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APPENDIX F - ERRATA TO THE DRAFT EIS/EIR

INTRODUCTION

This Appendix presents the revisions made between the Draft EIS/EIR and the Final
EIS/EIR documents. Throughout the document an “R#” appears in both the right and left
margins next to a paragraph or section that has been edited. The following pages detail
the substantive changes within the document as well as discuss any global changes that
were made. Additions to the text are in a double underlined format while removed text is
in a strike—out format. Text that is italicized is a comment about a change, and all
unaltered text is as it appeared in the Draft EIS/EIR.

REVISIONS

GLOBAL REVISIONS

Typographical errors for spelling, punctuation, and grammar as well as minor formatting
problems have been corrected throughout the document and are not individually called
out in the errata.

References to the “Draft EIS/EIR” have been updated to “Final EIS/EIR” where
appropriate throughout the document.

Figures were renumbered throughout the document to accommodate the additional
figures added. The figures were also corrected for typographical errors, as well as to
change the date for the Final EIS/EIR.

Figures 2-6, 3-7, 3-18A and 3-18B are additions to the Final EIS/EIR.

Impacts to USACE jurisdictional features were clarified throughout the document as
being: “73 discrete impacts to waters of the U.S.”

In the Draft EIS/EIR the impacts to resource areas were discussed for Alternative 1 and
Alternative 2 jointly in a number of sections. For the Final EIS/EIR, these sections have
been divided and are now discussed separately. This revision was made to Table ES-1
as well as in Sections 3.3.1, 3.3.2, 3.3.4, 3.35, 3.5.2, 35.3, 3.54, 35.5, 3.5.6, and
Chapter 4.

The copies of the agenda meetings were removed from Appendix C of the Final
EIS/EIR.

Chapters 7 and 8, the list of preparers and references, were updated as needed.

REVISIONS TO THE ABSTRACT

As part of this project, BNSF will denate contribute funds towards fer-the purpese-of
conserving-conservation of approximately 6650+/- acres in the Cleghorn Read-Canyon
underpass Area to help ensure that the ecological processes within the Cajon Pass are
preserved. This EIS/EIR analyzes three alternatives: Alternative 1, which would
construct a third main track adjacent to the existing BNSF Main Track 1 through Cajon
Pass with environmentally sensitive design features (Reduced Footprint); Alternative 2,
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which would construct a third main track adjacent to BNSF Main Track 1 without
environmentally sensitive design features (Standard Engineering Design); and the No
Action Alternative in which a third main track would not be constructed through Cajon
Pass. Environmental consequences of the Proposed Action include minor loss of land
used primarily as wildlife habitat, wetlands and other jurisdictional waters, an increase in
noise and light levels and frequency, some impact to wildlife movement, an impact to
threatened, endangered and sensitive species, and short-term degradation of air quality.
Proposed mitigation measures include sound-proofing of sensitive receptors; off-site
wildlife habitat enhancement; and the avoidance of wetlands, and-sensitive plant and

animal species and habitats. Fhe-EnvironmentallyPreferred-Alternative-will-be-selected
by-the- USACEforinelusionin-the-Final EIS/EIR-and-the-Record-of Decision.

R2 This paragraph is an addition to the Final EIS/EIR.

F.2.3 REVISIONS TO THE EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

R3 The Proposed Action includes activities (to lengthen existing culverts and some bridges),
are-expected te-will result in the discharge of fill material into 73 discrete impacts to te
waters of the U.S. There—are—approximately30—crossings—subjectto—Section—404
purisdiction—throughout—thelength—ofthe—projeet. Although additional federal permits

would be required for project completion, the land subject to additional federal
jurisdiction consists of less area and is more localized than the land under Section 404
jurisdiction. Therefore, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) has jurisdiction as
the lead agency for completion of the environmental review process under the National

EnV|ronmentaI Pollcy Act (NEPA) As—lead—ageney,—the—USAC’éus—FespensMe—teF

dEGh%gG—GFM%—H%G%@&H%&GH@H&HNa{%—QHhe—HFMGdQ%S—AHOIhGF aspect
of the Proposed Action requlres the reahgnment of Swarthout Canyon Road IFhe—U%—

