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Deur Mr. Solorio: 
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t:nvlrOllmcnllll h"pnct Statement (09-AJ'-C-9)
 

Thull!.:)'Ou for giving the California Department ofTnUl5pQrtIltion (CallranS) Di.ml:t 9 the 
opportunilY to review the Staff Assessment and draft documenlll fOf the proposed solar etInx,y 
facility in Kern County south ofRid8C1:l'Cl11. We appreciate the ongoing ;nLernction with agencies 
and thc projCl:t traffic consultant. We have the following commenl.l: 

•	 You may wish to clarify intersection descriptions Qnd use of the term Mgrnde" throughout. An 
at-grade intersection is ajunetion at which two or more transportnlion facilities cross It the 
same elevation level (or grade). A grade separatcdjul1ction is whl'fC two or more 
transportation fm;ilities are aligned al diffeTCnllevels (grades) so that they will not disnJpt the 
lraml: now on other lnInsportatioll facilities where lhey cross each other. A grade ICpllr:ucd 
foci lily would consisl of at lell.'it one bridge. (The definition of the nt-grade interscetions of 
Redrock-Randsburg Row:! with Stale Roule 14 and Garlock Road with US 395 [page 8.2-38] 
i. cor=;t. as is the at-grade rail crossing at Garlock Row:llUS 395 [page C.IQ.II}.) Other 
desc:riptiOllll a~ confusing, when "grade" is referring to cut or fill oforiginal ground, in order 
10 OOllStnJct a roadway facility (e.g. Trame and Tnmsponulion _ Figure 2 description al1d first 
bullet on page C.1Q.7 etc.). 

•	 There an: several ~fcrcncea to interaction/approval ofKcrn Council ofGovernmenIS (Kern 
COG) that do ootsccm to bo wilhin that agency', jurisdiction. 

•	 Page 8.2-12 and other pages: Regarding the collision nlle ntthe Brown Road/China Lake 
BoulevardlUS 395 (8R1CLBJOS 395) inlerseclioll- clarify that the average is "for a similar 
facility." 

•	 Page B.2-1::[ Re~ing h;e document SUllentent of"Cal trans is currently evaluating fUlu~ '~ 
improvemenls to Highw,y 395, which mayor may not be consi~h:nl with the proposed usc of 
the ~ite. A new lICCeIJ pOint north oflhe access may be ne<:ess.ary." Caltrans prrviously 
supp'lied information 10 agc::ncics and the solar projcet proponent about a proposed Inyokern 
4-Lane projcclttiltl would include eilher an improved at-grade intersection or a grade 
separated facility for 8RlCLBlUS 39.5. Environment.lll analyJi~ has been completed. bill the 
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project is shelved pending funding. Alignment sllcets were provided to ensure thai solar 
facility layout would not interfere with any future highway improvements. Hence. 
"Consistency" should not be an issue. 

•	 Page C.I-45, AQ-SCl: Please: include, "ifWly fugitive dust could affect US 395 or travel 
thereon, the Air QualityConstntetion Mitigation Manllger shall contact the Cllhrnns IO)'IJkcrn 
Maintenance Station Supervisor." The supervisor, James Teems. may be reached III 
(760) 3n-4300 or (760) 937-1636. 

•	 Page C.I0-6: US 395 is POSled 6S mph, not 55 mph. 

•	 Page C.I0-6)od bullet from the bottom: US 395 is downhill for northbound traffic. not 
liOlIlhbound. 

•	 Page C.10-6 r bullet from the bottom: This f;;llrvC is not ~sluup" enough to require curve 
warning signs on a posted 65 mph facility hence. the adjective "sharp" should be deleted. 

