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Figure 1-2

Typical Sections






Figure 1-3

Bridge and Roadway Plans and Profiles
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APPENDIX A

PROJECT PHOTOGRAPHS









Photo 5. View of north end of project (Commodores intersection)

Photo 6. View of south end of project (Whitecap Blvd. intersection)
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APPENDIX B

MPO AND DCIS INFORMATION



Corpus Christi MPO Metropolitan Transportation Plan (2010 - 2035)

As of April 16, 2013

EST CONST. COST
TXDOT CSJ# MPO Project # PROJECT From To DESCRIPTION Cat (millions) Year of Construct Remarks Let Stauts
Y.0.E
Cat 2 (Urban Corridor)
1 |3364-01-010 S032C0294 FM 3386 2.5 Mile South of IH 37 Haven Drive Construct New FM Road 2 $2.0 2012 Metro Corridor - TIP 2012 May 2012
2 |0617-01-172 S087C0294A SH 358 (S.P.I1.D) S. Staples Street Ayers Street Right-of-Way Purchase 2 $6.5| 2012/13/14 ([Metro Corridor - TIP 2012/2013/2014 w/Cat11 on-going
3 0326-01-052 S089C0109 SH 286 (Crosstown) SH 357 (Saratoga) 1 mile South of FM 43 Complete Freeway Section 2 $25.0 2013 Metro Corridor - TIP 2011
4 10617-01-170 S087C0294B SH 358 (S.P.I1.D) S. Staples Street Ayers Street Ramp reversal Phase Il 2 $48.6 2016 Metro Corridor - TIP 2016
5 [1069-01-028 S090C0399 SH 357 (Saratoga) FM665 Calle Cuernavaca Construct additional travel lanes and access improvement 2 $12.1| 2017-2020 [Metro Corridor - short range plan
6 [0617-01-177 S087C0294B SH 358 (S.P.I1.D) Nile Drive Staples Street Ramp reversal Phase | 2 $30.1| 2017-2020 [Metro Corridor - short range plan
7 (0617-01-901 S087C0294 SH 358 (S.P.I1.D) Ayers Street Rodd Field Road Modify Frontage Road & Add Main Lane 2 $0.5| 2021-2024 |Metro Corridor - mid range plan
8 |0326-01-902 S089C2000 SH 286 (Crosstown) SH 357 (Saratoga) FM 2444 (Staples) Construct Freeway & Interchange 2 $30.0] 2021-2024 [Metro Corridor - mid range plan
9 |0326-03-087 S089C1499 SH 286 (Crosstown) IH 37 SH 358 (S.P.1.D) Install Freeway Management System 2 $0.2| 2021-2024 |Metro Corridor - mid range plan
10 (0101-06-100 S105C0104 US 181 at North of Harbor Bridge Install Freeway Management System 2 $0.2| 2021-2024 [Metro Corridor - mid range plan
11 |0074-06-194 S053C1299 IH 37 At South End of Harbor Bridge San Patricio County Line Install Freeway Management System 2 $1.3] 2021-2024 |Metro Corridor - mid range plan
12 [0074-05-086 S053C0204 IH 37 Nueces County Line US 77 Interchange Install Freeway Management System 2 $0.5| 2021-2024 [Metro Corridor - mid range plan
13 [0617-01-149 S087C0199 SH 358 (S.P.1.D) PR 22 Interchange of IH 37 Install Freeway Management System 2 $0.6] 2021-2024 |Metro Corridor - mid range plan
14 (0326-01-051 S089C0108 SH 286 (Crosstown) SH 358 (S.P.I1.D) SH 357 (Saratoga) Construct of additional lanes 2 $22.5| 2025-2028 [Metro Corridor - long range plan
16 N/A S087C0799 SH 358 (S.P.I1.D) SH 358/SH 44 Interchange Upgrade 2 $6.0 2025-2028 |Metro Corridor - long range plan
17 N/A S088C0104 SH 44 .25 Mile East of Clarkwood .62 Mile West of FM 1694 Complete Freeway 2 $32.0] 2029-2032 [Metro Corridor - long range plan
18 |2263-03-900 S091C0104 SH 361 PR 22 Beach Access Road Construct Additional 2 Lanes 2 $40.0| 2033-2035 [Metro Corridor - long range plan