éRQW%—Slnce the County of San Bernardlno (County) and BNSF require a ROW
agreement for Swarthout Canyon Road and its realignment, the Proposed Action is
subject to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requirements and therefore the

County |s the lead agency under CEQA [gg U.S. Eg;gg §g;¥!gg g;gggg) is a

R4 BNSF proposes to install a third main track traversing the 15.9 miles (25.6 km) from
Summit to Keenbrook within Cajon Passwm

R5 With the Reduced Footprint Alternative, the project would construct a new third main
track adjacent and parallel to Main Track 1 and minimize the envirermental-footprint of
disturbance by placing retaining wall structures above existing riprap in sensitive
environmental areas and enhancing existing drainage structures to provide for increased
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ease in wildlife movement through existing, but constrained, linkages. The new
construction would begin on the north side of the existing Main Track 1 near Summit,
transition to the south side to avoid wetland areas near Alray, then transition to the west
side @racknerth)y—to avord direct impacts to Cajon Creek The applrcants Proposed
Action would involve ‘ ) 797 cubic \ )
. I | 5'|| I I I ; " I
approximately-23,797cubic-yards—offill-material—and-permanentlyaffect-2. 95 acres of

jurisdictional waters of the U.S, including wetlands.

The three alternatives carried forward for analysis in the EIS/EIR are discussed with
respect to thelr |mpacts and proposed mltlgatlon measures. There are a number of
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After appropriate permitting and mitigation, minor impacts would remain for the same
wildlife species listed under Alternative 1, in addition to the special status species
discussed belew-under Alternative 1.

San Bernardino kangaroo rat, ceastal-Califernia-gnateatcher; least Bell’s vireo,
southwestern willow flycatcher, _arrovo toad, Santa Ana speckled dace, San Diego
MMMM%M%WW

In addltlon, there would be moderate impacts to the arroyo toad communities within
Cajon Pass, even with the implementation of appropriate mitigation.

Construction of this alternative would require cut and fill along the whole length of the
track, including the excavation and replacement of the tracks in the excavated area.
Some structures that Would be |mpacted are hsted—en—epalae—ellglble for the National and
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F.2.4 REVISIONS TO CHAPTER 1

R15 BNSF proposes to install a third main track jn an environmentally sensitive manner from

Summit to Keenbrook within Cajon Pass to alleviate the bottleneck resulting from the
slower operational speeds required by the steep grades and sharp curves, and to

accommodate eX|st|ng and future frelght traffic demands M@M

@MMM See Sectlon 2. 0 for a further descrlptlon of the

proposed alternatives.

R16 The prOJect purpose is to mw%mﬁm

commeree, and do so in an environmentally sensitive way. To that end, the goals and
objectives are:

R17  The first two paragraphs in the Endangered Species Act section replace the following
information from the Draft EIS/EIR
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R18 The following sections are additions to the Final EIS/EIR

California Environmental Quality Act, 821084.1: “Historical Resource; Substantial
Adverse Change”

California Environmental Quality Act, 815064.5: “Determining the Significance of
Impacts to Archeological and Historical Resources.”

California Penal Code, §622.5
California Register of Historical Resources
R19 The Section on San Bernardino County Code is an addition to the Final EIS/EIR

R20

ageney—er—persen—has—ne—eemmem—te—make— Further—failure Ea.llur_e to respond Lo_thls
call for comments exhausts—exhausted one’s opportunity to comment into the
administrative record and may forfeit one’s ability to pursue further action. However,
under CEQA/NEPA procedures, the lead agency may—chooese chose to respond to
several late comments. Following the public review period, received comments wilt-be

were considered, responded to, and a-are included as Appendix C9 of this Final EIS/EIR

R21 . o i "

Hed-wi A , - Correspondence related
to the review of the Draft EIS/EIR and Public Hearing will-be are included as—an
appendix in Appendix C of this te-the-Final EIS/EIR. Substantive comments received on
this Draft EIS/EIR will-be were considered in finalizing the document and responses to
comments willbe were provided in an-Appendix C9 to-the of this Final EIS/EIR. Copies
of the Final EIS/EIR willbe were filed with the EPA and a NOA of the Final EIS/EIR will
be was published in the Federal Register and local newspapers. Copies of the NOA wwill
alse-be were sent to interested agencies, property owners, and other concerned parties
announcing that the Final EIS/EIR will-be [s available for a 30-day public review period
prior to signing a Record of Decision (ROD). The ROD will explain why the USACE has
chosen a particular course of action. A summary of the selected alternative and
mitigation measures to minimize or av0|d envwonmental impacts will also be identified in
the ROD.