•	 Page C.lO-23 rrApplicant's Proposed Drown Road Aec~: Replace 3"' PP wilh, "The 
most ideal scenario would be 10 con5lJUC1 an inlerchange for BRlCLBlUS 395, Se(:onrl 
choice would be a perpendicular ai-grade inteQCCliOll with median crossovcr and IlIllCS 
accommodating turning movemcnl5. Both ~ options would require additional right-of­
way. Although thc propoJOd project would contribute ITaffic 10 the Slale highway .)'Stem, its 
proponionDlC shart: would not contribute enough fund. for realiution of eitht.or of these 
scenarios. Improving the existing at-grade interlCC1ion represents the bat eOllt/bcncfit 
solution, which can be provided in the project's time frame." 

Comlnlint•. I" bullet: AIter beginning 10 read, '~Ilic exillling intersection i. constructed on a 
fill. Improvements such as widening could require additional environmenllli review... " 

•	 Page C.I().24, Direct US 395 Accea: Aller I" patllgTaph last IClItcnce to read " ...Caltrnns 
primarily suggested thilscenario because the lICCeSI would be in a level tan¥C"t section, 
providing excellent .ight and dcci.ion diSlIlnCCI. AllO, OOI1hbound traffic volumes are 
significantly lower at thi.location." 

•	 Page C.I 0-26 fil'llt non-bulletcd PP: AIter 2001 scnto:nt:e 10 read H not likely to improve upon 
the safety of the BRlCLBlUS 395 inlerlCC1ion." It seems this paragraph WOtlld be better 
placed under lhe Summary heading. 

•	 Page C.IO·27 first PI': Aller I" ICmern:e to read: H ••• toge!hcr with the preparation ofa TCP 
should improve &lIfety at the BRlCLBfUS 395 intersection." 

•	 Puge C.IO·27 last PI': Either delete IllSttwo SCnlcrn:cs or rcplocc with "The proposed 
BRlCLBIUS 395 illlcrsection mitigation would also improve "fety for the project'. 
opcrntionnl phllIC. 
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•	 Page C.10-59. If, TRANS-I: Reword 1M p4n1gruph, .... .shnI1 insl.ll.lJ a northbolllld US 395 
left tllm hUle onlo BR, improve the nonhboulld US 395 free right tum/merge lane onto CLB. 
insuill a IOOlhbound US 395 len tum bme omo CLB and install a llOolhbound right tum lane 
onlo OR. lfCllltrans, Kem County and the projeclll'llffie consultant determine thaI a 
dc«:lcration lane and orIturn lanes are merited on BR. loch lana; shall be installed. 
lmprovcnlCfllll .hall be: buill to C.]trans .tandards under encroachment permi!. 

The construction Tr.lIflC Control Plan 5haJ1 be submitted 10 Kern County and Caltrans 
(remove Kern COG), 

Items, which are part of the TCP, in the 7'h bullet. shall be provlded by the project owner. 
(They would be approved via the encroachment penni! process. but /lOt provided by Caltnms 
under corumcl.) 

All references 10 a fair shan: lmllie fee may be deleted. It was one oflhc luggestions made 
by Cnllmns during preliminary discussions. Callnuili collliiders the conslnK;lion of 
intersection improvements to be adequate project mitigation. 

•	 Page C.10-60, TRANS-2: lrn:lude Caltrans in the submission, review lUld approwl of the 
line-of-sight study. The project owner shall alter project oomponCllI$ as deemed necessary. 

•	 Page C.IO-62, TRANS-tO: Include a referellCe to Cliitrans since II Callnllls cncroochment 
pennit is required for we water pipeline installation under US 395 (via we boK IllIdjack 
method). 

•	 Page C.12-40, VIS-4: Include Caltrnns in the submission, ",view llIl approval oflhe glare 
mitigatioo plllll. The project owner shatlalter project components as deemed necessary, 

We value a cooperative working relationship rt':W1rding the proposed project's tl'Un!lponation 
issues. If you have any questiorul, please eOlllaet me at (760) 872·0785. 

e:	 JllIlet Eubllllks, BLM. Mon:no Springs 
1.o",lei Qviall, Kern County PllUlning 
Sieve Wisniewski, Ca\trans 




