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\ : APPROVED BY THE
NDARD AGREEMENT — arrorney ceneraL CONTRACT NUMBER: AM_NG.
EV.59) " CTA - 02007
: | TAXPAYER'S FEDERAT EMPLOYER IENTIFICATION NUMEZR
!EMENT, made and entered into this 23 1d__ day of MY ,asim 2003
of California, by and between State of Califomnia, through its duly elected or appointed, qualified and acting
= OFFICER ACTING FOR STATE AGENCY
tive Officer California Tahoe Conservancy  hereafter called the State, and
\CTOR'S NAME - : ,

, hereafter.called the Contractor.

y of E1 Dorado

‘ESSETH: That the Contractor for and in consideration of the covenants, conditions, agreements, and stipulations of the State hereinafter expressed
rereby agree to furnish to the State services and materials as follows: (Set forth service to be rendered by Contractor, amount to be paid Cantractor'

or performance or completion, and attach plans and specifications, ifany.)

1. Scope of Agreement

The California Tahoe Conservancy (hereinafter "Conservancy"), acting pursuant to

Section 66907.7 of the Government Code and its resolution of May 23, 2003, hereby grants to

El Dorado County (hereinafter "Grantee"), a sum not to exceed one million seven hundred sixty-

six thousand three hundred dollars ($1,766,300), subject to the terms and conditions set forth

below. These funds shall be used for the Apalachee Phase III Erosion Control Project y
(hereinafter "the Project(s)", as further described in the Conservancy staff recommendation of '
even date with the above resolution and attached hereto as Exhibit A. ‘

TINUED ON SHEETS,
rse side hereof constitute a part of this agreement.

-~

EACH BEARING NAME OF CONTRACTOR AND CONTRACT NUMBER.

1 provisions on the reve

/TTNESS WHEREOF, this agreement has been executed by the parties hereto, upon the date first above written.
STATE OF CALIFORNIA A CONTRACTOR
= CONTRACTOR (If olher than an individual, stale heth a corporalion, parinership, elc.)
fornia _1ahoe Conservancy County of E1 ‘Dorado
.——J SIGNATURE) a BY (AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE)
‘ >
[ED NAME OF PERSON SIGNING PRINTED NAME AND TITLE OF PERSON SIGNING
nis T. Machida
: ADDRESS g
cutive Officer 360 Fair Ln. Placerville, CA 95667
JNT ENCUMBERED BY THIS PROGRAM/CATEGORY (CODE AND TITLE) FUND TITLE Department of General Services
JMENT . Use Only
1,766,300 (OPTIONAL USE)
il AMOUNT ENCUMBERED FOR
CONTRACT
0 ITEM CHAPTER STATUTE FISCAL YEAR
: 3125-101-
INT ENCUMBERED TO 5-101-0005 — 379 02 02/03
OBJECT OF EXPENDITURE (CODE AND TITLE)
.30 10600
sereby certify upon my own personal knowledge that budgeted funds I 18.A.NC. B.A. NO.
‘e available for the period and purpose of the expenditure stated above.
JATURE OF ACCOUNTING OFFICER DATE
A cmmnean 1 STATE AGENCY [} ceer.croen. sE8. [} conTRoLLER O




The Grantee hereby agrees to complete the Prc;jgct(s) in accordance with:

(@) the terms and conditions of this Agreement; -

(ii) the Project Schedule(s) as set forth in Exhibit B; and

(iii) the Final Project Plans and Specifications approved by the Executive Officer of

the Conservancy ("the Executive Officer") pursuant to the paragraph entitled "Final Project
Plans and Specifications” below.

The Grantee shall at all times exercise responsibility over the design and irhplementation of the
Project(s)- .

2. Incorporation of Documents by Reference

The following exhibits and other documents are incorporated by reference into this Agreement
and made a part hereof: _

(2) Exhibit A, Conservancy Staff Recommendation containing the Conservancy board
resolution of May 23, 2003;

(b) Exhibit B, the Project Schedule(s);

(c) Exhibit C, Grantee's List of Assurances;

(d) Exhibit D, Request for Disbursement Form;

(¢) Exhibit E, Mandatory Insurance Provision; and

(f) Exhibit F, Drug-free Workplace Certification Form STD-21.

(g) Exhibit G, Proposition 12 Sign Guidelines

In the event of any inconsistency between or among the main body of this Agreement and the
above documents, the inconsistency shall be resolved, except as otherwise provided herein, by
giving precedence in the following order: (1) Conservancy Resolution; (2) the body of the
Agreement; (3) the Final Project Plans and Specifications approved by the Executive Officer;

(4) the Project Schedule(s); (5) the Operation and Maintenance Guidelines; (6) Conservancy
Staff Recommendation; (7) Grantee's List of Assurances; (8) the Mandatory Insurance Provision;

(9) the model Request for Disbursement Form; and (10) the Drug-free Workplace Certification.

3. California Conservation Corps ( CCQC)

The Grantee agrees to utilize the labor of the CCC in the implementation of the Project(s) where

such use is feasible and in the best interests of the Project(s) as determined by Grantee.

4. Project Plans and Specifications

Within the time periods shown in the Project Schedule(s) in Exhibit B, the Grantee agrees to

consult with Conservancy and other appropriate agencies with respect to the design of each

project prior to preparation of preliminary plans, and to submit a water quality monitoring

program, detailed preliminary plans, Final Project Plans and Specifications, and other specified

work products to the Executive Officer for his review and approval. Said approvals (a) shall be
2
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by way of a written determination that said items are consistent with this Agreement, and
(b) shallbe a precondition of Grantee's (i) advertising for construction bids; (ii) entering into
agreements with the California Conservation Corps (hereinafter "the CCC"); and/or

(iii) undertaking construction where no contractors are to be hired.

v em gt st e Y g

Upon approval, the Grantee shall initiate the water quality monitoring program in order to obtain

data on site conditions both before and after construction of Project improvements.