wm CEQA does not require a publlc review
period prior to certification and issuing the NOD; however, the filing of the NOD initiates
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a 30- day appeals—statﬂe_QUmuatmni_pened—Apme—eenelusqene#ﬂ%appeab—pened

F.25 REVISIONS TO CHAPTER 2

R22  This entire paragraph is an addition to the Final EIS/EIR

R23 The retaining walls through this area would be used primarily to allow for the realignment

of Swarthout Canyon Road. WM

MWA" retamlng walls would be of elther a

soldier pile or cast in place (CIP) design and all would be dyed to match the surrounding
landscape.

R24  All ramps would include erosion protection as part of the SWPPP. In addition to the

ramps, a diagrestic-multi-disciplinary team has reviewed all new and existing culverts,

greater than 24 inches (61 centimeters [cm]) in diameter, to determine if the culverts
needed to be mOdIerd to aIIow for W|IdI|fe movement in cntlcal I|nkage areas. ]]Jer_e_ar_e

of the dlagnesﬂe M@ team |ncIude the USFS, USACE, and BNSF. All

culverts identified for upgrade would be improved for wildlife access following the

recommended design agreed to by the diagrestic-multi-disciplinary team.
R25 This paragraph replaces the following information in the EIS/EIR

R26 At these locations there are rock outcroppings that will need to be blasted out in order for
the third main track to be built through the area. The blasting will be limited to the

minimum amount needed and s—e*peeted—te—be—vepy—hmlted- w
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R27 However, use of the borrow plt as the primary S|te of disposal of surplus material is
anticipated. ok

R28 shows the current tunnel conflguratlon Baseel—en—the—hmrteel—spaee—m%hm—the—prejeet

R29 The section on the Borrow Pit is an addition to the Final EIS/EIR

R30 To meet this objective, BNSF will make a monetary contribution, based on a mutually
agreed amount, to a responsible non-profit, non-government organization for the
purpose of conserving approximately 6050+/- acres near the Cleghorn Read-Canyon

underpass area (Figure 2-6).

R31 The TCP will include signage placement, use-of flagman,_use and temporary closure
(except for emergency vehicle access) of USES roads, and projected haul routes and
will be approved by the County and coordinated with the USES. The construction use of

roads will allow for public use except during temporary closures

F.2.6 REVISIONS TO SECTION 3.3.1
R32

1 The three crlterla pollutant air monitoring stations (eg Hesperla VlctorV|IIe and
Phelan) closestto-theproject-site—are—located in MDAB are in a desert environment

similar to that at the project site and have the highest historical (Os) concentrations. The

more distant or isolated stations (e.g., Barstow, Twentynine Palms, and Trona) have
much lower concentrations, and have recently been experiencing concentrations in
attainment of the NAAQS. The Hesperia, Victorville, and Phelan monitoring stations are
approximately 22 miles (35.4 km) northeast, 27 miles (43.5 km) northeast, and 17 miles

(27.4 km) northwest of Keenbrook, respectively. Although the stations at and San
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Table 3.3.2 was updated with the information from the San Bernardino/4™ street and
Crestline monitoring stations.

Construction activities (e.g., site preparation and grading including transportation of

excavated soil to a fill site within the project area, installation of track, and construction of
mfrastructure) would result in short-term emissions of fugitive dust and exhaust from
equipment used in the construction process.

In Table 3.3-5, total emissions for VOCs in the SCAQMD was increased from 31 to 130
Ibs/day and in the MDAQMD from 6 to 7 tons/year. Total emissions for NO, and CO for
the MDAQMD changed from 74 to 75 and 31 to 32 respectively.

