved
mizﬂm. mlh—-rwm:lm-.-m priotiifatlon, migwgﬂﬂm infuernation i]-'ﬂ-l.!l'l'll (47151 (Rualarni and Mikler 2002,

The costs of mantenance and repairs greatly incoreass with ncroassd haavy truck raffic. Therefore,
accurale Informgton about traffic wolume i3 requined in order to optimize designs and obigin furiding.
The DEIR/EA fails to provide sccurate and usaful data for deterioration pradiction and cost analysio
regarnding -5 diverted STAR, truck iraffic

There would be 3 tpnifcans and impraitical econpmic burden, and eodampermenl of The palslic el fre in 20
irving b maitain Fiwy 199 and the peabogcatly unstabile Hwy 101 ander such increased winiter ioellic

New Informatinn- Attachment__]3 = Cultzams presensation aboel projert kistoany amd fifien: projects o
correct inmedinic roal fablines of Last Chence Girde and Scuth Hay 16,

New loformation- Altechment 14 - 2002 Repart by Hisch Geatechnical Consuliants, regarding South
Fiavy 1007 insindility problems.

New Information- Web sltea: Caltrans’ reference about landslsdes arwd Last Clunee Grade on Sl Hwy 101
Interned refprences far Lard slide infoermaisan, provided to FODN dunng poeblic records pot regiesl

Snscinl Rapadt 184 - Landaildes in the Highwey 101 Corfidor babassn Wilson Creek and Crescent Sity, Del Norta
Cosanty, Calffoamia
by o VRS, 2000, Calilaerap Geaiagrcsl Surely. 24 P

bl e commneation ca e pafrghen lardslides Fagesindoa, asae

Doy o Lpngiside e (2.2 W3

The DEIREA, fals bo evnlunte the snerensed nsx of raad faflisne on Has 1990 197 and 101, due foibe wxin .
Burden of slgniflcant Increases in number of tneiks dveried from =5

¥
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Mow Informatinn- Attachment____ 15 . Viehicle Weight and Koad Damage, GAD study, which stsies it |27
the damage done by pee fally losted trscior-irniler 5 20,000 poands compared 16 i 4,000 b, caf is caont:
expencrizally greaker,

“Than’s 10 thnes diiferénon i weipht, bud the wear and fear caused try the Trock s exposentally greater.”

hatpolfvrevi vatike DrRfvehach waignt-andrage-damage)
New [oformotion- Attachment 16, wedd Web site. hilpe /o w saferoads org isses'fs-inicks. him

Coat. Dna tagal 80000 pound GWAY tracinedradied Iruck doss aa ruch damage o 1oad paement 25 9,500 cars. (HigBway
Research Boarg, NAD, 1BE2L Crrecwisg tocks chronically unde pary ther fr shane ol twoes and user ves for the repar 41
L& roads and brddges Sy camaging roaads, ehg Pucks Githes degracde highwey safely. (U5 DOT, 1867

Bigger Trucks 84l Maan Mors Trueks, incrapsss i nuck 5w and weish! Wil not detreass the number ol s, resutt in
Tews reelis traneohed. of irnprowa sedety by ieducing the nombes of trucke on B highways. Pasl intreases in ruck s2o and|
g el Mol nesiieg i Tineesr IPuEka, Staer Iripes, o fevsr miles fravelsd. The numbes of tnecks on 1.5 highwarys Fes
coneslently grown, Bven afar ncrelses in Doty tho sines and weghts of wige irucka

i sl ramir] Bociirnd Rty 55 look ol e isaas showed

Al e Redivel vienemant sbieidy ndaidies hewey tock
epTaloni Bimcat 83 WEon ey e (IFHAA, Sodend ue 1
Bgrway Coal Alomascn Shady, 200y
meaﬂpmm#ﬂmﬂﬁmrnm

T Currontly sdkopied Discel Svstern Mamagement Plan identifiss maimensnce funding nedds 1o be growing
s gnany Pacilities are neaching design Iife expectaney:

New laformation- Web Site: hisp./fwww.dotcagov/detifdlirsrspanddsmp. pdf
DASTRICT 1= DISTRACT SYSTEM MANAGEMENT FLAN = SEFTEMBER 2012

“Meirtenance fiading /5 ol o concern, slnce many
af our focifities are reaching their decign e
exprotoncy. This fole has een further
expoerbatod by recent budpetary consrramts *

Al st aside approvets ol Federal funding, made by Caltrans Commisson fiduciasy agents for Hary 1297157
STAA praject, has bemdﬂm: = under ml-:.hfnrm:um about STAM induced truck wolumes, J]JI.I.II!MM

Miﬂgibﬁimﬂstﬂjﬁmmwuffmhw Prﬂhﬂmﬂwﬁtm maintanance wd

Eepir cosfimpacts
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]
nw
FOENN s now mone comcernied That gver about the severe effects that are Tieely to happ and tha have ool
boen isiveatipated by the DEFRVEA for STAA curmlative impaes for Hoors 1997197 ard Haey 100 Bichordson
o,
The THEIRVEA has failed o sorvey Tisale STAN thoowegh trockoers on 15 2o nnd from Gments Pass and Son 24

Framciagw, The DETR/EA has fafled (o sarvey through tnack drivers that eriginate from Wadsinging or Pomaland
of Mok -5 and ore headed for 1280 or 1«10 or [=30 nomss the 1.5.AL or vissovera, The DEIRSEA hees filed 1o
quasntify thess dveraions beth Tmmodiste amd lomy erm. Calirans has complieiely overbookad the profound
chunpes that may accur in nxtional <hipping.

The DEIREA Bails 1o consder the econonsic hunden B mainizinang the roadway snder mduced tralfie froman |25
STAA hypass bop sownd Biskivou Sumenil and the sooay Sheada region on 3-8, s Bieusan above,
The DETREA falls {0 Incompoerste desdgn features that sccxmmdale such imtnoases of Imloced heavy iruflic,

Ealety hazeds would Bleby sipnificanty inerease foem toch great increastd ek traffiz during the most 28
haardous miny Winter comlitions, iorg an wincsdy very chalienging amd dangeroas rowte sooh o Hwy

19T, even with propesed silery improvemends, 4 narrow, mural winding canvon road that foliews a Wikl and
Noonse River.

Fho-LHE IR A Bnds o ovedide pod quenfify onverage acerderl 7 Lecrepses O manepionll o edistio o, sand th a7
rink extermaine for each rombe { P90197, and 19 ) a5 a result of induced 5TAN -5 diversion estisnates prodicied
Trom stsrvieys Of these threugh trscks .u]l.1-r|.|.' Is5, I.Iuri.r:g the ouost beemilous winler dﬁn-l.ng conditios.

i taeme divershons will ot boshsribisiod cvonly thiroughons tme, b will speke ar peak dwring winter e -3
Rigkiviu Summiil road closoes, & well ssolher chalning cvertsom 1-5; Thls dnestic spike {n ditriboinn of
induced 15 STAM truck traffic is Itkely 10 couse endless streams of trcks on already dangerous routes. The
DERRAEA har enempleely Tailod wr ideniily peak diversion secidem rigk inenseses and the peak nsk externality
far 15 diveried maffe based on relevint datn, oF Siveys.

Viwy 10 souh of Crescent City alrendy bas Fatalite-phos-infury and Toul Colliston rubes st & aned 1 1 tiames the |28
staewide pverape for o sirpiter Geeilite (ref: Caltmos, Attachmeot 19 )

i threee vear necilent me for this segment of 118, Hwy 199 sxeeeds the stafewide sverage for smilir 29
facifities by over four times. (Referepte- 2007 Dol Mome Bocal Trasspostation Commizion document,
=Achicviag STAA Rouse Status for Hwys 199197, A Goods Movement Actien Plan.”

Moo 19T i corrently @ el fetidentiad rosd with T2 driveways directly entering onlo the road. There will Soely |30
b o shpmifieant invreased sty hoed o the residenis aburg This rosd diss 1o incpeasad winterdime §-5 tock
traffie diverstone. The DEIREA fabls 1o conafder or evaloxie safery msues in regnad 10 sgress toamd Troas Hay
159197, ax 5 result ol significent inorcases of induoed tmific from =5 divessons

Safery [ inedequately pddrevsed oo Hwy 199, us there aré no improvements planned betwoen Hiouchh amd o
Ciasguet, which bas ibe kighest sechdent rale.
Hesubmit: Attachment K o Bammany of Celiformia Hwy Potrod (C1EF) recends, comments sabmitted by |32
3o and David Broce fo the DEIRUECA 199197 STAA Access and scoping. Spovd swas lated washis CHP

reconds as the most commaon cause of necidents. The 7 spot locations were chasen hased on ofT racking track
stindies that are Based on peomeiry. The road teats ok videos ol irucks sevonspanicd by CHP usd traveling m

fi
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unsealistacilly sbow speeds. The DEIRAIA fails to consider ard incorporate speed as a factor during their ad
selection of Jecelions for procasary project improvements and feamnes. The BPEIR/EA fails to consder sociden || Cont
history as @ fBctor during their selection of ncations for nevessary impaosensents:

A stated n FODN original comments, the DEIRFA project will foquire mandatory design exceptions. due 1o pan
povlopics] constraints. Soch despgn evcoptions will ikely heonms problematic with grest Encredses in heavy
tnsk traffic. The DETRTA has fuiled o consider the adequacy of tiese desipn exveptions with great incresses
of hetvy ruik trallic, ]

[he ¥EIREA, identifies the Hwy 199 eareidor 1o be goolopically unstble, and pront te sock slides. How wall 4
ihis cormidor responad o such heavy volumes of ingroicd truck traffic? The DEIRTFA falls to evalaate structurd
disajzns with rogard 1o inerensed [-5 diversion Inads.

Circuter wolinmes of haavy 1nack rraffic will increass the need for more traflic ights or trellic calming measures |35
1o address egress and pedestrian safcly iswes in communities along the entite highway from Grents Pass o
Califomia, Caltrans” THETRTA proosss has fniled o engape Oregon in the conversation, althoagh large treck
diversions from 1-5 would pifect such communiics.

Buch I=5 diveried truck i invncases would Likehy nesult in o significent increase io the sk ol truck spills a5
aborg Hwy 19907197, threstening the water quality of the Wild and Scenic Smith River. a refugio for Cafiformia's

hast saimoen, and only drinking wates seures for Cooscent Chiv, The City has very limiled s sl capacity.

New Information: (et 29 2013, Phone comversation with Fric Weir, assistant head Creseent Cily Engineer
(pormisgion Wequose);
“{resoeint {ine warer vl fralds- 5.3 mliion golions af water. it Bertich rank fofly aocther 875
aillive palions, s sormel use, 2 miflion gellons are wsed on ovensge petr ey, whiclr i o theee day
wrepdy, 7 ey ey with restelotive e, B supply ey foe 5 doge ™

[he EXEIREA fails 1o nesess the inorsased risk of carpo spills based on real surveys of lkely -5 mallic
diversions and peak divession risk sssessments that svaloate hisorical information shout truck wpitls. The
DEIRTUA, Ttk 10 assess the endanpersrsent amd Empoct thit an incnrenssd nak i carge spills will have on
Pederally Endangersd suimoaids (Uobo) snd Califomia species of Concern (sivelbesd), the witber quiafity
ity b Wild nnd Scenic River, Califomia’s Crem.

Attschment 20, Ted Sourn eomimeris to the DEREA wacks the history of gpills on Hay 1997197, a7
resubmitied. There have been & 10 0 trsek spifls over the 1as1 50 yemrs (an addifions] oo in F9E3 thal was ghie
«[lom Ciliespes, Triplicate Coasial Voices Attuchment- 17 ). There appears 00 be fwo ellens mentioned in
the Triplicabe anicles searched for truck ghills:

bt/ eews. Erighicates s My Lo e Nea vl wyiiilz-oiy Hwo- 108 plee vk
Ertged e Angleate ooy e Lo at Nagey/Priplernsgalled cn-Hoy- 103 in Rl
iEtp e {rpien e coamy My o cal Mo 5ol cho s TR A

hibpd wrerwe corypled oo PrewenLocl-Meve TIAH ER-SPLL-SHUTS. MO B HIGMNA Y. 1510

i
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ar
hifpcl fwwnw Bmas-sandard comin S332573 ot

P s v LA AT oiry Nirnti | ol S T el e Sy ] T L S - iy P
hmpsl i inlicbE somu N Rl s Presmoc- o tartan- 152

Pk o Erilcate, com Qesniony Lt ters L €o: the Edqorjuly-1 5 2000
hatpcfwwn bigtate tam tiewflesal Sewn/iharaes-fled in-detel ypill
s v ST, com e e Lesal ewa e DR oy o - Hsn 198

BAAps Pvowiry Brecdic nd m . oo Do Egubes il e el (o b Brol e hrmaic-es e <= 4 R fegen- g LT

P ey R e ey My G al ey T Pl v T ey diepia 0T i 195

lavneenad vobiemes of divesiod 1-5 5T AA vk trallic snd dhie inencrsed rigks of truck spillks would necur disring
the winter, the mast damperms tine i drive our-wet and windy rasds, Is it scceptable o wilow streams of
STAA trucks onlo such a namow, windy dangorous route as Hwy 199 during the wet winter manths every fime
Sisiciyon Summit choses or requires chains? 15 it an acceptahle risk o endanger our drinking water so” Owr
fishery posonisesy?

Imagine the devaststkon to o xabmon (skerios aod our dhnking witer supply that cen resust from Ipereassd
eruck spills: We should st significantly endanger these irreplaceable resounis.

The DEIREA fils 10 provide pavement desigres That take into congideration the exira loads from significsnt 38
increases of volames of trscks. Design changes for inervased enpacity will lkely reat inextm thickness.
enmpaciion, vie, Such cheages i desdgn can dgnificantly affect the roat sietems ol old growih Redwonsds und
ather trees diractiy slong the highwmys. And the DETRTEA fils to coasider the binlogical and vegudation
impsots dus to sccslerited road (rilures, meintcannce end repair projoct from foad detérioration,

Thiepe wirdld be @ signilican impsimmeet of providiog safe and enjoyable travel through 2 National Recreation |39
Aren, & well ss Redwrod Nathonal Park, and endungerment of wearists who travel 1o the Smith River during the
winker for nur fisking season and brlidiy scason. Menagors of the Toklowing masice apencies have heen so
mmialiedd a1 believe that there will be no significant inereass of induced trilic and impaet from ndueed traffic:
Radwood Mationad Park; the Six Rivers Mational Forest Sorviee, managers of e Smith River Wational
Recrcation Aren; s well a4 trustes agencies for pootection of endangered spociies and Califomia Spocies of
Concern (U3, Fish dnd WildAfe, and Califmiz Depr. of Fish and Game),

The DEIRVEA fills o inform oroagess of these pablic tnist lands shout the inducement of traflic from -5 in 44
winker, thmaph on -5 STAA hypnss lnop, and does pod provide these managers wilks factusal dain about 13
average wid peak divensons that will significantly impair safe and enjoyahle travel, and significantly pa & risk
erdangered species und the water quality of 2 Wild and Scenic River. Any concurrences they have made or ane
vomtcnsplaling is brscd on misinFemetion. A new DIETRATES should be cecirculated w all.

rE s
[ hask yol, ﬂ_.-&;..-bdﬂ# f:..-ﬂ‘-'-‘.l.—"—*—-’-'-\-\_-

Fiteen Cooper.Vice President FODN, on behadlof the Baand

Attachmients _ T1 % 37, 959 Rowe Conoopt Reporis Hwys 190057
Attachment 23, Friends of Dl MNorte BRrochare

W3
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3-12-2012 e |

James B Barrett
1281 Anzio Street
Crescent City, California 95531

Kim Hayler, Caltrans Environmental Coordinater, Kimberly Havler@idot ca gov
Kevin Church, Kgvin Churchiidot.ca.gov

Dear Kim,
This regards the Cal trans Hwy 199/ 197 / 101 STAA Truck Access DEIR

I am an experienced long haul {Treck Load) truck driver with a current Class A TX license. | have
delivered freight using Hwy 199 and Hwy 101 for many years by sliding the trailer sxles to within
40 foot of the rear axle / kingpin setting required and driving a short wheel base cab-over tractor.
This has allowed me to see the roads in question at all times of the year.

I want to point out that the planned changes to the truck access rules will result in a huge increass
in truck traffic and probable road damage for a very simple reason, namely greatly reduced chain
requiremenis.,

Truck drivers hate 1o chain their trucks needlessly. Using Interstate Route 1-5 very frequently
requires truck drivers to chain their trucks and trailers because of snow. This can happen as many
as seven different times on a trip from the middle of Oregon to the middle of Califomnia. This
chaining is easily dodged if one is allowed as [ have been 1o use US Highway 101 instead of I.5.
One could easily imagine many times more trucks per hour on the proposed route in heavy snow if
the planned changes are implemented. This does not take in o account what would happen 1o the
traffic numbers if [-5 closed for snow or accident as it often does. A study could quickly and casily
be done on the impact of the proposal by counting the number of trucks that pass any given I-5 mile
marker verses the number of trucks that currently pass any given mile masker on US 101, I believe
the variance would be shocking.

This change in road usage is important because Cal-Trans finds it difficult 1o maintain these roads
now. With a huge increase of trocks with winter weather, | think maintaining the roads would be
impossible,

I would also like to point out that the so called "Manditory Safety Exemptions” in the proposed
STAA Truck Access DEIR, would allow trucks 1o partially enter the on-coming trafTic lancs and
track off the road in spots. This is not a good idea as seen by current guard rail damage and the
Hwy 199 accident hisfory.

James B Barreit
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4=17-2012

James R Barreq

1281 Anzio Street

Crescent City, California 9553]

ATT ki
r-:ﬂ; Kim Hayler, Caltrans Environmenta| Coordinator, Mmﬂmm

£.0. Box 3700, Eureka, California 95507

This is & follow COmment :
|ﬂ|mgrm,hﬁ:}mh “"*“hﬂf':hm:m:munru.. 159 H
part of the STAA Truek Route in Californ: rz'”";'ﬁ'«m'lrﬂ.m
ength trucks,

I bave driven prucks

iy i Ehee ity w8 ek 1976 o ot
S 1 ity _ out that the difficelty of chaini

. cause increase i irsck iraffic on Proposed roue, e lper

0701 T s oy e i i et 4

P R, g mbﬂmbmmmmm}-hmn'mmrﬂﬂmm

mtmmhmhmmnumm&um and trailer. Each chain weighs abowt 30

Mihthwﬂwtﬂmmwﬁlﬂi truck, removed,
rq:hm{lu“hnwu:dmjrmwigwm hmmmn::l:u: for eighy 'l'hntf
I in

mqhilmuhutliﬂ.d?‘msi!ﬂ::lmlﬂdm{ﬁnnh:mmh proposed
T made 2
MMDTW 199, Huoy 197, and Hwy 101 wil] add llrlrdtzwiu-lhlmd 5

extrn 44 miles along the Califoria Coast to avoid chaining?® 0

drive 44 miles out of your way to ski Sa0w ", especiall
; 1 p chaining vour trsck snd trailer §
vfl::nm-r_:l'l-clﬂn_mthhmunmimwvﬂinnhirﬁuuddiﬂnglh:?ﬂ‘:‘ﬁh " IF:dI
IMIMWmnnlﬂﬁ.ljndwﬁdn, o'
hMIhﬂhﬁnfﬂpﬂmmhmh ibers i alifornia roads
and traibers in the sow on Califarmi
mlmT%@mmmmmnﬂIMuﬂﬂﬂhm@r
”'u:rri_ are, wnrmmMMimuuﬂum popular ‘I:wk
drivers in the winter. o -

Jamizs R Bamen,

Friends of Del Norte (submitted by Eileen Cooper) Attachment 2
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(L4992 unrend) - apsproel - Tahoo! Ml

Page 1 of 2

Attt 4

[Fevem; Robent Corvarn sooba-clibarnsiey sy
Tio, g (wiey CDETE

Banl: Mardiy, AaA 9, 3012 104 PR

Bt R & profescr, oould pou helg swert B CRasieris measpaboalen of yiar roscerc om B Frieec
of Dl Meste, i evrewonmenisl crgancesion

Hilie: Fabeon:

I whwmy 1 pond e ool anndecand by crstc el il shwied onal emgetsien man. Clewly Bn gy progasl
Fuasi yow e el grvely Coodmietel| e Bep dimmiperiirs. | ey, braly wsh | could belp you beweve [ gl
b e woh weorblousd wd provsing desdine b Lake o ey e worl o moipReETE — enmecibing Py bl e gl
® by of propls e e Les swnch. [ ke of B st ool Dbl Por sty Byt porss of ooy rowrch on mdeccd
proeeth cfiecty aff That work was o dd FUpaism prignith o b parts of Unidornm B hew pormanc
Bbr roaslty il b o 0l it of ity e s o el Yom meght ommida conlect & comslng o, wob
Fetw & Pron, wio docs o ket of oradTis gy iwabaataon © b es Schimmlpters comd fermy Wnliors b prmcpal fa
B firom wnd boneren ] B b et i S st Thery e b o sl oy B v b beemerver boery s 1o
fotad T empanorT oF [pennor whe: orald iR o R el Pull Wit with Tes pivend. Hoberl Lorvone

O Fri, Ape &, JO0T b 1057 P, culen commm =Sgeaps ol ol il S0 vl

Friends of Del Norte, Cosmimed ro cur environment since 1973 4 sossraic,

gy o AR aimaid] o inremonilal oy for o, PO
hzh.hu.mﬂmmmmm P
ATT: Professor, Robert Convare, University of Barkehey

Thee Friends of Del Morte i deaply comcamisd about the reulting cumulstivee emvironmental
impacts of two currently proposed Callfomia Hey improvement profects, which will in
combination result in a new Srough raiMc comioor for STAA rucks. that Bypasses 1-5.

Portaps you hivee boon following the: necent drama conoerming Emprovemants o Hwy 100
o adicey STAA braffic through Richardeon Growe State Redwood Park. Caltrans District 1
50 infends b0 make STAA improvemnis siong Hwy 1957197 slong the federally
dempnaied Wikd ard Soanis Smith River in Dal Norte County snd wthén 8 Nafioral
Recreation dres

Cowribeinrig], [Feeses bwn prodects wall create 3 complete new STAS trcks roule: Hhak Erpeses
Howry 1-5 from Granks Pass Oregan Bl the wary 1o San Prancisn Calfiomds.

Wit i most disconoerting b that thae inducesment of treck e by cresting such & STAA
beyparin oo bt ruok ey resrsonably esplored i Ehe DEIRS. Tha Hewy 199197 DEIR refers
b yoUr resaarch, tating that the long term induced effects of creating niw acoess

mmuﬁhbhqmimmmlijﬁmhm term indiuced

The raiffic study e Hvey 199197 DEOR relies on surveys of local wsers from the immsdiate
aren muToUnding Crescent, City whe might immeciately benefit and use STAA tnakes.
Amazirgly this survey finds vry Btile looal need of chahge of se o 5T ruds. T
larpety beciuse most local users ane already maand oo in wighl with aament smaller
s, ard vwoulkd mot benefit from utilifing leeger Brucks.

Thhe: traffic shacy then procades 1o i s ol nummber of local increased ST uss,
I"Iml.bfhﬂ'.‘“‘m rate off Criseasid Oty vl s reullipdy dl Ly yois disaicstl
fiqure of 3.9 times fior long term induced growth. Th taffc shudy then concluges that
lang term mduced growth will be a kess than a significant impadt from Bhe projed a8
earmpaned to withiout Fhe prokect

Vet i vrong walh ithis pichare?  The survey of users Gl not inciuts Those who wissd
et Freen the combenstion of improverments to both My 199 and Richertdson Groess Thad

Rin- s pgrd mrel vhase e me s Do feY el Blanae b h3iekd

LT T
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will nott only impact the local anes, but inchudes through STAA raffic along 1-5 from morth
of Grants Pass all the: way to San Frandison. Wihat B unigus about this suation |5 that tha
new STRA bypares Coastal Route has & mild cimate, that dos nol expenenos freedes of
snow, ard does nol reguine Spedcisl ekt of dhiind i e wintir, Whils the oament STAA
rouhe along I-5 frequentty e long diosures and nequines tnacioers 1o chain up in the
wininr, Although the proposed new bypass is slighy longer, e cofresnianis My indude
lange: wohumes of Brucies Brom the [-5 Bnuck cormidor during winber,

Dur organization reoshved the aitached letter from a0 experiencid ruck diver, thal shered
LS b theste Ul Grousetanced.

st you bl LS eepose Hhe disastenusly Inappropriate appication of your researdh, in
consideration of this case.

Ths the entine new STAA loop route alorsg Hwy 100 Spans crumbiling ooean cliffs that can
barery be marvaned ooay becuse of geoiop ieslabiity, Thess wistatie ChTs contily
shump and have “deep seaterd instability hat cannot e fully comecind,” Ths STAA loop will
alsy continue Ehrough o Grants Pass. slong Hwy' 159 and the Wikl and Soonic Smith River
This streteh bs o & wirchy roller coaster fide, that cannot b witonixd adequabely
berause of geclogic instability of the dmyon walls and namow s of the caryon Eself. The
route will be harely kegal. The STAA 195 HWY will reguine mancaiony mley exemplons
beraue of geclogic instabdity,
Mich yan i o0 hor viry smal compensaition) recomimand some eqart traffic
cermultnt wha might help epose the foults of the: Trafic Analysis for the STAR Hey'
159197 proposed project. Just Bhe Traffic Anabysis i pof kengthy o compicated, W from
the nugged northwest Californias would be profoundly greatzfiul for amy belp you o exdend.

Thusnk you, Ellesn Cooper, boartmemier of th Frierds of Dol Mo 207-554-2471.

bt g mail.yahoo. com/nen/launch? mod=Btiruvhhlrks 252M2
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At 5

ﬂ MARA FEENEY & ASSOCIATES
ﬁ Commundty Relstions and Socoeconomic Analysis
=Eim

19 Beaver Sroet, San Franciseo Ca 94114

Septermber M6, DOIT
Ta Whom b Mmny Concern:

Thoe Friends of [l Mot (FODN) contacted me sarlies this vear snd ssked me 16 provide an objective
raview of the environmenil impact analysis that Calsrans Dimrles 1 peopared for the proposed 197199
Gafe STAA Access Prodect [Bune 2000}, o well & the eomments that FODMN has submitbed on this project
#o date, ard 02 affer my profestionad eninlen on haih

1 am & plinsing cormultant wirk sppracimately 15 yean oferpanencs (5 commamiry inenlvement and
ervirpnmentsd peview Bor complen and ofien controvarsiad prepeces Throughoen the United Subes and
Casads, My expesienic imclides pasticipating i mohidissipl=ary environmental asalyses for numenous
inlfeeriraziune developmpnt and Beprovemend projests in Califomie, nclading watk for Calirent o
propoisd roadway imoeovemend prodects throushon the Sute, inchading District | {aee resuma attacked).

Abhoush 3 Fial EIRVEA for the 1977199 Safh STAA Acesun Project was schedualed io be relassed this
asrner, inatesd the Deadt PIR/A is nonw being re-coulated for pubdic peview and comment, with
addirioea) informarion provided o potensial inects Lo Eess. For & project 44 important aa. to0s &0, in s
rtting with such exirscedinary snwirormental ressurees, Calirans should bave used e opportunity af ie-
elreulating the draft docoment fo pravids sddikesal information and address olbee ey issucs that hewe
boem rulsed by PODM - incleding the faulty ssumpiions wnderpincing the wack =affic snalysls, the
weakness of the peonomac fmpact snalysis, aed the (ack of & cumulative tralle impact amaliysis.

Estimases of shors-serm = reased truck trafflc on US IS0 = the Draft EIRE A ame based om & very isaited
insrvey o hoeal businesses (hased on 1 small numbsr of briel servey questions), in wkich Bl percent of the

statod] they did not need ard would not use STAA tnecks an US 198 B the peoject were
implerssnied Omily thres Incal businesoes stated tha they would e STAA nscks on USE bo fower
shipping costs, bax one of ihese bas subsequresly eliied and ancuber ships products onldy fwo monhs cach
year, Based or tuese bocal biafiness saroiys, 1he anaiysis conciaded that Crescest City would enjoy
subatanhial sconorne benelies from She project vt ibene woald be a neligible shom e incease in wwk
traf¥ic on US199 aeciated with local Badness demand.

The trafflc srmalysit alio uses data fnne o snady done by a reputable transporistion swbyst ot UC Berkeley,
[, Bobert Cervapo, whoke research indcaied thal emg trrm imduord effects of creming nes acdods
geoerally ocour at a rite af 19 times 1k ghon teom [mdooed growih rate. Hennpver, on direct
pareemandencs with FODMN, Dr. Cervens indiceind that the rofiorenced feasarch hadiboen done ™ for s
Exnanaioe proleces in soburben parts of Calibernta thies how germame e Tesults Maght be for b Ratsl pan
off the dasts ean b gatsteoned. ™

| Bl muntage Fom bt Cetvers. Uiniversiy of Calslrnss [raspommion Cender, be Eileen Cooger, FODH

nEpl O JOET
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Furihermane, the analysis does mon inchade amy consideration of sddilions] hragh truck maffic that might
be encomrged by the creatios of & pew STAM tuck wailic loop connecting -3 via SR 197U 1% s U1S
101 smah theough Richasdson Greve, Caitrans evaluated proposed changes i L3101 st Richardson
Giegve, @ stale park with sigaificant ol growth redwood resources sowth of Eunda, in a separe
envisonmemal document.? These tao praposed peojecis combingd, however, would make it possibis foe
ST AA wacks o ravel from -5 @ Osess Fass w 3an Frunnwdimluﬂh'rtﬂ-_lmlmuh—ﬂrﬂ.ﬁm
Imporiznily, one that ol allew thee 10 svolld chaining roguiremenis in the Siskivou range during
wirner sooama, The [umit ETREA propaned fof the 1977195 Safo STAA Acvess Project, based o0 limsiied
survey inforsation snd 6 quedtionakle mulspliee, :muﬂimm-ﬂdhm:lulﬂqﬂim& in
Py truck traffic and therefore nn sipnifican ircrezes in xssociated safty rsks io local resbdents,
visiears. or the environment.

The project parpors 1o imgove salfcl —but the STAA ek off racking modeding appean b Bave
sivemed uncealistic speods. [n sddition, the project propasss o rosdasy impronrments s a1l for those
segemenis of LIS E 5 that pow have the Righest accident ralod

ETAMA scoess on SR 19T/US 19 is sl purponcd s be good For the bocal econeesy, et the Dnd
FIREA sdentifies no flsca! benedit 1o kol povernment entifies., nor docn it docimnent thal the project in
any wary would resull in bower consumer costs for products wld m Del Mot County, Clearly, the lack of
STAM metwnri szt on SR |59 hai ot deserred hasinesies from incating W Comcent City 10 dase.
[heapite its relatively small papulstion sire snd remole kacstion, Crescent City has succeeded in atracting
such big bow Fetgilers a5 Home Depod and Walban, @i will 28 3 major stale prison with contins
resupply needs

A Bandful of seveyed busings owners in Del None Coonty specuisted than 21 many 33 30 new Jocal ok
weight e crested B the proposed roadwiy smprovernents are made ALa feoject cost of 572-34 millan
{ileper: oz v which shemative 1 sehecsed], this would be an expenditurs of o the onder of 51 millon
per new jobs im & Few businesset, b the aconomic snalyis does nm consier poential jobs thet woeld be
fost due to switching from bacal wecking firms they own predomiasicly CA logal tracks 1 outside Fines
cffering STAM truchs for deliveries, noa does it caloulate potential job inases m ihe toertsm sector (which
ampay reone prople 1Ban @y other privehe erciar B e C cunry ) resulting from the deieromdon of

(e soonie #nd recreatbonal wahues and percepiions of Incrpasnd walfety and s ironmenial risks,

Cafrans is proposieg a largs invetment of public s for Hith cloes st ] hm!l!l._r.-ll:l:ll'l_flrﬁwl
thae wastd beve subatancial impasts on qualiny of ke byt mking private propefiy:; decreasing wilslisg
pulfers berween highway right-of-ways snd sdfscem homes and businesses, wncreasing the rish of Gl
irafToe pacidenes) dus o increased by wrack aftie; incremsing the risk of texic spdlls ints the Smith
Riwer comidor § thraadening commimisy walel pply sources. wanld clews spon Gishing. and critical babit
fioe several enderspered species], 1 deprading soeme valutsi, The projess would increwie heavy ruck
trafe oA sad that local residents and busingsses depend upon for dacly sccess, bt that is alao on g
significan: scenidc byway that aticacts many vistioes svaally for bied witching, sightseving, campang.
tiver ralting, boating and rport fisling —a troities That swoubd be drinpted by aifdiciomnl heavy iruek
traffic. Thewe vitiors are the hackhone of the sourmen indusiry thar employs mose poegse i Del Nome
Counly than any okt private secior of the soontuny., a8 teded i the Dt ELRSA

7 I rerpeovni o brrasth fidedl by Rl seissronmesnes cryanlzaiiesn i fedeial Ladge ndetind Caram b rods e
e ironmaniad analvein Sor thin proedt on April 4 M0 T

i ksareding o DO osmaciow, whike large Ui epiosm oriy 3 peeacd of & rag kg3 i wehbcles, e A
nesprrmible G B3] P of mil cranh fgcablucn

i roethsg ke The drafl EIR, ~& visl ares of 2on lope whra rock 1l et Sysie®i feiubd prestly daprule o
én I:-:lll' g arwhiey af e et iy o satlma™ NN = T T N
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Ihe land use anadvsis fils 1o identify project conficts with adopted plans and policsss pertaineng bo the
prolection of senic. pecreaticoal and biologi:al resource in the Smith River cormador, sach as the Smith
River Mational Recreation Arca Masapenent Plan, which saaies thai “the managemend covphasis for the
misddle Fork-1iwy 195 masagement area shall be oo maistaiséng = ildlife valucs ssd peovidieg for o full
rarige of recreation wes, with particular emphasis on the senic and recheation values msocisted witl the
Smijth River, old growth redwoods, aed CA siete highway 199.7 Designation of 1S 199 a4 pant of the
STAA ruck metwork wosld med he eonsistent with this mansgement pricnisy.

Caltrare" ovwn Route Concept Report. prepared in 1989 (well after the passing of the Surface
Transporistion Act of 1982, sllowing 537 ruck. Eailess), scknowledpes “the geaphysics] consirwints of the
relmively nageow, siecp and rocky Smath River Caspes™ end concludes that enslronmental concerms and
woological tendifivithes make SR 159 "a poor candidal fof exienaive upgradieeg:. ™ That repont
recommended feaviag SR 199 “basically a 2-lane, conventional highway, with passing lanes.” The nepart
recommendad devaloping additional pastisg lanes s Seceiiany ealy to mainsin sooepinhlo Level of
Servicy, and conchaded (hat: “This Route Cosoopt should serve a6 & guide for long range planning of
improvements b Raute 199, 11 will prosect the Seale s investment in the Roule, shile recognizing
gnvironmental and Anasdial constraings which will not llw the peogramesing ol exbensive
Emprovgrients For Bhis highway.”