19 |0102-01-088 S088C0899 SH 44 .93 Mile East of FM 3386 .19 Mile East of FM 1694 Construct Main Lanes, Interchange, Frontage Road 2 $262.8 N/A Metro Corridor - long range unfunded
20 |0101-04-097 S105C0204 US 181 SPUR 202 FM 3239 (Buddy Ganem) Construct Additional 2 Lanes for 6 Lane Freeway 2 $125.0 N/A Metro Corridor - long range unfunded
Cat 7 (Metro Mobility)
1 |[3340-01-005 S012C0197 FM 3239 (Buddy Ganem) FM 2986 (Wildcat Drive) US 181 Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. 7 $4.3 2012 Metro Mobility - TIP 2012 Aug 2012
2 [0916-28-060 S208C0611 Memorial Parkway Memorial Pkwy @Oak Brook FM 3239 (Buddy Ganem) Reconstruction and Extension 7 $0.7 2012 Metro Mobility - TIP 2012 (Amended in Aug 2011) Aug 2012
3 |1557-01-037 S141C0200 FM 43 - (Weber) SH 286 Yorktown Boulevard Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. 7 $9.7 2013 Metro Mobility - TIP 2013
4 [0916-35-173 S154F0112 CBD Feasibility Study Various Locations in Corpus Christi Feasibility Study for pedestrian-oriented development 7 $0.2 2013 Metro Mobility - TIP 2013 (Amended in Dec 2012)
5 |0916-35-168 S119C0194 Williams Drive Airline Road |S. Staples Street Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. 7 $5.0 2014 Metro Mobility - TIP 2014
6 [0916-00-066 S132E0299 Regional Parkway Phase I Various Location Environmental Review for first segment 7 $2.0 2015 Metro Mobility - TIP 2015
7 [0326-01-056 S089E0212 SH 286 (Crosstown) FM 43 (Weber Rd.) |FM 2444 (Staples) Environmental Review/Study 7 $0.5 2015 Metro Mobility - TIP 2015
8 10916-00-067 S1540M0112 O & M Improvements Various Location Operation & Management Improvements 7 $2.0 2015 Metro Mobility - TIP 2015
9 |0916-00-068 S154C0112 Pedestrian & Bike Various Location Construct Bike and Pedestrian Facilities 7 $1.7 2015 Metro Mobility - TIP 2015
10 [0916-35-170 S049C0597 Holly Road, Phase I SH 286 (Crosstown) Greenwood Drive Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. 7 $6.3 2016 Metro Mobility - TIP 2016
11 N/A S202C0106 Rodd Field Road Saratoga Boulevard Yorktown Boulevard Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. 7 $7.5| 2017-2020 [Metro Mobility - short range plan Bond 2012
12 N/A S141C0105 FM 43 (Weber) SH 286 (Crosstown) FM 763 Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. 7 $7.6] 2017-2020 |Metro Mobility - short range plan
13 N/A S0199R109 Harbor Bridge North Ship Channel South Ship Channel Purchase Right of Way 7 $6.0] 2017-2020 [Metro Mobility - short range plan
14 N/A S028C0294 FM 2444 (Staples) CR 41 SH 286 (Crosstown) Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. 7 $5.0/ 2017-2020 |Metro Mobility - short range plan
15 N/A S121C0394 Yorktown Boulevard Cimarron Boulevard Rodd Field Road Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. 7 $7.5| 2021-2024 |Metro Mobility - mid range plan Bond 2012
16 |2142-01-022 S036C0299 FM 2292 (Rand Morgan) Leopard Street IH-37 Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. 7 $3.8] 2021-2024 |Metro Mobility - mid range plan
17 N/A S064C0294 McArdle Road Nile Drive Ennis Joslin Road (Spur 3) Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. 7 $3.6] 2021-2024 |Metro Mobility - mid range plan Bond 2012