Those mitigation measures are identified in the Air Quality Impact Analysis (URS 2006a)
and include the following:

REVISIONS TO SECTION 3.3.2

This paragraph replaced the following paragraph from the Draft EIS/EIR

REVISIONS TO SECTION 3.3.3

These BMPs include, but are not limited to: outlet protection/velocity dissipation devices,

stream-bank-stabilization,flow-diversion—temporary-stream-crossings,—tracking control,
temporary sediment control, temporary and permanent soil stabilization, gravel bags, silt
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fences, and waste management and materials control.

R40 This entire paragraph is an addition to the Final EIS/EIR

F.2.9 REVISIONS TO SECTION 3.3.4

R41 Path modifications using a noise barrier (e.g., soundwall or berm) would effectively
decrease the overall noise exposure at the ST-1 and ST-2 areas. For ST-1, a six-feet-
tall (1.8 m) berm or wall between Main Track 1 and the residence would likely reduce
noise to “no impact”, but its feasibility and reasonableness would need to be evaluated

during final-engineering-design-of-the-prejeet discussions with the property owner where
the berm or wall would be located.

R42 At locations ST-3, 4, 5, and 6, a barrier that could effectively reduce the rail-related noise
was evaluated. Achieving substantial noise reduction for these locations would require
sound barriers greater than 12-feet- hlgh (3.7 m) and approximately 800 feet (243.8 m)

Feasenable—er—fea&ble—mnganen—measupe—Thus based on the FRA General Noise

Assessment methodology (Figure 35) used in this analysis, residual “Severe Impact”
would remain at these residences.

F.2.10 REVISIONS TO SECTION 3.3.5

R43 Some degree of everspray-and-mevement-dispersion by rolling stock onto the ballast is

expected with the use of these devices. The origin of the waste oil used in these tanks
is unknown. Solvents, polychlorinated biphenyls, and heavy metals can all be
associated with waste oil. The highly viscous nature of the oil and graphite mixture used
in the wayside oilers suggests that releases or accumulated everspray-lubricant would
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be confined to shallow soils in the local area and would not result in large amount of
contamination.

R44  Furthermore, the-recent statistics demonstrate that the release of hazardous materials
It of derail ) | It of derai il |

R45 In addition to the Standard Operating Procedures, speckled dace individuals would be

transplanted to a peetpond and short section of stream near MP 62.45 that is currently
deVOId of thls species. The pﬂw&

F.2.11 REVISIONS TO SECTION 3.4

R46 The first two paragraphs of the Ephemeral drainages section replace the following text
from the Draft EIS/EIR:
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R47  The Compensatory Mitigation section is an addition to the Final EISEIR.

R48 The sections on MIS species and Wildlife Corridors were completely replaced with
respect to the Draft EIS/EIR. The updates are included as an attachment to this errata.

R49 The following text was removed from the Draft EIS/EIR
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= Vegetation communities common to the region, including southern mixed

chaparral, Riversidian upland sage scrub, alluvial-sage-serub—and semi-desert

chaparral, will be mitigated at a 0.5:1 ratio.
= Vegetation communities considered to be regionally sensitive, including

Riversidean—upland—sage—serub,—Riversidean—alluvialfan-sage-serdab—southern

willow scrub, riversidian alluvial fan sage scrub, southern cottonwood-willow
riparian forest, California walnut woodland, sandy—+iverwash—and valley and

foothill grassland will be mitigated at a 3:1 ratio.

» Treatment will be according to instruction of the authorized officer. Any use of
herbicides in California will be handled by properly-licensed county agricultural

Wetlands would be mitigated at a 23:1 ratio. Mitigation would be implemented ensite

WheFe—fea&ble—m%h—me—FemalndeFeeeumng would be implemented offsite,

The section on the “Disposal Site (Borrow Pit) with respect to Alternative 1 is an addition
to the Final EIS/EIR.

The section on the “Disposal Site (Borrow Pit) with respect to Alternative 2 is an addition
to the Final EIS/EIR.

Under the No Action Alternative, no new construction would occur and no drainages

would be Impacted Mw
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F.2.12 REVISIONS TO SECTION 3.5.4

R59 These four paragraphs are additions to the Highways and Roads section of the Final
EIS/EIR.