It semsy hit bocal lobbying snd calls for betier STAA ruck socess o Crescont Oty have coused Calirans
tix whamdom this presious (and apparenily mtional) pesition. The proposed pradee w il resuli ks an Incrcase
ims Peemvy Bneck use o 8 roadwey whose mein value i in providing sccess o ensironmental and recreaion
resperoes alung the seonic Smith River Camyom, as well &8 acoess 10 the nedwopd foarens than cosaprioe
one of Californis’s twa LINFSCO Warkd Heritnpe sitex (the other being Yosemilg L Enjoyment of thes
scenhe drives and the maius] resources. that ssmound thens would be manmed by driver concems abow
long. heawy rucks careening around owrves in srcas that wnould il have considerable variability in lane
widths, shoulder whishe, g 3iphn distances. There is alresdy 8 documenied kistory of =k sceldenis on
LFS194, including faralisies and dicse] spllls thresiering the Smith River. The existing roadivwny is 50
o mid D sl thal the impneemients Ualbians s proposad at seven locaboms along the roadway (o
allew STAA muck scocia canmat all meet Calirass enginsering design guldelines a8 will require
mandalory disipn exieplioen

LIS199 15 o vantshingly rare rewowece: & winding country road thel meanders throdgh an afes with
exirasedinsry recrestional asd scenic valses. This rosd—one of only fen roules iec luded in ibe Forest
Servier Scenic Byway MNetwork—traverses ralling wermain in the mose heandly visned pan of the Smilh
Rlver Marees] Recreafon Afes, whaeh [h22 withn & Metional Forest. For much of it lergh, LS 199
Enllows th gowrsa of the Smith River, the anly major rver sysnom in Califormnia that remains undsmesed,
will the longast stretch (over 300 miles) of dedignated a8 Wild amd Seenic River of any river in the
Uniied Stales. Topethor with severad other roadwins, Boule 199 i padt of de “hysiic Cormidor™
conmectling Crater |ake Waticral Park in Oregon 80 the redwaexdy and 1he Callinsis oness near Creseen)
iy

Im o ke (hanh personal s peolesional ), there o aill 2 place for winding countr, posd aling scenlo
nvers with exgeptionsd ssenic, recreational, and oeologpical values. We should be tring w preserve them.
rrther than “improisg” them to hecomme par of the STAA fruck netaork. Ssch feiources will Begoess
mone highly valued and seught afier over time, as they becomse more soarce. Tha iroay 13 thal the creation
al g STAM spack resgte (with uncertain truek tralfise snd gafery impacts) may kBl the very povse thai
remmasre capable of laying polden egps in Del Morte County in the fture —namely, tourism in the area
i b Lo i it pristioe river, extraoedinan: parks. dod ienic resounge
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Furthemsore, the proposed improvements, which el gread codr would provide thwe bare minisos of
chanpes meeded 10 meet current STAA route qualification requirements are not likely 1o be a semihle ong
v invessment. In the 1960, the indusiry siandard in trucking was u &0 trailer; in @ 1970 0 wis 48°,
in the lste 1980s, 43" tmillers wene suthorized. The American Trueking Assccintion recently hai beem
wecking Corgresional approval for even basper, Bravier trucks, despite evidesce thal _hn-",. trucks. ahe the
major source of highway and bridge damage, and thal beavy uchs do mol pay Ihalr_liunhmﬂu_l:-tw
of madway deterioration and bridge replacemest, The continuation of these trendi i=es te foure is
reasonabdy foresocahle.

| have na stake whalsoever in this pmject. Nonetheless, on hehall of FODM. 1 wrge local elecicd officils
pesd he Siabe of Califormia 10 reconthder pricntidng funding for this project, which has been declared o
be pond for public safisty and the Del Norte County econafy baded on withful thinkisg and insdequate
information pertaiseg w0 eovironmental Bmpacts,

Simcercly,

AARA FHEENEY & ASSOCIATES

V3

Mlara ki

Prineipal
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Atto

ﬂ MARA FEENEY & ASSOCIATES
Comemumity Relations and Sociocconomic Analysis
e 19 Beaver Sireel. San Francisco CA %41 14
RESUME OF MARA FEENEY
EDUCATION

Uiniversity of British Columbia: MA. in Commianity and Reginnzl Flanring. 1577
Eryn Mmwt College: AB. with Hanors in Anthropology, 1973

PROFESSIONAL HISTORY

Principal, Mer Feeney & Associnies, |

Woodward=Clyde Consultarts, Sensor Staff Scientist, 1980-F83
Sanoma State Unlversity, Instrucior in Environmental Imgaect Reporting. 1982
Sarong, Hall and Associales. Sendor Socioetonoist. H7E-1580

REFRESENTATIVE EXPERIENCE ] L

Mara Feemey is & Planmer with aver thirty years of professional experience in environmenal
consulting, specializing in community impect nalysis, sooneconoemss ifpect asesimenl.
housing market analysis, land use stodies, recreathon impact analysis. farmland impact anslysis.
public involvenseni and relocniion studies. Her assignenents bave inchoded svalbuation of
potential impacts to land use, regional employment end income, population and demographsc
chamcteristics, public finance, bousing, commenity infrastnacture, public services and quality of
life. M5 Feeney is thoroughly famdHer with the mmﬁ“l’:?ﬂ&ﬂﬂﬂl‘. (ms well ax
both FHW A and Calirans) for growth inducement, land use snd socineconomic snalysis, and
Environmenial Justice evalustions. Tn 1982, she was an Istructor in Environmental Lrigect
Reporting o Sonama State Usiversity. In addition. Ms. Feeney has exiersive rocent experience
completing commmunity Impact analyses, relocation reports asd section 4 F303(¢) analyses for
iransponialion improvement projects trougbous Califomin, Relevant progect experience is
surmmasized below,

For Placer Coumy Transportstion Planning Awmherity, Calirans and FETWA,

she completed 1he sacicaonomic impact analysis, environmenlal justice analysis,
Section 4( 1) analvsis, and growth inducement analysls for the propesed Placer
Parkway, 2 mew | 5.mile iransportation fecility that vwould connect the Rosevilbe-
Rocklin-Lincoln sres with the Saceansesto Ajrpon vicinity. She also peer roviewsd
the land use ane farmband impact snalyses and produced the ClA repont.

For Calirans and ihe Fresno County Trassponation Autbarity, she completed
socioecomnomic and land ase impact analyses for constnaction of Siate Route 168

through urban neighborboods s Fresno, Califormia. In addition, she was

responsibic for preparing rebocation neporis fior the proposed project, which
poaeniially would displace over 900 houschodds,
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For LIRS Corporations and the Califomia High Speed Train Authority, she cvalusied
potcnitial community impacts associzsd with proposed ablematives for the sew
H|ﬁ15:|mad]‘|-m ﬂwfyﬂtmeﬁlﬁ.ﬂ:ﬁddﬂd Hakerufleld to
Palmdale

SEpmCLs.

For Calirans District 1, she complcied the commusnity impact anolysis for
Proposed improvements to the US 101 corvidor from Ewrelos 1o Ancata. This work
Imcluded 3 survey of potentially affecied local businesses, as well as identification
of Environmental Justice impacts to residents of an adjacent mobile home park.

For Caltrasa and the Freano County Transportation Authority. she was responzible
for socioeconomic impad analysis, farmiland irpact rting aad relocation sodics
for proposed improvenents 1o Sute Rowie 130 cast of ke City of Fresmo.

For Caltrans District 6, the completad & major growth stady for sombscastern
Maders County. This project incheded developing population, housing and
employmen m]mﬁxmﬂmmtmhhﬂwm

fior scenarics with and withowl o fisture UC campus. Inputs were used 10 madel
Fubare trafTic 1o determine needed improvennenis 1 tle Bowie 41 bradpe
connecting Fresno and Madera Coustics,

Fer Cahirmns Distriet |, she evalusted the lind uwse and sociontonemic impacts,
a5 well 55 Section 4{) recrestion resource impacts, associsted with proposed
improvesnents 1o Rowe 101 on [ast Chance Crade south of Crescend City,
invalving changes i the hisoric Redwood Highway alignmeni through the
Del More Cosst Redwoods State Park, part of o UNESCO Woeld Heritage Site.

For Caltrans and The Duffey Compasy, Me. Feeney completed the land use and
sociooeonomic analyess for proposed widening of Stte Highway |56 through
the copumemity of San Jusn Beulists in San Benato County.

For the Bay Arca Rapid Teansit District, she amalyzed the potential land use and
mocineconemic impacts associabed with the proposed Dublin/ Phesanton heavy

il exlension.

For San Francisea's Municipal Railway (MUNI), she asssted in the preparation of
ke EIS/EIR for the Third Street Light Raal line o cosmest Vissiacion Valtley and the
BayviewHunters Point neighborheods o the pew LICSF campas and ihe dowsioan.

Far the Pon of Oskland, she has completed sociocconomec. land uso and growih
inducement snalyses for the proposed 42-foot deep dredging prafect ained a1
keeping the Port ol Caklend competitive in inematioral comtaines shipping.

For American High Speed Rail and Woodward-Clyde Corsultants. she prepared
a work plan for analysis of sociceconomic and land use impacts associsied with
the proposed Los Angeles to San Deego “hallet wain”
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Far San Francisco Airport, she completed analysis of the impacts of new rumways
in San Francisco Bay on recreation resoarces flong the pesinsula from San Francisco
i Pabo Alta, She sl worked on the land use. farmbsnd and sociceconomic asalyses
fior this controversial project.

For Cahirans, she completed the sociceconomie wod kand ee impact mnalyses,
us well as the concepbual relocation plan, for sie selactbon of the propesed
CalTrain Peninsuls Commute Service Rail Maesenapos Gaility. Four posential
wites were evalimbed--in Brishane, Santa Clars, SaR Koot wtd Gilroy,

For the Water Emergeney Transportation Agenat, e coenpleted the analysis
of community impacts associnted with propasal tejsramments to the Downtown
San Francisco Ferry Terminal 1o sccomenodste funile o ey services, This
inclisded identi fying impacts to population. erfesoymest, housing, regional
growih and envireemental justice considerstiogs,

For Reliant Energy Compasy, she analyzed land use plans and policies consistency.
and prepared the land use compatibility and fasmland impact sections for the
Application for Cenification for a proposed 500 MW power pland in 8 rural
agriculiural area of Calsa Cowny, Califomin. She alsa peer reviewsd the socio-
econcmic and envirommental justice analyses for this proposed progedt.

For the San Francisco Puhlic Uilities Commitsion, she evalubod mmpadts to
agricullural and recreational resources nssociated with the Waer System
Improvement Projct o replace aging water trassport facilties carrying drinking
waler from the Heich Hetchy Valley in Yosemdte o the Bay Area.

Fuar Mirant Corporation. she pravided peer review services fos the sociooonomic
and Environmental Justice analyses for the proposed Potreso Power Plat in San
Francisco and served as an expent witness at CEC evidentiary hearings for this
controversial urban energy projecl

For the Emeryville Redevelopment Agency. Ms. Foeney provided public participation
consulting services for a 118, Environmental Protection Agency Broamficlkds Filod
project grant aimed at developing & regional approach 1o groundwases moniioring that
would facilitate the City's rewse of abandoned and underutilized indusirial propertics.

For the SFPUC Waser Departmens, she munnged public outreach activities for
the environmenial review process for the Chloramine Coniversion project. This
required publicaticn of potices and condusting of public mectings in both

rural and wrban lecatioes potemtially affacted by the project.

For Pacific Refining Company, she analyzed the potential local ecomonsic benchits

(tax revenues, local purchasing. emplovment and income) essaciated with plasmed
madifications o a petroboum refinery in Hercules. Califoma.
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For Soaihern Pacific Transportation Company, she developed &nd implemented
u Commaunity Relstions Plan required by s DHS Consent Order for the remedial
imvestigation of an shandened raill yard in Brishane. She conducisd imerviews
and held community meetings in the Visitacion Valley and Little Hollywood
neighbarhoods of San Francisco, the closest residences 1o the s,

For the Bureau of Land Management and Frontier Pipeline Compasry, she was
Task L.eader for the assessment of sociceconomic impacts for a crude oil pipe-
line peoposed for construction through five counties in Wyoming.

For the 11,8, Mavy, she completed housing market snalyses for facilities and
personnz| staticoed in the San Francisco Bay Area (af Hunters Point andal
Maval Air Stagion Moffen Ficldh &5 well as at the Navy's Postgraduate School in
Sfemierey and ni & Naval Air Station lecated in Fallon, Mevada,

For the Biareau of Land Management, Maniana State Office, she desipned o
sample survey aff homes and businesses on the Naortbern Cheyenne ond

Crow Indian Reservations. She conducted primary nesearch 10 obtain miomns-
than about the Reservation econcmaes which was used in BLM's inpan-patpal
model for Feden! coal leating in southessiern Montana,

Far the 11,5, Mavy and the City of Sen Franciseo, Ms. Fﬂml_!r wigs responssble
fior amalyzing the social and economic impacts asocialed with the proposed reuse
allernatives being considered for both the Hanters Poine Shipyard aid Teessse 1sland.

For the Bureau of Land Menagement and La Sal Pipeline Company, she was
Task Leader for the asse ssnienl of socioeeonomic impacts for a shabe oil
pipetine proposed for consruction theough six counties in Colerasdo and
Wyoming This project included extensive isterviewing with bocal elected
aifficials snd planners in affectad countbes and communilses.

For West Coanty Lardfill, Inc., she revised and belped DTSC to implement

the Public Participation Flan for RCRA closure of the Hammrdous Wasie Managemenl
Facility s the West Cousity Landiill located in Morth Richmond, California. She was
invited ko be an Expent Witsess in CERCLA and RCRA public participation roquaire-
ments for the eost recovery suil associated with cloare of this hazardous veaste landiill

In Corter, Colorado, she mediatod a conflict hetween Shell Oil Company and bocal
human services agencies concerning community impacts thet might result from

o proposed 007 wellfield development, then faciliabed lncal scceptance of an
appropriate mitigation package.

For Del Mone County, California. she provided advice on the development and

i plementstion ol a public outreach peogram to enhance citizen Involvement in
assexsing the potential environmental effects of a controversial nizkel mine.
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Guide to the 2012
Oregon
Commercial Vehicle
Safety Plan

Law Regarding Safety Plan

Oregon Revised Statute - ORS 825.248 -
Annual commercial motor vehicle safaty

plan.

(1) The Departmeant of Transportation shall
develop an annual commercial motor vehicle
safety plan. The goal of the plan is to reduce
accidents involving commercial motor vahicles
and to reduce injuries and fatalties resulting
from accidents. . . The priority for each year's
plan shall be determined on the basis of
accurate and timely data. The department shall
use performance measuras to determing the
succass of an annual plan and to develop the

subsequent plan.

(2) In conducting inspections described in
ORS B810.560, a person who is trained and
certified as a commercial vehicle inspector
under ORS 810.560 zhall adhere to the
provisions of the commercial motor vehicle

safety plan . . .
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Tas 12 Wl 300 Cormarical Vehichs Safety Plan
Summary of Key Problems & Objectives

The following series of state-specific problem
statements and national program objectives
represent the heart of Oregon’s Safety Plan

for 2012. This section describes problems that
must be addressed and objectives that must be
achieved in order to have the greatest positive
impact on commercial vehicle safety. Oregon
enforcement officers and inspectors need to
particularly focus on state-specific objectives that
seak to reduce the five-year average crash total
by 5%.

Problem and Objective #1 — Address the
number of truck crashes in Portland, Salem,
and Eugene that are caused by non-commercial
motor vehicle (non-CMV) drivers. Reduce the
parcentage of non-CMV-driver-caused crashes
in these large metropolitan areas by 5%, from a
five-year average of 55% to 50% in Fiscal Year
2012, Work with police to conduct intensified
traffic enforcement operations, including Ticket
Aggressive Cars and Trucks (TACT) exercises, to
check aggressive driving and spread key safety
messages.

Problem and Objective #2 — Determine the
percentage of commercial vehicle drivers in
Oregon who don't wear safety belts and reduce
that number. A nationwide study in 2008 found
28% don't wear their belts. An Oregon study in
2010 put the number as high as 19%.

Problem and Objective #3 — Prevent truck-
at-fault crashes in high-elevation stretches of
Interstates 5 and 84 during Winter months,
particularly in December and January. The

]
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Siskiyou Summit on I-5 and Emigrant Hill, Ladd
Canyon, and Nelson Point to Weatherby on |-B4
are plagued with treacherous weather conditions.
Reduce by 5% the number of truck-at-fault
weather-related crashes in these areas from a
five-year average of 43 to 41 in Fiscal Year 2012.
Palice will aggressively enforce traffic laws for
both commercial and non-commercial vehicles
as all enforcement officers focus on chain law
awareness and compliance in inclement weather.

Problem and Objective #4 — Address the
number of hazardous material incidents and truck-
at-fault crashes involving hazmats and reduce
both by 5%. Based on five-year average totals,
reduce hazmat incidents from 286 to 272 and
reduce truck-at-fault crashes involving hazmats
from 18 to 17. Conduct hazmat bulk and non-bulk
inspactions and special operations targeting "at-
risk”™ hazmat motor carriers and shippers.

Problem and Objactive #5 — Maintain or
decrease the number of bus-at-fault crashes,
which have averaged three per year in the

past nine years. Conduct 110 Level 5 terminal
inspections, along with other Level 2 and 3
inspactions at weigh stations and areas that can
accommodate passengers.

Problem and Objective #6 — Relurn Oregon's
State Safety Data Quality rating to "Good” for
all crash categories — completeness, timeliness,
accuracy, and consistency. Oregon was
downgraded to an overall “Fair” rating in 2010,
primarily due to the timeliness of crash repart
processing at DMV and uploads to the national
database.
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Accldant Intensified MCSAP Corridors .
Safetyofficials

by craghes, historically calied AIM Corridors —
Accident Indensified MCSAP Cormicors.

A Corridar Thuck Crashes
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Reduce the nambaer of truck drivers who

don't wear safety balis — A nationwide

study has concludad that 78% of commercial
vehicle drivers don’l wear thesr beits. An Cregon
study in 2010 put the number as high as 19%.

Bafety Improvement Objective #1: Definitivedy
detarmine the percentigs of tnuck drivers in
Oregon who don'l wear safely bals and reducs
lhﬂ:rh.u':'ﬁu.

Status: A study conducted in Onegon in 2010
found thal safety belt Lsage vanes by loeaton
in the state, but as many as B1% of drivers were
seen using belts. This establishes 195 as a

bassling parcantage of drivers failing 1o use them.

hhﬂplnﬂl’lﬂmnulhuur-
Al traffic endorcamant oparationa and on-

Reduce truck-at-fault crashes in Winter

— The highesi slevations on Oregon's major

freight routes are found at Siskivou Pass ﬁ
= @ T-mila rural siretch of 1-5 near the Califomia
border identified as AIM Corridor #1 = and in 8
187-mile mostly rural stretch of -84 in Easiem
Oregon with particular troubds spots identified as
Comidors &7, #, and #9.

k2]
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At 214

BUSCH GEOTECHNICAL CONSULTANTS

March 20, 2012

Results of a Reconnaissance-Level Geotechnical
inspection of Specific US 101 Mileposts between
Wilson Creek and the Cushing Creek Curve, Del Norte
County, California for the Friends of Del Norte

Dear Mr. Gilleapie:
Introduction

Al your request. with the Friends of Del None Board's approval, and undar the
genaral larms of our Work Agreamant of Masch  &s amended, | am delivering this
beief summary of the conditions at each of fiva specific mileposts (MPs) you asked me
1o evaluate on US 101. | have retained numerous documentary digital photographs in
your job fie (#12-010) as weil 8s 8 copy of my fisld notes and other matenals. This ks
a short form report in that it doas not contain background geologlc information,
information on the tecionic setting, figures, photographs, of refarences, My scope of
work was limited 10 visually inspecting each area from the road edge, calegorizing the
type of road problem | cheenad, and qualitatively assessing the rigk of future
probiems ol the locale. Hand-auguning boreholes, coliscting soll and rock samplas,
doing lab tests, and making measurements ware excluded from my soope of work,

PO WH_}R * ARCATA, CA SS3180222 = TO7-B22-T300 » FANX TO7-822-8011
Geotechnical and Geologic Studies for Land Development and Resourse Management
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Frionds ; Diad Mot #
!

Observations and Conclusions

The MPs | inspected, T type of problem, and the risk at each are:

Wi |

— 1 E ﬁmr NS0 G 3O '.'__. ! -".

MP 1827 Probable head of incipient debris slide Med to High
MP 18.5 to 18.9 Provigionally stable earthfiow Moderaty
MP 175 Fallure of cutboard road prism High

MP 21.8 10 2.0 Previgusly repaired fallure failing again High

GLOSSARY: To help you make sense of my observations and conclusions | first
want 1o present sorme shor-form definitions of oritical words | uss in this repor,

Debris slide (n): A typa of mass movernent of ol and rock that ofien occurs on
steep (ofan 65% mnd steaper) slopes following a prolonged raln. Debris slides ocour
rapidly 50 ofien ane catastrophlc. A prior shudy Busch Geotechnical did of the entire
Wilson Creek buff section for an energy company idensified many dobrls side scars
on the slopes, some exending upsiope 1o US 101 (reference avalable upon request).
The study also determined that debris siides are rectcurring phanomeana hare.,

Earthflow {n.): A plastic deformation of $oils in which the failing matedals typically tend
1o creep of oliherwise move siowly downsiops en masse, often above one or mare sip
planes or zones that roughly paralial the siope of the ground surface. The type of
micrarmant is primardly translationsl. Often the upsiope (head) region of an sarhfiow
baging as a rotational failure caled a slump, hance tha tem slump-sarthfiow or SEF
for the terrain &s a whole. Common landfonms in SEF terrain include hummocky ground
supporting leaning trees, indeterminale drainages, staps and back-tited benches, and
others. SEF terain is common in structurally weak bedrock such as sheared mudsions,
particularty when it is on steep, wet, or surcharped slopes, slopes undercut by an
ocaan, river, of excavalion, or slopes with several of these factors,

inboard (adj.): The uphill side of a road. The downsiope sice IS the cuthoard side.

Provisionally Stable (ad].): A provisionally stabie Siope is a marsginaliy stabie siope.
It s “stabla” on the day | is evaluated, but is ot risk of a futurs failure if some sxtermal
force acts on it (8.0., an aamhguake, 25-yr storm, human excavaton, ete.).

P.O. BOX 222 » ARCATA, CA 955180022 » W7-822-7300 = FAX 707-822-5011
Geotechmical and Gealogic Stedies for Land Development and Resounce Manrageeent
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w#ﬂﬂm .
B3 of Gatechaical Inspection of Specific US 107 Micposts

Road prism (n): The cross-section of tha road between the fop of 8 cuthank on tha
inboard side and the toa of the fill on the outboard side. Tha Upsiops partion of &
road prism often is & surfsce ecavated into the slope materals wheneas the
downsiopa portion (usually called the tl prism) often consists of compacted soils.
Fallures of fill prisms are commaon on sieep slopas, wel siopes, and poorly prepared
siopes. and whene the fill was inadequately compacied or placed on a siope that e
wWaS unstable,

Additional Details by Mlle Post
MFP 128210 1442  Slump | earthfiow terrain undercut by ocean  Very High

The actual range of this slumg / eanhficw terain s -MP 12.92 e nofhwest
comer of the Wilson Creek Bridge) 1o ~MP 14.08 {the northemmost recognizable
landforms indicative of earthfiow movemants beneath the road). This section of road
Chipging dutramaly hummaocky tarrain within a chronkc failure. The fallure s worst so
most often affects the noad near the norh end of the Wilson Craak Bridge because the
obban & nearest to the loe of the slope &l that location. Also, because this area Is one
of thie Sow four-laine armas, passing cars 160 1o Sphed across a travelway surace
whare control s difficult. The long-term risk of talilure of this section of road is Viery
High. Keeping the road opan here will require contineous repains-and eventually the
constrsttion of some typa of high-cost /mile stabairation sirecture {fp rep butlress,
soidier plle wall, sheet pile wall, etc.) baginning at the norh end of the bridge and
extending fir séveral hundred foet. Currently this at-risk anea is kept passabie by filling
open cracks and top-dressing | with asphaltic concrete. Each repalr, in effect adds
mara weight 1o the top of the failing block of land, surcharging the slape.

AS a note, | inspected this section of road on March 5th, and saw it again on
March 23rd and ZTth. 1t had been repaired (more asphall top drissing had been
added during the interim).

P.O. BOX 222 » ARCATA, CA 95518-0222 & TO7T-822-T300 » FAX T07-822-9011
‘Gecaechnical and Geologie Stodies for Land Develaprent and Resource Managemend
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Frisnds of Del Nome ]
Regits of Gexechnics Inspaction of Spadiic US 11 W eposis
Page 4 ol 1

MP 1827  Probable head of inciplent debria slide Mod to High

This milepost and & similar one 8t the cunse at MP 15.15 are sites of possible
future catastrophic outboard road edge fallures because they are above precipious
provisionally stable to inacthwe debris siide heads that could be reactvaled. Thesa bwo
sfeg will ba difficult o stabiize without cutting old growth trees balow the road. Ris
likety that it will be necassAny 10 ConStruct a high-cost stabllization structure much ke
those nearby on this grade because the road probably cannot ba shifted inboard.

MP 18510 16.9 Provisicnally stable asrthfiow Moderaie
This Is the least threatening site of any of those | revewed. Futuré repairs are

likety 1o be minor nd succassiul,

MP 175 Fallure of outboard road priam High

This stritch exiends from ~MP 17.4 or a ittle bedore 10 ~17.8. The outhoard
edge of the road is failing (settling, cracking) and is at sk of a more significant {larger,
deaper) fallune because the fll prism tace s steep and & is localed above a 06D nathe
slopa. Risk s highest to the north. Slopes on the east side of tha read ang modemin,
bt there Is & weakly defined drainage thene thal brings groundeaaser beiow the rosd,
probably saturating the cutbeard toe. The road #ill prism was construchsd on top ol a
stesan nathe skope. This section too was repaired in the short Interim batwaan my visits,

MP 21910220  Previously repaired faliure talling agaln High

This saction of road was repained previously using high-density foam as the I,
rathar than compaciad soil or rock.  Undoubitedly this |5 because it I8 steap and
unstable balow the road hem, 50 the project angineens athernpied to minimiza the load
on the boaring solls. Unfortunately, the native solls below the high-tech “fix” are still
moving. o this section of road is still faling. | Inspected and photographad this
soction on March 2, on March 22 noticed the road shoulder and outboard
tranvedwiay had cracked more, On March 27 | obsarved Cad Trans vahickns on the Sko
and on March 28 new asphalt patching was obvicus,

PO, BOX 221 » ARCATA, CA 955180222 « TOT-EX2-7300 = FAX 7078229011
Geotechnical and Geologhe Studies for Land Development and Resosnce Management
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:meuwus 101 MABnpoene E|
1
Closure and Authentication
In closing, thank you again for hifng me. | hope this is not too technical and
mmuﬂummmwmﬂmum
That imestigation would provide siope Siseoness data for tha il piigmg and nathee
siopes below, crack lengih and pattern information; rmcre descriptive detail: and
annolated pholographs,

it | can help in any other way, please call

R. E. Busch, Jr., Ph.D.
C.EG. #1448
Cretiir

Distribution: Three (3] welt-signed coples to Friends of Del Nore

PO BOX 22 » ARCATA, CA 955180222 & 0T-E22-TX0 » FAX TO07-8X2.90101
Geotechnical and Geodogic Studies for Land Developenent and Resource Management
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Advocacy, Safety, & Education

Vehicle Weight and Road Damage

by admin on December 2, 2009

Hnwtnd;sﬁhﬁmﬂrtmummmmm more? According

i : usly ¢ ¥ cars, bul how much T A i

?AD study, Excessive Truck Weighi: An Expensivie Burden We Can Mo Longer Afilord Mudmd‘unaa_e
Fom ome 18-wheeler is equivaleat to 3600 cars (p.23 of study, p.36 of POF) 4

Thmdymmﬂafuﬂy]mdtdnm-ﬁhummu ]
: | : : : pnmm:wpwwwnd,m
zﬁmﬁa mmrmmmwr, bat the wear and fear caused by the truck is

htpeffwww vabikie ofgvehicle-weight-and-road-damage/ 12202
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Thes DEIRFEA Twils 1o kenitily and invesigae hiw laigs ICreasss in numbers of rucks (a3 8 result of
creating an STAA |8 bypass loop] will affect Mey 101 south of Crescent Tty which s a very

geaiogically uridabie area,

Thess aes Contain & special repor thl show that Hwy 101 & geckagically very unstabia, We Bre very
concamed kbout this impsct des 1o the croston of sn STAM koop that nduces lage wolurses of tnecis.

Special Report 184 - Landslides In the Highway 101 Cormidor Babaesn Wilsan Creck and Grescend City,
Dwd Morte County, Califomia

by G, Willa, 2000, Calfornis Gaclogical Survey, 24 pgL

Bewnlcad Seecal Reged 184 POF Document (1.9 ME)

Cownlcad Gegrogis Mag (1 M)

Rewnicad Landabde Map (2.2 MB)

it pefPwowews. consenation ca. gosopslrghm Tand shides Page s ind e asp

bt ffwana consenation ca o oes rehen Tandslides/5A 184/ Documents/CT100dn. pdf
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B S S M i @R U

FACT SHEET
The Dangers of Large Trucks

L tnacics - incloding Pacior-iraters, single-uni! trucks, and
LErAIN Redny Camgo vans wilh gross wasghi of mone (han 10,000
potmds - accourd for a tonate shate of raffic deaths
based on mies Daraed Elnd craah ratk for lange rucks is
2.4 deails per 100 milion wwhicke milps troveled - mone tan 50
paroent grester tham the sate for afl vehicles on the raads.
Paople in passenger vehicins e Sspeciaiy vuingrabiy in
coiligsorg with laege inacke becaime of the grest diffesence in
weight betworn cars and large fucks. In mo-dmhicle crasies
INPChanT pasBange wedvclios and lange inicks, 98 parcent of he
FRiniliey went cocopants of e Sessdager veluse,

Crrasighl thutis &7 ovim mone dangenous Fuan ks thel
Sy within the current pderad wasight iens. Cvarneighl frucis
el onfy fake loager o braks and G mong Do [0 ol over in
Crasas, oot ey S50 damage foeds a0 brakpes ar mpaly
increanng ralps v wisin siphity overicansd

LARGE TRUCK CRASM FACTS

s 5150 poopls warw killed in crashes involving lange tnucks
in 2004, regiradanling 12 percenl of ol traffic fatalites. Of
theese, 77 percent vare oocupanis of prother vehicle, 14
peesrcenl were e inuck oocupanis, and § percent wans
nef-oeciapants. An additional 118,000 people wemm
injured in those crashes. (Mational Higheay TraMe Salety
Adreresiralion, (MHTSA) 2008).

= HNearly cre-guarior of cocupant deats in passenger
wishickes Ehat hisd mailii-vebncle coliniang wene the nesult
of craghes Inspheing large tnacks. {Imsurance Instituts for
Highway Satety)

= Lange rucks make up st 4 percent of ail registened
vehicles and ¥ percent of all vehicle miles traveled, bul
afe invedvied in 11 percent of all crash fatalites. (NHTSA)

% The annual death o from tnuck-relnted crashes s ke
aguivalant of takniy -Six MAajor simplane croshes every
Yo

« The large number of uck-relsied deaihs and injurkes
mmmnmﬂmﬂﬂﬁmﬁlmw
cosis of large inuck crashes in & year excesd 518 b
(Federsl Motor Carrier Safety Admirsstration (FMCEA])

WHY FREEZE TRUCHK SEE AND WEIGHT?

i Trucks Eompromise Safety. The chances of a big
crazh resultng in geaihs and SEnoUS INUNER NCIRAEE Wwilh

hatpe/farww. saferonds.ongfissoes/fa-triucks. him IVZ22012
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SIS 100 PRGNV S0 AR

hittpe/ o snfieroads org ssnesfi-trocks. hitm

Bpsh fafre N of wgn) oy this 80 000 pound gross wehiche
wmigE GV Emdl in fedoral kanw, These fecieral weight Emits ade
st by Frany Staed e e UpEEr i on sk weighl aven on
most o1 1w siale rosds. A big buck waighing even a legal
20,000 pounds s mone San bwice a8 lisely io be irvolved ina
faly crash (han & fruck weashing aboul 50000 pounds

i Linbvesraity of Michigan Tramsportation Research nstitube
[URITRI) S5&8)

Cosl One hegad 80,000 poond GV Yedor-railer tnack coss Bs
much damage lo road parsement as 5800 cars. [Highway
Reseacch Boamd, NAS, 1562 Crvanveighl tnacks chromecally
mmmmﬂmwmhﬂh&nwﬂﬂ
L5 roads and bridges By @ reads, large rucks further
degrade kighway saloty, (U S . 188F)

Bigger Trucis Still Mesn Mone Tricks. Increases in ruck size
ard weight wil nol decrease the number of s, Pl i fewer
mmamﬂﬂmwmh number of
trisches on Bhe highriays. Pt increases in ruck site and waight
hirve nok feaoitad in fewer Inogics, Birser irips, o fewer miles
traveied. The nusnber of tnacks on U5 highways has
ConmisiEngy prown, even afer incregsss in bolh the 3i7es and
waights of laips trusks.

TRE Btudy Supposting increase in Trick Blze and Weight is

m%mmmmm
[TRA) Spacial Mo, 26T, Regulabion of Weights, Lengtha,
ard Widths of Cammarcinl Motor Vanickes (2002), has been

rebuted by ewery ruck and highway safetly The
nﬁmmmhmﬂuﬂnmu g
phichés of ehoass withoat & Single argumant &5 o winy e

configurations are befter than othern. The Commities
ursafTEngs Ay possinle support for these combinations by
poiniing ou that virtually noting is known about the relationship
betwean arry specic desgn configurations, crash risk, and Fuck
handiing and statélity. The Commiies alio Bsusd wamings
about the urintended conasquences that may sccompany the
usé of larger combination trucks with highes ®de and peas.

Trucks Keop Getting Bigger. Traiker engis for oombination

15505, to 48 feet in the 19708, 10 53 feal in the lats 15980,
Some sHabas sven alow 57- and 55-foot tslen

Infrastructure Cannct Support Bigger Trucks. A survey
conducied in the sary 1550s by the American Association of
State Higtway and Transporiaton Oficials (AASHTO) showed
thal masry TeMESs on even interstate highwanys wene unablo o
accommodaie the off-racking, swept path width of a tractor-
ol s ot 5mmmm&mm
Inucics Cumenily pulling

negatiabe such ramps. especially elevaled ramps. bondared by
bridge parapets of guardrais. Thess trucks iso intrude inlo the
traffic lanes used by passenger cars and thredten Wil satuty

T agh own

lwv2z2012
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Bl J UE 3

H“ rT ﬂpl L

j.lhlﬂl’:ll'pl Gt Wang m
Trucks.
oy, the Amevican pube By an B8 pascent
hoger opposad o alicwing bigger
ucky an it highvaanes, (Low Harrig Poy, 1555) and

t (78] perpgnt of
higher prices hm‘mmmﬁﬂuhm
eugher truck satety standards. (Caravan oy | 1 for

“mm-urq-_.“.n r

I & I-Ihﬁ
K, Supie B01 mmmm FOF I 408- 8711 Rar Fregprpree

107222002
hitpe/iwww saferoads.org/issucs fs-trucks him

April 2013
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Do we really want

For e pasl year [ have read
with interest Triplicats smiches

Highways 199 and 197 s
morommmodane  STAM-spprowed
tracks. The memenium i3 buikd-
ing o lwvile these wicks in the
name of g and ecomomic
There

-]

= Tavor

may be compclling
i of making

a projecl,
1 would expect owr cowaty
EErVisOrE, the  Lucal

quiesteons, b s far dhere sooms.

Friends of Del Norte (submitted by Eileen Cooper) Attachment 17

OPINION

Coastal Volces
Dan Gillespie

wre detoar over Higlway 1597 In
the same beeath owr  local
Chamber of Commerce mlis of
ARCTCasIng e AU of sl
o oo homses and trailas, |
don't e how hippor trucks and
ER e TRl BOimies S e &

published an |B-page document
estilled, “Achimving STAA
Route Seatus for Hwy's 1990197,
A Goods Movemesl Action
Flan " This docesent sorves a8
the: baigi for asking Caltrans io

al “Enhanced Public Salety.™ H
i’ even mentios the poasi-
hility of mepative impacts 1o
modoriste. [ does siate, “The
three-year sevedent rate for this
swgmenl of LS Highway 199
cxoopeds e statewile sversge
oo shnnilar Tcilities by ever four
Tmea ™

What kappons when we add
bagger STAN -appeoved rucks i
s Eai? I b possible that the
scgident fale may  increase.
Shouldn't we look i this?

