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If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
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	Project Title: California Aqueduct Bridge Replacement Project 
	Lead Agency: California Department of Transportation
	Contact Name: Chelsea Starr
	Email: chelsea.starr@dot.ca.gov
	Phone Number: 559-383-5432
	Project Location: State Route 166, Kern County
	Project Description: The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) proposes to replace California Aqueduct Bridge Number 50-0323 on State Route 166. The project is in Kern County east of Maricopa, 2.6 miles east of Old River Road and 5 miles west of Interstate 5. State Route 166 at the bridge location is a conventional two-lane highway with two 12-foot lanes and 8-foot shoulders. The bridge was built in 1968 and is about 400 feet long. The existing structure would be removed, and 1 foot of pier concrete lining would be left in the aqueduct. Two build alternatives are under evaluation for this project. Both alternatives being evaluated will have an effect on historic properties eligible for the National Register of Historic Places.
	Project's Effects: The project would have no significant adverse effects on cultural resources because the following mitigation measure would reduce potential effects to less than significant:· Caltrans will complete a Historic American Buildings Survey and a Historic American Engineering Record that will describe and convey the importance of the bridge as well as the role that it plays in the larger aqueduct system.
	Areas of Controversy: The California Department of Water Resources determined that placing piers in the California Aqueduct would not be feasible without disrupting water flow and aqueduct operations. All alternatives that proposed placing piers in the water were eliminated from further discussion and consideration. In 2018, Caltrans completed an Initial Study with Proposed Negative Declaration under CEQA, an Environmental Assessment under NEPA, and a De Minimis Section 4(f) Evaluation for the project. The draft environmental document was circulated for public and agency review and comment in June 2018. During the circulation period, Caltrans received a comment from the State Historic Preservation Officer disputing Caltrans’ No Adverse Effect determination under Section 106 for impacts to the California Aqueduct, a historic property eligible for the National Register of Historic Properties, and Bridge Number 50-0323, an eligible contributing feature of the California Aqueduct.The State Historic Preservation Officer determined that the proposed project was visually obtrusive to the existing environment and that the proposed design took away from the look and feel of the California Aqueduct. The State Historic Preservation Officer argued that the proposed bridge would affect the integrity of materials, design, setting, workmanship, and feeling of the aqueduct.Caltrans accepted the State Historic Preservation Officer’s comments and the Finding of Effect on January 29, 2019. The acceptance of the Finding of Effect required the document level of the previously completed Section 4(f) Evaluation to be elevated from a De Minimis determination to an Individual Section 4(f) Evaluation.Since the original submittal of the Finding of Effect, Alternative 8 has been modified to include additional construction work to lessen impacts to utility lines; a new alternative—the South Alignment Alternative—is also being considered.  
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