F.2.13 REVISIONS TO SECTION 3.5.5

R60 These crossing points are at the following approximate milepost locations: MP 55.7,
56.5, 57x%, 60x, 62x, 63x.5, 63x.9, 64.9, 65.2, 66.5, and 67.9. Eigures 3-18A and 3-18B

R61 Therefore, no impacts to electrical transmission lines are expected as a result of

Alternative 1_Figure 318a and 318b show the cut and fill lines for the project with

F.2.14 REVISIONS TO SECTION 3.6

R62 The cultural resources investigation involved a multi-faceted approach, which included:
the development of a cultural context to better understand the various cultural resources

that could be encounteredw
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R63 The San Bernardino County Museum (SBCM) Archaeological Information Center’s, the
California Historical Resources Information Center for the County, records indicate that
26 cultural resources (e.g., historic structures and archaeological sites) have been
recorded within the BNSF study area,; %8—29 of these resources are hlstonc and eight21
are prehistoric.

%WM\M—MM the actual prOJect area, one m

3—5»—4:6)—&nd—]:2—h+steﬁc—s%+etu¥es—galele—35-4r79 have been previously recorded.

R64 The section on “Previously Unrecorded Historic Architectural and Historic Structural
Resources” in the Final EIS/EIR replaces the “Newly Recorded Historic architectural and
Historic Structural Resources” section from the Draft EIS/EIR. The details of that update
are included as an attachment to this errata.

R65 The Environmental Consequences and Mitigations for Alternative 1 under Cultural
Resources was rewritten for the Final EIS/EIR. The updates to the text are included as
an attachment to this errata.

R66

sglls_\ALQUJd_be_dlsIULbei Paleontologlcal monltorlng Would be requwed in areas When
native soil is being excavated. If a resource is discovered during construction, that

resource would require assessment and possibly recovery by a Seeretary-of-the-lnterior
£SOH qualified yertebrate paleontologist
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R67 Considered to have high sensitivity. The vertebrate paleontologist paleentelogic
supervisor and paleontologic fieldtechnietan-monitor will collectionrs exposed fossils. All

vertebrate and representative samples of megainvertebrate and plant fossils will be
collected. Where Preduetive-productive sites wilkbe-are excavated-ang;-approximately
2,000 pound rock samples will be collected to process for microvertebrate fossil
remains.

During any earth-moving activity including: preparation of the ROW-—Project Area,
excavations requiring moving large volumes or rock in pre-existing cuts, and tunnels, the
paleontologlc ﬁeld—teehmer&n—mgnﬂQ[ will monitor ﬂJlULm&_EQS_SIJS_LEQDALQLe_dJAﬂU_b_e_

F.2.15 REVISIONS TO CHAPTER 4

R68 The applicant, BNSF, would implement a variety of mitigation measures to offset the
potential impacts of the Action-Alterhative Applicant’'s Preferred Alternative selected for
the BNSF Cajon Third Main Track project. During the development of preliminary
engineering, Alternative 1 was developed with a reduced footprint to avoid wetlands,
wildlife, and cultural resources. Other specific environmental commitments and
mitigation measures are discussed below by resource area. The enmmnmenlal

Mﬂ mltlgatlon measures are—aJse—dlseussed—ln the Affected Envwonment

and Environmental Consequences sections (Chapter 3.0). A-Brafttmpacts-Analysisand
A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan, which includes a—summary—ef—the
environmental—commitments—and—a mitigation measures alerg—with and monitoring

requirements, is included as Appendix E of this EIS/EIR

R70 - When source and path modifications are not affective effective for mitigation or
where only interior noise exposure is important (such as inside a residence), sound

attenuation of the dwelling unit itself berms, or sound walls on private property could
be considered an effectlve aIternatlvee mltlgatlon measure. B_N_S_F_C_o_mmms_to_thﬂ

C_eﬂlilgallgn_oj_the_Emal_EJ_SLElR,_However a specmc mspectlon of each dwelllng
would be necessary to determine feasibility of incorporating noise reduction features
into each affected structure. The acquisition of a “noise easement” should be
considered in exchange for any acoustical upgrades.