Economic imgact

Ancther thing thas 1 have
Euoen bocking for s w study shew-
ing the imporssce of STAA
arucks b our eoonomy. The clos-
o6l anyone be come o this i
Eelly Atterion = her Feb. 13
Triplicane article, “Big Cost of
hum;“mm;m
ot ol delving indo fhe core soo-

Hul there s po explanation of
wilta dni i, beree this boss ju cal-
tubsted, or why the oosts are o

As
The Daily Triplicate
‘Wednosday

April §, 2008

:

AH 1T

:
:
{

1

i
:
v

Fik
;iii
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Fin

R &

PRANLRGNFRIEEN CEatny 1ants

Friends of Del Norte (submitted by Eileen Cooper) Attachment 18

estimaled [he amount of rafi: that s caused by :
o roachy projicts.  Carvers's rescarch ingkcated
ok wmmbmmumaglmuwhmmmm

= 5H-197 -ﬂﬂlthﬂﬁmE

*  US5-190 - the selacied concent LOS is D,

*  LIS-T00 = (e prodered LOS i C for fowe-lang i riban
segments in el Arg
araas and two-ane segmonds in rural argas. sl

lﬂ-ﬁw.u.:mmm ;
HumuchuﬂwsmmwuEE?&?E:;ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ;HﬂLﬁﬂ:F'“”“*'”””‘3““-““

PEERS

April 2013
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fet 19

safuty info for by 100 cusheng crawk curves:

SCH Mombar: 2012048123
Documant Type: NOE - Kotios of Exemption
Project Lead Agency: CalSrang 81

Project Description
Pmnhm-uunhhmmﬂﬂnuﬂwumhﬁMMHumW-:h
BRIy Eerehty oDl wvEh @ Caticari B g Rle ey SICES DareTent markgs e

roas afiew MES mmm-um Hmﬂlmihhwmwhmnlmdmw
T coadway. TH 4 Al
pmiler tegility,

Al B
T8 Lirugn. Stnped
[Eormicn, TA #3501

Propecd Location

Gty Dl Morle:
Gy

Hgg-on
Ot Loomion indn. 3 mi 5 of Cresoend Ciy
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A At 20

20 Ay |
TO. KW HAvLeR  Ewvoen/m EnTAL Ciulrf'ﬁ':}ﬂ.ﬂ‘iﬂlﬂ.
AL TRAWE  Po Box 270
SRR | B Asgoz
Fllom: Top w Sous.g
Fo. Rpy 229
G woer CaGssaz

SVRTET Wwy 197//60 STAA ProTecT

A. MY Lerren DATen 1B AP 2000

P4 win HAviER

L View wary SRAVE Cowmoumny Ty
Mty BAD Tuese AbDeESsen BETWEEN mie
E

PosT 13,
-':,|_ 300 Aun MiLe PobT (.55 Tugr

o A5
Sinc ETdEL e g8
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o April 28, 2008
ty kevin Church, Project Kenngor
ChAL. EAN : O Box 5760
Eureka, Ca. 95502

~rarmy led W, Souma

F U Box 229
Gagquet, Ca. 95543-0229

SLEJECT: CALSTRANS Meeting of April 17, 2008
STAA Accume

ga= Lr, Chruch,

k¥ Yamily has beoen coming to [el Morts County avery
tirece 1956, Both winter to fish and summer for vacations ard &
iell ragident of Casguet slnce L1972,

Thors have baen nany highway changes over those JERCE:
in 1963 the Collier Tunnel opened the East gataway Lo Usl Norte
JOUNTY. WAS Llhe Orentest; ihe Patrick Narrows, Ylue 21ide Lo nEnda;
2 few oshers wers very good,

I atill pull my travel trailer up and down the CRIYOT
#dery vear and still foel =afe on bBoth HAY Lers1a9a,

For many years Lorsers, Hambro, LLLIQ Bulb trucks and
many euher trucking lines used these roadwiys with wvery Ffew problens.
ne roads are ag sale asthe drivers and the loads They CARFrY.

Jo we nerd an environmental impack reporz? Yem. AS
TEUE MRET Fedord reads.

In 1962, CAL/CRANS made chonges to the Smith Eiver coursgs
=1 REveral wlaces. NF.230.05 Howard Griffith Bridgeares. To thig dag
=ht Slives are 3till active and coring down, effecting our Fishery,
n% wF.20,1% the hillside iz still not etable,

at SF.19.00, after the 1964 flood CALSTRANS used the
eld Tedar Forest camp rround fora fill mite fop every slide in tha
cinyvan.  The nlzh winter water usedto flood thru the camo # ronand

LI CQATIfiue Laam R RLM
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s L ier vour asountein of fill vou have Tarced thae
nowiker on Lo the other slde of the river, c-us.ing that ather
n:ll ra eame down de=ctrFaving more larpe fishing holez and moro

Aracioue Fiipsry @Verr Ve, LhEe somg of your  aney ant try to

Lt'e net [orfel the toxiec spllle of che past wnd not
seniuse of e roads,

Ag close &8 I can remember the dates are closs and thay
Lo, Thne creoscte moill above Bar-D w#ot intlo the river.

=hFly 1587°4%, late Jecember, a ~358Y risoline truck Full
wort onte tho plver abewve UDasouet, HAlah water at the time.
LTES were cvorvwhore in Lhe GO .

Ir. the 1950's tho Blouchi Sridee. A truek with a larp
Frang ek B oanorieut, ddd net ugse Hwy.197, but uged Awy. 199 in
she early AL took out the bridee. Fer 18 r.q.r:t.!:g-ue uged AwylS?

i

T#L To Lpeacent Zity, Hot o rond problem.

k]

Er. k993, sbove fur-U, & bGoer truck spllled into zae
FovEr, Tanv cang of beer and sose beer, Not good Tor thoe Tish,

Al ramt, 19, palnt apill RF.28.00 arca ceused big
Timr kU1Ly Lastk Stedlhead and Cobe Saleon Srolts in the middle ferk.

in 2000, arcund LGP 25,30, an Otten Gasollne Truek his
ikeent colvert, svilling a load ¢! fuel in to ground sater of the
TERER LR 0@ Area. Not A4 road nroblem.

FCCE ar "CP, 4F, 2.5%¢ in Jed Seith State Park, = larsa
wrwngformer Tell off of a [lat bed truex inte Clarks Crook.

CT Fefg TaE fish,

FoGT & s T
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cécewhry, 2008, XP.11,30, 4000 Cal.r, diesel epill.
ARZ worpers dig an outstanding job of containing it with
thelr guick ceanonse. SElll belnj cleaned ap To this ddy. Hot
roAaC praoblam BlTRer, =
=1l Horte GCounty should pProEgTE tourism as our roads
wit VUEYW 7ol SYF RQBT atandards. ."lE‘I?IE‘I'I'ItIE"I‘. this s o ABTional
WETELTAON arEB. A& hAve hed good growth without tRese 3.iia
liueka An ! Horte dounty. Let's keep it that wuy. This iz m

Brd AWy L%9 iz w Scenie Highway.

Zully item neol sdoiressed at the meeting: HEY 197, LF 6.0

vy bukid pEil.  alver very close and steep bank., aaf 199, just
Bhove MP. %27, many, many single car accldents. (Spoed¥)
luck A1 L tpecs on the turn, It may need a guard rail?

it the LS venrs: 1 wag the Chiefl of the Japoust Fire

u
™
=]

n't reneniper one Accident cauvged by The road, It
wRf nowhys ke drivers, speed, wet weather of somatrnlng else,

nand yow Jof Lhls n"m:r:unity 10 exnafede my thouahts,
Sincerely

Tad €O &w; s

Ted W, Souza

my Ter Tamera Suchanan, Uel Norte Losal Trans. Jome,
Comcreseman *ike Thompson
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At Q1

ROUTE COHCEPT REPORT
BOYOTE 199
1-DH=-199-T0.5/36. &

All information in this Reute Concept Report is ect to change
as conditions change and new information ie cbtained.

I this Route Co Fapart € today
dlmnp-nt dacisicns ar mrﬂnﬂ::: iy

Approval Recommended: Approval Reocomsended:

£7

Director ty bistrict Director

Dlstr
Qffice of l"ruim Development office of Planning
T and Frogramming

and Construct

Approved:

(o 972485

Datao

nil‘ti‘iﬂ n:_tr:uim-
of Transpo i =
District 1 oc

=1
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tatemont 31 Plenion foied

The Bmfds Concept Bepsrt DBERD 18 & plesnlag decusent wbloh desor|bes T Peparomers®s bead bl approsis 16 vl opmess af
& given route. Corddering ressorable flnancis] corstraings end projected traowsl domed cesf @ 3-pead plambing periad,
e B dedines o apprope lpte type of decility erd lewwl of wervice o ssch rovte. Tha obsjective of ihe offord b o
provide @& e basis for Uhe dewe| ot of he Blace Trearaperial ben (Sproveiert Progres e For gegereingt bon of e
wpropriate concept fer Tuture highuoy prejecEa.,

Bowlw Condepl Beper i are propadedl by Blacrion swall bn oeapiration winh lecal wrad regloral sgencies, They will ba
uiated i redtnkiery | ool tiom chafge o fww Enlermalben |8 eliabnsl,

Boube Boreepl Baparts woe & prelloleary ploming phece that lead 1o bkegent programing ol [Be projecl deved opsen
. AF Eah, The speriTin renere of progoed (eproements .8, rosdesy widih, sl of lefes, sdoeid conlied,
atc, ) may changn i Laler grajesl develipeenl dleprs, with firal deversiretioe mxde deing fhe project report e
g phaass. Boadiwy widihe, sa discused in Boute Concept Boports, are wked for the purposs of setissting
prrvemetd DRETE, Wl Sy chEngE ORpanading wpon BpEretieg pondiflone end deuign wtencards 81 the Dhew 8 errusl prejen
iy | o |

B 147
Thee foil Lowing semeptios fom the Badls for Ehe deenlopsent of BEouls Carcepl BepafiE:

1. The relalive Geportance of BIaTH Bigheirs In T FIRTPI0T Con garevally b sarabd iubad baoerd o Bhe Functional
clasal ficatlen of the rolei. & poweal, higher prierities will b §ives 10 S jer mpromments o peine il
arterisl Fostes ad compered o mined scteriali ad eallesters.

2. Fer routes the Bletrict cen ressorally sapect ta leprows [gererslly Princizel Arterisla), reallavle cowept 158 mag
b eutablished Tor ssch route In order T8 havw route conoepte mnd roste developmend plars ool e possibleE te
sohieve, glves & fareasl of funure Feeeaes, A dondept LSR8 rot sstablished on routes shids will mnly b=
okl | Eited el o il e bred

3. el of service end copac| ty caloulstiom sre bassd on the 175 Nigheey Copecity Mareal]. Poeious Deile Casiagl
Wepert level of service wrd capsc|ty caloulstions were bosed on the 1983 Wiphay Capecity Mamal.

s &, The VNS Wighwey Capecity Ranual Chapier sddresing Feoelerw hiphssys dori nol sal @ Soaimm LislT on the lewwl of
wewwhon antabrable beasd on reviricted deslgn spesd. Bletrict 1 unes the Esble in CRepder § pege 15 ba Liain 1he
lewl of dervice Mtainable S o FeiLFioted deiipgn apbad. Feriber, Rlerrien copes ity caloulst lomm imclule =
facter te increses cepec ity beeed on the Uengih of paaning (lenes | b Lene Sogeenld.

5. Delermimallond of fubure LDS Tor the Fouted bn DESTFROT | oPe Deaed Bn pary upon Preteside snd Bistrict ferscoats of
LEwila bl gty Erowel deesloped By Caliram.

f.  Beile coroepls st porsrally unilems for an enlire roste, wnless there (5 8 major chorge bn furction slomg the
[T

To Bajer projects will be developed 1o sswt siercsnds soceprable to the Peders] Bipheey &deindwirslion in erder e
iotwlve lederal fordleg 1of prajecti. Ofbeiwien, o "beilen eeiopl a5 will b [repaasd during the project
dervw | cpmerd procena,

A, fer all rovtes, sefety prejects wiil e porsed on o on-gedng besis in erder 1o be sesporalws o sadety preddems s
iy e bdentified,

2. B plamed of progremssd lepfeements wore ssaumed be be complate ia afalyzing presest el futurs opsreting
oerd i Tioa, Bection ¥ of the Baas Conoept Bepmry detsils progremsed isprovesents (o the 1988 STOP, with all oot
A 1R dod Lafa.

. ey e pamenss] document WELl Pet e Pl ted To¢ B fonorpt Beperin.  Bowrver, Srdividel eprowssensl propects
At el Ta Bt Sonvapt Beperts wiil follos the apeapeiate swiroeental procses o rogeired by L.
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RITE W EEPORT
ROUTE 199
1-DH-199=-T0.5/36. 4

BOUTE DESCRIPTION

Route 19% originates at Route 101 north

of the City of Crescent City, traversing

most of northern Del Nerte County in a

northeasterly direction to the Oregen

Etate line. The Route is approximately

36 miles in 1 'ivl.r.niu California)  carscedt

and is a Pederal aid Pr s Rural =14

Principal Arterial. Ae a 1lnk between

Boute 101 and Boute I-5 at Grants Pass,

Oregon, it is used primarily for inter-

state traval, recreational purposes and

the movemant of goods. The entire Reuba

is part of the California Freeway and HOUTE
y System and is sligible for d

desi tion a8 a Scenic Highway, but has

not efficially designated. The

Route is included L. the “"SHELL" Routa

Gysten for the movement of extra-legal

permit) loads, however, it is not a

truck route.

The existing facility is typically 2~lane conventional hi ¥
with 13 f wide laness 0= to d=foot wide @ shouldors.
Some locations are developed to d=lane m:ﬁvm pasaing
lanos exist at other locations. Horizonmtal aligrment im
generally curvilinear, and vertical allgneent reflects the

Falli o mountalnous terrain. Traffic voluses range from 2,450
to 3,1 MDT. Truck volumes r from 10%t to 17% of tha AADT,
and peak month average dally traffic is approxisately 138% of the

QPERATING CONDITIOHS

Two lane sogmenta of Route 199 operate ak & ®CH® gg woe ] 1 of
eervice currently. Level of service is expoctsd to nu:nu:e
to "D® and "E" on two lane segments by the year 2010. The one

rwrdm tnﬁ:ﬂuy :puntutlt :.nt;;.l ]iml of service,
and ntinue to rate a % laval thro the
Year 2010, s ugh
- |
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EOUTE CONCEPT/FATIONALE
Route 199 should remajin basically a :-lnn-i convantional highiay,

with ing lanes; maintained and rehabil
Additiona :

tated as necessary.

1 passing lanss should be developed In the segeent which

doss ot meet the

leval of ssrviecs. Whare FfFeasible,

widening should be considered in conjunction with future
rahabllitation projects to provide an adeguate paved shoulder.
Safaty and opecational isprovesents should be conaidered as

ORCRESATY -

Tha reccsnendsd concept 103 for this Route is =D¥.

This Rouke

for Route 199 wves salected based on the

Roukte's function as a Primcipal Arterlal, sovirommental and
funding conatraints, and compating p'rinritiﬂ from other routes

in the District.

Futura level of service is & concerm on the DH-139-T0.5/13.0
BegREnt .

Improvements necessary to achleve (or 1 thes Route Concapt
for Routa 198 include the provision of ttimltg:nlnn lanas

in the segment which is not expected to ssintaln

concept

lavel of service through the 20 rrr’iud. It is anticipated
q?qlmvmw s

that such passing lane

millien.

11 cost an estizated 53

Safety and cpeacational improvesents should be considersd as neacCessary.

11
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PRESENT AND FUTERY DPERATING COMDTEDES
EOUTE 184

—1__ 1 1]

YEIk Vallay r

]
™.
5
[ 3
L]
= 1E=-TH. 5008 m-188-13.814.0 o-1-19.4/37.0 - 1a8-31 .70
Terraia:  Newnteiram Terrals:  lelliag Torrwin:  Mowtaisem Terrafa:  Fountainoum
Gradelfna: Eolltag Gracaliine: Belifag Gradalise Ba11ing Sracaling; Belling
] ] Exivting {Vie8) Exianfng | VRE) Exioting [1588)
7= lata Comemntiona ] 170-Tane Corese® lonal T-leea Comventtonal 7-Tar Corvw_[/Topraawesy
I35 e HdtR 2" Paend Width WE-10 Paved Witk B-E Peesd WHadth
7900-1190 aAat TESE-THS DT DU T TSR0 DT
Ll WL "L ot
W LN e b Y LN [T AW
hecidant Ratw: ey daer Enbw: hecidasn Eata: e et BaTa-
hass than 1.5 tims T vhaw 1.5 tiesa Vo rhan 1.5 viees Tww than 1.5 plee
the stateids weersp tha statewide wearag cha statewide geerage tha aztewide Fverage
Ftwrs (18] Fature {F08) i Futgrs [300)
AN5E-5750 AaDT 2044-0040 MADT 500700 MADT 8- AADT
Rl WL " ol
W .05 W L W 04y Ve B
BUTE COMCERT

& Route 159 shawld resais baeically o I-lene, conventiorall Wigheey with peswing lonss, mainteinsd snd rebelilitated

M sessaty.  Wdening thould be coneldersd o conjenction with futees rebabdlitstion projecte.

= The conzept Teml of service for this Boute 18 °0°.
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Bt R, o e ik s ot e S, ot ozt iy
T, -

E mﬁ-mtul ’m?ﬁu i i in Crants pass,
. pos o X on o 8 Route (withi

Californis) is: 1-DN-199-T0.5/36.4. i 5

eriginating at Route 101 north of Crescent City in Dal Norte
'Hl-lhtz.- Routs 199 generally follows the Smith River Canyon in
a hl:.- sasterly direction to tha State Line. The

Rou the community of Gasgquet (population
approximataly 400}, however, most of the area ll[.l. I-E;:'lllf
ated. At approximately post mile DN-199-4.4, Route
ntersects with te 197, o Rural Hajer Collector. Tha
Route is wholly within the Six Rivers and Klamath National
Er“:-h From approximately DN-199-6.2 to the Oregon State

Eotita Purposa

Route 155 is functionally classified az & Rural Primcipal
Arterial. It is & Federal Aid Primary Route, and is a part
of the california Freeway and Expressway System. Houte 199
is a National Park road, and is eligible for designation as a
Scenic Righway, but has not boen officially deaignated.
Route 1959 is one of the most important State highway routes
in portharn Califernia, and is cssential for the
interregional movesent of goods (primarily forest related)
within California, and the interstate movement of goods
betwesn Californla and Cregon. It serves for delivery of
qwd:n-ld-db*{midmh n Del Morts County amd the morth
linking Route 101 to I-5 and the Grants
Pass/Med area. It i a SHELL route, and ms such is
dasai for uss by extra legal {p-nnil:] loads, However,
Bouke 193 is not part of tha naticnal metwork for STAR trucks
and is not desigrated for use by S5TAA trucks (kingpin to rear
axla length of up to 407},

Fouts 199 is a }ril‘ﬂi,‘pl_'l. recreational route, passing through
the northern portieon of the Redwood Mational Park. Jedediah
Emith Redwooda State Park, also along Routs 199, and included
within the National Park boundaries, la cne of the moat
popular state parks in northweatern California. Route 199
grmridu access to the Smith River which is world rencwned
or its sport flshimg. Tn addition, Route 199 serves as a
lecal service route for the comsunity of Gasguet and other
amaller communities located along the Route.

The Route experiences generally light non-motorized traffic,

with concentrations arocund the Jedediah Smith State Park and
the ccmmunity of Gasquat.
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Lecal & Begional Issues
Land Use

Land use adjacent to Route 199 in District 1 is expected to
remain basically as it is now (open space, park land, and
sgricultural /timber products). Minimal development,
primarily recreatiopal/tourist orianted, is expescted in and
adjacent to existing comsunities. The Routs currently

iences substantial recreational traffic, ard this
traffic is expected to continue to increase.

Ho substantial long-term right of way needs are anticipated
for Route 199 in District 1. Soso right of way may ba needed
for copstrocticon of pasaing lanes, storm dapage
reconstruction, malntenance, rehabilitation, or
eafety/oparational improvaments.

Envirenomeantal Considerations

Pl:.'l.nq environmental considerations for Route 199 include
the followimg:

= The Smith River is included in the Wild and Scenic River
Systea, with a de ion of recreational . Further, the
Eaith River is consmidercd = ificant fishery habhitat, and
supperts a sizeable saleon fishary.

= Aress noar the Communities of Hicuchi {Dﬂ-—i!ﬂ--ﬁi and
Gasgquet (DH-199=14) are archasclogically sensitive.

= Raré plants =AY exist noar the Comsunity of Ga =

= A numbar of old growth redwoods exist withi.n g fah
Smith State Park, on the westerly portion of Route 199.

Begiconal Transportation Planning

The ODraft 1988 Del Worte County Feglonal Transpertation Plan,
Action Elament, llata "Contirued intereat in developsent of
tha State hiql'llﬂ{ t{dtﬂ. particularly Routes 1C1 and
199,...." as a significant icnal t tion issus of
particular intersst to the Dal Horte Local Transportation
Commiasion (DMLTE). A curve correction project
(DH=-199-24.1/24.6) and a passing lane project
(DN-199-9.3/10.1) are listed as tha firet and second

priority operational improvement State highway projects.

In reviewing Caltrans’ system planning products, the Del
Horte Local Transportation Commission espressed the concern
ntes called for on Route 199 are not commensurate
with the route’s functional classification as a Principal
Arterial; however, the DNLTC does recognize the savera
environmental constraints to major development of the Route.

While the DNLTC would like to see mora development of Route
199, thelr highest pricrity for State highway deve

limse with ific segeents of Route 101l. Their two highest
priorities for nevw highway constructicon are on Route 101
eouth of Crescent City.

2
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II1.EXISTING FACILITIES

Foute 199 is 11y a Z-lane conventional highway,
traversing roll te moyntainous terrain. One segsent
(DH-195-13.0/19.6) i d4-~lane conventicnal highway, and much
af the segement near tha border [(DM-199-18.1/36.4) i=
2-lane esxpressway with passing lanes. Lane width is
generally 12*, and paved shoulders fcally ramnge from 0- to
d=Toot, r, lane and paved shon Yary
considorably ower the Route. Akotual lane, ahouldar,
and total paved width ranges acwe shown in table below:

HOUTE 199
Ho. of
Mihiy taie Ohooider | Paved
W ouldar B
Post Mile Location Ivps Hidth Hidth Width
DR=-199=- Roote 101 Eo =g 11%=13¢% OF=10* 227-g3*
T0.5/0%.40 One sile west
of Gasguet

DR-139- Ome mile west of = 1z 4 60

L¥.0/1%. 8 Gasquet to two mi.
west of Patricke Cr.

DN-199- Two miles west of 2=C  11f=13" QF=R' 247 =427
19.8/27.1 Patricks Cr. te

Tdlewild Maint. Sta.
DN-199- Tdlewild Maint. Sta. 2-C/E# 127 1f=4t 267 =60
2717364 to the Oregon State

line

% Several Fassing Lanea in this segment.

Horizontal aligneent on Route 199 in Dlstrict 1 ia rmrull
curvilinear. The segment west of Ga to west of Patric
Croek (DN-199-13.0/19.8) has better a igneent than the
remainder of the Route, as it was constructsd to 4-lane
standards in the late 1960's. Vertical alignment is
generally rolling, with scse moderate to steep grades in the
mountalnous areas.

While the majority of right of way on Roote 199 is 100 to 200
fest wids, ssme sections are as narrow as 60 feat wida. Huch
of the Route traverses Federal land, wherse the right of way

has besn provided to the State thre special use permits,
approved maps and sasements. Most r right of way iz
IEE‘:LD‘I.’ State owned, or the State has acqguired am sasement.

The entire length of Route 199 within District 1 is served by
Greyhound Bus Linea. Buses make tri daily between Grants
Pass, Oregon and Crescent City, California.
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Ho State-owned park and cide lota have besn developed along
Routa 19%.

Bowta 101, & Tri.ru:lpul arterial, intersects Boute 199 north
of Crescent C Route 101 is t-'hl Ccalifornia Rorthcoast’'s
ﬁiﬂr h-!..ghl'-t access route. Routa 199 ls also intersected
Route 197, about four miles east of Boute 101.

Ward Pileld, a public use airport in tha Casgquet area, ia

served by Rouwts 199. This iz a small alrport, with only two

based alrcraft and approximately 2000 aircraft £ions

E.mini:.luri No rallrosdas parallel or oross Route 199 within
fornia.

QEEBATING CONDITIONS
Iraffic Information
The following table summarizes prolected Annual Average Dally

Traffic (AADT} wvolumas for the 1984 year, and includes
e of future AADTs for the year 1!111] on the major

eaguents of Route 199. Also inclu D-’?II
factors, truck volumes expressed as pﬂmt .'l;ll‘.lg and the
present (1988} peak hour volume to capaclty [(vre) r:|.1::l.:;p-+
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Post Mile/

DH=199=T0.5/13.0

(Rta. 101 to 1 mi.
wask of Gasgquet

)

DH-159-13. 019 .8
{1 mi. west of
Gasquat o 2 mi.
wast of
Patricks Cr.})

DN=199=-19.8,/27.1
{2 mi. west of
Fatricks Cr

to Idll'ld.l.d.
Haint. Station)

DH-199=23T.1/36. 4
(Idleowlild Maint.
Statlion to the
Oregon state linae)

AADT
Frasant
1988}/

— (20107
2500=3 100/
4 150=-5250

S450=-2850F
ADSD-4E50

2450-2600/
4050-4200

2450-2600/
4050-4200

199

350

PRrcent

10-17

10=-17

10=17

1G=17%

(1988)/ 20-Year
Future Growth
{2010) Factor

<28 .45 1.60
OES 14 i.60

26 .4 1.60

< 2TF AG 1.60

Peak month Average Daily Traffic volumes for Route 199
tely 1353 of AADT. Paak hour wvolumes on

AvVersgs a

Route 159 range from 12 to 14 percent of tha AADT.

! calculated based on "1987 Traffic Veoluses on california State
Highways™.

1 hted &

verage from ®1986 Annual Avera paily Truck Traffic
alifornia State Bi'l]'l:l.lmrl: - x
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Level of Service

Tha followl
of sarvice

E chart identifies the present and futura lavala

Routa 1991

ROUTE 199
Frasent Futura
Bost Mile Lecation L1988} L2010)
=19%9= Route 101 to one i} E
T0.5/13.0 mile west of Sasquet
DH=199= One =ile west of A F 1
13.0/159.8 Casgquat to two miles
west of Patricks Cr.
DH=199= T™wo miles west of c D
19.8/37.1 Fatricks Creak to
Idlewild Maint. Sta.
DH-199- Idlewild Maint. Sta. c [+]
2715364 to the Cregon
State lina
Accident Eates
For the paricd T-1-85 through &-30-88, tual reported
accident statistice for Route 199 ware - red with the

expacted Statewide l\"-rnT- ftﬁ-“ similar facllities. Based on
1]

the segmentaticon listed

table on tha following page,

bal:] IE:MH have accident rates graater than 1.5 tizea (150
af) axpectoed

Statowlde average. However one segment

(DH-199-19.8/27.1) has an accident rate which slightly
excedds the statewide average. Further, specific locations
may exist with poor accident riences. The District has
an establ ished accldent surveillsnce and monitoring process
which inveatigates and recomeends safety improvesents for
ific locations with historically poor accident records as
ey are identified.

Actual accident rates and ted Statewide average accident

rates (both

@ gaed as accidents per million veshicle miles)

ara shown in & table on the following page:
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ROUTE 199

Accidant Statowide
—Avarage

Aocident Rate
As a Percent
of Statewide

Post Mile Location —Ente _Avarage
DH=109= Eouts 101 to Z.08 22T
T0.5/13.0 one mile west =
af
DH-199- one mile wast of 0.50 2.0
13.0/19.8 ta tw-:n:i.. . i
of Patricks cr.
=158=- ‘Two miles west of Z.54 Z.46 120%
19.8/27.1 Patricks Cr. to
Idlewild Maint. Gta.
D=1 55 Tdlewild Maint. Sta. 0.5% 1.72 sAk
AT 10064 to the Oregon Stato

VI.

lino

In late March of 1989, a hea
tructure of tha Saith River Bridge (11=-6) near Hisuchi,
damaga. Routa

truck collided with tha

causing sajer strictoral 1%5 was clossd and through
traffic re-routed over State Reoute 197. This detour of Route 159
is expected to continue through the sumser of 1980, pending
replacesent of tha structure.

Ho other chronic maintens
{dantiFisd on Baots 135. noe or road clogure lecatlens have been

EROGRANMED THPROVENENTS

cnly one .‘:t iy nt on Hnu‘-;: 199 hﬂ‘iﬁ;mm im t.hajl“! Etnfu
TERNEROTEA rovessnt as - This project involves
scement of Smith River Bridge ig—s near Hiowchi [DN-199-4.2).
This ect is programmed for the 1992/93 fiscal year and is
to cost approximately $5.7 million in 1588 dollars.
However, dus to structural to this bridgs, the project will
be expadited, with construction in 1990.

BOUTE CONCEET AND RATIONALE
Concept for Route Isorovement.

Roote 199 is rtant, particularly regienally, for interstate
traval, recreaticnal vae, and the movesent of goods. However,
this Route experiences relatively low traffic volumes, and
development costs are generally high (principally due to the
ical constraimta of the relatively narpow, steep and
Smith River ). Furthar, snvironmental conoerns
inmclude old growth groves in Jedediah Smith State Park,

£}
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and the ecological sensitivity of the Smith River .
Theaa ;lmmlm make BEoute 199 & poor candidate for ive
upgrading.

ROUTE 195 SHOULD REMATN BASICALLY A I-LANE, CONVENTIONAL
HIGHWAY, WITH FASSING L[ANES. ADDITIONAL PASSIMG LANES SHOULD

BE DEVELOPED, ESPECIALLY IN SEGHENTS WHICH DO NOT MEET THE
CONCEPT LEVEL OF SERVICE (WITHIN AHD FINAMCIAL

CORETRAINTE) .

Leval of service on Routs 199 currently ranges from "A® to "D"
during gdl:.l‘. hour paricds. With F“!:u traffic increases, level
of BarY is expected to decreana "D® and ®*E* on all two lana
s ke by the year 2010 if no Improvements are made. Alth
this im less than desirable, it is not considered sufficient
ustification to plan for lmprovement to a 4-lane l'm:il!.t:[
necassAary to assure a "B or =C" lgvael of sarvice), in viow of
environmental constraints and the competition for projected
revanues from highvweys of groatar lig._glmﬂ than Routa 199
{pEimarily Routa .U:l?. Conaidaring . and the Routas Rural
h-im::fu.l hkrterial status, A S0F CONCEPT LEVEL OF SERVICE HAS BEEM
ESTABLISHED.

'Ihil-tg:aiin; lanea will be considered for segments which do not
soat cancept level of service, thess isprovements may not
genarate sufficient capacity to mest the concept level of sarviecs.

Concebt For Rehabllitation
ROUTE 195 SHOULD BE MAINTAINED AND EEHABILITATED AS MECESSARY.

Based on current rehabilitation standards (3-R) in the Caltrans
Highway Dasign Manual, ewisting roadway widths on Rowkte 199 should
ba adecuate to allow rehablilitation at the present width over most
of the Roubte. However, consideration should be given to widening
in conjunction with future rehabilitatiom projects where necessary
to ide an adequate paved shoulder. Cost effectiveness and
anvironsantal considerations will nesd to be avaloated on a
project by project basis.

Safety and Operational Improvement Concepts

Safety doos not appear to ba a significant factor in considering
the need for isprovement of Route 199, since the Route has no
segaents with accldent rates sxcesding one and cne-half tises the
Statevide average based on similar facilities. Howewver, safety
i!pmmnt.l at spot locations will be considered as necessary.

Bridge replacesent, stors W, Afnd ational rovenant

T e ey
8a cons

State and/or e B i by -

Caltrans is mtﬂ.bnrriﬁr striping two-lane highways to comply
with Federal standa « This will tha nusbar pasaing
Wtiu{nndthlmlﬂmu}mmm-lm B
L] ml%mta Iﬁﬂ‘.'r’;ntl mmber of barrier strips mitigation
projects bpan 1 ified within District 1, including one an
Eouts 199. A passing lane candidate from 0.9 to 1.7 miles south
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of Hardscrabble Cresk {DH-159-9.3/10.1) is considered to ba
barrier stripe mitigat candidate. }t has hn:m‘includﬂ L: tha

1989 PSTIP.
Eouta Concent Punction
This Route should serve as a guide for long range planning

of improvesants Route 199. It will protect the Stata’
investment in the Route, whila iz anvironmental :.ml
financial constraints which will ﬂ allow the to programming of

extensive isprovements for this highway.
Alternative Concepts Considered

Bt SIS ereL of enrics cpsemts e compidersd o

o : prov {1985 cycle) concept leval
of service for thiz Route, as well as all other Rural Principal
Arterials In District 1 {except Rouks 101} was "C", The District
considered retaining the "C" concept 1 of sorvice, however
thiz did not appear prudent since all two-lane segeents of the
route are expected to fall below & *C® level of service by the

Reduction to an "E" level of service would sobordinate Route 199
to all other Bural Principal Arterial reutes in Distriet 1, in
terns of level of service. Parthar, local officlials interested in
ieproving Route 199 alresdy foel that the limited eots
included in the STIF reflect a lack of concern by Caltrans. And,
4 reduction in level of service would redocs the nusbar of
segments on which lanos would be considered as A means of
improving the level of service., Therefore, a "0" concept level of
service was established for Routs 199.

-Arean of Concern

The following considera aress of concerm on REoute 199 based on an
analysis of level of service and sccident history. A segment is
conalidored to be an "area of concarn® 1f:

1. The concept Isvel of service will mot be achisved under
or futura traffic conditions, or the segment
cparates at capacity during peak hour.

2. Tha total sccsident rate excesds one and one-half the
Statewide average for similar facilities.

On the chart on the followi pRgE, X" indicates Lesaiple ]
based on thesae m-it-rh:w s e =~ " =
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Post Nilg

DN-199-
T0.5/13.0

DH-195-
13.0/19.8

Of=199-
19.8/27.1

DN=199-
27.1/36.4

Friends of Del Norte (submitted by Eileen Cooper) Attachment 21

199
Prasant Fature Aocident
lecation 1988) [(3010)  Rate
Bosika 101 to i
ono mile west -
of Gasguat
one mile west of

Casquat to Ewvo mi.
wvast of Paktricks Cr.

Two miles west of
Patricke Cr. to
Idlewild Maint. Sta.

Idlewlld Maint. Sts.

It im anticipated that the Route 1599 will resain basically a

Z-lane conventional hi
long term right of way

are anticipated, as shown on the

following chart:

Ecat Mile

DN=199-
TO.5/13.0

DH-199~-
13.0/19.8

DH=108=
19.B/37.1

DH=1590=
2T 1/36.4

ROUTE 159
Uitimate
Transportation Local
—Sorpider Haster Plan
Exiating 280" minimum, Hene Showm
much of ex RSW
obtained through eascments)
Existing R/W (100° minimus, Hone Shown
most 1507E th ial
use parmits or casemonts)
lhhtinq E/W narall Hone Shown
Fodoll' o et Y
u.lu r.-r-!.t from Forest ﬂl:nri-:lj
Hone Shown

hh‘l:d.n:i[ B/ (80" minimum,

generally substantially n:u.-n]-

id

with passing lanes. HNo substantial

Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment
197/199 Safe STAA Access Project

April 2013
4.2-121



Chapter 4. Specific Responses to Public Comments on the Partial Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Supplemental Environmental Assessment

IX.

Friends of Del Norte (submitted by Eileen Cooper) Attachment 21

ts necessary to achleve the laval of
ot eaRt it

Inprovesen’
Ett 1599 would incl the provision

itional passing lanes

which do not meet the concept level of sarvicas.

It is ant

ted that spuch passing lane improvements will cost an

estimated 53 million.
Safety and operatiocnal isprovesents should be considered as

Bo operatienal isprovesents for Bouke 199 roposed in th
District 1 Long Range Oporaticns Plan :mﬂ:"mn, : o

11
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EIEIE,IRIF 1 m 199
ROUTE CORCE SUMMARY
1-HUM-199-T0.5/36.4

BOUTE  CONCEET RIGHT OF WAY RECUTREMENTS
RCH ﬂMi Local
o
Segment Post Mile LOS Facllity corridor Haster Elan

1 DH=199~= D I=C with Existing [{BD* min.) Mone Shown
T0.5/13.0 pasa. ln. e

2 DH=-19%- O I-C with Exiat B/W [100'min., Mone Shown
13.0/19.8 pags. ln. genarally 1507 or more

3 DH-199- B 2-C with Exiating B/W ([generally Hone Shown
19.8/27.1 pasg. 1ln.  E/W not descr ]

4 DH-199— B 2-C with Exist B/W (20" min., Mone Shown
27.1/36.4 pass. In. gqumarally such greater)

CONCEET PATIONALE:D

This concept was s¢lected based on the Route’s function as a Rural
Prin:i?ul Arterial, environmental and financial constralints, and
priorities from other routes in the District.