18 |0916-28-904 S006C0297 Akins Drive Lang Road FM 2986 (Wildcat Drive) Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. 7 $2.0] 2021-2024 |Metro Mobility - mid range plan
19 |3596-01-002 S085C0104 Spur 3 (Ennis Joslin) SH 358 (S.P.1.D) Rodd Field Road Construct travel lanes and access improvements 7 $9.2| 2021-2024 |[Metro Mobility - mid range plan
20 [0916-35-928 S156C0103 CR 40 FM 1694 Robstown City Limits Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. 7 $3.8] 2025-2028 |Metro Mobility - long range plan
21 N/A S039C0106 Flour Bluff Drive Don Patricio Yorktown Boulevard Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. 7 $14.3| 2025-2028 [Metro Mobility - long range plan
22 N/A S086C0197 Stark Road Moore Avenue Lang Road Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. 7 $2.1| 2025-2028 |Metro Mobility - long range plan
23 N/A S118C0104 Wooldridge Road Quebec Drive Oso Parkway Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. 7 $9.0| 2029-2032 [Metro Mobility - long range plan
24 N/A S141C0206 FM 43 (Weber) FM 763 FM 665 Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. 7 $15.5| 2029-2032 [Metro Mobility - long range plan
25 N/A S002C0196 SH 286 0.25 miles S. FM 43 0.25 miles S FM 2444 (Staples) |Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. 7 $15.5| 2033-2035 [Metro Mobility - long range plan
26 N/A S204C0111 Chatwick Drive 0.10 miles E of Memorial Cedar Drive Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. 7 $10.0| 2033-2035 [Metro Mobility - long range plan
27 N/A S203C0196 FM 665 @ 2444 FM 43 (Terminus) us 77 Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. 7 $49.4 N/A Metro Mobility - long range unfunded
Cat 3 (Proposition 12) + Cat 7
: . : Propl2 $11.2 State Funding
1 [2343-01-036 S028C0194 FM 2444 (Staples) SH 286 (Crosstown) Oso Parkway Intersection Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. Cat 7 $13.0 2013 Cat 7 supplemental funding (Amended in Dec 2012/Feb 2013)
Cat 3 (Local Contribution)
1 |0617-02-064 S128C0112 Park Road 22 Bridge White Cap Rd. Construct a Bridge 3 $9.0 2013 100% Local Funded Project
Cat 12 (State-wide Strategic Priority)
1 [(5800-00-950) S088C0204 SH 44 .17 Mile West of FM 1694 .17 Mile East of FM 1694 Construct an overpass 12 $11.5 2013 State-wide Strategic Priority (Safety Improvement)
Cat 3 (Texas Mobility Funds)
1 0916-35-172 S123C0196 Intermodal Access Along with Joe Fulton Corridor Construct Railroad Track 3 $28.0 2014 Texas Mobility Funds & Local Contribution
Cat 6 (Structures Replacement & Rehabilitation)
1 [0101-06-095B S0199C109B Harbor Bridge Phase | North Ship Channel South Ship Channel Construct new Harbor Bridge over the ship channel 6 $291.0 2017 Bridges
Cat TBD
1 N/A S132C0299 Regional Parkway PR 22 IH 37 Construct additional travel lanes and access imp. TBD N/A N/A Long-range unfunded
** Regional Parkway cost $420.000 interchanges $300.000 bridge and elevated causeway $196.000 for 53 miles of suburban freeeway @ $3.7 million
TIGER
1 N/A POCCA-TIGER |Nueces Rail Yard Expansion Along the Nueces River Construct new rail siding TIGER $10.00 2013 TIGER IV (Amended in Dec 2011)
Color Code
FY2012 TIP