R71
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R72 - BNSF will develop and implement a native vegetation restoration and monitoring
plan for temporarily disturbed areas of the project. The restoration and
monitoring plan will become part of BNSF's general operations and maintenance
program for post construction activities

R73

= Vegetation communities common to the region, including southern mixed

chaparral, riversidian upland sage scrub, atsviak-fan-sage-serdb; and semi-desert

chapatrral, will be mitigated at a 0.5:1 ratio.
= Vegetation communities considered te-be regionally sensitive, including

Riversidean-upland-sage-serub-Riversidean-alluvial-fan-sage-serdb; southern
willow scrub, riversidian alluvial fan sage scrub, southern cottonwood-willow

riparian forest, California walnut woodland, sandy river wash, and valley and
foothill grassland will be mitigated at a 3:1 ratio.

R74

R75

R76  Mitigation for Cultural Resources listed in the Final EIS/EIR replace the following from
the Draft EIS/EIR.

R77 . MW&__@ A trained paleontologic monitor must be

onsite full time in paleontologically sensitive areas during excavations and grading

activities When native sons would be dlsturbed w

the aSS|stance of a Native Amerlcan representatlve (as needed), the ]]Je_monltor
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would be empowered to temporarlly halt constructlon for the purposes of recovery,;

Wsmme of exposed

fossils and fossiliferous matrix; preparation of recovered fossils to a point of
identification; curation of specimens into an established institutional collection with
retrievable storage; and preparation of a report of findings and significance, including
an inventory of specimens recovered.

R78 Sections 6.2.1, 6.2.2, 6.2.3, 6.2.4 and 6.2.5 are additions to the Final EIS/EIR.
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R48 — Revisonsto the Management Indicator Species and Wildlife Corridor text.

34.16 Management Indicator Species

Table 3.4-5.
Management Indicator Species (MIS) Selection and Monitoring Information
MIS Habitat Issue Objective Monitoring Measure OF>CCL‘Jr i?
Type ! Method rojec
Area
Mule Deer All Vegetation Diversity and Stable or Herd Trend in YES
Age Class Mosaics; Roads | increasing compositionin | abundance
and Recreation Effects well-distributed | cooperation and/or habitat
populations with CDFG; condition
habitat
condition
Mountain All Habitat Linkages/Habitat Functional Studies in Trend in Not
Lion Fragmentation landscape cooperation distribution, observed,
linkages; with CDFG movement, but likely
species well- and USGS and/or habitat
R48 lofll




RA8

Table 3.4-5 (Continued).
Management Indicator Species (MIS) Sdlection and Monitoring Information

: P Occurin
MIS H%l;)gteat Issue Objective M&g‘:ﬁggg Measure Project
Area
distributed conditions
Arroyo Toad Aquatic and | Ground Disturbance Stable or Riparian bird | Trend in YES
Riparian including trampling and increasing species point | abundance
compaction; spread of populations; counts and/or | and/or habitat
invasive nonnative species; | healthy habitat condition
mortality from collision; riparian habitat | condition
altered stream flow regimes
Song Aquatic and | Ground Disturbance Stable or Riparian bird | Trend in YES
Sparrow Riparian including trampling and increasing species point | abundance
compaction; spread of populations; counts and/or | and/or habitat
invasive nonnative species; | healthy habitat condition
mortality from collision; riparian habitat | condition
altered stream flow regimes
Blue Oak Oak Oak Regeneration Perpetuate FIA data Trend in sapling | NO
Woodlands habitat type abundance
and
Savannas
Engelmann Oak Oak Regeneration Perpetuate FIA data Trend in sapling | NO
Oak Woodlands habitat type abundance
and
Savannas
Valley Oak Oak Oak Regeneration Perpetuate FIA data Trend in sapling | NO
Woodlands habitat type abundance
and
Savannas
Coulter Pine Chaparral/ Drought/beetle-related Maintain FIA data; Trend in NO
Conifer mortality and lack of fire Coulter pine aerial photo- age/size class
Ecotone habitat monitoring distribution
Bigcone Chaparral/ Altered fire regimes (fire Maintain FIA data; Trend in extent NO
Douglas-fir Conifer severity and/or fire return bigcone photo- of vegetation
Ecotone interval) Douglas-fir monitoring type
stands
California Mixed Altered fire regimes (fire Maintain or FIA data Trend in NO
black oak Conifer severity and/or fire return increase abundance, size
Forests interval) numbers class distribution
White fir Mixed Altered fire regimes (fire Pre-settlement | FIA data Trend in size NO
Conifer severity and/or fire return age/size class class distribution
Forests interval) distribution

Source: URS, 20069
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R64

R64 — Previoudy Unrecorded Historic Architectural and Historic Structural Resources.