Current (1988): HNone
Fature (2010): M DH-199-T0.0/13.0 LOF Concorn

It is anticipated that pasail anu mul:inl; an estisated %3 million,;
will ba required to meat tha Howaver, mmﬁ LOS may
not ba maintained throuwgh the ]rnn:r .3El'!l,l;l l'_hl-l improvesants.

Safety and cperational improvesments should ba considered as necessary.
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MEEENT AND PETURE CPTRATENG CONEIT 0D
HTE 158

o iy co— --—--—---—— ;:f:“.r r
: !

&
=4

'
‘{:
r
P
l -

=11=-10, 5110 4 [ Bl ST ] =P RTT DN=1R5-10.1/06.4
Tereadn:  Bountaieom Tarrain:  Balling Teeratls:  Mossiyisovs Ferrain:  Foustafiscus
Eradeline; B2)Ting Gradalira: Rolling Gracelira: Ralling Gradalina: RBolling
Exteting (1108) Exfgting (1801] fristiag (1901) =

=land Covrwint fonal =Tk Conwant fona i-lare Corermnt Lona] e lara Core, SEnpidmmty
R Bevad Wlith 3" Paesd WSEE PG Paesd Wlinh T"-5° Pawsd iR
FSO0-1160 MAOT TESE-FRSE AT TEE-HAE DT TE5E-PEA0 RADT

A" Lo LS SR Lea e LS

wE: B L TN WG B.TE We: BT

booidant Rabe: Moe et Bata- Bectdent Bape- hocidant Batw:

Tems thas 0.5 Tiem Tewn than 1.5 rlsag Totd than 1,5 § e Tany than 1.3 thes
Chai ATATEETAE Eedl ThE ETATEElAE VRS Thil BEaTow|dE dvbd e tha ETHEEeidE deRrBgE
Fytars (3008} Fgturs (3010} Fyturs (3818 Futses [J904)
D15=515 MAET ERIR-ANE AT RESE-1T00 T ESE-4700 MADT
et ] L "L

WA .S LIS R e kA Wi W48

HUTE CIWCEPT

& Beete 150 ohould resadn Beaieally o I-lass, comventibral higheey with persing lenes, maintaieed and Pedabiliceted
& recaanary, Wijenlag ahoyld be conaifered fa conjorction with futers rebadilitation prajests.,

& Tha concapt Leval of sacvics for this Rogre d 0.
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At 20~

ROUTE CONCEFT EEPORT

ROUTE 197

1=-DH=197-R0.0/7.1

All information in this Route Concept Report i ect to cha
az conditions change and new information is nb:um, s

I opprove this Route

Concept Feport to guids today’
davelopaent decisions and/or tﬂmmuda%uinn.ﬂ. A

Approval Recommanded:

e : st
i
é Data EN Da F
i Dimtri Director [Ilngnty Digtrict Director
o office of oot Development Oaffice of Planning
and Construckt and Programming
Approved:

E:'HO@L 72955
E. F. FoA Date

pistrict Director

of Transportation
District 1
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Frafoment o Plarming Inbent
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srterlal Foules 58 compared Lo minor eroerisle end ool Leo1ers.
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¥, Level of servios ordl sapsdity caloulation sre losed on the THES Wighuay Capacity Marisl, Previos Doste Cornpl
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ROUTE CONCEPT REPORT
FOR

ROIFTE 137
1=DH=197=RO.0/7.1

ESUTE DESCRIPTION

Roate 197 connectas Route 101 with
Foute 19%%, fallowing the north=
easterly side of the Smith River in
northwestern Del Morte County. The
Route is a Federal Ald Secondarcy
Rural Msjor Collector, roM—
imately 7 miles in 1 « Thim
route functions as a connect

link betwean Route 1061 and Route
199 for through traffic, aml serves
;m residents living slong the

Boute 197 is not included in tha
State’s Fresway and Expressway
System, however, it is eligible for
deaignation as a Scenic Highway
ﬁt has not boen of ficially

ignated) .
The exist State highway facility is a 2-lane conventional S,
highway with 12-foot wide lanes 0= to 4=footk wide paved

shoulders. Horizontal and vertical alignments are generally
good, except betwean postmile R2Z.6 and 6.1 whare thers are
several short radius curves. Traffic voluses range from 1,500 to
1,700 AADT, and truck volumes range from 8% to 9% of the AADT.
Feak month average daily traffic is approximately 140% of the

®

CFERATING CONDITIONS

Route 197 currently operates at a "B" to "c® level of ice.
With projected l'_rl;l':l.i: increases, level of service ':i‘i- :;;:::E:d Lo
fall to "C¥ and "D" levels by the year 2010.

Accident rates on Route 197 are over twice the Statewide average
{based on gimilar facilities) for a large portion of the Route
(postmile R2.6/7.1). No chronie maintenance or rosd closurs
concerns have been identified on Route 197.
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BOUTE _CONCEPT/BATIONALE

Route 157 should resain a 2-lane comventional highwa llim'.ulnad
as necossary at its existing width and on existing J

Bince the concept for Routa 197 is maintain only, no

leval of service has been established. Forther, it is
anticipated that the Route will operate at or above a "D" lewvel
of servics through the year 2010.

operational rovesents should ba considered on an exception
basis and saf improvements should be made Al NECESSATY .

This Boute Concept for Route 197 was selectesd based on the
Route’s functional classificationm, -iwn-r-ll.lir high Rouwte
improvement costs, and compet ities from other more
important routes in the pistri

Ho laval of ssrvica or Balntenance concerns have beaan ldentified
on Route 197. Safety is a concern on the postmile RZ.6/7.1

BegEint.

Ho capacity improvemcnts will ba necsasary to achiswve the route
concept (malntaln only) for Route 157.

Safety improvesments should ba made as necessa and tional
i=provemants should be considered on an oxcept basls -

11
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PRESENT AND FUTUREE OFERATIRG CONDITIONS
ROUTE 197

DH=197=-R2.6/7.1 H-197-0.0/R2.6
Terrain: Folling Terrain: Rolling
cradeline: Rolling Gradeline: Flat
Existing (1988} W_Lu]ii
2-lane Conventiocnal 2-lane Conventionsl
247=32" Paved Width 32¢ Faved wWidth
1,600=1,T00 AMDT 1,600=1,700 ARDT
BCEF LDS "pE TO5

V/0: .21 WrC: 0.14

Accident Rate: Accident Rate:

over 1.5 times the less than 1.5 times
statewide average the statewida averags
Future (2010) Future (20100

2, 650=3 800 AADT 2,650-2 800 AADT

"o® LOE noE LOS

V/C: 0.34 ¥/C: 0.23

ROUTE CONCEPT

o Route 197 should resain a 2-lane, conventional highﬂr
maintained as necessary. Safety lsprovesents shou

as necessary, and operational improvements should ba
considered on an exception basis.

o No concept level of service has been established for this
Houte.
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Route 197 (known as Worth Bank Road) erliginates at Route
199, near the community of Hiouchi, u%:m:].l.ntnlr 4 miles
anst of the Rouke 1017159 junction. Route proceeds in a
generally northwesterly directlon, following the north bank
of the Smith River to Route 101, approximstely three miles
south of the comsunity of Smith River. Tha Boute is
approximately 7 miles long and is entirely within Del Horte
County. The post mile description of the Route is
1-DH-197-R0.0/7.1.

Bouts PUrpose

Route 197 is functionally classified as a Rural Hajor
E;l%mtﬂr, and is a part of the Fedoral Ald Secondary
ates.

The Route is not included in the State’s Freowny and
Expressvay system, however it is not eligible for
dasignation as a Scenic Highway [but has not boen officiall
designated). Roote 197 is not designated as a SHELL Route
for use trucks carrying extra legal loads and is not
included the national network for STAA trucks. Further,
STAR trucks (ki n to rear axle length of up to 407) are
not allowed on Route.

This Route functions as a connecting link betwesn Route 101
amd Route 19%% for through traffic, generally meking trips
with origins or destinatioms im the vicinity of tha
compunity of Smith River or on the Southern Oregon Coast.
In addition, Roote 197 serves a numbar of local reasldants,
including thoas living along the north bank of the Smith
Eivar. And, RBoute 197 also serves as a detour for westerly
Boute 159 (DH-1959-T0.5/4.4) as noCessary.

q

There are no cities or communites located along Route 197
:M:ﬁn Route experiences genarally light non-motorized
raffic.

II. Local & Begional Issuss
Land Use
Land use adjacent to Route 197 is generally a combination of
:E:n and rural residential. It is anticipated that
[ e

uses will continoe, with some additiopal rural
rosidential development. i
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Enxironmental Considerations

The Smith River is incluoded in the Wild and Scenic River
Bystem, with a designation of recreational. Thae Smith and
ﬁlgihumin are important salmen and steslhead spawning

Irn addition to water guality and wisual ispact concerns, the
Route is archasologically sensitive and vulnarable to
flooding in low areas.

Regicnal Transportation Elanning

The Action Element of the 1986 Dal Norte County Regional

rtation Plan states the Dal Norte Local Tranaportation
CommiEsion’s concern that Roote 197 should be functionall
classified as a Minor Arterial rather than its present Major
Collector classlfication. The Del Norte Local Transportation
Commimsion feals that iipmr-l!nti to the postmile R2Z.6/6-1
sagesent could then be =

III.EXISTING FACILITIES

Route 197 is a two-lane conventional highway, with 0- to
4=foot wide paved shoulders. No passing lanes exiat on Routa
197. Actual lans, paved shoulder, and total paved width
ranges are ahown in the table below:

ROUTE 197
No. of
Lanas Paved Total
Highway Lane Shoulder  Faved
Post Mile Iocation _Ivpa Hidth _Width  Hidth

DH=197= Eouta 199 to a=C iz " 32
RO.0/R2.6 D.4 miles west
of Low Divide

OH=197=- 0.4 miles west =L 12° or-4* 24F=32"
R2.6/7.1 of Low Divide
to RFoute 101

1 1986 Dol Worte County Reglonal Transportation Plam, Action
Elesant, Foads Section, page 30.
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Terrain traversed by Route 197 is generally rolling.

Horizontal alignment ia genarally good, except between

postmile R2.6 and postmile 6.1, where there are a numbar of

short radius curves. Vertical alignment is generally good
the Route, with no sustained grades.

Right of way for Route 197 in District 1 is generally State
cumind oF casements for the postmile RO.0/B2.6
t. Huch of the right of way on the remainder of the

route is through prescriptive right. Ri of way widths
vary throughout the route. o o 5

Roate 197 iz not served by ie transit. No State-cwmed
rk and ridas lot exists adjacent to thils Route. No Rallroad
ines parallel or intersect Rcute 197. No airports are

loca adjacent to this Rowute.

Route 197 intersects with Route 199 near the communlty of
Hiouchl, a wimataly 4 miles sast of the Route 1017199
Junction. te 157 also intersects with Route 101

imately three miles scuth of the community of Smith
lrt“::::- Route 101 is the north coast’s primary highway access

OFERATING CONDITIONS
Iraffic Information

The table on the following page summarizes Annual Ave

Daily Traffic (AADT) voluses for the 1588 year, and includes

projectiona of fubture AADTs for the year 2010 on the major
teé of Route 137. Also included are 2 ar

factors, truck volumes expressed as percent of MADT, and peak

hour volume to capacity (w/c) ratios.
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ROUTE 197
Average
AADT v/c
Prasant Percent Present
{1988) 7 Fresent Trucks (1988)/ 20-Year
Post Mile/ Futura Pamlk r In 3 Futura Growth
Lecation (2010} Yolumg BADT iz010) Factor
DH-19T7= 1600=-1700/ 300 8=-9 =14 1.6
RO 0/R2. & 2650=2800 23
Routa 199
0.4 mi.
wast of
Low Divide)
DH=197= 1600-1700, 300 E=8 <21/ 1.6
R2.6/7.1 2650=2800 - 34
(0.4 mi-
west of Low
Divide to
Bowta 101)

Poak month average daily traffic voluses for this Route average
approximataly 140% of AADT. Peak hour volumes on Route 197 are
approximataely 18% of the AADT.

2 calculated based on preliminary data to be used in the
preparation of %1988 Traffic Voluses on Califonria State

Highways".

¥ From "1987 Annual Average Daily Truck Traffic on California
State Highwaya".
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lavel of Service

The following chart ldentifies the present and future levels
of service for Route 197:

ROUTE - 197
Prosant Foture
Post Milg — Iocation L1988} L2010}
DH=197= Route 199 to 0.4 milens B L+
RE0.0/R3.& west of Low Divide
DH=197= 0.4 miles west of Low [+ o
R2.6/7.1 pDivide to Route 101
fccidont Rates
For the pericd &-30-85 through 6-30-88, actual
accident statistics for Boute 197 wers rod with the
Statewide aver for aimilar facllities. One segmant

of Route 197 has an acci record which sxcesds one and

one-half times the expected Btatewide ave ;, bagad on similar
facilities (a curve correction project in this seqment is

;ﬂrn-gr.u-nd the 1588 State Transportation t Frogram
r DH=-197=3.5/31.6). Additional fic lecations may exist
with r accident experiences. e District has an
establ ished accident surveillance and monitoring process which
investigatas and recomsaenda gafaety for specific
locations with historically poor acci records as they are
identified. 1
Actual acocident rates and Btatewide nwrbii accidant
rates (both expressed a8 accidents par million wehicle miles)
are shown in the table below:

ACCEIDENT BATES

BOUTE 197

Accident Rate
As & Percent
Acoident Statewide of Statewide

Poat Mile Lacation —Rate _Average _ AvVermge
H-197- Route 199 to 2.17 2.40 20%
R0, 0/R2.6 0.4 milag wost

af Tow Dividae
D=197= 0.4 miles west 552 2.43 228%
R2.6/7.1 of Low Divide

to Route 101
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Ho chronic maintenancse or road closure locations have bean
identified on Eoute 197.

One isprovesent on Routs 197, the previously notad curve
correction, is included in the 1988 State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIF). It is estimated to cost

imataly $0.6 million, and ia for the 1990/91
tim‘.l. year. Ho new milir_'r or capacity increasi
cperational improvement projects for Route 197 in District 1

VI. ROUTE CONCEPT AND EATIONALL

Concept for Route Improvement

Routs 197 is important as a connecting link betwson Route 101
and Route 199 for traffic. Further, the Route
garves a musber of local residents, including those living
along tha north bank of the Saith River.

Howevar, whila Route 197 is important to the area, it cannot
effectively ta for funds with other more rtant
FRoutas in the District (generally Fural Primcipal Arterials).

Therefore, ROUTE 197 SHOULD REMAIN A 2-LANE CONVERTIONAL HIGHWAY
OH ITS EXISTING ALIGHMENT.

Route 157 currently cperates at a "B" to ®C® lewvel of service
during peak hour riode. With projected traffic increases,
the level of service on te is to fall to ®cC*
and "b" levels of sarvice by the year 2010. Altheugh this is
less than desirable, it is not considered sufficient
ustification to plan or program future capacity improvements
view of the competition for ected rovenuce from
highways of greater significance Routa 197.
Therefore, W0 CONCEPT LEVEL OF SERVICE HAS BEEN ESTABLISHED
FOR ROOTE 197.

concept For Rehabilitation

Based on functional classification, traffic volumes, and
maintenance service levels, ROUTE 197 BHOULD BE MATNTAINED AT
ITS PRESENT WIDTH AND O EXISTING ALIGWNMENT (Fortions of tha
Route may be rehabilitated on an exception basis, when
maintaining the facility would bo less cost effective than
rehabilitating it).
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of Poute 197 has aceldent rates excesding cne and
m:u-hu f times the Statewide average, based on similar
facilitien. A curve mrmtimﬂmjmt has been programmed
within this segment. Purther tional safety rovements at
spot locations which are cuq;rntltlw in the safety program will
ba considered as necessary.

Br replacemcent and storm damage ects will alag ba
congidered ag necessary, and tiocnal lmprovement projects
will be considered on an excepktion basis. These projects, in
addition to safety projects, should be constructed to
appropriate State and/or Fedaral standards [rather than to the

present width concept).

Caltrans is currently barrier ntrlLi.ng two=lane highways to
comply with Federal standards. Th will reduoce tha nusboer of
p:lninq Dﬁnrl:bniti“ {and the lavel of sarvice) on moak
ghways [incluad Routa 197). The impact of barrier

nl‘_'l:'].p:l.l'lg wd to be less severe on Route 197 than on somo
other Routes within the District, since relatively few pass

ities existed prior to barrier striping. Further, while
a mimber of barrier stripe mitigation projects have beoen
identifled within District 1, to dats none have been identified
on Route 15%. Barrier stripe mitigation projecta such as
turnouts may be identifisd at spot locations on Route 197 at
soma time in the foture.

Boute Concept Function

This Route Concept will protect the State’s investmant In this
Route whila recognizing financial constrainta which will not
allew the programming of extensive improvements for all

highways.
Alternative Concepts Considered
Bo alternative route concepts were considered for Route 197.

.Areas of Concern

Tha fnllnulnf considers areas of concern on Route 197 based on an
analysis of level of service and accident history. A segment is
conaiderad to ba an "area of concern™ ifs

1. The concept level of service will not be achieved under
present or future traffic conditiens, or the segment
oparates at capacity during peak hour.

Z. The total accident rate exceeds one and one=half the
Statewide average for similar I?m:i.'l.il;il-s
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Friends of Del Norte (submitted by Eileen Cooper) Attachment 22

below, an "X* indicates a concern based on thess

ROUTE 197

Lavel of Service Accident
Location Present(1988) Future(2010) _ Hate
Route 199 to S =y L
0.4 miles west
of Low Divide
0.4 miles west X

of Low Divide
to Routa 101

Since extensive devalopsant

Routa 197 corrider, it is anticipated that

ramain as it exists (a i-lana conventional highway). Ho
ieipated, am

substantial lﬂ'?' torm T
shown on tha follow

Post Mile

DH=197=
RO.O/R2.6

DH=197=
B2.5/7.1

is not currently plannad for the

Eoute will

of way neads are ant
ing rt:

ROUTE 157
Ultimate
Transportation Local
— Corpidor Haster Flan
Exist. B/W Hone shown

Emrllhr a0’
minisum width, amnd Statoe-
owned or casement)

Exilt-hﬂ..ﬂl {gm;:::illr ight
thiraug r Ve I
with some Stata=0wmned I'll-l-l."
Foubts 101)

Hone shown
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Ix.
Ho new facility improvements are necessa to achiewve the routa
concept (maintain only with somo mhilﬂntinn} through the
year 2010.
Safety improvesents should be made as mr{annnd operational
imsprevesants should be considersd on an axcapt basis.

X.

Ha operational improvements for Route 197 are proposed in the
District 1 Long Range Oparation Plan [(October 1985).
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DOTP SUMHARY

ROUTE REPOBET
1-HEH-157-RO.0/7.1
BOUTE CONCEPT ELGHT OF HWAY RECUIREMENTS
ultl.-utti :
Tl:‘l.'ﬂ.lpﬂrl:lt-m Loca
Segpent Post Mile LOS Facllity — Corpidor Haster Plan

1 DH-197= Hone I-C

Exist. R..r'll :q:nmllw Hone shown

RO.0/R2.6 &0* minisum width,
State ocwmed or u.ln-m;!
z DH=-197— Mone 2-C Exist. B/W [g-n-r.lljr Honae shown
R2.6/7.1 E ive
right, with some stata
owned near Roubte 101)
CONCEPT BATIONALE:
This Route for Rowte 197 was selected based on the Route's

functional classification,

ABEMS OF CONCERN

and cospeting priorities from other more
important routes in the District.

current (1988): 1-DN-197-R2.6/7.1 - Accldent Rate 2.3 times Statewide
average (a curve correction project is prograemed in
this segment in the 1989 STIF as DN-197-3.5/3.6).

Future (2010): HNone
JTHFROVEHERTS

Fo new facility improvements are necessary to maintain the route
concept [maintainm only) through the year I010.

Gafety improvesents should ba made as rL and np-rntiml
i=prove=ents should be considered on an exception basis.
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DH=197=R2.6/7:1 DN=197=0.0,/F2.6
Terraing Roll ing Tarrain: Roll
Gradeline: Rolling Gradeline: Flat
Z-lana m#ﬂ!m 2-lane cmmt!nml
247=-32*% Faved Width 324 Paved Width
1,600=1,700 AADT 1,600=1,700 ANDT
=CE [OS =p® LOS

¥iC: 0.21 V/C: O.14

Accident Rate: Accident Rate:

ovar 1.5 timeaa the less than 1.5 times
statewide average the statewide average
Euture (2010] Future (2010}

2 650=-2 ,800 AADT 2,;650-2,800 ARDT
wOe 108 mCE LOS

VSC: 0.34 | ez 0.23

ROUTE CONCEFT

o Route 197 should remain a Z-lane, conventional hi ¥
maintained as necessary. Safety isprovements be made
as necessary, and oparaticnal isprovesents should be
caonsidered on an exception basis.

o Ho concept level of service has been established for this
Rowts .
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Friends of Del Norte (submitted by Eileen Cooper) Attachment 23
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Responses to Friends of Del Norte (Eileen Cooper)

Response to Comment 1 through 23
The Department does not dispute the facts brought forth in these comments, and thus will not
discuss them individually here. However, the Department reasoned to a different conclusion.

Frost Free Coastal Route:

This letter lays out an argument for additional impacts associated with diversion of traffic from
I5 to a US 199/US 101 route due to winter weather closures at Siskiyou Pass. This phenomena
likely already occurs for CA-Legal vehicles. However, this detour would add approximately 50-
60 miles and approximately 2 hours of drive time to a trip between Oregon and the Bay Area.
The additional miles are committing the truck driver to the narrow winding route of US 101 and
US 199, a two lane conventional highway with occasional passing lanes, versus | 5 which is a
Principal Arterial/Interstate four-lane freeway. The I 5 route will still be the preferable route for
through traffic. The Department does not anticipate major changes in national transportation
routes for through traffic between California’s Bay Area and Oregon.

There is the potential for diversion of through traffic due to winter weather, road closures and
chain restrictions. In addition to Siskiyou Pass, there are other passes I 5 north of Grants Pass
which are subject to winter conditions. If a true frost free route is pursued it is likely that truck
driver’s will consider bypassing all the passes and heading to the coast from Eugene along ORE
126, then taking US 101, which would not increase traffic on US 199/SR 197. Thus if drivers
were to bypass winter weather on a coastal route, US 199 would not be the most favorable
bypass route. Even so, the additional traffic associated with a winter weather diversion would be
an occasional event, occurring only a few times a year. While traffic levels would be increased
during the event, based on approximations from Comment 14, this would only lead to an annual
increase of approximately 1% above the current traffic levels. Overall maintenance costs would
not increase based on a 1% increase in annual traffic.

Pavement Management System and Maintenance:

The comment also expresses concern that the Department is not meeting the standards of the
Pavement Management System and that there will be additional maintenance costs associated
with increased truck traffic on the roadway. The Department does not follow the Pavement
Management System, but follows a similar system to calculate the structural and materials
parameters of the roadway. The current specifications allow for a higher volume of traffic than
what is estimated based on the traffic study.

Mara Feeney Comment Letter:

These comments stated concerns about the truck traffic analysis, economic analysis, safety,
recreational resources and cumulative impacts. None of the comments in the letter were
comments on the RDEIR/SEA. Please see Group Response #9 for traffic study errors, see Group
Response #8 for safety concerns, see Group Response #5 for concerns about the Wild and Scenic
River, see Group Response #2 for effects to tourism, and see Group Response #1 for a discussion
of the purpose and need.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.
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Other Comments:

For safety concerns please see Group Response #8. It is difficult to make estimates about future
collision rates along the route based on potential traffic volumes and road conditions (winter
weather | 5 diversion). Any forecasts on collision rates would be speculative in nature.

Response to Comment 24

This comment states that the Traffic Study failed to survey through traffic for the route. The
Department does not anticipate that the project would change major shipping routes, and that I 5
will remain the major north-south shipping route.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 25

This comment states concern for maintenance costs and design standards. The Department does
not anticipate additional maintenance costs, see Form Letter 2012 #1 Comment #12. For
concerns about traffic safety and design see both Group Response #8 and the response to the
EPIC 2012 Smith Letter.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 26
This comment states concern for winter safety, please see the response to Form Letter 2012 #1
Comment #4.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 27
This comment states concern for safety, please see Group Response #8.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 28
This comment states concern for safety, please see Group Response #8 and the response to Form
Letter 2012 #1 Comment #6.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 29
This comment states concern for safety, please see Group Response #8 and the response to Form
Letter 2012 #1 Comment #5.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 30
This comment states concern for safety, please see Group Response #8 and the response to Form
Letter 2012 #1 Comment #9.
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No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 31
This comment states concern for safety, please see Group Response #8 and the response to Form
Letter 2012 #1 Comment #5.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 32
This comment states concern for safety, please see Group Response #8.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 33
This comment states concern for the design exceptions. Please see the response to the EPIC 2012
Smith Letter.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 34
This comment states concern for geologic stability. Please see Group Response #10.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 35
This comment states concern for communities in Oregon. The DEIR/EA and RDEIR/EAS are
both NEPA documents available to communities in Oregon along SR 199.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 36 and 37
This comment states concern for spills in the river. Please see the response to Vern Powers
Comment #1.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 38

This comment states that pavement designs should consider impacts to trees. The Department is
aware of the adverse impacts of roads and compaction on tree root systems. The Department has
minimized impacts to tree roots where possible, as described in the PRDEIR/SEA and updated in
the FEIR/EA Section 2.3.1.3.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 39
This comment states that the department failed to adequately disclose increased traffic levels to
trustee agencies. The Department used the traffic volumes estimated in the 2010 Fehr and Peers
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study as well as Department expertise to develop estimates of future traffic levels. The
Department believes these estimates to be scientific and reasonable. Please see Group Response
#9.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.

Response to Comment 40

This comment summarizes the arguments brought forth in the body of the letter. The Department
does not anticipate major impacts from induced traffic from I 5, see the response to comments 1-
23.

No revisions to the Draft EIR/EA were necessary.
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4.3 Individuals

Following is the index to 21 individual written comments. All written comments submitted by

the following individuals can be found in alphabetical order by last name.

Bertrand, Wendy
Bowman, Bill

Bruce, Donald

Bruce, Doreen

Campbell, Bruce

Cipolla, James

Estefan, Lars

Evermoore, Eileen
Harestad, Patrick

Hughes, Gary

Hunt, Ann

Johansen, Ralph

Lips, Stu

Lotus, Trisha (10/12/2012)
Lotus, Trisha (10/25/2010)
Moses, Todd

Pappalardo, Sue

Tays, Kimberly

Zegart, Margaret Kettunen
Zuehlke, John
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Bertrand, Wendy

Comments to Caltrans for Recirculated Draft EIR/EA for construction
projects on Hwy 199/197 specifically to encourage STAA truck access.

October 22, 2012 From:
Wendy Bertrand, Gasquet Resident

eveonplace(@email com

Attention: Jason Meyer jason meyer@dot.ca.gov
California Department of Transportation,
North Region Environmental, Umt E1  P.O. Box 3700 Eureka, Ca. 95502-3700

I am speaking as a citizen of California concerned about Caltrans spending 1
increasing large truck traffic, and lack of quality environmental impact reports.
Thanks to EPIC’s lawsuit on Caltrans' Richardson Grove State Park widening project,
we are taking advantage of this short window of opportunity to submit our heart felt
and pertinent concems.

The current Draft EIR/EA shows that there is a negligible local economic benefit for 2
Del Norte County, however, STAA (Extra Long) truck traffic is likely to significantly
mncrease as 4 result of creating an STAA truck loop over Hwy 199/197 and Hwy 101
that diverts I-5 truck traffic around Siskiyou Summit, particulady in winter,

The DEIR/EA has failed to identify and evaluate this cumulative impact. ** The
DEIR/EA misleads the public and the decision makers into believing that there will
be insignificant increases in traffic (See an estimate re this increase at bottom of page)
when there will be many significant impacts as stated below:

1. Safety hazards will greatly increase, particularly from the significant increased truck traffic duning the very 4
hazardous rainy winter conditons along an already very challenging and dangerous route such as Hwy
199/197.

2. Bven wnth the proposed safety improvements, the rural winding canyon read following the Wild and
Scenic Smith River remains a geography that is not appropriate for large trucks and the mowing of oversized
goods.

3. In this plan, safety 1s incomplete and therefore madequate, because no mprovements for Hwy 199 5
between Hiouch: and Gasquet which has the highest accident rate 1s addressed.

4. Speed management with lower speed limits is not addressed, yet many safety issues can be improved with 6
lower speeds. This plan does not include speed management but needs to.

5. Hwy 101 south of Crescent City already has Fatality-Plus-Injury and Total Collision Rates at eight and
eleven times the statewide average for a similar highway they should be addressed in companson to the
project being studied.
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Bertrand, Wendy

Comments o Caltrans for Reareul sed Deaft EIR/EA for constrisction
projects an Hwy 19197 specifically 0 encournge STAA truck sccess.
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Wendy Bertrarsd
695 Gasquet Flat Road, Gasquet California 95543
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Response to Wendy Bertrand

Response to Comment 1
This is not a comment on the RDEIR/EA.

Response to Comment 2

This comment states concern for the fiscal costs of the project, please see Grouped Response #2
for a discussion on costs and benefits. This comment states that there is negligible local
economic benefit from the project. Please see Group Response #1 and #2 for discussions of the
purpose and need, and the costs vs. benefits of the project.

Response to Comment 3

This comment states concern for increased traffic due to winter weather closures on 15 at
Siskiyou Pass. While there may temporary spikes in traffic when the pass closes, these temporary
high traffic periods will not lead to other significant impacts. This concern was addressed in
detail in the response to Friends of Del Norte 2012 comment.

Response to Comment 4

This comment states concern for safety hazards associated with winter conditions, increased
traffic (due to 15 winter weather closures), and larger trucks. The 197/199 route was evaluated
for STAA truck access, and this project was initiated based on geometric deficiencies in the
roadway. Upon completion of this project, STAA trucks will be able to safely navigate the route
without crossing the center lane. Please see the response to EPIC/Smith Comment for a full
discussion of the safety of large trucks along the route. Please see Group Response #8 for
concerns about safety, and Friends of Del Norte 2012 for a discussion of the safety implications
of increased traffic during diversions.

Response to Comment 5

This comments states concern over the lack of improvements between Hiouchi and Gasquet.
Please see Grouped Response #8, and EPIC response #15 for discussions of how sites were
selected for the project.

Response to Comment 6
This comment states speed management should be used. Please see Group Response #8 for a
discussion of how speed limits are set.

Response to Comment 7

This comment states that collision rates on US 101 are higher than state averages. This is outside
the project area, but the project does have the potential to affect travel volumes on US 101. The
Department acknowledges the fact that the actual collision rates are higher than the statewide
average collision rates south of Crescent City. This segment of highway 101 traverses through
Redwood National and State Parks, coastal area, and a historic landscape district. The area is an
environmentally sensitive and resource rich area, and thus creates numerous challenges for
standard geometric improvements.

The Department has implemented a number of non-conventional strategies to reduce collisions
and minimize impact on the areas resources. This balance of safety and resources has been
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challenging. Although there has been a reduction in collisions, we strive to further decrease the
number of collisions in the area.

Response to Comment 8

This comment states there will be potential water quality issues. Please see DEIR/EA and
FEIR/EA Section 2.2.2 for water quality concerns. The project is not anticipated to increase the
potential for spills. Please see Vern Powers Response 1 for concerns about spills.

Response to Comment 9

This comment states that there are unresolved issues with tourism. The Department consulted
with the National Park Service, County Parks and the Forest Service for potential impacts to
recreational resources. Please see FEIR/EA Section 4.3 for 4(f) consultations and concurrence
letters. Potential effects were determined to be de minimus or temporary occupancy for all
project locations.

Response to Comment 10
This comment states concern for public safety on SR 197 due to increased truck traffic. Please
see Group Response #8 for a discussion of safety.

Response to Comment 11

This comment states concern for community cohesiveness and safety due to increased traffic and
states that the DEIR/EA failed to engage the communities. Effects to communities were analyzed
in the DEIR/EA 2.1.3 and determined to be less than substantial. Please see EPIC response #8
for additional discussion on community impacts. There was a public meeting on April 17, 2008
in Crescent City. There was an official Notice of Preparation and scoping meeting in 2008, a
public hearing 2010 during the circulation of the full DEIR/EA, notices of availability were
published in local papers for these meetings and the circulation of the DEIR/EA and Recirculated
DEIR/EA. The department has followed the CEQA guidelines for notification and engagement
of the public throughout this process.

Response to Comment 12

This comment states that the California Transportation Policy Priority is to maintain existing
infrastructure rather than construct new projects. Please see Group Response #1 and #2 for
discussions of purpose and need, and cost vs. benefits of the project.

Response to Comment 13

This comment states that there will be an increase in maintenance projects that will impact
riparian vegetation. Caltrans does not anticipate an increase in maintenance due to this project.
Maintenance projects to not generally cause additional impacts to riparian vegetation. This
project is not anticipated to have effects on riparian vegetation other than the direct removal
described in the DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA 2.3.1.

Response to Comment 14

This comment states that there will be an economic burden to maintain US 199 and US 101 due
to the increased impacts from increased heavy truck traffic. The weight limit on STAA trucks is
the same as the current California Legal trucks. The additional traffic is not anticipated to be
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substantial. Thus the increased maintenance costs associated with the implementation of this
project and opening the route to STAA trucks is not anticipated to be substantial.

Response to Comment 15

This comment states concern over the increased traffic volume due to diversion of traffic due to
the closure of 15 at Siskiyou Summit. While there may a temporary increase in traffic volume
during the event, the overall increase in annual volume will not be significant. Please see
response to Friends of Del Norte 2012 response to comments 1-23 for a full discussion.
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Response to Bill Bowman

Response to Comment 1
This comment states concern for driveway access to US 199 near Hiouchi. The increase in
traffic is not anticipated to significantly affect safety, please see Group Response #8.

Response to Comment 2

This comment states speed is the primary safety concern in this area. Please see Group Response
#8 for a discussion of safety and setting speed limits. Please see Group Response #5 for a
discussion of Wild and Scenic Rivers.

Response to Comment 3

This comment questions the purpose and need, construction time and potential for induced traffic
from I 5 during winter weather. Please see Group Response #1 for a discussion of the purpose
and need. Please see Groups Response #2 for a discussion of the costs and benefits, particularly
disturbance from construction. Please see the response to Friends of Del Norte 2012 for a
discussion of the potential effects of induced traffic from I 5 during winter weather.
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Bruce, Donald

Donald Rrace Movember 3, 2012

Jycinan®
{T07) 299-6423 fas L L

Comunenis an the Recalculsied Draft EIR Document dated Sepiember 2012 for the
197199 Safe STAA Access Project

Diear Jason Meyer:

I suppont the no build albermdive w the CalTrass 157199 STAA Access Project  The
project will not make 197199 mfe encugh for STAA trecks due to the long whoelbase of
the truck tracior. Too many additional tight curves and shon sight distences woubd
rémam even afier the proposed project is completed

I mote that nane of my previois concerms wore addsesend in the Recirculated Deadt repoet.
Therefore, [ dm restaling some of them here.