FY2013-2016 TIP

100% Locallly Funded Project
Long range unfunded




FY2013-2016 Transportation Improvement Program - Highway Project Summary

As of June 14, 2012

Category |CSJ# Project From To Project Sponsor YOE Cost FY
Cat 2 0326-01-052 [SH 286 (Crosstown) Highway Extension SH 357 (Saratoga Blvd.) |FM 43 (Weber Rd.) TxDOT S 26,000,000.00 2013
Cat 2 0617-01-170 |SH 358 (S.P.I.D) Right of Way Purchase Ayers St. S. Staples St. TxDOT S 2,812,160.00 2013
Cat 7 1557-01-037 |FM 43 (Weber Rd.) SH 286 (Crosstown) Yorktown Blvd. TxDOT S  8,528,000.00 2013
Prop 12 |2343-01-036 |FM 2444 (Staples) SH 286 (Crosstown) Oso Creek TxDOT S 11,648,000.00 2013
Local 0617-02-064 |Park Road 22 Bridge White Cap Blvd. City of Corpus Christi S 9,193,600.00 2013
FY2013 Total| $ 58,181,760.00
|Cat 12 |(5800-00-950) |*SH 44/FM1694 Overpass | at SH 44/FM 1694 Intersection TxDOT S 14,824,000.00 2013
*Information purpose only. SH 44/FM 1694 Overpass project is grouped CSJ#5800-00-950 as a state-wide safety improvement project, not CCMPQ's FY2013 TIP project.
Cat 2 0617-01-170 |SH 358 (S.P.1.D) Right of Way Ayers St. S. Staples St. TxDOT S 2,924,646.00 2014
Cat7 0916-35-905 |Williams Drive Airline Rd. S. Staples St. City of Corpus Christi S 7,392,628.00 2014
FY2014 Total| $ 10,317,274.00
Cat7 0916-00-066 |Regional Parkway Environmental Study Various Locations TxDOT S  2,000,000.00 2015
Cat7 0326-01-056 [SH 286 (Crosstown) Environmental Study FM 43 (Weber Rd.) |South of FM 2444 TxDOT S 500,000.00 2015
Cat7 0916-00-067 |RoadwayOperation/ Maintenance Various Locations TxDOT S 2,000,000.00 2015
Cat7 0916-00-068 |Pedestrian & Bike Facilities Various Locations TxDOT S 1,800,000.00 2015
FY2015 Total| $  6,300,000.00
Cat7 0916-35-170 |Holly Road SH 286 (Crosstown) Greenwood Dr. City of Corpus Christi S 7,370,105.00 2016
Cat 2 0617-01-170 |[SH 358 (S.P. I. D) Ramp Reversal Phase Il S. Staples St. Ayers St. TxDOT S 42,300,000.00 2016
FY 2016 Total| $ 49,670,105.00
$

Category 2 Projects:
Category 7 Projects:
Category 12 Projects:
Proposition 12 Project:
Local Project:

Metro Corridor Projects

Metro Mobility & Rehabiliation Projects

Strategic Priority Projects

General Obligation Bond (Proposition 12) Projects
100% Locally funded projects

FY2013-2016 Grand Total

124,469,139.00




UPDATE MODE 06707712

BEG MILE POINT
BEG REF MARKER NUM
END REF MARKER NUM

T0 WHITE CAP

PROJECT ID (PO1)
CTL-SEC-JOB 0617 ~ 02 - 064 HWY NO PR 22
-7.435 END MILE POINT
_626 BSUFFIX
_626 BSUFFIX
LIMITS FROM N. OF WHITE CAP RD.

