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Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).
Caltrans proposes to replace the Kings River Bridge (Number 45-0007) on State Route 41, southwest of Stratford in
Kings County, with a new bridge. The project limits run from post mile 30.6 to post mile 33.0. The alignment and
centerline of the new bridge would match the existing bridge. The bridge would be about 330 feet long, 44 feet wide, with
a depth of 4.5 feet. The new bridge would have 8 spans with 2 feet diameter cast-in-steel-shell piles. A temporary
50-foot-wide wooden trestle bridge would be built on the east side of the existing bridge. The wooden trestle bridge
would be used to dismantle the old bridge and install the new bridge. The wooden trestle bridge would be built from the
northeast bank of the Kings River and stop just before the southeast bank. During construction, State Route 41 would be
temporarily closed and traffic would be directed onto an estimated 32 mile detour for about 200 working days.

Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.
The project would have no significantly adverse effect on biological resources because the following mitigation measures
would reduce potential effects to insignificance:
o Threatened and Endangered Species: Mitigation for the take of nesting Swainson’s hawks would occur either through
purchasing conservation credits, creating nesting habitat, or purchasing and protecting land and conservation easements
containing nesting habitat.
o Wetlands and Other Waters: Purchasing conservation credits through the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation would
be required to mitigate for permanent impacts to waters of the U.S.
o Natural Communities: Any trees removed within the valley-foothill riparian habitat would be replaced. The replacement
ratio would be based on their diameter at breast height.
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continued
If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

There is no known controversy surrounding this project.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (District 4) - Central Region
Regional Water Quality Control Board (District 5) - Central Valley
California Transportation Commission