I a better 1o Kimbeely Hayler duted Scprember 17, 2008 | pointed out that the highway
hetwesn Hiouchi and Gasguet has enasy tight curves and narrow of mo shoulders making
it uzsaly for STAA trocks, In fiet, in the June 1998 study titked “Comprehensive Study
of Routes 197 and 199 * by the California Depaniment of Trarsportation, District 1, &
sinbes thet one of the two areas of concern on Rowle 199 i “between Hiowehi and
Gasquet.”™ 11 slated t5ad rock cul widening would be noquired st FIVE locatitns within
this ares. The other area of concern was from “souh of Patrick Creek end south of
Miewild.” So, why i the arca between Higuchi and Gasquet being ignored? Why wasn't
the reasaa it's being ignored oulined i the DEIR of June 20007 The obvious wreas of
oencern wre il the [bllowing locations: The camer af Mooument [rive &t the Morth ond of
Hicuchi. Tt has an exiremely sharp curve and a sohid nock wall oo one side with Itk or
pa shoubdor on the riversdde. Rockslides aoe als common here especially in the winder.
This is simply # very dangerows spot in the bex of circumstances, 115 fighteming (o think
of STAA tricks coming around this comer ko alose mosting sach other. The rock wall
on cne side and 8 sroight drop to the river oo the other continues until milepost (M. P)
6,72, An M. P.T41 io T.46 then: 8 no guardeail on a narrow section of the road, Amy
over tracking of STAA trxks in this wen will Hemlly send you over ihe edge. At
approcimetely ML P. B23 there is o very tight “5"shaped comer that STAA trucks will
routimely over ireck cn. ML P. 5.76 has oo jnedrail and deops directly o the rver. Much
of the road bas lictke or po shoubder sach as M. F. 8.84, which is also a sharp comer, ML
P 9. and 97 are dangerous curves. M. P. 10228 has no guardeadls and ks o steadght drop
to the river. My wife and | have siopped to assist nocider victims a2 Jenst thoee liges in
ihis area.  Poophe spoed bere botsuse it's a strabghter ssction of rosd,  Ar showut M. P,
11.56 there is no guerdr] and no shoukder for sbout 100 io 150 yands. Any slight off
tracking of 5TAA trecks will canse & collision with oncoming trallie or nan them into the
river. Mone of thess dangerows areas: were nddreseed in the DEIR of June 2000, Why7

Pudi
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Bruce, Donald

The DEIR of June 2010 did not address the concermns in a letter to Kimberly Hayler dated E
Septomber 146, 2008 regasding the ollowing: How residents on Nonh Baik Road (HWY
197) will be able to safely ingress and egress 197 from their drivewsys, And bow will
e moed scoommodais podesirmns, byl and school buses with STAA trocks moving
swifily Grough, Additiomadly, no guardrails are being placed on fhe section of 197 that
dropa siealphi to the fdver with no shoolders on cilher side. It s sodercin bank and i
questionable whether . can withstand the weight of STAA trocks. Al the Agril 2008
CaiTrans public mesting in Creseesn City, Kovin Charch, Project Manager, sisted thoare
woitld be po reclaction of the speed limil anywhene upon completion of the project. . A
sody on “slpht disances™ also peeds to ke done more themughl: on 197 amd 199, 08
there are many dreas wilk very limied visibility.

The eocident mate between Hiowchi and Casguet &5 very high,  That informetion waus d
suhmEted with the September 16, 2008 letter w Kimberly Hayer, Why was thiz pot taken
into consideration and discussed in the DEIR of June 20107 What mitigsling factors ase
present to ignore this?

The DETR of June 2010 also did not nddress specifics on how emergency vehicles will be 5
sccompnodared while the cosstnuciion phase i3 waking plece. The bheavy traflle on 199
will resalt in Jong limes during corstruction meking # @ serigs impediment for
cmergency vehicks Also, what is the plan concerming ibe tranaporiation of hiph socurily
infrates from Pelican Bay State Prison? Level 4 and SHUT inmates (the highest level of
inmates in the Stsle) are routinely traosported o lbe Roguwe Valley for medical
sppointments.  Also the Califormia Department of Corrections uses 199 to trarspor
busbonds of inmstes w e=nd fbom Polican Bay Stade Priscn Gom other California prisons,
Wil this praclice contimue? [f so, what additional security measures will be implemented
by prribescd thee pishlic during the consdnuctaon phase?

In addithen, the DIETR of 2000 does sot address the effect the constriction phese will &
have on pursl dollars to Del Meorte County, which coukd kst up to five years and
possibly longer. The extensive lesgth of time of consiruetion ss well as deloys and
chomee periods mmy resull in many peoplk pvoiding the area.  Mny people from the
Boege Valkey that routimely visit Del Mome Coarty may cormadl thear vishs remslisg ina
loas of evepie. Why basn’t this been comsidersd, especially when the reason towted for
STAA tnucks s o0 an economic benef®?

Apcther ares of concern is the impact of increased STAA trucks using this rouls when ¥
the Siskivou Summit has spowstosms.  Many may take the “cosstal roze” o mvoid the
Baccarda s mountain conditions and o avoid “chaining up."

Lasily, & revicw of a supporting document wed in the DEIR titled “Traffic Annlysia 8
Report,” which recorded the responses of businesses, revealod that osly hee claimed
any significant benef® (o hiving & STAA route on 197199, It appeirs this i o tax-
subsidived project for a few select basinesses. [7not illegal. it [x cortaindy inappropriide
given tht there is no compelling reamon io beve & $TAA moulo o highways 157 or 199,

Maone of these concerns kas been adedressed.
Respectfitlly submitted,

Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment April 2013
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Response to Donald Bruce

Response to Comment 1

This comment states support for the no project alternative and states concern over safety of
STAA trucks on the route. Please see the response to EPIC/Smith letter for concerns over
roadway geometry and safety of the route.

Response to Comment 2
This comment was addressed in Donald Bruce 2010 Comment 1.

Response to Comment 3
This comment was addressed in Donald Bruce 2010 Comment 2.

Response to Comment 4
This comment was addressed in Donald Bruce 2010 Comment 3.

Response to Comment 5
This comment was addressed in Donald Bruce 2010 Comment 4.

Response to Comment 6
This comment was addressed in Donald Bruce 2010 Comment 5.

Response to Comment 7
This comment states concern for increased traffic due to I 5 closing. Please see the response to
Friends of Del Norte 2012.

Response to Comment 8
This comment was addressed in Donald Bruce 2010 Comment 6.
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Bruce, Doreen

Dareen Bruce
550 Slerrn Wood Road
Crasquet, TA #5543

Jason Meyer

California Department of Transporiation
Mok Region Environmental Undt E|
PO Box 3700

Euarcka CA 23502

Movember 3, 2012

COMMENTS ON THE SEPTEMEER 2012 RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIREA
FOR THE 1977199 STAA TRUCK ACCESS FROJECT

Diear Jason Meyes,

I mappon the no build alternative to the CalTrans Hwy 199197 STAA Access Projeol
The project has significant and cumubative negative impacts on the environment, aod
public health mnd safely. The DEIR/EA failed 1o identify and evahmae the cumulative
impscts of increased STAMA mffic diverted acund the Siskiyou Summit in winter soow
eonditions, and it did pot identlf and evalumie the cumulative impects of creating
permancnl STAA track loop over Hwy 199/197 and Hwy 101 south. The DEIREA
misleads the public inlo helieving that there will be insignificant increased in traffic, The
potential of toxic, lkegal, unregulated, or non inspected maserials hauled on STAA trucks
mmwmlmm.ﬁmmm{nwmnﬂjnm
diversions, are of great concern.  Present monitoring and response 1o commercial trock
compliance, vehicular infractions and sccidents already stretches the California Highway
Patrol’s resouzces too thin on Hwy 1990197, Also, the Agricultural [espection Stafion of
the Huwev 199 California/Oregon border is clewed most of the time due to budget cots, and
whatever monforing support they provide is very limited

The DEIR/EA falled 1o address the concerns and questiors | submitted during prior
public comment perinds. (Please rofier to the enclosed letters 1o Kim Hayler dated August
20, 2010, September 17, 2008, September 16, 2008, and Attachments: (1) 199157 STAA
Trock Impeovements. {1A) Collision date froe 1/1/1998 to 12/31/2008, (15} Mile Post
Location Reference Shect, (2) Changes Necessary for Public Safety I Highways 199 and
197 Becomes & STAA Truck Route. | am resobmitting all of thess documents Sor
fnclusion into the Comments to CalTrans for RECIRCULATED Draft EIREA FOR
STAA Truck aceess on Hwy 1907197,

)

Sinczrely.

J‘f_.i?bte"_-:_ff,--t’" /Cli?.-:'f_ R
Doreen Bruce
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Bruce, Doreen

Doreen Bruce
S50 Sierm Wood Foad

Gasquet, CA 95543

Kim Hayler

California Departmen: of Transporiation
PO Boxg 3700

Fureka CA 95502

August 20, 2010

COMMENTS ON THE JUNE 1018 DEIR REGARDING THE 197/1%9 SAFE 5
STAA TRUCK ACCESS PROJECT

Dear Kins Hayler,

After reviewing the 1977199 Safe STAA Accesss Priyect 2000 Drafl Envirommental
Empact Report (DEIR), | have the following concemns, commenis snd questions,

The need for this project as promoted to the residents of Del Norte County is dubious.
The DEIR end subsequent comments made to the Daily Triplicase by Kevin Church
ncmiit that economic guin and grovwth to Del Morte Coungy would be misimal, and the
oot of sssential good to residents would be unaffecied by this projoct.. Whe will profi
mwst from this $26.5 million taxpayer fiznded project? In the DEIR, it sppears the local
litly bulb wowers will How is it that & public sgency, California Deportment of
Trarsportstion, can embark on this hugely disnpibe and costly project when the
overwhelming bencbclos is & privete lusiness? [sa't this ilegal, ora corflict of intercai?
Why docan’t the public’s scfusl meed and safety ke procedence in this projeat?

A review of the hime 1998 CalTrans, Cogprehensive Site Studv of Routes 197 gnd 199 (s
sipponing document to e 2010 DEIR) sotes that safety, epvironmentsl Ssucs, high
improvernént costs, storm damegeitoad closuses, rock Thll locstions, haesrdous spills, and
lasly large (STAA) Trock refrictions os ongoing concerms with Roule 199, “Mo=
concems on Rowe 199 exdst in iwo general arcas: betweoen Hioochi and  Gasguet
(MPEIVIZET) end between south of Patrick Creek and south of [dkewild
(PM20.04727. 500 ‘Why dossn't the DEIR address the docomensod rosdway impediments
between Hipuachi and Oasquet? The most recent STAA Trock off tracking  Lrials
condocted  Oclober 2005, wvalidaied ihe 12 previously Memtified ereas needing
improvemend to accommmodaes STAA Trucke, vet the 3010 DEIR fgpored FIVE of these
tight radius corves. Win?

Why dida"t the 2000 DEIR sddress the specific safety concerns raised by the pablic
during the 2008 commenl period? _Hiowchl asd Gasgoet bave many dasgeroms
highway and road infersects. As stated in the Exgcutive Sumeary of Trafbc Analveis
Repart (8 sspporting document of the 2010 DEIR) & was concloded, *due to the mml
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Bruce, Doreen

pature of Hwy 197199 scual analysis of nterscction oporntions were ool performed as 3
part of this traffic amlysis report,” Why? cant

Due to poor sight visibility (V), high retes of vehicle speeds (S), pedestrianbicycle use
{P/B), and highway crossings (C) & traffic sisdy needs 1o be conducted at the Ellowing
imiersecion with Hey 1959
MP 5.0 Redwood State (5, PB.C)
Hionschi Maicet! husiness ares (5, PB.C)
MP 6,72 Momument Drive (5, V. C)
MP 7.0 South Fork Road (S, V, /B, C)
MP 12.23 French Hill Road (5, V. /B, C)
MP 1299 Margic's River Access Forest Service wayside (5, ¥, P'B, C)
MP 130 Valley View Road and Gasquet Flai Road (5, V. P/B, ()
MP 134 Sicrra Wood Road (5. Y, P/B, C)
MP 13,658 Gasquet Mobil Home Park entrence (8, V, PB, C)
MP 1386 Fire House Road (5. V. P/B, C)
MP 142 Middk Pork Gasquet Road (8, P/B, C)
MP 148  Six Rivers Forest Service Head Quariers and French Hill Truil {8, P/B, C)

Excessive vehiculsr speeds theough Gasguer and Hicuchi, compoumnded with the addition
of langer. heavier STAA Trocks wias mised a5 a salely concerns by ressdents during the
2008 public comment peciod. These concerms were not adequascly addmessed in the 2010
DEIR.  The June 1998 CalTrns Comprebensive Sty of Routes 197 aad 199 stses

concern broshed off? Kevin Chorch sisted in public prior to the 2010 DETR that speeds
om Hwy 197199 could be, bnit will pot be, mduesd!  Why? la Cadlrans priority s
iransponiation of the time sensitive Tily bulbs instead of buman safsty? This defics public
sentiment and common semse.

The Traffic Count dta collested i Soptcmber 2008 for this DEIR in Gasquet did mot
capture & complete plefure of the extremely dapgeross sitnation crenled by excemive
vehicalar speeds, poor sight visshility, \ﬁﬁmhuﬂunﬂm: amd pedesirian and bicycls
between MP 13,0 and MP 14.2. WMMW
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Bruce, Doreen

City almsst daily, | can testify to the fact that many residents & bath commuanities walk’ a
jop wnd bicyehe sloog Ehe highway fbr o variety of ressons.  Also bouriss dexh o cnoss the cant
speeding haghway traffie of Hioochd Market. In Casguel. our reguler valiers, jogpers,
kids and bicyclsts foc real hameds along highwey 199 when toying 0 cnoss o the
oppasite tide. The most dangerons costings ate: (1) Gaspuet Fla Road and Valley View
Rowd, (2) Sicm Wood Road, and (3} Gasguet Mobil home Park. The traffic speeds slong
ths straight stretch of highway in confunction with the grading dips makes oncoming
traffic become invisible tocrossing pedesirizna/bicyclists and other vwehicles attempting to
oo the highowey, [ have witnessed, as well as personally experienced, many frightening
mear miss pecidents. Plesse do & survey/sindy of resl people lving In Gasguet and
Hioushi to determining sppropriste, snd ssfe highwey specds throsgh oar
evmmunitiesT

What are the Federal standards end mitigating requinements for nighttime noise emiited
by commeredsl truck sceelorsiing aml directions in meny sress. | contime o sspport the
o hdld akernative for thiz project.

decelernting on highways nerning through residential aress, and how will the addition of
STAA Trucks add to ths existing problem. and Bow will i be mitigazed? This was not
afequstely sddeenssd in ihe 2000 DETR

The Moreh 2006 5TAA Trock trials on HWY 197 end 199 were condocted ander CHP
escort and af speeds koower then opical trucks ravel, How low were these speeds and
bow did you ferar the into actoal truck specd? Fager moving STAA tucks will nol
pegelle cormets &5 sharply. Maoy shon sight distances exist, Was thi closely looked
27 The 2010 DEIR does ot address this. Why not?

| man mmocred and disheaniened 1hal so much time, money, and effort has gore into this
CalTrans work project. The 2010 DEIR fadls to provide 2 compelling oeed for this
projoct, and any ressonsble and prudest person would realize after driving highways 199
and 197, thet they pever will be safl for STAA Trucks meeiing one anolber in opposile
directiois.

Sincerely,

&E’n’.ﬂtx:u/) Mvﬂuﬂ___

' Doreen Bruce
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Bruce, Doreen

Dromald sand Doreen Bruce
350 Sierra Wood Roed
Onaquet, CA 95543
(707 457-3078

Sepdember 17, 2008
Kin Hayler
PO, Boe 37060
Eerekn, CA 95502

Begarding the proposed 197/190 Safe STAA Accesy Project
Deesr Kimn Hayler,

wm&mrnmﬁmﬂm.mﬂmmmnﬂmmm

mﬁmmmwmmhﬂmmzuwmw“rﬂt: ;
proposed implementation of & STAA tuck route on Highways 1997197 in Del Nore
County. We are oot oppossd i improvements on Hwy's 199 and 197, bur believe the
proposed mad wideting frojects by Caltrans would nol transforms the Huy's fato sufiabie N
STAA rowtes. Much of Hwy's 1997197 will remain namow with no shoulders and there
e muny additional sumerous Hpht corves.  As you probably know, STAA trucks have
hww%ﬂﬁmmtw.hmmi&‘mwﬁ“m
:lln-hluumlnpm Other parts of the Hury's 199197 bave no shoulders with &
reck cliff or mountain o0 one side and the pristine Smith River oo the other, The

trcks, mmuf.wmu*mmu;sr@mﬂnammmm 10
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: beneft
Caltrans project gppeas fo be fox the

Th:ﬂ F"‘l"“ﬂ‘mﬁm Hambeo Forest Prodods, the
cted in the “setion plas™ deied Al 25, 2007 by
Commission

(DNLTC) tithed

stated im this section is that “the growih

openod stoee in Crescend Clty in 2006 — aoeg with
8 the cousty —but i's tracks st re-loas]theie cargo 1o
traibors prior to traveling through Del Nore
wﬂmwmmhw

“EIMMIHHM“
17 ard
- Mor did Calrans or anyone ehe ot the Apel 17
wu#m]?ﬂlﬁmﬂuh?ﬂmm because
it would actually bt touriam in the long i beca:
hmdhm“mmﬂw

Trensportetion
Status for the Kighway 197/199
oeridor,” (Page 18 of the dovument under the heading

Coamty.” IU's intemesting
Cizy without &
lack of 8 STAA route ower
from 101 north) Also,

STAA fouls over
1997197 impeded
price

= identical
that prices are
mnmﬂiﬂd
F-np*-ﬂ:f or
H..:p citizen of Del Norte
wmﬁmﬂi 13
that an STAA
have talked believe
come here s for 1

of this county. Mamy we
the nesson poople

Bruce, Doreen

11
of the middle fork aad nostl fork

of the fewr businesses (Lily 12
and the Wait Fuib Farm)

o and have observed siealy slow 15
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Bruce, Doreen

Donald snd Doncem Bruce
553 Sierra Wood Roaad

Gasgquet, TA 95543
(707) 457-3078

Sepeernber 16, 2008

Kim Hayler

California Department of Transpartmtion
P, 0. Bex 37000 ?

Eurcka, CA 95502

PROPOSED 197/199 SAFE STAA ACCESS
Dear Kim Hayler:

The peoposcd Caltrams 197/199 projest bas significant and cumulative ogative impacts L
on the enpvironment, asd public beslth and safety. Th-ﬁ:lhwqunudhu:udmh
completed to determine the feasibility of proceeding wirh this project:

Haghray 197 bus over 70 residentisl drivewiys and fntersecting ronds, which have 17
mmm‘fm}'ﬂrﬂﬂhhﬂm !Ihmmm%ﬂmpﬂmﬂﬂuﬁylg;
A study needy to be done to demonsirate how safe ard ke resideny,

i seiere imgress and egress for 1

Amhﬂmmmmmwmuu‘qm 1a
{Crescent City Area} from Jan. 1998 1o Dec. 2008, neveals that the majerity of socldents
on Highwey 199 occur between the Hionch! Bridge and Gasqued, Sudying the CHP
mm:mmm.mmmﬂ:mmﬂmﬂm
on Highway 199. (Hwy 197 was pot counted fixr this report aithongh there are additional
accklent nunbers on thet routs) There were at loast 300 accidenis from Mile Post (MFP)
4.5 at the Hiouchi Bridge to MP 20 There were spprosimately 207 pecidenis betwesn
ME' 7 and MP 12 alone. From MP 20 to MP 27, in which small portions are proposed 1o
hmnmmmmmmmﬁmmwm
CHP. So, many of these accidems were probebly not in the proposed project ansa as the
project does Bot cover the entire road betweoon MP 20 10 MP 27, In addition, & review
of the CHP sccident sististics reveal 2 mecident deaths occurred within the
preposed project ares between Jan. 1998 and Dec. 7008 while 17 sccurred eutaide
ﬁ-muhumnmmwwmummmmﬂ
mummymmmm,mmwmmm
understand thit incressed trock ireffic, especially larger tracks, would exacerbeic (he

hazards resalting in more socidepsy.

A wiudy reeds to be done fo determine solwtions on how 1o mitigate accidemis on the 18
vl medjorily of Hiey 199 that i nov being “fced”™ or addreseed, -
mmmmhdmmwmmm&wmgm &0

mnﬁmmﬂhhmwnumm tire, rubber antifreers and
other leaking costaminaats and of toxic substances — to man off the road into the Smith
River, A siwdy needs io be dose to ascertain the harmfil offects on the health af the
ﬂﬁwmmMﬂMHﬁmﬂm
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Bruce, Doreen

The Smish River Is the drinking source for Gasguet, Hiouchl, Crescent Sl ot
River. A study necds 1o reveal how these negative Impacts will be ehostugat on
mitlgated to the point of having no significent affect,

J:hm,mmmhﬂﬁtm%tﬁm!w:mﬁm 2

_ y _ 14

umd?ch;n:m}mhhdurﬂumh? {Fuwczm'th’ﬂ‘hli:::;
. :

Fupnmh Ehh-.uj 11H“Thmmmu&myafmiﬂnihmhumlhhm

Eﬂd&hﬂrﬂmmmm“mmmm‘ amadl increste

erogion bty dhe river. AMMH&M#MMWHW -

mwlntmmm#mhmmmm”

Years of road construction. defaps, congestion, and hassles

mmmmmmmmmmﬁ'wm“fﬂﬂ e
Novte Cowngy, Mﬂ““ﬁ“’“-‘*ﬂhﬂﬂbﬂm
wmkmmw&ﬂrmmmﬁmﬁﬂmmﬂr
mﬂﬂﬁcﬁuu#ﬁmmﬂwm“hmmhmmmt

Crescont City slready has STAA truck route sccess from Highway 101 Morth £
: and Sauth, <7
Prices of basic fod and household ies dre comparable 10 other fowns of sknile

A stidy needs 1o be done showing specifically how, and wha fresidents,
Crescent City, Hlowchl, Gasquet, Kiamath, and Swith Biver.

kot vl

Dorald and Doreen Brisce

April 2013
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Bruce, Doreen

Highwny 1
repont covers [he area from the Hioushi Pridge on
T dioes not inclode Highwey 197.

mw“.uﬂmuﬂmﬁ-mﬂﬂu e
Wm“ﬂ'

A Trock Improvesienl arcid
of accidents OUTSIDE the proposed 5T locations
“'mmm oeabes will be slightly higher when other cross strect ifle post

-:H'

Truck lmprovemests will not be helping
The cbvious conclasion i that the STAA
ihe aress whers the vast majority of sceldents happen.

mpnadﬂ.h:nmwﬂnq' project Ipcations sited in the Prject
e 5 ﬁmhﬁmn
m‘ﬂpﬁmnl‘# E‘mhﬁrnﬂmm =
already doc b0 gxoessive rates of speed, ﬁnﬁhﬂ-‘ﬂ:‘wmﬂxTMT“ﬂ&nﬂm
mmﬂmndmtmfrmlﬂuh.whwﬂhﬂ

prarc PETCY
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Bruce, Doreen
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Bruce, Doreen

Mmmm-m:numMTm

Mike Pog 8 Leocstion' tagdroagk Comments
4.5 Hicuchi Bridge
a0 Redwood State Park Posted 50 MPH
55 Enterisg Hicochi Hamiet
g:;; w&m&hﬂh . Posted 55 MPH
airve Sapentine SEds area i
1.0 Boith Fork Boad
B0 Passing lane {odd welgh station)
B.68 Chirves
ﬁl;: Long sireight siretch close to rhver
Hard Serabble Ck

1138 Dl
L8 rmmmm OHV parking
1223 French HEl Foad
115 Shaded mrea along river Bhppery in Winter
13.0 Vidley View Rd & Gasguet Flat Rd e
1435 Six Rivers NRA Farest Station
15.0 Lads Del Rig Bd
1650 Planeer fd
1675 Panther Fist C.G.
8351849 4 Iine ook slide gres
RO Oy Flat C.G,
gg End of 4 lanes
20.71 Rock Gl before Sandy Beach
20,85 - 20.92 Sandy Beach .
Ean Patrick Creek Rd
ﬂ.& Ot rock osil

Biddls Fosk Bridge
24.75 Little Jones Crenk
253 Siskivou Fork Rd
5.9 Bar-O- Boys Ranch
ﬁjﬂ Very tight long curve

Jus past ponsTEction
25,11 Mhﬁhﬂmﬁ:’m
30.07 Knopki Creek Rd
3131 Oiregon Mowtsin Bd
324 Collisr Tunns

i A

April 2013
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Bruce, Doreen

CHANGES MECESSARY FOR PUBLIC SAFETY IF HIGHWAY'S 199 AND
197 BECOME A STAA TRUCK ROUTE.

GASOUET

1. Roduce spoed limit through (esqoet to 35 MPH fom Mike Post 13.0 to Sk
Rivers NEA Foret Station Mile Post 14.3,

Provide crosanls scross Highwaey 199 o the infersections of Gasquet Fist Rosd,
Firchouss Road, and Middia Fork Foad. s

Cantion sisange e pecleatdiens, Sicyolis gestion: thrpugh Gasquet
muwummﬂmmmummﬂm
short sight distance 1o the north on Highwey 199 making ingress end sgress very

B

[ mmwmdmmwummmh
proposed STAA trock routs to provest the possibility of contaminaticn of the
Smith Rhver.

2. Anenforcement plan needs to be in plece to monitor any illsgal transport of taxic
chemicals.

QTHER

I. Mead gusrd mails along all sections af the dver that come oear the highwey,
2. Have Highway 1977199 designated 28 & ane-way STAA route with the route being

primarily on the non-rives sids.
3. Have additionsl California Highway Patrol Officen(s) assigned to Highway
1994197 for mositoring and enfbroement...
ARSI
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Response to Doreen Bruce

Response to Comment 1

This comment states concern for induced traffic from | 5 during poor winter weather conditions.
Please see the response to Friends of Del Norte 2012 response to comments 1-23 for a discussion
of potential induced traffic.

Response to Comment 2
This comment states there are additional comments attached to the letter.

Response to Comment 3
This comment is the letter submitted during the circulation of the DEIR/EA, please see the
response to Doreen Bruce 2010.

Response to Comment 4
This comment states support for the no project alternative.

Response to Comment 5

This comment states that the route will not be suitable to STAA trucks, even after completion of
the project. The project was initiated and designed to be suitable for STAA vehicles. Please see
the response to EPIC 2012/Smith for a discussion of the design parameters and suitability of the
route for STAA vehicles.

Response to Comment 6

This comment states that the project does not address other areas of concern. Please see Grouped
Response #8 and EPIC 2010 response to #14 and #15 for a discussion of why other areas were
not included in this project. The comment also states that there is an unstable slope at mile post
20.50. Geotechnical recommendations were followed in the design decisions at this site. See
FEIR/EA Section 2.2.3 for discussions of geotechnical information.

Response to Comment 7 and 8
This comment states concern for residential access along SR 197 after the project. Please see
response to Donald Bruce 2010 comment #2.

Response to Comment 9
This comment states concern for public safety in Gasquet. Please see EPIC 2010 response #8 for
a discussion of community impacts, and Group Response #8 for a discussion of safety.

Response to Comment 10
This comment states concern for the Wild and Scenic Smith River. Please see Group Response
#5.

Response to Comment 11
This comment states concern about spills in the Smith River affecting the quality of downstream
drinking water supplies. Please see Vern Power’s comment #1 about spills.
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Response to Comment 12, 13 and 14

This comment questions the purpose and need, and potential benefits of the project. Please see
the Grouped Responses #1 and #2 for discussions of the purpose and need, and cost vs. benefits
of the project.

Response to Comment 15
This comment addresses the purpose and need of the project. Please see Grouped Response #1
for a discussion of the purpose and need.

Response to Comment 16 through 28

These comments were submitted during the scoping period and were considered during the
design and environmental analysis of the project. These are not comments on the Recirculated
Draft EIR/EA.
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Campbell, Bruce

Brues Carrpbal T <cjmson ey oo cu goe
ridrormevebilanl coms
110 12 ii:Jl-F!'I' e

| Fleass reapond 1o I o
LT Subjen  Abgrvden e 1977199 Sale STAA Accesa Projec

Figat, [ would Like oo fompllasnt Cdaltyans Tor the work aorually done thus fat 1
pn the Smith River -— with the possibie excention of exce=sive lane? northsast
of Famqoet. Eoms ourver have beoen dealt with, and the highssy is abeolutaiv
Eeefect as i3 te @ at 8 seasonable pacs mear. che gleasing agquaeatrlne jevsl of
the Zaith Rivér-

This project is dangercus to the emnvironment and serves no purposs unlsss ths ]
goal im to get A swars of samy interstate teucke diverted from Hny. 5 b Hwy

I0L- famd rhon onoo 197 and 159, Thors s alresdy STAA truck access SLHCe tha
prodect Eo wkxpacd Mo 290 had besen Punded,

Instead of spandisgy 535 million on & projyect thar is desigred to allew the 3
laggeat trucke of Che road to travel dowe ope of the marcowest amd stespast
highstsys in Callfornis; spend chat soney saking Highway 193 safer Cor all
drivers.

I call Tor no more waste of taxpayer Hohey, =0 please sbardon this 4
prepastet s and diaturBing project Insediataiyl I Caltrans Spes pat albardsn
Ehe pEajacn, Seitalnly afn Epviferssntal Iepadt SEatépant [(EI2] aust Be
prepaced under the Matlonal Envirorsemtal Pelicy Aot [HEPA). By law an BIS
=USE ke prepardd whan a pralest “may" have a signilifant i=pact do Lk
environsent, This prajesct cleatly will Fave a dalebediols 1Bpact 4n =sany
Spankss and poerery for tourisis.

An EIg must consddar the ispact af rhe propesed higheny project (as well as K
engting urae of the proposed expancled Bighdayt on the “DESTEIATED CUTETAMOIRGLY
REHRREARLE ECOLOGICAL YALAES® af che Smith River celating to the Haticnal Wild
ad Scenic Fivess Aot

As T pasall, thers Bave aleesdy bBoah S8risus veuek acscidenrs haading over the a
pide into Eha Smith River -- momebimes with toxic chemical loads, Tha Bmath
Fiver i= alresdy toxic oneuwgh dovnotceas due mostly to the bulb fam= oo we
do ot meed: additional cisk threatening ansdrascous fishecies. Pleasa dimcuss
agetai Soh oFf o an STAR vahisls Ay of say ot e Alle Bo e axtracted fiom
Ehe Zmizth Rilvar.

Aley, quit making ridiculows cisime chat tiwre ¥ill oot ba incresssed truck
eraffic with che Smich Rives projoct, ROELE that a subetantial chumk of Bayw
Reda to Resrhwset Erued bPraffid sould teawvel Py, 101 and chen 197 asd L0 and
on Be the Narthwselr, ated diessst such in detall 1o your debussnte.

Your evalustion of ansdrasoos fisheorles mest alesd consider The ilmpact of &
arcsiosi [/ EedimgnTaAtion of 105 habiesr, as well a® the lepact that tha owerall
highsay protest Ray have on the poeyr for moch Tizheo.

When considersding the =tats-sndangered Macrbled Maorrelet, pleass consider
VheEREr Cha Prolect IRTerTeres Wwith Resting, soclal ACLiVLICY) of CeCOVEry
Fatential for This Sea and Torsst Bivd. Thate ia coo Buch frofssntation
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Campbell, Bruce

already in highway and some campground areas going through ancient redwoods. 9
Examine how further fragmentation can impact nesting, survival, social cont
activity, and potential for recovery for the markled murrelet. ’
In regards to the Northern Spotted Owl, please examine not only the Smith 10
River plans, kut other North Coast STAA-access plans which further eliminate
flatter "turnout"-type areas which can serve as habitat for wvoles and mice and
other prey for the northern spotted owl.
I am sick of Caltrans piece-mealing and acting like the STAA projects are 11
unrelated. Quit cavalierly wviolating the law and seriously discuss currently
proposed projects on murrelet and northern spotted owl!

. ‘ R . 12
This project would have significant negative impacts o
. The pristine Wild and Scenic Smith Riwver
. Old-growth Redwoods and Douglas Fir trees
. Endangered Markled Murrelets, Northern Spotted Owls and
anadromous fish including Coho and Chinook Salmon, and Steelhead
. Tourism and recreational opportunities along the Smith River

National Recreation Area, 3ix Rivers National Forest, Redwoods National and
State Parks, Jedediah Smith Redwoods State Park, and Ruby Van Deventer County
Park

. The steep and geologically unstakle Smith River carmyons

There would be:
. Increases in truck traffic as a result of an alternate travel 13
route for STAA trucks being created ketween Grant’s Pass, Oregon and the Bay
Area ky way of Highway 101 (and through Richardson Growve).

. Increases of safety hazards from increased truck traffic
including truck cargo spills that threaten water quality and endanger the
drinking water supply.

Caltrans’ own Route Concept Report acknowledges, “the geophysical constraints 14
of the relatively narrow, steep and rocky Smith River Canyon” and concludes
that envirommental concerns and ecological sensitivities make State Route 199
a “poor candidate for extensive upgrading.” That report recommended leaving SR
199 “basgically a 2-lane, conventional highway, with passing lanes.”

Abandon this project and focus on maintaining the existing road 15
infrastructure. If you maintain your stubkorn kureaucratic ways, then you
must do a full EIS on the seriez of currently proposed STAA-access projects.

If you don't appreciate the staggeringly beautiful Smith River and vicinity, 16
then persconally move out of this special area and trash the earth elsewhere!

Sincerely yours,

Bruce Camplkell

3520 Overland Ave. # A 149
Overland Ave #R149

Loz Angeles, CA S0034
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Response to Bruce Campbell

Response to Comment 1
This comment expresses gratitude for the Departments maintenance of the highways along the
Smith River. The Department appreciates the comment.

Response to Comment 2
This comment questions the purpose and need of the project. Please see Group Response #1 for a
discussion of the purpose and need of the project.

Response to Comment 3
This comment states that it would be better for the Department to construct safety improvements.
Please see Grouped Response #1 for a discussion of purpose and need.

Response to Comment 4

This comment states that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is the appropriate NEPA
document for this project. The Department conducted an Environmental Assessment (EA) under
NEPA and determined that there are no significant impacts, and proceeded to prepare a Finding
of No Significant Impact (FONSI).

Response to Comment 5
This comment states that the Department must consider impacts to the Wild and Scenic Smith
River. Please see Grouped Response #5 for a discussion of the Wild and Scenic Smith River.

Response to Comment 6
This comment states concern about toxic chemical spills in the Smith River. Please see the
response to Vern Powers Comment #1.

Response to Comment 7

This comment states there would be a substantial increase in truck traffic. There is no evidence
that there would be a substantial change in routing patterns for the trucking industry. Overall
mileage from the Bay Area to Portland, Oregon is approximately 699 miles along US 101/SR
197/US 199/1 5 and 633 miles along the 1 80/1 5 route. The coastal US 101/US 199 route is
longer and most of the route is curvy mountainous 2-lane highways, thus it is not likely to be the
preferred route for through trucks, compared to the 4-lane interstate highway | 5.

Response to Comment 8

This comment states additional concerns over impacts to anadromous fish. The Department
follows Clean Water Act regulations through the North Coast Regional Water Quality Board
which ensure that no sediments or erosion from project enters waterways untreated. A small
amount of riparian habitat will be removed at the Patrick Creek Narrows Location 2 bridge site,
which would result in a small decrease in food availability to fish in the river. Impacts to
anadromous fish were reviewed in consultation with the National Marine Fisheries Service and
the agency concurred with the Departments finding that the project may affect, but it not likely to
adversely affect Coho salmon or their critical habitat. There are minor temporary adverse
impacts to Essential Fish Habitat (EFH), which are offset by measures included in the project,
see Section 2.3.5.4.

Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment April 2013
197/199 Safe STAA Access Project 4.3-28




Chapter 4. Specific Responses to Public Comments on the Partial Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Supplemental Assessment

Response to Comment 9

This comment states concern for marbled murrelet and forest fragmentation. Please see both
DEIR/EA Section 2.3.5, the Biological Assessment and Biological Opinion for more information
on Marbled Murrelet. The project is not likely to interfere with nesting activities because the
stands within which the project is planned are not high quality nesting habitats. Construction
activities have the potential to disturb murrelets using the river corridor to migrate between
nesting sites and the ocean, and thus there are temporal restrictions on construction activities.
The forests adjacent to the project activities are already fragmented and the project will not
increase the level of fragmentation. The Biological Opinion from USFWS states that the project
may affect, not likely to adversely affect marbled murrelet.

Response to Comment 10

This comment states concern for spotted owls and the removal of potential foraging habitat in
turnouts. The flat turnouts adjacent to the roadway are not high quality foraging for owls, nor are
they high quality habitat for prey of owls.