14:12:34

TYPE OF WORK
LAYMANS DESC

CONSTRUCT BRIDGE
CONSTRUCT BRIDGE

_7.685 PROJECT LENGTH MI
- DISPLACEMENT 0.185 DFO
— DISPLACEMENT _0.435 DFO

ENGLISH DCIS.02A
DIST 16 CNTY NUECES

178
0.100
6.817
7.067

TRM UPDATE FLAG 8
PROJ CLASS MSC
SPEC BOOK YEAR 04

PDP CODE LOCAL

ABATEMENT AUTH 0 0

LET SCH FY 2014

RESP. SECTION . FUNCTIONAL CLASS 2 FED LETTER OF AUTH _0_o
INFLATION % 4.00 DISTRICT OVER % 0.00_ STATE LETTER OF AUTH _0_o
LATEST EST OF CST COST 8500000 UTP AUTHORITY CONS
DATE OF LATEST EST 08 31 11 PRES DIST EST LET DATE 12 13
AUTHORIZED AMOUNT 8500000 TRUNK SYS N APPROVED LET DATE _0 _0
CONTRACT CSJ 061702064 NHS Y ACTUAL LET DATE _0 _0
OVERSIGHT 8 HURR EVAC RTE N PROJ NUM NH ( . =
PROJ ANCESTORS 061702901 ROW C8J:
PROJ DESCENDENTS
REMARKS
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LEGIS UPDT FIN EVAL EST SUM TP STIP METR COR TPC PE MENU



DC52B010-NO CHANGES MADE; PLEASE CONTINUE.

UPDATE MODE P02 - Comstruction Cost DCIS.03B
CTL-SEC-JOB 0617-02-064 TOLL N (Y/N/P) DIST EST AMT § 8500000

LOW BID AMT § 0.00 SCREEN LOCKED: N DATE OF LAST EST 08 31 11
TOLL CREDITS 0 ___ % TAPERED MATCH _ (Y) INFLATED EST $§ 9043397

CDA N (Y/N/P) CDA NUMBER __ PIF _ (Y/N/P) RMA _ (Y/N/P) TIER _
PRESERVATION PERCENT O__ % MOBILITY PERCENT 0__ %
LINE WORK PID AUTHORIZED APPL APPN CATE- FIXED FUNCT DATE MIN ORD
AMOUNT PCT CODE GORY FLAG FM T0 NUMBER
8500000 100.0 1110 3 - 102 190 12 113074

|
E

LOCAL

(-

QLN WM M
|
coocoocoo00

4
_0
_0
_0
_0
_0
-0
_0
_0
_0

BB NN
OCO0O0O000O00 0
QCO0OO00000O0O
REREEENN
OO0OO000000 O
NENERNNN

a

TOTAL $ 8500000
' USE PF8 KEY TO OBTAIN PROJECT FINANCE - PERCENT SCREEN '

Enter-PFl---PF2---PF3---PFd~-~PF5~~~PF6~—~PF7~~~PF8~— ~PF9~--PF10-~-PF1l1--PFl12-~-
ID FIN EVAL EST SUM oTP STIP PCT COR TPC PE MENT
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Project No. ASF11-147-00 i
June 6, 2013

Results

The project is now located in a mixed-use setting consisting of residential, commercial, and recreational
uses. The study of aerial photos indicates that large sections of the APE have been previously disturbed
by utility installations, roadway construction, adjacent development, and soil survey maps indicate some
naturally-occurring soil erosion and sedimentation.

Previously Recorded Archeological Sites and Surveys

The results of the background study determined that no previously recorded archeological sites are
located within the APE. The portion of the APE along PR 22 roadway was previously surveyed for
cultural resources in 1998, and no sites were recorded within the APE as a result of the investigation.
The canal area has not been previously surveyed for cultural resources. No additional information was
available on the Atlas or at TARL. No sites currently listed or eligible for listing in the NRHP or sites
designated as SALs have been recorded within the APE (THC 2012).

Conclusions and Recommendations

Based on the results of the background study, there are no previously recorded archeological sites
eligible for listing or potentially eligible for listing in the NRHP or designated SALs within or adjacent to
the APE. No cemeteries are located in or within 75 feet of the archeological APE. The portion of the APE
along PR 22 was previously surveyed for cultural resources in 1998, and no sites were recorded within
this section of the APE as a result of the investigation (THC 2013).