Previously Unrecorded Historic Architectural and Historic Structural ResourcesNewly
od I = - I o = I

The cultural resource study identified 20 previously unrecorded historic structures within the
15.9-mile{25-6-km) BNSF project area and one site outside of but near the project area that
could have potential indirect impacts caused by the proposed BNSF undertaking (Table 3.5-18).

Fhe—majority—of-tThe newly recorded structures are culverts,_bridges, tunnels, and features
possibly associated with a rail worker's camp. -whieh_ These resources were constructed during
the beginning of the 20th century and are associated with the AT&SF line. lnr-additionto
edlverts,—there—were—also—a—humber—ofbridges—recerded—as—welk—In summary, recorded
resources associated directly with the historic AT&SF included a total of 10 culverts, two
tunnels, two bridges, one possible tool shed concrete foundation and one lime kiln, one possible
worker’'s cabin concrete foundation, gne limekiln, one possible worker's cabin concrete
foundation, and one concrete-lined well associated with the possible worker’s cabin. Additional
historic structures included a catwalk/gauging station structure, one stream diversion structure,

concrete footings, and an historic bridge foundation.

Table 3.5-18.
List of Previously Unrecorded Historic Structures Within the Project Area

Site No- Site Fype Site Date
BNSE-1 culvert ca—1938
BNSE-2 wnel 1913
BNSE-3 tunnel 10131921
BNSE4 bridge 1931
BNSE-5 culvert 1939
BNSE-6 culvert 1938
BNSE-Z cubsart 1938
BNSE-8 cubvert 1938
unknown calate
BNSF-9 limekiln 19% 10 early 20"
century

BNSE-10 culvert 1918
BNSE-11 cubvart 1938
BNSE-12 culvert 1938
BNSE-13 culvert 1938
BNSE-14 cubsart 1938
BNSE-15 structure gg"*‘ j
BNSF-16 footer 20" century
BNSE-17 . . 2g%

g Q-Qm-sént-l;l-py
BNSE-18 . id-20%
BNSE-20 binf ) 20%
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Site Type Site Date
nod —ca-
20" century
P-36-012316 culvert €a. 1938
P-36-012317 tunnel 1913
P-36-012318 tunnel 1913,1921
P-36-012320 culvert 1939
P-36-012321 culvert 1938
P-36-012322 culvert 1938
P-36-012323 culvert 1938
o unknown, ca. late
P-36-012324 limekiln 19 toearly 20
gcentury
P-36-012325 culvert 1918
P-36-012326 culvert 1938
P-36-012327 culvert 1938
P-36-012328 culvert 1938
P-36-012329 culvert 1938
Tool shed unknown, ca. early
P-36-012330 : . ot
P-36-012331 concrete bridge | unknown. ca. early
R footer 20 century
P-36-012332 - . ~ 2 century
P-36-012333 Bridge 20" century
P-36-012334 possible stream | unknown. ca. early
P-36-012618 ; _
-36- concrete-lined well W‘“—gg
P-36-012619
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R65 — Environmental Consequences and Mitigationsfor Alternatives 1 and 2 under
Cultural Resources.

35731 Alternative 1 - Reduced Footprint

Cultural

The current alignment of Alternative 1 would affect a total of six previously recorded historic

structures. These include: MMMJMJ—_SB&

Resources recorded during the pedestrian survey that would I|ker be directly impacted by the
Proposed Action include: P-36-012316, P-36-012317, P-36-012318, P-36-012319, P-36-

P-36-012328, P-36-012329, P-36-012330, and P-36-012333 BNSF-1-through-BNSF-8—BNSH-
10-through-BNSF-15-and-BNSF-18—All of these structures are associated with the historic
development of the AT&SF, within the period of 1885 to 1955.

To mltlgate potentlal impacts to cultural resourcesw
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