Response to Comment 11

This comment questions whether other STAA access projects are related, and expresses concern
for marbled murrelet and northern spotted owl. STAA access projects along the north coast of
California are related as the various routes do connect, and separated because the routes have
specific termini. Thus access to the south on US 101 is a separate project than access to the north
along SR 199/US 199. The cumulative impacts analysis and economic growth analysis did
consider the other projects for overall impacts. Impacts to marbled murrelets and spotted owls
were seriously discussed in the DEIR/EA Section 2.3.5 and in consultation with USFWS.

Response to Comment 12 through 15
These comments are from the Form Letter 2012 #2, please see the responses to that letter.

Response to Comment 16
This is not a comment on the RDEIR/EA.
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Cipolla, James

Dwa Linds g T fason s ool Ci 9oV <RS0 Mol . gene
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Me. Heyer,
Pleage asaist in abolishing any planz to expand traffic on the 1

above namsdt highways Eo 5TAA frucks, wr any <ther plan that sould
increase traffic through the=e dangerous routes of ftravel. These
highways are alresdy overtaxed with traffic that lead ta a higher
chan average number of acsidents.

Zince the current plans heave no plan to change the zectlon 2
b=twesn Hliouchi and Gasquet, the dangercus winding rcocads betwsan
thease bwo arean will sxacerbate the already precaricua driving
conditions that currently eéxist wndar normal traffic conditioma:
To aven think to apply thoese sddivional-sized brocks during
winter cenditieons wWould ba & gross oversight in conslideclng the
pafety of residenta that need thess roads for crcavel for day te
day uge. ALl In all, thesze moantalnous areas ares nob conduclive
Eo STAA Eruck traffic regardless of meazures thought to
accommodate such traffic. The dangercus winding roads will remain
regardless of any measure that is taken to alldw STAR trucks to
traverss thess highways. Considering the plan to sllew STAA
tpucka, ne ome can Justifiably argue that adequats safety meamica
will be in place to prevent an bncreass in hazerds to current
forms of traffic in eddition to the truckers that will drive the
STAA trucks,

Hirr L0L =auth af Crée=scant Ciety . slrasdy has Paraltev-Plus-Ingur i<
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Rypothetacal that Travelr of ETAA trucks through theze. dangetoass

apgas will prowe Lo imcrease these accident atatisticy.

Hirg 599 follews the Smith Blver though out such of its length. 4
Spilliing of cargo during accidents on Hwy 19% would compromiza
water sources for residemts and wildlife. A high wolume apill
could possibly render Cremcent City's waler aupply a3 - Conid.

lers noe think of ey 197 in torms an qrq‘mguld think af most 5
GEther hlghwaj* in California. Bouke 197 ix & rural residential
road with cver TO drivesays directly snrering onto vhe road. How
Bany ETAR trusks currently trasel the Stats on residential

roada
8
The fact that the ftate has little money; and due to the contoent
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Cipolla, James

of the Califcornia Transportation Policy Priority, one cannct 6
allow the spending of money to accommodate STRA trucking as a cont.
prudent wventure. Those who control and endorse such use of tax
money are not congruent with public interest.

My address and phone number are confidential data. However, if 7
you require such to process this transmission for support of
abolishing the plan, please return mail stating the need for such
information and I will supply.

James Cipolla
Crescent City, CA.
osodelnullyv@hotmail.com
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Response to James Cipolla

Response to Comment 1
This comment states opposition to the project and concern for safety. For safety concerns please
see Group Response #8.

Response to Comment 2
This comment states concerns over safety, please see Group Response #8 for a discussion of
safety.

Response to Comment 3

This comment states that there will be a safety concern on US 101 south of Crescent City due to
STAA truck access. This area is currently open to STAA vehicles. Please see Group Response
#8 for a discussion of how collision rates inform safety projects.

Response to Comment 4
This comment states concern for toxic chemical spills. Please see Vern Powers response to
comment #1 for a discussion of spills.

Response to Comment 5
This comment states that SR 197 is a rural residential road. State Route 197 is defined in the
route Concept Report as a 2-lane conventional highway, and classified as a Rural Minor Arterial.

Response to Comment 6
This comment questions the purpose and need of the project, please see Group Response #1.

Response to Comment 7
This is not a comment on the REIR/EA.
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Estefan, Lars

LLawn Esiwdin T <cjmson ey oo cu goe
<hrsane fgral, coee i
10133012 1140 Al bee
Fleias reapond 12
<lars LT Subjed YT Sale STAA Acceis Frogecs

This prodecr 1= dangorous o The #hvisenaant abd is CoRpletely URSESIAAATY 1

The project woold hewve significant ispacts of the Smech Fiver, old-growth Py
Ractuseds and Doaglas Fic toess, amdangeied species ingluding Coha abd Chanaok
Salesn and Fraslhsad; Marbled Huscalsts, afd Borchern Spatie) Owls.

Touriem and recrsaticnal ocpportunitiss sicng the SEith FRiver Nariorsl 3
Receeation Area, Six Fivers Hatiocdal Farest, hRedwoods Hational ard Stace
Farks, Sededial Smith Rodwocss Scate Pack; asd Robsy Van Deventer County Fark
wald B lagacted.

Thers would be Lncreases in trock teaffic as & Pesult of am altermate Etravel 4
pouee for STAA truckes belrg created betveen Jrant's Dass, Tregon asd the Eay
Aran Iy wry of Highway 101 (amd through Rickardson Greve). Increapen of
pafaty hasacde from incresamed trock traffic including truck carge spille that
threaten water guality and endanger the drioking wacer =upply.

Calrrans” oun Routs Cofgept Mepatt acknosledgss, “cthe guophynical cehsEpaints

Bf Eba relArlvely Rarfov, Ftedp and pofky SuEith River Camien™ And fofdilades 5
chat enviroreantal concetney and ecological sonoitivities make State Foute 193
o “poet cancdidats For sXtenslye uggrading,. ™ That Tepoert regdeanndad leaving &R
199 "banically a 2« lans, cspventlosial higiainy, With passicg lanes.™

ETAA accens alresdy axists for the ares from Highway 101 to the north and &
Highway 25% to the ssurh, Inscesd of speandirey 535 millisn on & PEOjacE. Ehat
1o desicgned 5o allow Ehw largest Erucke &n tha road to btravel dedm one of the
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Lomica; -CA 0707
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Response to Lars Estefan

Response to Comment 1
This comment states the project is unnecessary. Please see Group Response #1 for a discussion
of purpose and need.

Response to Comment 2

This comment states there would be significant impacts to various resources. The DEIR/EA,
RDEIR/EA, and FEIR/EA clearly state that all impacts were avoided, minimized or otherwise
mitigated to less than significant levels. Please see Group Response #5 for a discussion on the
Wild and Scenic Smith River. Please see Group Response #4 for a discussion of large tree
impacts. Please see Section 2.3.4 and 2.3.5 for information about protected species.

Response to Comment 3

This comment states there would be significant impacts to tourism and parks. Please see Group
Response #2 for a discussion of impacts to tourism and parks. See also DEIR/EA Appendix B:
Resources Evaluated Relative to the Requirements of Section 4(f) for an evaluation of effects to
public resources.

Response to Comment 4

This comment states that there would be an increase in truck traffic from Grants Pass, Oregon to
the Bay Area, and there would be safety hazards due to spills. Section 2.1.5 discusses the
increase in truck traffic associated with this project. There is no anticipated safety hazard
associated with the project. Please see Group Response #8 for safety concerns and Vern Powers
Response #1 for a discussion of spills and water quality.

Response to Comment 5

This comment cites the Route Concept Reports for SR 197 and US 199. These routes will remain
a “2-lane, conventional highway, with passing lanes” after the project. There are no plans for
extensive upgrading of this facility to a 4-lane highway at this time.

Response to Comment 6

This comment states that STAA access already exists on other routes and questions the funding
allocation. Please see Group Response #1 for a discussion of purpose and need, and Group
Response #2 for a discussion of the cost vs. benefits of the project.

Response to Comment 7

This comment states that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is the appropriate NEPA
document for this project. The Department conducted an Environmental Assessment (EA) under
NEPA and determined that there are no significant impacts, and proceeded to prepare a Finding
of No Significant Impact (FONSI).
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Evermoore, Eileen
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Evermoore, Eileen

benefit to off-set the potential risks and hazards that the local residences and businesses will 7
suffer as the result of these dangerous trucks using our pristine and protected canyon as a main cont.
thoroughfare to promote their businesses outside of our county.

This DEIR is yet another example of a few business men who are motivated solely by profit 8
without any regard for law, safeguards, people, or the environment.

Eileen Evermore
P.O.Box 460
Gasquet, CA. 95543

Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment April 2013
197/199 Safe STAA Access Project 4.3-36




Chapter 4. Specific Responses to Public Comments on the Partial Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Supplemental Assessment

Response to Eileen Evermoore

Response to Comment 1
This is not a comment on the RDEIR/EA.

Response to Comment 2
This comment states there is a current safety hazard with CA Legal trucks on the route. Please
see Group Response #8 for a discussion of safety.

Response to Comment 3
This comment states that diverted traffic from | 5 was not evaluated. The DEIR/EA Section 2.1.5
discusses the project’s impacts on traffic. Please see the response to Friends of Del Norte 2012.

Response to Comment 4
This comment states that increased traffic from I 5 during winter weather will be a safety hazard.
Please see the response to Friends of Del Norte 2012.

Response to Comment 5
This comment states concern over the area between Hiouchi and Gasquet. Please see the
response to EPIC 2010 Comment 14 and 15, as well as Group Response #8.

Response to Comment 6
This comment states concern for spills and water quality. Please see the response to VVern Powers
Comment #1 for a discussion of spills.

Response to Comment 7

This comment states there would be negligible benefits to residents of Del Norte County. Please
see Group Response #1 for a discussion of purpose and need, and Group Response #2 for a
discussion of the cost vs. benefits of the project.

Response to Comment 8
This is not a comment on the RDEIR/EA.
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Response to Patrick Harestad

Response to Comment 1 through 5

These comments express concern for the Smith River and general opposition to the project. This
is not a comment on the RDEIR/EA.
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Response to Ann Hunt

Response to Comment 1
This comment states that the project is not necessary. Please see Grouped Response #1 for a
discussion of the purpose and need.

Response to Comment 2

This comment states that STAA access already exists for Crescent City. Please see Group
Response #1 for a discussion of the purpose and need for the project. Please see Group Response
#2 for a discussion of the cost vs. benefits of the project.

Response to Comment 3

This comment states that there would be significant impacts to scenic and recreational resources.
Please see Group Response #2 for discussion of impacts to tourism and parks. Please see Group
Response #5 for a discussion on the Wild and Scenic Smith River.

Response to Comment 4
This comment questions the purpose and need for the project, please see Group Response #1.

Response to Comment 5
This is not a comment on the RDEIR/EA.

Response to Comment 6
This comment states that the project should be abandoned.
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Response to Ralph Johansen

Response to Comment 1
This comment states general opposition to the project. This is not a comment on the RDEIR/EA.
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Lotus, Trisha (October 12, 2012)
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Response to Trisha Lotus (October 12, 2012)

Response to Comment 1

This comment states that alternatives to impacts to various resources. Please see Group Response
#5 for a discussion on the Wild and Scenic Smith River. Please see Group Response #4 for a
discussion of large tree impacts. Please see Section 2.3.4 and 2.3.5 for information about
protected species.

Response to Comment 2
This comment states general opposition to the project, and is not a comment on the RDEIR/EA.

Response to Comment 3
This comment states that there are alternative routes for STAA vehicles. Please see Group
Response #1 for a discussion of the purpose and need for the project.

Response to Comment 4

This comment states concern for the roadway, traffic congestion and suggests short sea shipping
as an alternative. Please see the response to EPIC’s Smith letter for a discussion of the adequacy
of the roadway. Please see DEIR/EA Section 2.1.5 for a discussion of how traffic congestion and
Level of Service are not anticipated to change due to the project.

Response to Comment 5
This comment questions whether larger trucks will lead to fewer jobs. Please see Group
Response #2 for a discussion of the economic costs and benefits of the project.

Response to Comment 6
This comment states that the funding should be used for maintenance and safety projects. Please
see Group Response #1 purpose and need.

Response to Comment 7
This is not a comment on the RDEIR/EA.

Response to Comment 8

This comment states that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is the appropriate NEPA
document for this project. The Department conducted an Environmental Assessment (EA) under
NEPA and determined that there are no significant impacts, and proceeded to prepare a Finding
of No Significant Impact (FONSI).

This comment also states that the project would have significant impacts on various resources.
The DEIR/EA, RDEIR/EA, and FEIR/EA clearly state that all impacts were avoided, minimized
or otherwise mitigated to less than significant levels. Please see Group Response #5 for a
discussion on the Wild and Scenic Smith River. Please see Group Response #4 for a discussion
of large tree impacts. Please see Section 2.3.4 and 2.3.5 for information about protected species.
Please see Group Response #2 for discussion of impacts to tourism and parks. Please see Group
Response #10 for a discussion of geological issues.
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Response to Comment 9
This comment expresses concern for tourism and recreation. Please see Group Response #2 for a
discussion of impacts to tourism and parks.

Response to Comment 10

This comment states concern for geologic instability, potential spills and lily farmers. Please see
Group Response #10 for geologic stability concerns. Please see the response to Vern Powers
Comment #1 for a discussion of spills. Concerns about lily farming techniques are not a
comment on the RDEIR/EA.

Response to Comment 11

This comment cites the Route Concept Reports for SR 197 and US 199. These routes will remain
a “2-lane, conventional highway, with passing lanes” after the project. There are no plans for
extensive upgrading of this facility to a 4-lane highway at this time.

Response to Comment 12
This comment requests maintenance of existing facilities. This is not a comment on the
RDEIR/EA.
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Response to Trisha Lotus (October 25, 2012)

Response to Comment 1
This comment states support for the no project alternative. This would not meet the purpose and
need of the project, please see Group Response #1.

Response to Comment 2

This comment states concern for the roadway, marbled murrelets, spotted owls and the scenic
route. The STAA vehicles, while slightly longer, are not heavier than CA Legal vehicles.
Increased truck traffic is not anticipated to be significant. Thus no additional impacts to the
roadway are anticipated. Impacts to marbled murrelets and spotted owls were addressed in the
DEIR/EA Section 2.3.5, as well as the Biological Assessment, and Biological Opinion from
USFWS. The anticipated increase in traffic is not expected to be substantial enough to affect the
visitor experience of the scenic area.

Response to Comment 3

This comment states concern for pesticides, water quality in the Smith River, riparian vegetation
and old growth trees. Pesticide use by lily farmers is not within the scope of this RDEIR/EA.
Impacts to riparian vegetation are discussed in DEIR/EA Section 2.3.1, and determined to be less
than significant. Please see Group Response #3 for a discussion of visual impacts.

Response to Comment 4
This comment states that old growth trees provide geologic stability. Please see Group Response
#4 for concerns about large trees and Group Response #10 for concerns about geologic stability.

Response to Comment 5

This comment states concern for maintenance and lack of benefits of the project. This project is
not anticipated to cause an increase in maintenance. For concerns about benefits, please see
Group Response #2 cost vs. benefits.

Response to Comment 6

This comment states concern for cultural resources. DERI/EA Section 2.1.7 discusses impacts to
cultural resources and Native American Consultation. No cultural resources were identified
within the Area of Potential Effects.

Response to Comment 7

This comment states there was not full disclosure in the NEPA and CEQA processes. Initial
scoping meetings were held in 2008, the DEIR/EA was circulated in 2010 and there was a public
meeting during the circulation. A Notices of Preparation was filed and Notices of Availability
were published. Please see FEIR/EA Section 4 for descriptions of the public participation
process. The Department releases environmental documents when they are determined to be
complete, and according the regulations within NEPA and CEQA.

Response to Comment 8
This comment reiterates the scenic and tourism value of the area. This is not a comment on the
RDEIR/EA.
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Response to Comment 9
This comment states concerns over large old trees, please see Group Response #4.

Response to Comment 10

This comment states that the route is a Scenic State Route not meant for large trucks and that
traffic will increase due to redirected traffic from I 5 during winter weather. The route is eligible
for designation as a State Scenic Highway, however this designation does not restrict use by
large trucks for goods movement. Please see the response to Friends of Del Norte 2012 for a
discussion of induced traffic from I 5 during winter weather.

Response to Comment 11

This comment states concern for public involvement, geologic stability, and cumulative impacts.
This project has conducted full public involvement, please see the response to 2012 From Letter
#1 comment #10. For concerns about geologic stability, please see Group Response #10.
Cumulative impacts were analyzed in the DEIR/EA Section 2.5. The proposed project would not
result in significant cumulative impacts to any resources under the preferred alternatives.

Response to Comment 12

This comment proposes short sea shipping and a railroad as alternatives to meet the purpose and
need of the project. Alternative shipping technologies are speculative and not a reasonably
foreseeable alternative to this project.

Response to Comment 13

This comment questions the economic cost and benefit in local trucking jobs. Job losses for local
truck driver does not appear to be great, and overall, the project is expected to provide a small
amount of economic growth for the county. Please see the DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA Section
2.1.3.1 for a discussion of potential economic impacts.

Response to Comment 14

This comment states that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is the appropriate NEPA
document for this project. The Department conducted an Environmental Assessment (EA) under
NEPA and determined that there are no significant impacts, and proceeded to prepare a Finding
of No Significant Impact (FONSI).

Response to Comment 15

This comment states that the increased truck traffic will damage the roadway. The STAA
vehicles, while slightly longer, are not heavier than CA Legal vehicles. Increased truck traffic is
not anticipated to be significant. Thus no additional impacts to the roadway are anticipated.
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Response to Todd Moses

Response to Comment 1
This comment is not a comment on the RDEIR/EA.

Response to Comment 2
This comment states general opposition to the project.
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Pappalardo, Sue

Rk Byrd Te Savoe merpanEeolon g™ Sjason raysefiiion LR gev-

<red iy i, come

11012012 0226 P =

Fleads respond 1 s
Rt Brprd Subjed 1970799 Gale STAS Ascags Promsey
<rpta i

Jason Meyer.
| am opposed bo the 1877199 Sale STAR Access Projedt. Thass highways iraverss & wid, sosniz, and 1
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Response to Sue Pappalardo

Response to Comment 1

This comment states that the project would cause environmental damage. The Department
appreciates the public input and involvement on this project. Please see the DEIR/EA,
PRDEIR/SEA and FEIR/EA (available at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/distl/d1projects/197-
199 staa/) for extensive discussion of potential environmental damage.
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Tays, Kimberly
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Eoo Qreat on this magical stoetoh of read with 1Es posnac river beauty and
cld-growth redwood troes, - Bome places ace boo precious to tamper with, acd
this atreteh of highway 15 ore of them.

T peEallsér Eoucks nead 0o whd thiz steetch oF highway, Ehen oo & 1t: cha
Ecaltty is that certaln plsoss Aré going to be difficult bto get ints and out
of.. Mamy of us L1lks it bthis wayr thar we Live in Ehis ressavkable,
bard-ro-reach area--it fesls Iike you are somavhers differont whel Pou eatar
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commurIties and quality oF 1ife. CA Legsl crusks are perfectly adequate Ea
move guods in and oot of this region in conjunmction with the STRA trucks that
can temvel on My 299 ard Hwyr 101 {from Oregon). There is nothimg in the law
that regquires that STAA trucks must have perfect access to a regliony onby that
Eheyr Eahe AScess =5 A BALR taTAalhal, and Ehey Surtently hawe Chat.
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Response to Kimberly Tays

Response to Comment 1
This comment states concern for environmental impacts and general opposition to the proposed
project. This is not a comment on the RDEIR/EA.

Response to Comment 2

This comment states the project would negatively affect communities and way of life.
Community impacts are anticipated to less than significant, please see DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA
Section 2.1.3.

Response to Comment 3
This comment states STAA access is not legally required. Please see Group Response #1 for a
discussion of the purpose and need of the project.

Response to Comment 4
This comment requests that the Department abandon the project.
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Zegart, Margaret Kettunen
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Zegart, Margaret Kettunen

Historically, two scouts from Jedediah Smith's party in 1826 crossed the 9
(Hawkins) now Hiochi flats and viewed from te Serpentine Cliff the south fork
entrance into the middle fork - and determined to go northward along Myrtle
Creek - Just beyond this formidabkle rock formation.

State and National Redwood Redwood Parks and the Ocean shore / kbeach access
and especially the 8ix Rivers Nation National Recreation Area will have 10
gignificant impacts that cannot ke corrected.

An alternative may be to construct & connection in Oregon, or return to the 11
mid-twentieth century bi-pass and use the High Road avoiding a road use along
a Scenic River. (Once a road mapped and accepted for transit, it can be legally
retrieved as such I have been told).

Certainly, though, before any conceptual connection between Highway 5 and 12
Highway 101 is even considered, the Envionmental TImpact Reports should
evaluate the 8 plus times severe injury and accident rate of Highway 101 south
of Crescent City and the ratioc of accidents per vehicle use on the dangerous
199,

Ongoing rock =lides, sicnificant trees or groves of trees removal [Richardson 13
Grove evaluation is a parallel to Redwood, Port Orford cutting impacts) are
an inpass.

There is no actual kenefit to economic well keing of the community - it is 14
pass through from Highway 5 / Grants Pagss to Eureka; at best a quick meal at a
fast food restaurant and its "pit" stop respite,
I am sure you have heard from many that the accident rate here - with deaths 15
and severe injuries.
There is no time line for repairs. In the late 1960's the alternate route to 16
connect 101 with Highway 5 - on the oppozite of Bar O Ranch Juvenile faciity
and crossing to the northerly side and along the high areas north or
Serpentine Cliff and access along Ashford was a right of way you sold to
private parties. In the future a connection would be better from
Highway 101 between Crescent City and Trinidad has many hazardous curves;
rortions of the road that require closures during winter season - and climate
change anticipates more gevere storm surges and resulting increased slides.
There is no alternate detour. Highway 199 has extreme safety hazards on this
narrow winding canyon road.
Thank yvou and sincerely,
Margaret Kettunen Zegart
kettzRaol.com
378 Douglas Park Drive
Crescent City, CA
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Response to Margaret Kettunen Zegart

Response to Comment 1

This comment states concern over the Scenic River and tourism. Please see Group Response #5
for concerns about the Wild and Scenic Smith River. Please see Group Response #2 for concerns
about the potential impacts to tourism.

Response to Comment 2

This comment states concern for residents and the community. Please see EPIC 2010 Comment
response #8 for community impacts, and Group Response #8 for the safety aspect of traffic
impacts to the community.

Response to Comment 3

This comment states that there are noise impacts. Traffic levels are not anticipated to increase
due to the project, thus there are no anticipated increases in noise levels associated with the
project. The DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA Section 2.2.6 and 2.4.11 discuss noise impacts and
minimization measures.

Response to Comment 4

This comment states that there is an impact to Forest Service campgrounds. Noise impacts to
Patrick Creek Campground from the Patrick Creek Narrows Location 2 site are discussed in
Appendix B: Resources Evaluated Relative to the Requirements of Section 4(f) Section B.4.2.2.
These impacts are temporary disturbance due to blasting, and would occur a few times per day,
during daylight hours. These impacts were determined to be temporary and less than significant.

Response to Comment 5

This comment states there would be impacts to wildlife, endangered species habitat, and spread
of sudden oak syndrome and Port Orford Cedar blight. The DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA Section
2.3.4 and 2.3.5 discuss potential impacts to wildlife and endangered species. For effects to
endangered species see the DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA Section 2.3.5, and Chapter 4 of the FEIR/EA
for consultations with USFWS and NMFS. Spread of Sudden Oak Death and Port Orford Cedar
root disease are addressed in the Natural Environment Study (Caltrans 2010) Section 4.6. Best
Management Practices included in Appendix E: Minimization and/or Mitigation Summary
include the following: washing heavy equipment before and after ground disturbing activities,
removing Port Orford Cedar from road areas, directing water runoff away from Port Orford
Cedar areas, and using pathogen free water for dust control.

Response to Comment 6

This comment states that there will be significant impacts to water quality and salmonids. The
DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA Section 2.2.2 and 2.3.2 discuss impacts to and minimization and
avoidance measures for water quality, stormwater run-off and waters. These impacts were
determined to be less than significant. Potential impacts to and minimization and avoidance
measures for salmonids were addressed in the DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA Section 2.3.4 and 2.3.5 as
well as the Biological Assessment and Letter of Concurrence from the National Marine Fisheries
Service.
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Response to Comment 7

This comment states concern about climate changes, increasing rainfall and tsunami effects. The
project areas are outside of the tsunami zone and sea level rise zones. Potential effects on the
hydrology of the Smith River are discussed in DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA Section 2.2.1.

Response to Comment 8

This comment states that the route is not suitably for commercial truck traffic. Both SR 197 and
US 199 are currently in use for commercial truck traffic. The Route Concept Reports list these
routes as 2-lane conventional highways. After implementation of this project, the routes will
meet the necessary specifications of for designation as STAA accessible. For as a discussion of
highway design see the response to the EPIC 2012 Smith letter. Please see Group Response #10
for a discussion of geologic stability.

Response to Comment 9
This comment is not a comment on the RDEIR/EA.

Response to Comment 10

This comment states that various parks will have significant impacts. There will be no permanent
impacts to parks. There may be temporary impacts to accessibility of parks during construction
due to traffic delays and construction at Ruby Van Deventer County Park. The temporary
impacts were determined to be less than significant. Please see the DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA
Section 2.1.1.4 and 2.4.2.3 for more information on potential impacts to parks.

Response to Comment 11
This comment states that the Department should construct access along an alternate route. Please
see Group Response #6 for a discussion of alternate routes.

Response to Comment 12
This comment states concern for safety on US 101 south of Crescent City. This area is outside
the project area. Please see the response to Form Letter 2012 #1 Comment #6.

Response to Comment 13
This comment states concern about rock slides and large trees. Please see Group Response #4 for
concerns about large trees, and Group Response #10 for concerns about geologic stability.

Response to Comment 14
This comment states that there will be little economic benefit to the local community. Please see
Group Response #2 for a discussion of costs vs. benefits.

Response to Comment 15
This comment states concern for safety. Please see Group Response #8 for a discussion of safety
concerns.

Response to Comment 16
This comment discusses alternative routes. Please see Group Response #6 for a discussion of
alternative routes.
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Zuehlke, John

Kroete o

1 Movember 202
Mo IE

Mr. Juson Mever, Environsmental Coordinatiog
Califisrnin Department of Trsnsporatisn,
toogth Region Environmentad, Ulnat E§

F. O B 3700

“iecks Cnlifornia 95502

Email: jason meveriidolcopoy

Re: Commenss oo the | 977199 Safe STAA Acevss Project and Supplement

[ear Mr. Moyer:

T "Dtk Envirenmental Impact Report™ lor the =197/19% Safe STAA Access Project™ i
{heretnaftor “Original DEIR™) released by the Califomia Department of Transpestation

thereinafter “CalTrana™) is egregiously deficient in addresng the magor sfety,

ecnoric, and enviroamental deficiencics of the planned projects. Fumthermere, the

ingas “Partial Recirculution of Draft Envitosmental Impact Repon ¢ Supplemental B
Environmenial Assesament” (bercinafler “Supplement™] faile o addsess moal of the

abjections officinlly filed by the public with regard to the “Original DEIR

The imporant iswes which ColTrans ipaoees ichide, but are not Hmited 1o, the
folkeadng:

I. Negative Economie Impact of Proposed Projects on Crescent
City and Del Norte County:

In promipling these profects desipnad to bring STAA trucks into Del Narte Counsy, 3
CalTrams alieges that (heir comgletion wiuld prove heneficial 1o the economy of the
county, end specifically. o Creseent Chty, Cal Trans funber stated that, by alkowing
STAA trucks irs the (County, cconamizs would result fram the sliminaton of the peed 1o
transfer cargo between the STAA trucks and smalier, Califisrmia-Jepal vehicles.

That is nod in fact the case. Since STAA trucks are hanned from opernting slong all
except o very small number of specialiy-designatad highways, canpo shipped or delivered
¥ia STAA trueks would have 1o be transferred 1o and/or from standand Califoenia-legal
trucks s reach mas2 focazions in Creseemt City.
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Zuehlke, John

CalTrams miust cormect this serbous misstatement of et in thefr draft iRt and 4
specifically identify whick of the businesses that are located on ST AA-nccessible
highways intend bo utilize. snd will henefit from the utiliztion of, STAA rucks.

Muoreover, CulTrans must alse figure into their ecosnmee calculsiiong tbe increasad costs E
b Drel Norte Coanty Foe the additiona] muinienamce which will be required tr maimtain
these roads in view of the: ncreased heavy-truck traffic,

IL. Negative Impact of the Proposed Projects on Safety in
Crescent City and the Smith River:

An imporiant maxim of good cagineenng practios & ol mapor track tmific SHOULD 8
KEVER be allowed alongside an important river becaise of the casasrophic
copscguenves that & spill, whether due 10 soordem ar matice, could keve on the fver. The
Smaith River absoluiely qualifics aen mmportant river, nod only because of (1) its seenic
by as the bl wild river svsiem in Califormia and {2) the ponance s Bsh play in
e bocal economry and teurksm bisiness. bt sl because (3) its pristine waters supply
ke municipal waler b Crescent City, . )

Panemly, by attempting 1o make the narpew moustain road designaied as 1S199 and the
winding two=lanc counlry rosd designaed a8 SR197 (Worth Bank Koad), boab of whick
run along=ide or very near 1o the Smith River, inlo & major cast-west conmector for STAA
erucking, Cof P'mns is cavallerly violating good enpinesring practice!

CalTmms” cgregious and unconscianable disregard for the safiety of Crescent Clty and the
Smith River is clearly demaonstratod by the lollowing facts:

13 None of the Cal Frans peoposuls provide for a wall or a very heavy duty guand 7
vl b peevent out-of-comernd trucks (up to and inchading the STAA behemoths) from
bexving the bighway and crashing down the slopes inward 1he river andlor it frbutarics.

) Fuethenmeore, none of the Cal Trans propasals require that the enline road way &
ared sheubders be fully paved, sealed, end shiped so tha they will contain any spills and
to preverst siid spills from leaching inmto the sodl near the rver. Al pocess points, such as
coanecting roads snd deivevways, must be designed so a5 not (o bresch that contalament

1) Moreover, none of the CalTrans pmmlrhqr!lwhm nt'g]gujﬂu-ﬂl_ o
spaaniitics of harardous materiaks.
4} Most significantly, none of the Cal Trans proposals ombise any contingsney 10

pians 1 profect Crescent City, the Prison, and the residents living near the read in the
even thuk wic materialis) do eseape isto the river ar near-hy landse.

L
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Zuehlke, John

ITI. Negative Impact of the Proposed Projects on Vehicular and
Pedestrian Safety of the Residents Living along North Bank
Road near the “Ruby 2" site:

Thankfully, to the preseal date theoe have been no fital accidents reconded along Morth 11
Bank Road, bt the propossd projects will tend to increase both the spoed and the volume
of teaffic along cthis winding two-lne road. The imtroduciion of “exir legal™ STAA
trucks trving to negotiate the clarves of this road consribuics an sdditional salficly havand
CalTrans itself nsserts (hal “Lange trucks are involved in a disproportionate percentage af
[atid codlisions”

Pemarkably, while CalTrans maiss that their projects woald increase the safety of the 12
people living near the site they desipmate as “Ruby 2, DN 197-Po 3240 (014549001
thereinnfter “Fusby 27, al least one of (heir fropeaals clearly demonsirites that CalTrans
krvpvs that thesr assertion is not nae. T wil, in ai st coc of their proposals, they
incticate that al] of the residents” mail hoses are to be refocnted 10 6 paint beyond the
group of houses located near =Ruby 2.7 Apparently, after the CalTrans conaroction
project is compieied, it will be oo dasgercus for il delivery wehicles 1o siop al mail
benes located abongside the residen:”s driveways! T make matiers worse, the residents
then will be forced 10 walk up to shout oncsguarics of's mile nlomp this newly haeardous
raad 1o retrieve their daily mail! This does not bode well for some senior and/or disabled
residents.

IV, Negative Impact on the Forest;
CalTrans iries 1o repeesent thetr projocss s having negligible impact on the mees and the i
wild lifi: that depends on the trees. Al three of Cal Tran s proposale for the “Risby 27 site
purpart io be refatively misor changes to the roadway, and CalTrans has indicared that ol
of the band thut they ane requiring for “constnsction exsements™ would, afler completion
of cotatruction, be reburned o its original condition,

Hewever, hidden in cach of the alternative proposals are Trojan horses: Cal Trans
proposts to seire a farpe swash of land from the residents along Mocth Bank Road 212
“right-ofomy.” At the “Ruby 27 site this land appears to entail the seizure of ot least onc
ancient "pld-growth” redwnod tree. This seizure exteads far bevand the roadway and Be 14
“Rmporary consinacion ensenents” propesed fir any of CalTrns” curvenily proposed
peojects. CalTres provides no explanation nor fustification for this neassive ned
exorbitant confiscation of property,
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Zuehlke, John

Conclusions:

The proposad “hals STAA Acoiss Project™ alosg L5190 and MNorth Bank Road are 15
i |y ﬂqil‘rp:r:lr,l. WeTY ursale for buﬂ':‘l]:rmw-hjr residenits rd Oréneceml l':'i[‘:'. and are

economidcally unjustified. CalTrins' “Origina! EIR,” hoth oripmally ond as snended, are
grosily deficient in evalusting the potential sdverse ienpucly that this prsdect can have on
Crescent City and the numaending anca

This fagnlly flawed project should be abamdoned, or, ar 2 mimimum. complesely re 6
enginecred and analysed with a completely new Environmenial Impect Sy and Bepos.

Respectfully subamibied by:

..: f 4 Fl o
.-r'l.ull'l‘_;{"l: - .;4 a i .i'-l"."_"'i.:{_
" John Zuehike, Trasee
The Fachike Famaly Trusts
S526 Morsetta Avenue

Sherman Cuks, Califomia
1 E01-5T0%

ol r.

LA AN A s

Hebs Barrer, Atsmey af Taw

Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment April 2013
197/199 Safe STAA Access Project 4.3-66



Chapter 4. Specific Responses to Public Comments on the Partial Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Supplemental Assessment

Response to John Zuehlke

Response to Comment 1
This comment states the DEIR/EA is deficient. Individual issues are listed and discussed below.

Response to Comment 2

This comment states the RDEIR/SEA failed to address comments on the DEIR/EA. The
RDEIR/SEA was produced and circulated to the public to disclose new information the
Department had collected in regards to impacts to trees and plants. The Department does not
have additional information to circulate to the public and has prepared responses to comments in
this document.

Response to Comment 3
This comment states concerns about the economic and physical need for STAA access. Please
see Group Response #1 for a discussion of the purpose and need.

Response to Comment 4
This comment states individual businesses should be listed in the DEIR/EA. Please see Group
Response #1 for a discussion of the purpose and need for the project.

Response to Comment 5

This comment states that increased maintenance costs should be considered. There are no
increased maintenance costs associated with this project, because STAA vehicles have the same
weight limits as CA Legal vehicles and the anticipated increase in truck traffic is not substantial
enough to affect maintenance costs.

Response to Comment 6

This comment states an opinion about “good engineering practice”. Many highways across the
state and nation are alongside rivers. Please see Group Response #5 for concerns about the Wild
and Scenic River, DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA Section 2.3.4 and 2.3.5 for concerns about salmonids,
and the response to Vern Power’s Comment #1 for concerns about spills. These routes are
designated as conventional 2-lane highways.

Response to Comment 7

This comment states that there should be walls to prevent vehicles from leaving the highway and
falling into the river. The project implements metal beam guard rails where appropriate to ensure
vehicles remain on the roadway. The project will also provide improved sight distance and
improved shoulder widths in areas to enhance safety.

Response to Comment 8
This comment states the roadway should be designed to contain any spills. Please see the
response to Zuehlke 2010 comment #6.

Response to Comment 9

This comment states that Caltrans does not ban the transport of hazardous materials. This is
correct, this project does not change the status of Hazardous Materials transportation routes
currently approved.
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Response to Comment 10

This comment states that there is no contingency plan for a spill response. Please see the
response to Transcribed Comment 8-1 for a discussion of spill response. The Department’s
District 1 Spill Contingency Plan is available at the District 1 Office at 1656 Union Street in
Eureka.