The study of aerial photos revealed extensive disturbance to the APE along PR 22; there exists a low
probability for intact, buried deposits along the PR 22 ROW. The proposed canal area within the PR 22
ROW has also been disturbed by previous roadway construction of PR 22. The potential to encounter
significant cultural resources is low and no additional archeological work is recommended within the
canal area portion of the APE. Based on the extent of existing disturbances within the APE, the APE
possesses little potential for containing archeological deposits. No additional archeological work is
recommended within the APE.

Please review the proposed project at your earliest convenience. Thank you for your assistance.

Very truly yours,

[ TANTIQUITIES CODE OF TEXAS REVIEW

/ | LI
(k- oy LB =
Pollyanna Clark, MA, RPA ior Mark Wolfe et

Archaeologist Executive Director, Tyg =z
PAC/MTK/bg ?gt;;‘# e 3
Attachments

Copies Submitted: Above (1 Electronic PDF Copy)

Chip Urban, PE, Urban Engineering (1 Electronic PDF Copy)
Natasha Fudge, PE, City of Corpus Christi (1 Electronic PDF Copy)

RABAKISTNER
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IMPACT ASSESSMENT FOR RARE,
THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES



Impact Assessment for Rare, Threatened and Endangered Species

Park Road 22 Bridge Environmental Assessment

Nueces County, Texas
CSJ: 0617-02-064

APPENDIX D
Impact Assessment for Rare, Threatened and Endangered Species of
Potential Occurrence within Nueces County, Texas

EO ID # from
Suitable TXNDD
Species Species Habitat Description | . Hablt.at Recorded Effect'on Justification
in project Occurrences Species
area? within 1.5 miles
of project area
Amphibians
Black Spotted This species can be found in No No No Impact | No fresh water wet areas occur within
Newt wet or sometimes-wet areas, the proposed project limits. Ditches
(Notophthalmu | such as arroyos, canals, ditches, along the ROW are heavily influenced
s meridionalis) or even shallow depressions; with tidal surges during storm events.
ST; SGCN aestivates in the ground during
dry periods; Gulf Coast Plain
south of the San Antonio River.
Sheep Frog Predominantly grassland and No No No Impact | No fresh water wet areas occur within
(Hypopachus savanna; moist sites in arid the proposed project limits. Ditches
variolosus) areas. along the ROW are heavily influenced
ST; SGCN with tidal surges during storm events.
Birds
Eskimo Curlew | Historic; nonbreeding: No No No Effect | The proposed project consists of a
(Numenius grasslands, pastures, plowed maintained roadway right-of-way.
borealis) fields, and less frequently,
FE; SE marshes and mudflats.
Northern Open country, especially No No No Effect | The proposed project consists of a
Aplomado savanna and open woodland, maintained roadway right-of-way. No
Falcon and sometimes in very barren suitable habitat as described for the
(Falco areas; grassy plains and valleys Northern Aplomado Falcon
femoralis with scattered mesquite, yucca, is present in the project area.
septentrionalis) | and cactus; nests in old stick
FE; SE; SGCN nests of other bird species.
Peregrine Both subspecies migrate across No Yes; EO ID# No Impact | The Peregrine Falcon could migrate
Falcon (Falco the state from more northern 2406;Last over the area, but would not likely
peregrinus) breeding areas in U.S. and observed 1991. occur in the areas where project
ST Canada to winter along coast activities are proposed.

and farther south; subspecies
(F. p. anatum) is also a resident
breeder in west Texas; the two
subspecies’ listing statuses
differ, F.p. tundrius is no longer
listed in Texas; but because the
subspecies are not easily
distinguishable at a distance,
reference is generally made
only to the species level; see
subspecies for habitat.
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Impact Assessment for Rare, Threatened and Endangered Species

