Alt. 1a 20 43

Alt. 1b 39 181
Alt. 4a 83 67
Alt. 4c 84 73
Alt. 4d 63 46
Alt. 5a 36 79
Alt. 5b 30 73
Alt. 5¢c 39 91
Alt. 5d 14 52
Alt. 5e 35 72
Alt. 6a 35 104
Alt. 6b 35 103
Alt. H1 40 168
Alt. H3 41 157

5.2.3.1 Archaeological Resources

Section 4(f) applies to al archaeological sites on or digible for inclusion on the
National Register and which warrant preservation in place. Section 4(f) doesnot apply
if FHWA, after consultation with the SHPO and ACHP, determines that the resource
isimportant chiefly because of what can be learned by data recovery and has minimal
value for preservation in place.

All sites identified through earlier surveys as potentially eligible are identified. The
archaeological sites identified through the CETAP surveys have not undergone an
evaluation of eligibility, but most are not likely to warrant Section 4(f) status.
However, archaeological sites previously determined to be eligible for reasons other
than Criterion D* will be considered potential 4(f) resources.

5.2.3.2 Historic Resources

Section 4(f) applies to all historic sites on or eligible for inclusion on the National
Register, or which have been determined to be of local significance. The Southern
Hotel isthe only sitelisted on the National Register of Historic Placesthat iswithin 0.8
km (0.5 mi) of the HCLE alternative bandwidths. It is located in the City of Perris
approximately 0.8 km (0.5 mi) from 1-215 where it serves as a portion of Alternatives
H1and H3. Theimprovementsto I-215 contemplated under either of these alternatives

1 Criterion D isone of the four criteriafor eligibility determinations to the National
and/or CdiforniaRegisters. Thecriterion states: “Hasyielded, or may belikely to
yield, information important in prehistory or history.”
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would have no direct impacts to the Southern Hotel. National Register eligibility
determinations have not yet been made for any of the structures located within the
bandwidth.

5.2.4 Wildlife Management Resources

Section 4(f) appliesto wildlife refuges and to wildlife management areasthat primarily
function as a sanctuary or refuge for the protection of species (FHWA Policy Paper).

Wildlife management resources are identified in the Biological Resources Technical
Report and in Sections 3.11 and 4.11 of thisEIS/EIR. The RCIP, of which the HCLE
Corridor study is a component, also includes a proposed Multi-Species Habitat Plan
(MSHCP). TheMSHCPisintended to protect wildlife speciesthat arefederal and state
listed as threatened or endangered.

TheLake Mathewsreservoir wascompleted in 1939 by the M etropolitan Water District
(MWD) as the western terminus of the Colorado River Aqueduct. As part of a
mitigation plan for its water projects, and recognizing the value to wildlife of such a
large open source of water, MWD lands (approximately 1,620 ha [4,000 ac])
surrounding the lake were formally designated as a State ecological reservein 1982. In
the early 1990s, with the federal listing of the Stephens kangaroo rat (SKR) as an
endangered speci es, these samelands, along with an additional 2,430 ha(approximately
6,000 ac) purchased by the Riverside County Habitat Conservation Agency (RCHCA),
were designated ascritical habitat for the SKR initsHabitat Conservation Plan because
they harbored extensive SKR populations and habitat. The Lake Mathews Multi-
SpeciesHabitat Conservation Planwasformally accepted by the U.S. Fishand Wildlife
Service (USFWS) and the CDFG in 1995.

There is currently no public access to any of the Lake Mathews/Estelle Mountain
Reserve lands; therefore, the Reserve is not a recreation resource as defined under
Section 4(f) (Phone conversation, Julie Greene, Interim Reserve Manager, June 14,
2002). However, the Reserve is a designated preserve managed for an endangered
species, andis managed by apublic agency, the Riverside County Habitat Conservation
Agency (RCHCA). Therefore, the Reservequalifiesfor Section 4(f) statusasawildlife
refuge.

Portions of the existing L ake Mathews/Estelle M ountain Reserve on the eastern side of
the lake, and portions of the MSHCP criteriaareathat would connect to the reserve on
the eastern side of the Lake, are transected by Alternatives H1, H3, 1a, and 1b.

The San Jacinto Wildlife Reserve consists of 2,971 ha (7,337 ac) of restored wetlands,
including ponds, and isthefirst Statewildlife areato utilize reclaimed water to enhance
itswetlands. Improvementsare ongoing. Waterfowl, wading birds, and quail areafew
of the many animals found here. The San Jacinto Wildlife Reserve is owned and
operated by CDFG. The southern boundary of the refuge abuts SR-74, east of 1-215.
The bandwidths for Alternatives 1a and 1b aong Ramona Expressway were designed
to allow for widening on the south side of the existing right-of-way to minimize
potential impacts to the existing Wildlife Reserve. Portions of the proposed MSHCP
criteria area would connect to the Wildlife Reserve and are transected by these
alternatives.
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