Response to Comment 11
This comment states concern for safety along SR 197. Please see Group Response #8 for a
discussion of safety.

Response to Comment 12

This comment states concern for safety along SR 197 and residential mailbox access. Caltrans
coordinated with the Post Office to find reasonable, safe and convenient locations for the
mailboxes.

Response to Comment 13

This comment states concern for the Right of Way construction easements. For an explanation of
Right of Way and construction easements please see EPIC 2010 Comment #8 and Zeuhlke 2010
Comment #7.

Response to Comment 14
This comment states concern for large redwoods within the Right of Way. Please see Group
Response #4 for concerns about large trees.

Response to Comment 15

This comment reiterates the above comments on engineering, safety, economic justification and
deficiency of the DEIR/EA and RDEIR/SEA. These comments were addressed by the responses
above.

Response to Comment 16
This comment states that the project should be abandoned or redesigned. The Department is
satisfied with the current design and environmental analysis.
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4.4 Form Letters

441 Form Letter #1

A total of 16 form letters #1 were received, five of which were modified from the original form
letter. One representative copy of the form letter is presented below along with each modified

copy of the form letter that contained additional, unique comments.
e Brown, Scott

e Brown, Susan

e Dahlhoff, Patricia

e  Griffin, Judith

e Kennedy, Barbara

e Olsen, Donna (Tri-City Ecology Center)
e Pieffer, Gordon

e Powers, Nancy

e Reynolds, Stephanie

e Roope, G

e Souza, Ted

Form Letters with Additional Commentary
e Boyer, Tracy +

e Castor, Inez +

e Cooper, Eileen +

e Quigley, April +

e Rhodes, Joanne +
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Form Letter #1

HR

Dur Concems are many, Intluding
1.The current Draf EIRSEA shows that there is a regligible local economic benefit for Del Norte County. 12
2. STAA (Extra Long) truck traffic Is likely to sigrificantly increase a5 3 result of creating oe STAA truck loop | 2
over Hwy 1997197 and Mwy 101 that dherts 15 brick traffic around Siskivau Summit in wisitér. The DEIRJEA
hias fafed to identity and evakiate this cumulative impact. ** The DEIREA misieads the public into believing
that there will be insignificant increases in traffic (Ser on estimate re this increase at bottom of page)

Thes is of great significance for the follawing reasons:

3. Sakety hazards will greatly increase fram such significant increased truck traffic during the most hazardous | 4
:hvhmwmmsmummwmqmmdm'qmmemhum1'19,!'1.91'.

« Even with the proposed safety improvements, a nasrow, rural winding canyon road remains, following the
Wild and Scenic Smmith River.
5.lr-ﬂ'-ispiar|ﬂd'm-uimm?mmmhruﬁ,uﬁmnemm;mnﬁm 5
Higuchi ard Gasquet, which has the highest accident rate.
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7. will be & significant Increase in risk of truck cargo spills slong Mwys.195/197, threatening the water | 7
quality ©of the Wild and Scenie Smith River, 3 refuge for Cafornis’s last saimon, and the ooty deinking water
op for Creseent Cit L Y N vy Bt red
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9. Hwy 197 i currently 2 rural residential highway with 72 driveways directly enlering onto the road. There [
will be @ 3ignificant increased safety hazard to the residents sbong this road due to increased truck traic.
;‘-ﬂ-'l'-hll'lw:im” project imvolves subsixntial increased traffic sod safety buzards, as well = |4p
ragmentation of communities all along Hwy 199, includiag commanities jn O « The DETREA b

fuiledd to emgage thoie communbte - o i ¢ A i
11 The curently adepted Calomia Transportatian Policy Friority i to bettor maintain the cumrent |11
infrastructune, as the state has Bitle money and &0 sverload of maintenance projects,
12, There will be a sgnificant and lmpractical economic burden and endangermicnt of the public welfare in |12
trying to maintain Hwy 199 and the geclagically unstable Hwy 101 #1 Last Chanot Grade under such heavy
truck traffit increases. This eumulative impact has been ignored by Calirans project developers and the BIfL

13. There will be 2 significent seceleration In maintenance projects that will substantially degrade rparian 13
wegrtation and sesthethc along the 'Wild 3nd Seenic Smith River
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Responses to Form Letter Commenters

Response to Comment 1
This comment expresses concern for safety and old growth trees. Please see Group Response #4
for concerns about trees and Group Response #8 for a discussion about safety.

Response to Comment 2

This comment states that there is negligible economic benefit to Del Norte County from this
project. Please see Group Response #1 and #2 for discussions of the purpose and need, and the
costs vs. benefits of the project.

Response to Comment 3

This comment states that there will be an increase in traffic due to diversion of traffic around
Siskiyou summit during winter conditions. The Department does not anticipate significant effects
due to traffic diversion, please see the response to Friends of Del Norte 2012 for a discussion on
the potential amount and effects of diverted traffic.

Response to Comment 4

This comment states concern for safety hazards associated with winter conditions, increased
traffic (due to 15 winter weather closures), and larger trucks. The 197/199 route was evaluated
for STAA truck access, and this project was initiated based on geometric deficiencies in the
roadway. Upon completion of this project, STAA trucks will be able to safely navigate the route
without crossing the center lane. Please see the response to EPIC/Smith Comment for a full
discussion of the safety of large trucks along the route. Please see Group Response #8 for
concerns about safety, and Friends of Del Norte 2012 for a discussion of the safety implications
of increased traffic during diversions.

Response to Comment 5

This comments states concern over the lack of improvements between Hiouchi and Gasquet.
Please see Grouped Response #8, and EPIC response #15 for discussions of how sites were
selected for the project.

Response to Comment 6

This comment states that collision rates on US 101 are higher than state averages. This is outside
the project area, but the project does have the potential to affect travel volumes on US 101. The
Department acknowledges the fact that the actual collision rates are higher than the statewide
average collision rates south of Crescent City. This segment of highway 101 traverses through
Redwood National and State Parks, coastal area, and a historic landscape district. The area is an
environmentally sensitive and resource rich area, and thus creates numerous challenges for
standard geometric improvements.

The Department has implemented a number of non-conventional strategies to reduce collisions
and minimize impact on the areas resources. This balance of safety and resources has been
challenging. Although there has been a reduction in collisions, we strive to further decrease the
number of collisions in the area.
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Response to Comment 7

This comment states concern for water quality through the potential for spills of hazardous
chemicals. The project is not anticipated to increase the potential for spills. Please see Vern
Powers response #1 for a discussion.

Response to Comment 8
This comment states concern for public safety. Please see Grouped Response #8 for a discussion
of safety.

Response to Comment 9
This comment states concern for public safety on SR 197 due to increased truck traffic. Please
see Group Response #8 for a discussion of safety.

Response to Comment 10

This comment states concern for community cohesiveness and safety due to increased traffic and
states that the DEIR/EA failed to engage the communities. Effects to communities were analyzed
in the DEIR/EA 2.1.3 and determined to be less than substantial. Please see EPIC response #8
for additional discussion on community impacts. There was a public meeting on April 17, 2008
in Crescent City. There was an official Notice of Preparation and scoping meeting in 2008, a
public hearing 2010 during the circulation of the full DEIR/EA, notices of availability were
published in local papers for these meetings and the circulation of the DEIR/EA and Recirculated
DEIR/EA. The department has followed the CEQA guidelines for notification and engagement
of the public throughout this process.

Response to Comment 11

This comment states that the California Transportation Policy Priority is to maintain existing
infrastructure rather than construct new projects. Please see Group Response #1 and #2 for
discussions of purpose and need, and cost vs. benefits of the project.

Response to Comment 12

This comment states that there will be an economic burden to maintain US 199 and US 101 due
to the increased impacts from increased heavy truck traffic. The weight limit on STAA trucks is
the same as the current California Legal trucks. The additional traffic is not anticipated to be
substantial. Thus the increased maintenance costs associated with the implementation of this
project and opening the route to STAA trucks is not anticipated to be substantial.

Response to Comment 13

This comment states that there will be an increase in maintenance projects that will impact
riparian vegetation. Caltrans does not anticipate an increase in maintenance due to this project.
Maintenance projects to not generally cause additional impacts to riparian vegetation. This
project is not anticipated to have effects on riparian vegetation other than the direct removal
described in the DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA 2.3.1.

Response to Comment 14
This comment states concern over the increased traffic volume due to diversion of traffic due to
the closure of 15 at Siskiyou Summit. While there may a temporary increase in traffic volume
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during the event, the overall increase in annual volume will not be significant. Please see
response to Friends of Del Norte 2012 for a full discussion.
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Boyer, Tracy

LR T IE!‘:,'-E_ ;-_.‘H"I..:_-‘__

DAar Ciodcmsns are moa F I Ny
1. The current mmﬁumm: there 5.4 negligible local economic benefit for Def None County. 1
22 STAM [Extra Long) truck trafiic (s fikely to significantly increase as & result of creating an STAA truck loop ciit
m-_urilw‘.lﬂ.u’lii'andm 10 tihat dieerts |5 truck traffic ancund Shikiyow Summit in winter. The DEIR/EA
has failed to identify and ovaluate this cumulative impact. ** The DEIR/EA miskeads the public inlo beliedng
that there willl be insignificant increases in traffic (See on estimate re this increase ot bothom of page)

This is.of great significance for the followdng ressens:

3. safety hazards will greatly Increase from such significant inereasad truck trallc during the most hazardous
radny winter conditions slong an already very challenging and dangarous route such as Hwy 199/197.

4. Even with the proposed safety improvements, 2 narmow, rural winding canyon road remains, folliowing the
WIMM Srmith fbwpr,

5.1n this plan satety i inadequately addressed on Hay 199, as there are ng improvements planned betweer
Hhuml.indﬂaml:,m huﬂr:hhﬂvﬂi:mmt

7. There will b & significant increase in risk of truck cargo spills long Hwys 1997197, threatening the water
myafﬂ-wudaﬂmmrm Rhver, @ refuge for l:'ahfarmuhnmmm and the anky drinking witer

E \rldtmmﬂ-enninrul Rmﬂ-nnmu-m:unmnwampmwu endangered, 5
will ail local residents using these roads, especially during the winter Fshing seasan.

9 Hwy 197 is currently a rural residential highway with 72 driveways direcily entering onio the road. There
wiill b 2 significant increased safety hazard to the residants along this road due to incraased track traffie.

10. The Hwy 1997197 project invelves substantial increased traffic und safety hazards, o3 well as
fragmentation of connmunities sl alosg Hwy 199, ncluding eommunities In Oregoa, The DEIREA bas
failed to engage these commpnities.

11, The currently adopted Cafifornia Transportation Policy Priofity B to better maintain the current
Infrasiructure, 25 the state hes liitle money and an overload of madntenance projects.

12. There will be & significant and Impractical economic burden and endangerment of the public welfane in
frying, to muniain Hwy 199 and the geologically urstable Hwy 101 52 1agt Chande Grade under such heavy
truek raftic increases, This cumulathe Bmasct has been Ignored by Calirans project develspers and the Eif.
13. There will be & sigrificant acceleration in maimtenance projects that will substantially degrade riparian
vegetation and aesthetics slong the Wiad and Scenic Smith River,
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Responses to Tracy Boyer

Response to Comment 1
This is the Form Letter 1. Please see the main comment responses.

Response to Comment 2

This comment states that they have a vacation home on in the area. This is not a comment on the
RDEIR/EA.
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Castor, Inez
iy
o [T LB
DATE
i 1] ':'|1|'|-: B e ||'|_I.|!'-_ .r||_I.‘_||:|r.r||‘:
1. The gument Draft EIB/EA shows tha there Is & noghigible local econcmic benefit for Dol Morte County, 1

2. STAA (Extra Lomg) bruck traffic Is likely 1o significantly increase a5 a resudt of creating an STARA trock loop | ool
wver Hwy 153/197 and Hwy 101 that diverts |5 truck traffic around Siskhyou Summit in winter. The DERR/EA
has failed to identify and evaluate this cumalative Impact. ** The DEMRJEA misleads the public into belioving
that there wall be insignificant increases in traffic (See an estimate re this increose of bottom of poge)

This is of grean significance for the folipwing reasans:

3. safoty hazards will greatly inerease from such significant irereased truck traffic during the madt hasardous
rainy wiriter conditions along an already very challenging and dengerous route such as Hwy 109/1497.

4. Even with the propesed safety bnorovements, 3 narmow, rural winding canyon road remains, following the
Wild and Scenk: Seith River,

5. in this plan ssfety ks inadequately addressed on Hwy 199, a5 thers dre [ Improverments planned betweesn
Hiouch and Gasquet, which has the Righest sccident rate,
B ¥ Bl

?.Mﬁllhawﬂmwrmhﬂ#ufmkwwmaﬁq Hurys. 199/197, threatening the water
queality of the Wild and Scenic Smith River, a rofisge for Califarnia’s last salmon, and the only drinking water
L T LIRS TR LISy, Vg SR O ey Wmiled resany@ wler cagd

8. Visitors to the National Recreation Area as well as Recwood National & State Parks will be endangered, as
veill akl bocal residents using these roads, especially during the winder fishing season.

9. Hwy 197 Is currently a rural residential highway with 72 drivewsys directly entering onso the road. There
wiill be @ significant increased safety hazard to the residents slong this road dus ta incriased truck traffic.

il{]'. T‘bq-uﬂ*;:é!iﬂw praject mvolves substantinl imcressed traffic asnd safcly hazsrds, as well as
TR eomimnnities all slong Hwy 199, includiog communities in Oregon, The DEIREA has
Euilead to eogage these commanities. 1
ll.mwmwmmﬂnlmnmﬂqhﬁwumhﬂummhmm:
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12, There will b o significant and impractical economic burden and endsngerment of the pablic welfsre in
irying to masniain Hwy 150 and the geclogically unctable Hwy 101 at Last Chanee Grade under such heawy
treck traffic incrauses. This cumulative Impacs has been igroced by Caltrans projet developers and the EIR.
u.mﬁwu:mmm“xmmmmmw:mmMnﬁah degrade riparian
wegetation and aesthetics along the Wikd and Soenic Smith River,

Sinceniely,
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Castor, Inez
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Responses to Inez Castor

Response to Comment 1
This is the Form Letter 1. Please see the main comment responses.

Response to Comment 2

This comment states that the area is important to the commenter and is not a comment on the

RDEIR/EA.

Response to Comment 3

This comment states that the lily farm trucks should not be on this road. These trucks are
currently using this road, and the improvements proposed will make the road safer for these
trucks. Please see Group Response #8 for a discussion of safety.

Response to Comment 4
This comment states concern for toxic spills in the Smith River. Please see Vern Powers
Response #1 for a discussion of potential spills in the river.

Response to Comment 5

This comment states concern over funding and safety of big trucks on the route. Please see
Grouped Response #1 for purpose and need, Grouped Response #2 for cost vs. benefits, and
Grouped Response #8 for Safety.
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Cooper, Eileen
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Cooper, Eileen

RECEIVED

DATE pae & oo
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o Concamms are many, includimg
1. The eurrent Draft ERY/EA shows That there i a negligible el economic Benefit for Del Norte County,

£« STAR (Extra Lomg) truck traffic is Bely to significantly increase a5 a result of creating an STAA truck loog
over Hay 199197 and Hwy 100 that deverty =5 truck traflic around Siskivea Summit in winter. The DEIR/EA
has falled to identify and svaluate this cumulative impact. ** The. DEIR/EA misleads the public into beleving
Ehast thine willl be imsignificant incre ases in traffic (See on estimate re this fncreade of bottom of poge)
m&dmﬁnmlgrhfﬂmt;m

3. Satety hazardy will greatly increase from such significant increased truck traffic during the most hazardous
raimy winber condthons afong on slready very challenging and dangeroas roate such as Hay 1537197,

4. Ever with the proposed safety improvements, @ narrow, rural winding canyan road remaing, following the
Wild and Seenic Smith River,

5. tn this plan safety ls Inadequately addressed on Hwy 199, & there ¢ ng improvements planred between
Hhi'.hlaru!'.'-mucl: mmmwmnu

7. There will be a significant increase In risk of truck cargo spiils along Hwys. 199197, threatening the water
mamw-ummmm IMIHMWEHHMWMM
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will alt lacal residents using theso roads, especially during the winter fohing season,

9. Hwy 197 Is currertiy & rural residential highway with 72 driveways directly entering onio the road, There
will be a significant increated safety hazard to thi residents along this road due to Intressed truck traffic,

10, The Hwy 199197 project involves substastisl imcoeased traffic and safety herards, ss well s
Fragmentation of communitics all wlowg Hwy 199, Including communities in Oregon. The DETR/EA has
[afled io engage these communithes,

11. The cumently adopted California Transportation Policy Priodty & fo befter maintsin the current
infrastructisre, a5 the state has litte money and an overicsd of mainEnance projecls.

12, There will be a significant and Impractical economic burden and endangerment of the public welfare in
trying to maintain Hwy 199 and the geokagically unstable Hwy 101 at Last Chance Grade under such heawy
truck traffic increases. This cumulathee impact has Been ignored by Cablrand project developers and the EIR
13: These will be a significant acoelevation in maintenance projects that will substantially degrade rpasrian
vegelation ard pestiatic slorg the Wild and Seenic Smith River,

SncErely,

'-‘...._,r:.l_,-"

/ et A & -

e IEMHHhIJﬁmmleMMHMummMMM
“HEHMHHMMﬁhﬁMMMFMJﬂ the wimsder by sioat 2T0%, or el
mhm#wmﬂmlﬂmMmum“ﬁmlm-ﬂh} 10} someh of Crescent
Ly vould see & imimslisis e of sbost | MM, (DR 19107, Fobr & Peer, Tigure 50, IFthe percentape of diversion in wistes
i eriier dhin [ 0%, which is bghly Bkedy, hmﬁmﬂdhﬂﬂlmﬂ.mﬂtbﬂhmﬂﬁﬂl’::&qﬂmhmnhnj
ﬁmwhwm#mMW' ATREL. 3 5,0

terrainabe i s, A roil sescamam of she i mpacts iy eonied
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Chapter 4. Specific Responses to Public Comments on the Partial Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Supplemental Assessment

Cooper, Eileen

ATTACHMENT: Explanation of appeoximate estimate of induced traffic from 1.5 diversione: 3
Tiehr and Peers, Digure 5, carrent average daly heavy tnack traffic data:

Tiwy 197 camies {1800 x .15) = 270

Hwy 1970 cartics (2E00 % 1 T)= 476

Iiwy 107 soush carrics (4200 x 17} =~ 546

Hiwy 1-%5 st of Ciranls Pass camries (352000 % 317 = 7392
Hwy §-5 powth of Grangs Pass cormies (25400 5.26) — 6604

[Cenly 10% of Lbax 15 daily heavy tnack traffic is induced when Siskiyou Summit clases or requires chains,
thiz would likely result im oo pmmssdiate incrciss of!

Hwy 197 - 2T0% mcrease
{between TEAT0 — 14 of o 274% Incrcase, amd G000 = 244 o & 24495 invroass;
adding latent demand identified by Fehr and Poers local users resubts in slightly greater increases)

[loy 199 = [50%% increase
{herpac TEHP4TE = 195 or 3 1559 inirvdse and G2 = 139 o a 1405 inicnmes:
adding Latent demand identified by Fehr and Peers Incsl users results in slightly greater increnses)

1y [0 1south; - | 30% increass

(hetween 74540 or o 136% iocroase amd G546 = 120 or a 121% increass,
weldling lstend diomand identilicd by Fehr and Prers bocal g resulis in dighily grester increasies)

ol
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Chapter 4. Specific Responses to Public Comments on the Partial Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Supplemental Assessment

Responses to Eileen Cooper

Response to Comment 1
This is the Form Letter 1. Please see the main comment responses.

Response to Comment 2
This comment states that there was a recent spill on US 199. This is not a comment on the
RDEIR/EA. For concerns about spills see VVern Powers Response #1.

Response to Comment 3
This comment states concern over induced traffic from I 5 due to winter weather at Siskiyou
Pass. This concern is addressed in the response to Friends of Del Norte 2012 comment letter.
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Chapter 4. Specific Responses to Public Comments on the Partial Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Supplemental Assessment

Quigley, April

I-5 al Ashland, Siskiyou Summit chain up area
Updated Jan 5 2008 3 15FM Looking Soulh

ATE: dason Mdéeve

Comments to Caltrans
for Recirculated Draft
EIR/EA for STAA truck
access on Hwy 199/197

| amy speaking up for my 1
safety & the old growth
[read that mary fall foe thess
highway projects. Thanks to
EPICS lawsulk on Cattrany!
Rithardson Growe State Park
widening propect, we aie laking
advantage of this short wirdow
. . —— of oppartunity to submit sur
Elevation 3080  TripCheck.com  Milepost 12.00 e
Comments viz amall to: jason_meyeri@dot cougoy
O by postal service: Due by Mov 5, 2012,
Bptarn Addees
Yo el Cuchey
| 3500 Laboy Eard Dr.
W Croscent Gy GBSt
Astention: lason Meper
Califorria Departmeent of Transpomation,
Narth Region Ervironmental, Uni E1
PO Box 3700
Eurcia, Ca. 95503-3700
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Chapter 4. Specific Responses to Public Comments on the Partial Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Supplemental Assessment

Quigley, April
3 2
: E™%
DaTE: A& A e :’..q",
hesan Tra . Treges — |
Tt o nCr s A |'-_¢.|.-,'_|'|||..'_'.I-"! 1"-
LMWEMMHWMIMMHlmmmMﬁIMMMIM ?:i

2, STAA [Extra Long) treck traffic is Iikely o significantly increase 95 2 result of creating an STAA truck loog
over Hwy 159/197 and Hwy 101 that diverts 1-5 truck traffic arcund Siskivou Summit In winter. The DEIR/EA &
has faded 1o identify and evahate this cumalative impact. ** The DEIR/EA misheads the pidiic hmhﬁﬁmE
tmmmhhmﬂmlmlnmﬁqﬁHWMmm&mmmn{m iz
This i5 of great significance for the follewing resuors:
3, Safety hazards will greatly increass from such sgnificant inereased fruck traffic duﬂﬂemﬂm"ﬁ
rairy winter conditions afong an alneacy very chalienging and dangoerous route such as Hwy 198/157.

4. Even with the proposed safety improvernents, 3 namow, rural wanding canyon road remaing, foliowing the
Witd and Scenic Semith Reer.

5. 1 this plan safety is inadeguately addressed on Hwy 199, as there ae O Enprovements planned between | cant
Higuthi and Gasguet, whikth has the highest accident rate,

7. Thero will be 2 significant increase in risk ol Lrick carge spills along Hays 199197, threatening the wates
gualty of the Wild and Scenic Smith River, a refuge for Califarnls's last sadmon, ard the only dricking wates
pouTre For Drgssen b, The ’ im s D

8. Wisitors 1o the National Recreation Area ax well @5 Redwood Nationsl & State Farks will b endampered, &
will 3l kocal residents using these roads, especialy dunng the winber fishing season.

2 Hwy 15T i currently a rurad residential highway with 72 driveways directly entering onla the raad. Thens
will be 3 significant intreased safety hazard to the residents along this raad due to increased trock tradfic.

10. The Hwy 199197 project involves substantial increased traffic and safery hmsirds, s well @
fragmentation of communities all along Huy 199, including communities in Oregon. The DETREA hus
failed to engage these communftles.

11. The currently adopted Calfornia Transportmtion Policy Pricrity & lo belter maintaly the current
Infrastructure, a5 the state has lite money and o sverlosd of malnisaance projecis.

12, Thiere will be 3 sigrilicant and bmgractical seanomic burden and endangerment of the public welfare In
trying to maintain Hwy 199 and the geologically unstable Mwy 101 a1 Last Chance Grade under such heavy
truck tratfic increases. This cumidative impact has been ignored by Caltrans project devesopers and the EIR.
13 re a significan acceleration in malntenance projecis Ehat will substantially degrade riparian
vegetation and seshetics song the Wild and Soenic Smilth River.

J.i,..-.'h-.-‘-:l-

u] -I_.I"|.|.'h-§,'-|=-l-'-

—

L4 et

aioh AMLE

Sinerehy, 3 o ey
C:]ju.f qu L,T mmﬁ;:gm1

*® MOTE: (Fonly 1% of Huy 15 lpe ruek i is Indseed when Shikivou Surmmil checy o roguines chairs. tis would Biely

resuli In e immeding incroas of the daly nember of btz tnicks comently ea Hwy 197 doring the witser by adost 270%, o sl

Hrpkhru-bn-gnn-p1ml-h:- E¥ wpald likely wee an [msiadian iocmasy of sbow 150 and Diwy 181 sowth of Crescend

ity woeld ste s inalieic enmss ol 30w 130%: (DEIR 190107, Fow & Peer, Fipere 51, 115 perainteps of Svervion in wisies

e ghealed B [0, wich s beghly Fcly, the ndoced ey sruck sl will Be s rearmical. W sBouild noe be gunving = thic A

Wmmwmmmwmmw
evlyame Uy Gl A venl assesamend of the fmpects (3 ek,
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Chapter 4. Specific Responses to Public Comments on the Partial Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Supplemental Assessment

Responses to April Quigley

Response to Comment 1
This is the Form Letter 1. Please see the main comment responses.

Response to Comment 2

This comment states that US 101 would not support the increased traffic associated with this
project. The increase in traffic due to this project is not anticipated to be substantial. The STAA
trucks have the same maximum weight limitations as the CA Legal trucks and thus there are no
additional impacts per truck on the roadway. The small increase in truck volume is not
substantial enough to cause additional impacts on the roadway.

Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment April 2013
197/199 Safe STAA Access Project 4.4-20




Chapter 4. Specific Responses to Public Comments on the Partial Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Supplemental Assessment

Rhodes, Joanne

15 atl Ashland, Siskiyou Summil chain up area
Lipduted. Jan 5 2008 315PM LoGking Soulh

ATT: baam Misyes

Comments to Caltrans
far Recirculated Draft
EIR/EA for STAA truck
access on Hwy 1997197

L am speaking up (or my

safety B the old growth

trees that may fadl for these |1

highway propects. Thanks to

EPIC s lvwsist on CaXirans”

Richardion Growe Sate Park

WHChENING progect, we are taking

E advantage of this short wincow
" of éoportunity to submit sur

CONCEmS,
1

Elgvabion 2080 heck com H-ll-i't!'l.'.i_'.-:il_'l-i-ﬁﬂ

Comments via emall to: jason_meyen@dot. co.goy

Or by postal service: Due by Nov 5, 2012,
A, L
R
i = il Tt e LY T i = 15 Fs = " E

i ET mEﬁ“ﬂ“‘T
vopirit  f
Jonnne E Rlodes
107 e i
vl TN WA 970G
Attention: Jasan Meyer
- Caliignnia Department of Transportation,
Korth Region Enviroamental, Unit £1
PO Bew 3700
Eurcka, Ca. 95502-3700
ss=pzaaP0p BOIE T O TN 1 A | O AR LR .
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Chapter 4. Specific Responses to Public Comments on the Partial Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Supplemental Assessment

Rhodes, Joanne

DATE .!E'“-'L;l'-fla".rr:_,

Uur Conceint ane many, Influding
1.The cusrent Deaft EXR/EA shows that there & a neghigibie local economic benefit for Del Norte County, coat
4. STAA [Extra Long) truck traffic s likedy to significantly increase a5 a resull of cresting @0 STAA truck loop
aver Hewy !HHWHHMIQLMMFSMWHEMWMEHW.TMNW
has falled to identify and evslasie this cumuiative impact. ** Tho DEIRYEA matleads the public into believing
that there will be insignificant increases in traffic (See an extimedte e bhis increate ot Botton of poge)
This i of grest significance for the foliowing reasons;
J.Mu_-r fuazards will greatly increase from such significant Intreased truck tratfic during the mast hazardows
;mmmmmmmwuquNMMMumiwm.

- Dven with thy proposed safety improvements, a Rarra, rural winding canyan road remains, following the
Wikd and Scenic Sk River,
5.rnltﬂlnmmfttflsmrradﬂmdmmtﬁ. a5 there are po improvements planned between
Higuchi and Gasguet, which has the highest accident rats.

6. Hwy 10 AU B LIRS LI gEEdy N

-

ALY

?.ThuuiﬂhuWhmhﬁdmwpmmmuwm.:hﬂmhm
q:.ultrl:nfﬂh:'ﬂﬂl:lmHrnkinﬂhmr.lmluemhﬁfwm'shﬂmm..rdmmm
pparce for Crgsoent Ciby. The O h i B wEr capac
‘E-.."ﬂli'[di:hUHMMRHMMMINMHHMHHW‘MPHHHNHW.H
will 3 locsd residents using these romds, expecialy during the winter fshing sexson.
8. Hwy 197 Ls currently 3 rural residential highway with 72 driveways directly entering onte the road. There
will be a significant increased safety hazard to the residents sloag this road due to Incressed trick traffie,
;I;-‘I'h:: :‘I.'H? WHE :ﬂhﬂ sobstaatial Iscreased traffe snd safety havsreds, as well s
@ COmmAn a i L
o i ﬂmmlnhiu’.““‘ Hwy 199, incleding communities in Orivon. The DEIRE A bas
11, The currently adopied California Transportation Palicy Priodty & to better mairtain the CuTrent
infrastruetare, as the state has little maney and an gveriaad of maintenance projects.
12, These will Be & sgnificant and Impractical economic burden and enlangerrent of the pubifc welfare in
tryirg to maintain Hwy 159 and the gealogically unstable Hwy 101 at Last Chance Grade under such heavy
truack teaffic increases, This cumulative impact has been lgnored by Caltrans project developers and the EIR,
13. These will be & sighificant acceleration in malntenance projects that will substantially degrade ripasian
vepedation and aosthetics slong the Wikd and Scende Smith River,

Sincenshy, !:?rr.’-n-uzi;;ff:.f Ll i.-'-'t{"'t'r'rﬂ ke sicliact ﬂﬁ(”'?“"“.’“)
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Chapter 4. Specific Responses to Public Comments on the Partial Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Supplemental Assessment

Responses to Joanne Rhodes

Response to Comment 1
This is the Form Letter 1. Please see the main comment responses.

Response to Comment 2

This comment states that allowing STAA trucks on US 199 and US 101 is not cost effective or
safe. Please see Group Response #1 for purpose and need, Group Response #8 for safety
concerns and the response to EPIC’s 2012 Smith Letter for the suitability of the route for STAA
vehicles.

Response to Comment 3

This comment questions the purpose and need for the project, please see Group Response #1 for
a discussion. This comment also states concern for the Wild and Scenic River, please see Group
Response #5.
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Chapter 4. Specific Responses to Public Comments on the Partial Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report /

Supplemental Assessment

4.4.2 Form Letter #2

A total of 358 Form Letter #2 were received, 10 of which were modified from the original or
contained additional comments. One representative copy of the form letter is presented below
along with each modified copy of the form letter that contained additional, unique comments.

e Hughes, Gary

e Absher, Jonathan

e Adkins, Julia

e Alarie, Angélique

e Alexander, Joshua W
e Allaway, Theresa

e Allen, Beth

e Allenstein, Gudrun

e Allison, Bill

e Anderson, Christeen

e Anderson, Mary Ella
e Anderson, Wayne

e Angulo, Kathleen

e Armin-Hoiland, Joel

e Armstrong, Rebecca

e Ausman, Candi

e Bailey, Gary

e Barsotti, Susy

e Beard, David

e Beauchamp, S

e Bechmann, Elisabeth
o Becker, Carol

e Beinlich, Brian

e Bell, Stacey
e Betz, Erik
e Bien, Michael
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Chapter 4. Specific Responses to Public Comments on the Partial Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report /

Supplemental Assessment

e Binnie, Stanley

e Bodine, Josh

e Bohn, Jennifer

e Borges, Maria

e Borrege, Sharon

e Bottorff, Ron

e Brandtner, Jamie
e Brown, Ashley

e Brown, Joanne

e Bryant, Ellen

e Bsh, Sakina

e Burtis, David

e Burton, Julia

e Buslot, Chantal

e Butterfield, Lisa

e Cain, Constance E
e Carlson, Warren

e Carpenter, Gary

e Carro, Lina

e Chague, Stephenie
e Chandler, Daniel
e Christopher, Stephanie
e Churchill, Holly

e Ciancutti, Francesca
e Claudine, Bos

e Cole, Corrine

e Collins, Brenda

e Connors, Chuck

e Corbett, Craig

e Cornelis, Chantal
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Chapter 4. Specific Responses to Public Comments on the Partial Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report /

Supplemental Assessment

e Corviday, Morgan
e Cowan, Jodie

e Curtis, James

e Daniel, Donna

e Daniels, Patricia
e Darling, Dawson
e Davidson, Laura
e Davie, Dennis

e Davies, Sue

e De Rooy, Sylvia
e Delac, Loreli

e Denton, Valerie

e Derden, Jim

e Dietrich, Beate

e Diggs, Linelle

e Dombrowski, Bonnie
e Dreyer, Sharyn

e Durant, Monica

e Durchslag, Jimmy
e Durkee, Carrie

e Durston, Robin

e Dyche, Norman

e Edison, Miranda
e Edwards, Bruce A.
e Edwards, Virginia
e Eis, Tamara

e Elerick, Paul

e Elkhart, Rio

e Ellis, Rhea

e Elvine-Kreis, Brenda
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Supplemental Assessment

e Erdman, Barbara
e Eschelbach, Claire
e Evans, SimonJ

e Farmer, Tim

e Fast, Yvonne

e Felter, Bob

e Felter, Virginia

e Fergus, Jeri

e Filipelli, Deborah
e Flewelling, Tim

e Flowers, Bobbie
e Flowing, Flo

e Foot, Susie and Jimmy
e Force, Tom

e France, Jeanne

e Frazee, Cary

e Frediani, Jodi

e Freedom, Rea

e Freiman, Howard
e Gingrich, Nancy
e Gladstone, Jean

e Glavic, Danijela
e Goff, Paul

e Goodell, Barbara
e Grant, David

e Grant, John

e Graves, Caryn

e Green, Jacqueline
e Green, Jason

e Grobe, Nicola
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Supplemental Assessment

e (Gross, Margo

e Groth, Nancy

e Grove, Alyssa

e Guerreiro, Mike

e Guldin, Laura

e Gustafson, Amberlee
e Gutierrez, Freddy
e Haje, Paul

e Halbe, Denise

e Halliday, Janice

e Hanna, Franchesca
e Harrington, Roxie
e Harris, Karen

e Harvey, Rob

e Hatton, Ayris

e Hayes, Tim

e Haywood, Russell
e Helsel, Daniel

e Herbelin, Margaret

e Hergenrather, Harry

e Herr, Jeff
e Hertz, Cade
e Hill, Joe

e Hinant, Susanna

e Hire, Kathleen

e Hoffman, Laurel

e Holt, Jennifer

e Hoppenbrouwers, Bart
e Hostetter, Paul

e Houston, Joyce
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Supplemental Assessment

e Howard, Tim

e Hrusa, Fred

e Hughes, Heidi

e lodice, BellaDonna
e Jackson, Dennis
e Jarocki, Gail

e Jarocki, Paul

e Jochimsen, Travis
e Johnson, Debbie
e Jones, Bradley

o Jurkowski, Julie

e Karaba, Kelly

e Karno, Rachel

e Kavoyianni, Sandy
e Kay, Rena

e Kegler, John

e Kegler, Lori

e Kegler, Robin

o Kegler, Tyler

e Keisner, Cheri

e Kellogg, Marlena
e Kennedy, Barbara
e Kessler,D

o Kirk, Kristin

e Kisio, Michal

o Koessel, Karl

e Kohr, Chery

e Kowalak, Amy

o Krause, Debra

e Kreider, Philip
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Supplemental Assessment

e Laiti, Jared

e Landis, Linda

e Lapointe, Jocelyn
e Lasko, Angelina
e Latham, Peggy

e Laurence, Henot
e Lautaro, Gabriel
e Ledden, Dennis
e Lee, Carol

e Lee, Ryan

e Lennard, S

e Lerner, Shaina

e Letton, Frank

e Lieb, Louise

e Lieber, Jean

e Lieber, Robert

e Lind, Pat

e Lindemann, Stephen
e Lips, Stu

e Little, Judith

e Little, Sandra

e Loberg, Neville

e Logan, Theresa

e Louchard, O' Neill
e Low, Grant

e Luna, Jaclyn

e Luther, Steve

e MacLeod, Nancy
e Madrone, Rose

e Manela, Sara Prentice

Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment

197/199 Safe STAA Access Project

April 2013
4.4-30
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Supplemental Assessment

e Mangels, Francis

e March, Sara

e Marie, Lynne

e Marseille, Tanya

e Marshall, Aquaea

e Martinson, Tim

e McCain, Rachael

e McCann-Sayles, Alan

e McCann-Sayles, Daniel
e McEwen, Eric

e McGee, Eileen

e Mcguire, Will

e McLaughlin, Michael

e Mcsweeney, Charles Otter
e Mefford-Hemauer, Apryl
e Melerzanov, Vadim

e Merriman, Joan

e Metz, Ellen

e Mikalson, Amanda

e Mikasi, Ayani

e Miller-Wolf, Lorraine
e Moller, Jay

e Mone, Carol

e Moore, Melissa

e Morey, Patricia

e Morgan, Linda

e Morison, Mariel

e Morris, Teresa

e Morton, Margaret

¢ Mountjoy, Bob and Jan
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Supplemental Assessment

e Murnig, Guido

e Murnig, Guy

e Murnig, Lacey

e Nayyar, Rena

e Nelson, Bill

e Nelson, Christine
e Nelson, Kevin

e Oberweiser, Ed

e Oliver, Lauren

e Ornelas, Bob and Susan
e Owen, Chris

e Pace, Felice

e Patton, Gary

e Patton, Jason

e Penfield, Ralph

e Perricelli, Claire
e Peterson, Davin

e Petrone, Mary

e Pollock, Janelle

e Preston, Patricia
e Quesnel, Nathalie
e Ragland, Hannah
e Rashall, Rosa

e Ratcliff, Philip

e Ratzlaff, Karen

e Raybee, Elizabeth
e Reese, Heather

e Rennacker, Ann
e Rich, Barbara

e Richardson, Matt
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Supplemental Assessment

e Rinne, Fred

e Ristow, Barbara
e Roach, Gabrielle
e Roche, Maureen
e Rosati, Allison

e Schaefer, John

e Scher, Sarah

e Schillo, Noah

e Schneider, Sarah
e Schiimmer, Sue
e Scott, Celia

e Scott, Peter

e Shearer, Robert
e Sheidler, Richard
e Sherman, Lauryn
e Shomer, Forest

e Silvernale, Dana
e Simpson, David
e Slotnick, Scott

e Smith, Donald

e Smith, Doug

e Smith, Phillip

e Smith, Suzanne
e Smits, Josine

e Snow, Annette

e Sorensen, Anna
e Spenger, Constance
e Spitz, Jon

e Spitzer, Mandy

e Sreiber, Andrea
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e Stansfield, Lesley

e Stebbings, Barrie

e Stenberg, Anna Marie
e Stender, Bill

e Stephanos, Marika

e Stewart, Billie

e Stewart, John

o Stewart, Tyler

e Stuchlikova, Kristyna
e Sunstein, Sara

e Taylor, Jennifer

o Teitelbaum, Geraldine
o Tellez, Kim

e Terry, Patricia

e Thiel-Silver, Judi

e Thompson, Ann

e Thompson, Donna

e Thompson, Jon

e Tomcak, Clay

e Tonn, David

e Tonsing, Timothy

e Van Rijn, Gerda

e Vandegriff, James

e Vanderbroek, Laura
e Vanderbush, Terry

e Vega, Elizabeth

e Velasco, Stephane

e Wadsworth, Myndy
e Walker, James

e Ward, Pamela
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e Waters, Michelle

e Weber, Nicole

e Weil, Helene

e Welling, Anne

e Werner, Elizabeth

e West, Barbara J.

e West, Paul

e White, Ann

e White, Katherine

e Wieland, Leslie

e Wilke, Lorraine Devon
e Williams, F

e Williams, Joseph and Diane
e Williams, Lawrence

e Wilson, Jane

e Wilson, Kelpie

e Winkler, Mark

e Wojcik-Tremblay, Kassi
e Wolter, Manuela

e Womack, Kristin

e Wood, Wendell

e Zimmer, Judy

e Zuehlke, John

Form Letters with Additional Commentary
e Akerman, Fred +

e Anaya, Zachary +

e Gardiner, John +

e Hall, Daniel +

e Livingston, John +

e Macy, Nancy and Ken +
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e McCombs, Robert +
e Pappalardo, Sue +
e Raymer, Terry +

e Thomas, Julia +
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Form Letter #2

ﬂwm Ta <jason meyangidnt ca gov
=1

TRTUR012 1226 P

Flems ) bex
oI Subject  Apandon lhe 1577108 Sale STAA Booea Picgect
This protes 1= dangorous 2o The #hvisonaant abd 18 Soppletsly URndsSaaatyy 1
ETAA accoss alreach awxiste for the area from Highway 101 ro the morth  snd A

Highway I8 th che ssuth, [notdad of spanding 3% miilioh on & pioTéck Ehac
i@ ddaiimed to allow che ladgest cpucks on the toad to traval dovn ofw &f Eha
ar bWt and stadpsst highvayve In Califormia, spdnd chat manay saking Migheay
1535 mafer for all drivers.