Park Road 22 Bridge Environmental Assessment

Nueces County, Texas
CSJ: 0617-02-064

EO ID # from
Suitable TXNDD
Species Species Habitat Description | . Hablt.at Recorded Effect'on Justification
in project Occurrences Species
area? within 1.5 miles
of project area
Piping Plover Wintering migrant along the No Yes; EO No Effect | The project consists of a maintained
(Charadrius Texas Gulf Coast; beaches and ID#s 1482, roadway right-of-way. No undisturbed
melodus) bayside mud or salt flats. 3369, and beaches or bayside mud or salt flats
FT; ST; SGCN 7324; Last are located within the existing ROW of
observed the project. Several occurrences of
1991. Piping Plover were noted on the NDD;
however, these occurrences were
located to the west of the proposed
project on the bayside flats.
Red Knot Breeds in drier tundra areas, No No No Effect | No suitable habitat exists since the
(Calidris such as sparsely vegetated proposed project consists of a
canutus rufa) hillsides. Outside of breeding maintained roadway right-of-way.
FT; SGCN season, it is found primarily in
intertidal, marine habitats,
especially near coastal inlets,
estuaries, and bays. (Cornell
2015).
Reddish Egret Resident of the Texas Gulf Yes, in the No May The project consists of a maintained
(Egretta Coast; brackish marshes and area impact, roadway right-of-way. No undisturbed
rufescens) shallow salt ponds and tidal adjacent not likely | beaches or bayside mud or salt flats
ST; SGCN flats; nests on ground or in to the PR to are located within the existing ROW of
trees or bushes, on dry coastal 22 ROW adversely | the project. However, their habitat
inlands in brushy thickets of impact could occur adjacent to the proposed
yucca and prickly pear. the project.
species
Sooty Tern It breeds on flat, open, sparsely | Yes, in the No May The Sooty Tern is a pelagic species,
(Sterna or heavily vegetated, oceanic or area impact, meaning that it lives or occurs in/near
fuscata) barrier islands of sand, coral or adjacent not likely | the open sea. The proposed project is
ST; SGCN rock in productive tropical and to the PR to inland and is not likely to impact affect
subtropical offshore waters rich 22 ROW adversely | this species. The species could occur
in plankton, fish and squid. It is impact adjacent to the proposed project to
absent from cold current areas the the east (on Gulf side).
and generally avoids islands species
with terrestrial predators (del
Hoyo et al. 1996). Breeds from
April to July.
Sprague’s Pipit | Only in Texas during migration No No No Effect | No suitable habitat is present that

(Anthus
spragueii)
FC; SGCN

and winter, mid-September to
early April; short to medium
distance, diurnal migrant;
strongly tied to native upland
prairie, can be locally common
in coastal grasslands,
uncommon to rare further
west; sensitive to patch size
and avoids edges.

would support this species.
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Impact Assessment for Rare, Threatened and Endangered Species