If Caltrans does nob abandon CHa project, an Envircimonzal Imfact STATeESnT
LELT) must be prepared usplsr the Watloral Enviconssptal Palisy Ast (NEEA) . By 3
law, asn KIS sist be prepared when a groject "mBay” have a slgalficant epeack oo
Eha erviransent .

Thi prefese weuld have SighifLeant Lspasis ans 4
. The pristine Wild and Scenic Smith Rdver

. obd-groveh Bedwoods and Douglas Fir troes

* Esdandgared Haiblead Huirsalets, MosfthEsin Spotted (als a5d

anddissaus Tiah including Tohe and Chinack Salsan, arel Seesllaad

= TourLom and peoreational opportunitles ﬂl-lli'l'il Bl Smath River
Maticral Mecceation Arsa, iy Riveds Hatlopal Forsst, Eedhroccds Haticnal and
Btate Parks, Jededial Ssick Redwveads State Fazk, and Kby Van Délvantsal Coiney

Fark

® The =teep ard geologlcally mstable Saith River Camons

Thees would bae; 5
- Increares in truck toaffic a2 A rerult <f an altornats Scavel

Eoute for STRR trucke bBeirg creatod between Grant’s Pass, Osegon ard the Bay
Area by way of Highway 101 [and thesugh Lichardsan Jeave).

* Insteasas of safery kazapds fras incrsazdd Eruck rraffie
inolyding treck carge spille that thoeaten water maality and endangel tha
drinking water =upEly.

Calbtrans" owm Kiuta Jandepr Repstrt acsknowledows, “rhe geophpaical coascraints &
af the Telablvaly nactov, @8 and rosky Ssih Paves Canyen”™ and conslizies
that snvicommental concorne and soological sensitivities make Biate Rouce 133
a8 Tpoor candidats: for extenslve up-grading.” That reporct recosmelded leaving R
185 Thasically A Z-lafe, comventional highwsy, With passirg lacos.™

Reanden thie project and Toows on eadintalnicg the existing vaad
infeart oo burk,

Sincera iy,

Gary Mughee
14% 9 St.
Bl ke A
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Response to Gary Hughes

Response to Comment 1
This comment states that the project is not necessary. Please see Grouped Response #1 for a
discussion of the purpose and need.

Response to Comment 2

This comment states that STAA access already exists for Crescent City and questions the
funding decisions in regards to safety. Please see Group Response #1 for a discussion of the
purpose and need for the project. Please see Group Response #2 for a discussion of the cost vs.
benefits of the project. The proposed improvements will provide safety enhancing features for all
drivers.

Response to Comment 3

This comment states that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is the appropriate NEPA
document for this project. The Department conducted an Environmental Assessment (EA) under
NEPA and determined that there are no significant impacts, and proceeded to prepare a Finding
of No Significant Impact (FONSI).

Response to Comment 4

This comment states that the project would have significant impacts on various resources. The
DEIR/EA, RDEIR/EA, and FEIR/EA clearly state that all impacts were avoided, minimized or
otherwise mitigated to less than significant levels. Please see Group Response #5 for a discussion
on the Wild and Scenic Smith River. Please see Group Response #4 for a discussion of large tree
impacts. Please see Section 2.3.4 and 2.3.5 for information about protected species. Please see
Group Response #2 for a discussion of impacts to tourism and parks. Please see Group Response
#10 for a discussion of geological issues.

Response to Comment 5

This comment states that there will be increases in truck traffic and safety hazards. Section 2.1.5
discusses the increase in truck traffic associated with this project. There is no anticipated safety
hazard associated with the project. Please see Group Response #8 for safety concerns and Vern
Powers Response #1 for a discussion of spills and water quality.

Response to Comment 6

This comment cites the Route Concept Reports for SR 197 and US 199. These routes will remain
a “2-lane, conventional highway, with passing lanes” after the project. There are no plans for
extensive upgrading of this facility to a 4-lane highway at this time.

Response to Comment 7
This comment states that the project should be abandoned in favor of maintenance. This is not a
comment on the RDEIR/EA.
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Ackerman, Frank

Frank Acksnman To =jason_meyer@dot ca.govs
g <acksrmanjay@junc. com:>

10/11/2012 07:41 P

CC

Flease respond to beo
<ackermanjay@juno. com> Subject Abandon the 197/199 Safe STAA Access Project
This project is dangerous to the environment and is completely unnecessary. 1

STAR access already exists for the area from Highway 101 to the north and
Highway 289 to the south. Instead of spending $35 million on a project that
iz designed to allow the largest trucks on the road to travel down one of the
narrowest and steepest highways in California, spend that money making Highway
199 safer for all drivers.

If Caltrans does not abandon the project, an Environmental Impact Statement
{EI3) must be prepared under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) . By
law, an EIS must ke prepared when a project “mav” have a significant impact on
the environment.

The project would have significant impacts on:

. The pristine Wild and Scenic Smith River

. Cld-growth Redwoods and Douglas Fir trees

. Endangered Marbled Murrelets, Northern Spotted Owls and
anadromous fish including Coho and Chinook Salmon, and Steslhead

. Tourism and recreational opportunities along the Smith River

Mational Recreation Area, 5i¥ Hivers National Forest, Redwoods MNational and
State Parks, Jedediah Smith Redwoods State Park, and Ruby Wan Deventer County
Park

. The steep and geologically unstable Smith River canyons

There would be:

. Increases in truck traffic as a result of an alternate travel
route for ITAA trucks being created between Grant’s Pass, Oregon and the Bay
Area by way of Highway 101 {and through Richardson Grove) .

. Increases of safety hazards from increased truck traffic
including truck cargo spills that threaten water quality and endanger the
drinking water supply.

Caltrans’ own Route Concept Report acknowledges, “the geophvsical constraints
of the relatively narrow, steep and rocky Smith River canyon” and concludes
that environmental concerns and ecological sensitivities make State Route 199
a “poor candidate for extensive upgrading.” That report recommended leaving SR
199 “basically a Z-lane, conventicnal highway, with passing lanes.”

We don't need a highway for a few big trucks that are paid for by the rest of 2
us and destroys the beauty we enjov. It is so easy to destroy and so hard to |
protect what makes life a jovy.

Zbandon this project and focus on maintaining the existing road | 1
infrastructure. cont

Sincerely,

Frank Ackerman
1325 Henry St.
Berkeley, CA 94709
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Response to Frank Ackerman

Response to Comment 1
These comments were addressed in detail in the Form Letter #2 responses.

Response to Comment 2
This comment questions the purpose and need, please see Grouped Response #1.
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Anaya, Zachary

= Zachary Anaya To <jason_meyer@dot.ca.gov>
N <za7@humhboldt. sdu>

10/11/2012 08: 26 P

o

Flease respond to boc
<za7 @hurrboldt edu> Subject Abandon the 197/199 Safe STAA Access Project
This project is dangerous to the environment and is completely unnecessary. 1

STAA access already exists for the area from Highway 101 to the north and
Highwav 299 to the south. Instead of spending $35 million on a project that
iz designed to allow the largest trucks on the road to travel down cone of the
narrowest and steepest highways in California, spend that money making Highway
199 safer for all drivers.

If Caltrans does not abandon the project, an Environmental Impact Statement
{ETS) must be prepared under the National Enwvironmental Policy Act (NEFPA) . By
law, an EIS must be prepared when a project “may” have a significant impact on
the environment .

The project would have significant impacts on:

. The pristine Wild and Scenic Smith River

. Old-growth Redwoods and Douglas Fir trees

. Endangered Marbled Murrelets, Northern Spotted Owls and
anadromcus fish including Coho and Chinoock Salmon, and Steelhead

. Tourism and recreational opportunities along the Smith River

National Recreation Area, Six Rivers National Forest, Redwoods National and
State Parks, Jedediah Smith Redwoods State Park, and Ruby Van Deventer County
Park

. The steep and geologically unstable Smith River canvyons

There would be:

. Increases in truck traffic as a result of an alternate travel
route for 3TAR trucks being created between Grant's Pass, Oregon and the Bay
Area by way of Highway 101 (and through Richardson Growve) .

. Increases of safety hazards from increased truck traffic
including truck cargo spills that threaten water quality and endanger the
drinking water supply.

Caltrans’ own Route Concept Report acknowledges, “the geophysical constraints
of the relatively narrow, steep and rocky Smith River Canvon” and concludes
that environmental concerns and ecological sensitivities make State Route 199
a “poor candidate for extensive upgrading.” That report recommended leaving SR
199 *basically a Z-lane, conventional highway, with passing lanes.”

Abandon this project and focus on maintaining the existing road
infrastructure. Please refrain from undermining the ecological integrity of 2
the Smith River basin. We truly should focus investment on structures that are
already in place and oppose spending when losses expand widely with little
long-term return.

Sincerely,

Zachary Anava
3216

Alliance Rd
Arcata, CA 85521
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Response to Zachary Anaya

Response to Comment 1
These comments were addressed in detail in the Form Letter #2 responses.

Response to Comment 2
This comment states that the project should be abandoned in favor of maintenance. This is not a
comment on the RDEIR/EA.
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Gardiner, John

John Gardiner To =jason_meyer@dol. ca.gov>
2 <john.|.gardinsr@gmail. com:
1011420012 10:02 Pha

Flease respond to
Sjohn.lgardiner@armail. com> | Subject Abandonthe 197/199 Safe STAA Access Project

cC

heo

I'm a 66-yr old Professional Engineer with a lifelong career in Riwver basin 1
Management. I live in Cave Juncticn, and have traveled this road many, many
times indeed in perfect safety. Az a PE, I can readily assess the damage that
widening this road will do to the landscape. This project is dangerous to the
environment, particularly the last really pristine riwver, the Smith, and is
completely unnecessary.

STAR access already exists for the area from Highway 101 to the north and 2
Highway 299 to the south. Instead of spending 535 million on a project that
is designed to allow the largest trucks on the road to travel down one of the
narrowest and steepest highwavs in California, spend that monev making Highway
199 safer for all drivers.

If Caltrans does not abandon the project, an Environmental Impact Statement
(RT3} must be prepared under the National Environmental Policy Aot (NEPR) . By
law, an EIS must be prepared when a project “may” have a significant impact on
the environment .

The project would have significant impacts on:

. The pristine Wild and Scenic Smith Riwver

. Old-growth Redwoods and Douglas Fir trees

. Endangered Marbled Murrelets, MNorthern Spotted Cwls and
anadromous fish including Coho and Chinook Salmon, and Steelhead

. Tourism and recreational opportunities along the Smith River

National Recreation Area, Six Rivers National Forest, Redwoods National and
State Parks, Jedediah Smith Redwoods State Park, and Ruby Van Deventer County
Park

. The steep and geologically unstable Smith River canyons

There would be:

. Increases in truck traffic as a result of an alternate travel

route for 3TAA trucks being created between Grant’s Pass, Oregon and the Bay

Area by way of Highwaw 101 {and through the treasured Richardson Grove) .
Increases of safety hazards from increased truck traffic

1nclud1ng truck cargo spills that threaten water quality and endanger the

drinking water supply.

Caltrans’ own Route Concept Report acknowledges, “the geophysical constraints
of the relatively narrow, steep and rocky Smith River Canvon” and concludes
that environmental concerns and ecological sensitivities make 3tate Route 1990
a “poor candidate for extensive upgrading.” That report recommended leaving SR
199 “*bhasically a 2Z-lane, conventional highway, with passing lanes.”

Abandon this project and focus on maintaining the existing road
infrastructure; such will be the outcry that it will newver get built and wyou 3
will have completely wasted taxpayers' money on vears of abortive work.

Sincerely,

John Gardiner

PO Box 2451

327 Millie Street

Cave Junction, OR 97523
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Response to John Gardiner

Response to Comment 1
This comment generally states that the project is dangerous to the environment. This is not a
comment on the RDEIR/EA.

Response to Comment 2
These comments were addressed in detail in the Form Letter #2 responses.

Response to Comment 3
This comment states that the project should be abandoned in favor of maintenance. This is not a
comment on the RDEIR/EA.
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Danisl Hall To <jason_meyer@daot. ca.gov>
W <danielhall333@gmail.com>
10/15/2012 10:28 AM
Please respondto
<danielhall333@gmail.com> Subject Cancel 97/199 Safe STAA Access Project

cC

heo

This project is wery likely to harm important economic, social, and
environmental walues, and iz also completely unnecessary.

Tt is my understanding that STAR access already exists for the area from
Highway 101 to the north and Highway 299 to the south. Thus the project is
not only unnecessary, but will also divert funding away from other potential
uses that will actually offer real economic, social, and environmental
benefits. The opportunity cost of using %35 millicon on the unnecessary 97/199
STAR project should be assessed as part of the NEPAR analysis hefore the
project moves forward.

The NEPA analysis should also examine the project's cumulative impacts,
including on climate changs and values affected by climate change, dus to
potentially increased truck traffic and associated greenhouse gas emissions.

Likewise, the NEPA analysis needs to examine the likely impacts on:

. The pristine Wild and Scenic Smith River

. 0Old-growth Redwoods and Douglas Fir treess

. Endangered Marbled Murrelets, Northern Spotted Owls and
anadromous fish including Coho and Chinook Salmon, and Steelhead

. Tourism and recreational opportunities along the Smith River
National Recreation Area, Six Rivers National Forest, Redwoods National and
State Parks, Jedediah Smith Redwoods State Park, and Ruby Van Deventer County
Park

. The steep and geologically unstable Smith River canyons

. Increases of safety hazards from increased truck traffic
including truck cargo spills that threaten water quality and endanger the
drinking water supply.

The likely impacts on tourism and related social walues should be examined
thoroughly. The 8mith River corridor is a significant scenic attraction, and
the current highway's narrow, winding character makes it attractive to
motorcyclists and other motorists who enjoy driving on scenic roads, and who
surely contribute substantially to the local economy. Straightening and
widening the highwav, and increasing large truck traffic on the highway will
make the route substantially less attractive to motorists and tourists, and
thus likelv significantly harm local tourism based businesses and economies.

Az a fifth generation Californian (currently living cut of state, but who
regularly returns to visit) and someone who greatly walues the Smith River
highway corridor for its current character, and would find that character to
be seriously harmed by projects that widen and straighten the road, I urge wvou
to abandon this project -- and the implicit assumption that bigger, wider, and
straighter is better. ©ne needs only look at the freeway system in Southern
California -- and how utterly unlivable that landscape is -- to see the
fallacy in that assumption.

Fincerely,

Daniel Hall
6857 N Michigan
Portland, OR 97217

Hall, Daniel

1
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Response to Daniel Hall

Response to Comment 1
This comment questions the purpose and need of the project, please see Group Response #1.

Response to Comment 2
These comments are addressed in the Form Letter #2 responses.

Response to Comment 3

This comment states that the document should evaluate cumulative impacts and greenhouse
gases. Please see DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA Section 2.5 for a discussion of cumulative impacts.
Please see DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA Section 3.2.4 for a discussion of greenhouse gases and
climate change.

Response to Comment 4

This comment states that the project will have negative impacts on tourism and scenic values.
Please Group Response #2 for a discussion of impacts to tourism. See DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA
Section 2.1.6 for discussion of visual impacts.

Response to Comment 5

This comment states concern over the character of the route. The current character of the route
will remain largely unchanged after the project is implemented. See DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA
Section 2.1.6 for discussion of visual impacts.
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Livingston, John

John Livingston To <jason_meyer@dot.ca.gov>
W <Livingstonjohn @att.nat>

10/11/2012 08:11 P

co

Please respond to heo
<Livingstonjohn@att net> Subject Abandon the 197/199 Safe STAA Access Project
I grew up in Eureka and have travelled along the Smith River probably 15 1

times. I am a retired licensed geotechnical engineer with 37 years of
experience in California. This project iz dangerous to the environment and is
completely unnecessary. We do not need to expand our infrastructure, damage
our enviromment, and create maintenance and expenses for future people to
fund. Please leave this highway alone.

STRA access already exists for the area from Highway 101 to the north and
Highway 299 to the south. Instead of spending $35 million on a project that 2
is designed to allow the largest trucks on the road to travel down one of the
narrowest and steepest highways in California, spend that money making Highway
199 safer for all drivers.

If caltrans does not abandon the project, an Environmental Impact Statement
{(EIS) must be prepared under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) . By
law, an EIS must be prepared when a project “may” have a significant impact on
the environment.

The project would have significant impacts on:

. The pristine Wild and Scenic Smith River

. 0ld-growth Redwoods and Douglas Fir trees

. Endangered Marbled Murrelets, Northern Spotted Owls and
anadromous fish including Coho and Chinook Salmon, and 3teslhead

. Tourism and recreational opportunities along the Smith River

MNaticnal Recreation Area, Six Rivers National Forest, Redwoods MNational and
State Parks, Jedediah Smith Redwoods State Park, and Ruby Van Deventer County
Park

. The steep and geologically unstable Smith River canvyons

There would be:

. Increases in truck traffic as a result of an alternate travel
route for STAAR trucks being created between Grant’s Pass, Oregon and the Bay
Area by way of Highway 101 (and through Richardson Growve) .

. Increases of safety hazards from increased truck traffic
including truck cargo spills that threaten water quality and endanger the
drinking water supply.

Caltrans’ own Route Concept Report acknowledges, “the geophysical constraints
of the relatively narrow, steep and rocky dmith River Canyon” and concludes
that environmental concerns and ecological sensitivities make State Route 199
a “poor candidate for extensive upgrading.” That report recommended leaving SR
199 *hbasically a Z-lane, conventional highway, with passing lanes.”

Abandon this project and focus on maintaining the existing road
infrastructure.

Sincerely,

John Livingston
2378 Waldon Street
Redding, CA 96001
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Response to John Livingston

Response to Comment 1

This comment generally states that the project is dangerous to the environment. This is not a
comment on the RDEIR/EA.

Response to Comment 2
These comments are addressed in the Form Letter #2 responses.
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Macy, Nancy and Ken

Nancy & Ksn Macy To <jason_meyer@daot.ca.gov>
W <nbbm@ecruzio. corm>
10/28/2012 02:09 Ph

Weaseresppndto

<nbhbm@cruzio. com> Subject Abandon the 197/199 Safe STAA Access Project

co

boe

This project is dangerous to the environment and is completely unnecessary. We 1
LOVE that winding road through that remote area and it would be a trawvesty to
destroy the beauty of the route, and devastate the Smith River and ancient
redwoods along with it. We travel it regularly and feel the changes would be
both stupid and wrong.

STRA access already exists for the area from Highway 101 to the north and
Highway 299 to the scouth. Instead of spending $35 million on a project that 2
iz designed to allow the largest trucks on the road to travel down one of the
narrowest and steepest highways in California, spend that money making Highway
199 safer for all drivers.

If Ccaltrans does not abandon the project, an Environmental Impact Statement
{(EIS) must be prepared under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) . By
law, an EIS must be prepared when a project “may” have a significant impact on
the environment.

The project would have significant impacts on:

. The pristine Wild and Scenic Smith River

. 0ld-growth Redwoods and Douglas Fir trees

. Endangered Marbled Murrelets, Northern Spotted Owls and
anadromous fish including Coho and Chinook 3almon, and Steelhead

. Tourism and recreational opportunities along the Smith River

MNaticnal Recreation Area, Six Rivers National Forest, Redwoods MNaticonal and
dtate Parks, Jedediah sSmith Redwoods State Park, and Ruby Van Deventer County
Park

. The steep and geologically unstable Smith River canyons

There would be:

. Increases in truck traffic as a result of an alternate travel
route for STARA trucks being created between Grant’s Pass, Oregon and the Bay
Area by way of Highway 101 {and through Richardson Growve) .

. Increases of safety hazards from increased truck traffic
including truck cargo spills that threaten water quality and endanger the
drinking water supply.

Caltrans’ own Route Concept Report acknowledges, “the geophysical constraints
of the relatively narrow, steep and rocky Smith River Canyon® and concludes
that environmental concerns and ecological sensitivities make State Route 1599
a "poor candidate for extensive upgrading.” That report recommended leaving SR
199 “*hasically a Z-lane, conventional highway, with passing lanes.”

Zbandon this project and focus on maintaining the existing road
infrastructure.

Sincerely,

Nancy & Ken Macy
15485 Bear Creek Rd.
Boulder Creek, CA 95006
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Response to Nancy and Ken Macy

Response to Comment 1

This comment generally states disapproval of the project. This is not a comment on the
RDEIR/EA.

Response to Comment 2
These comments are addressed in the Form Letter #2 responses.
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McCombs, Robert

Rabert McCombs To <jason_meyer@dot.ca.gov >
N <bebmoc@humbaldt 1. com:
1041872012 10:52 P
Please respond to
<hobmec@hurmboldtl.com> Subject Abandon the 197/199 Safe STAA Access Project

GG

heo

We don't need or want your "improvements" and it's a complete waste of 1
taxpayer dollars.

This project is dangerous to the environment and is completely unnecessary. 2

STAR access already exists for the area from Highway 101 to the north and
Highway 299 to the south. TInstead of spending $35 million on a project that
is designed to allow the largest trucks on the road to travel down one of the
narrowest and steepest highways in California, spend that money making Highway
199 safer for all drivers.

If caltrans does not abandon the project, an Environmental Tmpact Statement
{EIS) must be prepared under the National Enwvironmental Policy Act (NEPA) . By
law, an EIS must be prepared when a project “may” have a significant impact on
the environment.

The project would have significant impacts on:

. The pristine Wild and Scenic Smith River

. COld-growth Redwoods and Douglas Fir trees

. Endangered Marbled Murrelets, Northern Spotted Cwls and
anadromous fish including Coho and Chinook Zalmon, and 3teelhead

. Tourism and recreational opportunities along the Smith River

National Recreation Area, Six Rivers Naticnal Forest, Redwoods National and
dtate Parks, Jedediah Smith Redwoods State Park, and Ruby Van Deventer County
Park

. The steep and geologically unstable Smith River canyons

There would he:
. Increases in truck traffic as a result of an alternate travel
route for STAA trucks being created between Grant’s Pass, Oregon and the Bay
Area by way of Highwawv 101 {and through REichardson Grove) .

Increases of safety hazards from increased truck traffic
1nclud1ng truck cargo spills that threaten water quality and endanger the
drinking water supply.

Caltrans’ own Route Concept Report acknowledges, “the geophysical constraints
of the relatiwvely narrow, steep and rocky Smith River Canyon” and concludes
that environmental concerns and ecological sensitivities make State Route 199
a “poor candidate for extensive upgrading.” That report recommended leaving SR
199 *basically a 2-lane, conventional highway, with passing lanes.”

Abandon this project and focus on maintaining the existing road
infrastructure.

Sincerely,

Robert McConbs

PO Box 4175

164 Deer Fern Ln. Bayside (NO MAIL!)
Arcata, CA 95518
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Response to Robert McCombs

Response to Comment 1

This comment generally states opposition to the project. This is not a comment on the
RDEIR/EA.

Response to Comment 2
These comments are addressed in the Form Letter #2 responses.

Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment April 2013
197/199 Safe STAA Access Project 4.4-52



Chapter 4. Specific Responses to Public Comments on the Partial Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Supplemental Assessment

Pappalardo, Sue

Sue Pappalardo To <jason_meyer@dot.ca.gov>
= N <robinbyrd 2(@yah oo.com>
10/13/2012 08: 30 Ph
Flease respond to
<robinbyrd2 @yahoo. com= Subject Abandonthe 197/193 Safe STAA Access Project

(=)

heo

I live in Gasquet, near Highway 199. I do not want increased truck traffic in 1
the area. It would create more hazardous road conditions, generate more noise
pollution and environmental pollution, and degrade the beauty and serenity of
the area. Additiconally, I do not want old-growth trees to be harmed.

This project is dangerous to the environment and is completely unnecessary. 2

STRA access already exists for the area from Highway 101 to the north and
Highway 29Y to the south. Instead of spending $35 million on a project that
iz designed to allow the largest trucks on the road to travel down one of the
narrowest and steepest highways in California, spend that money making Highway
199 safer for all drivers.

If Caltrans does not abandon the project, an Environmental Impact Statement
{EIS) must be prepared under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) . By
law, an EIS must be prepared when a project “may” have a significant impact on
the environment.

The project would have significant impacts on:

. The pristine Wild and Scenic Smith River

. 0ld-growth Redwoods and Douglas Fir trees

. Endangered Marbled Murrelets, Northern Spotted Cwls and
anadromous fish including Coho and Chinook Salmon, and Steelhead

. Tourism and recreational opportunities along the Smith River

National Recreation Area, S1x Rivers National Forest, Redwoods National and
dtate Parks, Jedediah 8mith Redwoods State Park, and Euby Van Deventer County
Park

. The steep and geologically unstable Smith River canyons

There would be:

. Increases in truck traffic as a result of an alternate travel
route for STAR trucks being created between Grant’s Pass, Oregon and the Bay
Area by way of Highway 101 {and through Richardson Grove) .

. Increases of safety hazards from increased truck traffic
including truck cargo spills that threaten water quality and endanger the
drinking water supply.

Caltrans’ own Route Concept Report acknowledges, “the geophysical constraints
of the relatively narrow, sSteep and rocky Smith River Canyon” and concludes
that environmental concerns and ecological sensitivities make State Route 199
a “poor candidate for extensive upgrading.” That report recommended leaving 3R
199 “*bhasically a 2Z-lane, conventional highway, with passing lanes.”

Abandon this project and focus on maintaining the existing road
infrastructure.

Sincerely,

Sue Pappalardo
P.O. Box 313
Cregcent City, CA 95531
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Response to Sue Pappalardo

Response to Comment 1

This comment states concern for increased truck traffic, noise and air pollution, safety hazards
and impacts to large trees. Truck volume increases are expected to be small and not significant,
see DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA Section 2.1.5. Please see DEIR/EA and FEIR/EA Section 2.2.5 Air
Quality and 2.2.6 Noise and Vibration for associated concerns. Please see Group Response #4
for concerns about large trees.

Response to Comment 2
These comments are addressed in the Form Letter #2 responses.
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Raymer, Terry

- Tarmy Raymasr To <jason_mever@dot. ca.gov>
g <twrayrnari@hotmail. corn> oo
1041472012 06:23 Fhd b
Flease respondto °e
=twiraymer@hotmail com> Subject Abandon the 197/199 Safe STAA Access Project
I travel this rcad numerous times per wyear (6-12Z, more some years). This 1

project is dangerous to the environment and is completely unnecessary.

3TARA access already exists for the area from Highway 101 to the north and 2
Highway 299 to the south. Instead of spending $35 million on a project that
is designed to allow the largest trucks on the road to travel down cne of the
narrowest and steepest highways in California, spend that money making Highway
199 safer for all drivers.

If Caltrans does not abandon the project, an Environmental Impact Statement
{EI8) must be prepared under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPAZ) . By
law, an EIS must be prepared when a project “may” have a significant impact on
the environment.

The project would have significant impacts on:

. The pristine Wild and Scenic 3mith River

. 0ld-growth Redwoods and Douglas Fir trees

. Endangered Marbled Murrelets, MNorthern Spotted Cwls and
anadromous fish including Coho and Chinook Salmon, and Steelhead

. Tourism and recreational opportunities along the Smith River

Mational Recreation Area, 5Six Rivers National Forest, Redwoods MNational and
State Parks, Jedediah Smith Redwoods State Park, and Ruby WVan Deventer County
Park

. The stesp and geologically unstable 8mith River canyons

There would be:

. Increases in truck traffic as a result of an alternate travel
route for STAR trucks being created between Grant’s Pass, Oregon and the Bay
Area by way of Highway 101 {and through Richardson Grove) .

. Increases of safetyv hazards from increased truck traffic
including truck cargo spills that threaten water quality and endanger the
drinking water supply.

Caltrans’ own Route Concept Report acknowledges, “the geophysical constraints
of the relatively narrow, steep and rocky Smith River Canyon” and concludes
that environmental concerns and ecological sensitivities make State Route 199
a *poor candidate for extensive upgrading.” That report recommended leaving SR
199 *hasically a z-lane, conventional highway, with passing lanes.”

Abandon this project and focus on maintaining the existing road
infrastructure. thabk vou for vyour consideration of this letter.

dincerely,

Terry Raymer
2146 Tina Court

Arcata, CA 95521
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Response to Terry Raymer

Response to Comment 1

This comment generally states that the project is dangerous to the environment. This is not a
comment on the RDEIR/EA.

Response to Comment 2
These comments are addressed in the Form Letter #2 responses.
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Thomas, Julia

Julia Thormas To <jason_meyer@dot ca.govs
W <jthmesaic@aol. com>

101242012 02:56 B

cC

Flease respond to hee
<jthmosaic@acl.com>= Subject  Abandon the 197/199 Safe STAA Access Project
CALIFORNIZA CAN NOT AFFORD THIS RIDICULOUS PROJECT!!!!!I1] WE ARE CUTTING FOOD 1

PROGRAMS, HOSPITALI AND EVERYTHING ELZE THAT PECPLE NEED TO SURVIVE. WE DO NOT
NEED CALTRANS OFFICTALS TO MAKE MOEE MONEY DE3STRCOYING OUE ENVIRCHMENT. WE

This project is dangerous to the environment and is completely unnecessary.

3TRR access already exists for the area from Highway 101 to the north and 2
Highway 299 to the south. Instead of spending 535 million on a project that
iz designed to allow the largest trucks on the road to travel down one of the
narrowest and steepest highways in California, spend that money making Highway
199 safer for all drivers.

If Caltrans does not abandon the project, an Environmental Impact Statement
{EIS) must be prepared under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) . By
law, an EIS must be prepared when a project “mav” have a significant impact on
the environment.

The project would have significant impacts on:

. The pristine Wild and 3Scenic Smith River

. 0Old-growth Redwoods and Douglas Fir trees

. Endangered Marbled Murrelets, MNorthern Spotted Cwls and
anadromous fish including Coho and Chinook Salmon, and 3teelhead

. Tourism and recreational opportunities along the Smith River

MNational Recreation Area, S1x Rivers National Forest, Redwoods National and
State Parks, Jedediah Smith Redwoods State Park, and Ruby Van Deventer County
Park

. The steep and geologically unstable Smith River canyons

There would he:

. Increases in truck traffic as a result of an alternate travel
route for STAR trucks being created between Grant’'s Pass, Oregoh and the Bay
Area by way of Highway 101 {and through Richardson Growve) .

. Increases of safety hazards from increased truck traffic
including truck cargo spills that threaten water quality and endanger the
drinking water supply.

Caltrans’ own Route Concept Report acknowledges, “the geophysical constraints
of the relatively narrow, steep and rocky Smith River Canvon® and concludes
that environmental concerns and ecological sensitivities make 3State Route 199
a “poor candidate for extensive upgrading.” That report recommended leaving SR
199 *basically a 2-lane, conventional highway, with passing lanes.”

Abandon this project and focus on maintaining the existing road
infrastructure.

Sincerely,

Julia Thomas
375 Alabama
San Francisco, CA 94110
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Response to Julia Thomas

Response to Comment 1
This comment questions the purpose and need for this project. Please see Group Response #1 for
a discussion of why this project is necessary.

Response to Comment 2
These comments are addressed in the Form Letter #2 responses.
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