Park Road 22 Bridge Environmental Assessment

Nueces County, Texas
CSJ: 0617-02-064

EO ID # from
Suitable TXNDD
Species Species Habitat Description | . Hablt.at Recorded Effect'on Justification
in project Occurrences Species
area? within 1.5 miles
of project area
Texas Botteri’s | Grassland and short grass plains No No No Impact | No suitable habitat exists since the
Sparrow with scattered bushes or proposed project consists of a
(Aimophila shrubs, sagebrush, mesquite, or maintained roadway right-of-way.
botterii texana) | yucca; nests on ground of low
ST; SGCN clump of grasses.
White-faced Prefers fresh water marshes, Yes, in the No May The project consists of a maintained
Ibis (Plegadis sloughs, and irrigated rice area impact, roadway right-of-way. The habitat of
chihi) fields, but will attend brackish adjacent not likely | the White-faced Ibis would not likely
ST; SGCN and saltwater habitats; nests in to the PR to occur in the areas where project
marshes, in low trees, on the 22 ROW adversely | activities are proposed. However,
ground in bulrushes or reeds, or impact potential habitat may occur on
on floating mats. the adjacent properties.
species
White-tailed Near coast, it is found on No No No Impact | No suitable habitat exists since the
Hawk (Buteo prairies, cord grass flats, and proposed project consists of a
albicaudatus) scrub-live oak; further inland on maintained roadway right-of-way.
ST; SGCN prairies, mesquite and oak
savannas. And mixed savanna-
chaparral; breeding March to
May.
Whooping Potential migrant via plains No No No Effect | No suitable habitat for Whooping
Crane throughout most of state to Crane exists since the project consists
(Grus coast; winters in coastal of a maintained roadway right-of-way.
Americana) marshes of Aransas, Calhoun,
FE; SE; SGCN and Refugio counties.
Wood Stork Forages in prairie ponds, | Yes,inthe No May No suitable habitat exists within the
(Mycteria flooded pastures or fields, area impact, project area that consists of a
americana) ditches, and other shallow adjacent not likely | maintained roadway right-of-way and
ST; SGCN standing water, including salt- to the PR to roadside ditches. However, potential
water; usually roosts 22 ROW adversely | habitat may occur on adjacent
communally in tall snags, impact properties.
sometimes in association with the
other wading birds (i.e. active species
heronries); breeds in Mexico
and birds move into Gulf States
in search of mud flats and other
wetlands, even those
associated with forested areas;
formerly nested in Texas, but
no breeding records since 1960.
Fish
Opossum Brooding adults found in fresh No No No Impact | No suitable habitat exists since the
pipefish or low salinity waters and proposed project consists of a
(Microphis young move or are carried into maintained roadway right-of-way.
brachyurus) more saline waters after birth;
ST; SGCN southern coastal areas.
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Impact Assessment for Rare, Threatened and Endangered Species

Park Road 22 Bridge Environmental Assessment

Nueces County, Texas
CSJ: 0617-02-064

EO ID # from
Suitable TXNDD
Species Species Habitat Description | . Hablt.at Recorded Effect'on Justification
in project Occurrences Species
area? within 1.5 miles
of project area

Smalltooth Different life history stages No No No Effect | No suitable habitat exists since the
sawfish have different patterns of proposed project consists of a
(Pristis habitat use; young found very maintained roadway right-of-way.
pectinata) close to shore in muddy and
FE; SE; SGCN sandy bottoms, seldom

descending to depths greater

than 32 ft (10 m); in sheltered

bays, on shallow banks, and in

estuaries or river mouths; adult

sawfish are encountered in

various habitat types

(mangrove, reef, seagrass, and

coral), in varying salinity

regimes and temperatures, and

at various water depths, feed

on a variety of fish species and

crustaceans.
Mammals
Gulf Coast Slightly larger than a domestic No No No Effect | No suitable habitat exists since the
jaguarundi cat; looks more like a large proposed project consists of a
(Herpailurus weasel or otter; uniform in maintained roadway right-of-way.
(=felis) color with a dark gray-brown to
yagouaroundi chestnut brown coat; darker
cacomitli) animals usually found in the
FE; SGCN dense forest while the lighter

individuals are found in more

arid and open areas; body is

long and low with short legs;

small, flattened head with

weasel-like ears and narrow

brown eyes; long, flattened tail
Ocelot Dense chaparral thickets; No No No Effect | No suitable habitat exists since the
(Leopardus mesquite-thorn shrub and live proposed project consists of a
pardalis) oak mottes; avoids open areas; maintained roadway right-of-way.
FE; SE; SGCN breeds and raises young June-

November.
Red wolf Extirpated; formerly known No No No Effect | This species is extirpated.

(Canis rufus)
FE; SE

throughout eastern half of
Texas in brushy and forested
areas, as well as coastal
prairies.
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