Project Plans and Specifications (hereinafter "the Final Plans") for each project shall include:

(a) construction plans and specifications which have been certified by a licensed engineer, ot
approved by the Grantee's Director of the Department of Transportation;

(b) a detailed budget for the Project which shall include the estimate of the engineer or other
official listed under subdivision (a) above for constructing the Project based on the Final
Plans ("engineer's estimate"), plus design and administrative costs, water quality monitoring
costs, and any other related expenditures (hereinafter "the Project Budget"). The engineer's.
estimate shall also itemize the cost of any work to be performed by the CCC. If funds other
than Conservancy grant funds are to be applied to the Project, the estimate shall indicate how
the funds from the various funding sources will be allocated to the listed costs. If the Final
Plans differ substantially from cither the estimated budget or the conceptual plans in

Exhibit A, or the preliminary plans, a written explanation of the reasons for such differsnces

shall accompany the Final Plans;
(c) a revised Project Schedule, if different from that in Exhibit B;

(d) a description of the planned involvement of the CCC in the Project or Grantee's written
determination stating the reasons why the participation by the CCC is not feasible or is not in

the best interest of the Project;

(¢) the wording and location of all signs to be erected on the Project site(s) pursuant to the
paragraph entitled "Signing" below; and ' '

(f) any other items not listed above which are contained in the final bid package.

If prior to the award of any construction contract, it is determined that project costs will exceed
available funding for a Project, the Grantee may redesign the Project and eliminate any discrete
component, to be mutually agreed upon, which cannot be constructed due to lack of funding.

The Grantee will be required to notify the Conservancy's project manager or his or her designee
prior to authorization of any change to the approved plans and specifications or to the

construction contract bid amount. The Grantee is required to obtain written approval from the
Conservancy's Executive Officer or his or her designee if:

(2) the change would alter the original function or intent of the approved plans and
3
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specifications; or
(b) any bid item is increased or decreased by more than 15%, or ,
- (c) achange order exceeds $5,000 or 3% of the construction contract bid amount, whichever

is smaller.

" The Grantee will be required to ’obtain_ oral approval from the Conservancy's Executive Officer
. or his or her designee for any other change. :

5. Other Contractors

Nothing in the contract documents shall create any contractual relationship between any third
party contractor and the Conservancy. '

6. Signing

For each major segment or element of a Project, the Grantee shall in accordance with the Final
Plans, erect and maintain interpretive signs if proposed, as well as signs which identify the
Project and the respective roles of the Conservancy and the Grantee and acknowledge the
funding assistance from the Conservancy. Projects funded by “The Safe Neighborhood Parks,
Clean Water, Clean Air and Coastal Protection Bond Act of 2000” must comply with the sign
guidelines set forth in Exhibit G.

7. Conditions Precedent to Construction and/or Disbursement

In addition to any other conditions contained hereinabove, no-construction of an individual
project shall be undertaken until written evidence has been provided to the Conservancy:

(2) that each contractor has furnished a performance bond in favor of the Grantee, in the
following amounts: for faithful performance, one hundred percent (100%) of the contract
value; and for labor and materials, one hundred percent (100%) of the contract value;

(b) that all permits and approvals necessary to begin construction under applicable local,
State and Federal laws and regulations have been obtained;

(c) that Grantee has complied with the requirements set forth in the paragraph entitled
"nsurance"”, below; and -

(d) that Grantee has obtained ownership or sufficient control of the Project site to ensure
implementation and maintenance of the Project.

If, following the request for contractor bids, the Project budget does not accurately reflect the
allocation of itemized Project costs, the Grantee shall submit for written approval by the
Executive Officer a revised Project budget. No funds shall be disbursed until the revised budget

has been approved.
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. 8. Notification

As early as possible prior to the commencement of construction of each individual project,
Grantee shall notify the Conservancy of the probable construction start-up date.

9. Final Report

Upon completion of each individual project, Grantee shall supply the Conservancy with evidence
of such completion by submitting a Final Report which includes:

(2) A notice of completion or inspection report approved by the Grantee's Director of the
Department of Transportation, certifying completion of the Project according to the approved

Final Plans;
(b) "As ‘t‘>uilt" drawings of any substantial improvements erected on the Project site(s);

(c) Photographs (prints and slides) of the completed Project site(s), with labels or annotatidns )
showing dates of photographs and briefly describing the subject of each picture.

(d) Water quality monitoring data collected to date and an analysis of the significance of this
data in regard to the effectiveness of the site improvements in improving water quality; and

. (¢) Operation and Maintenance Guidelines mutually agreed to in writing by Grantee and the
Conservancy. :

10. Annual Water Quality Monitoring Reports

In addition to the monitoring report submitted with the final report, Grantee shall submit an
annual monitoring report one year and two years after the completion of construction of each
individual project. Annual reports shall present the data collected during the previous year and
an analysis of the data’s significance in regard to the effectiveness of the control measures in
improving water quality. Variations in the data, if any, and possible reasons for the variations
shall also be discussed. Annual reports shall also discuss the cumulative significance of all data

collected since the initiation of the Project and shall include annotated photographs of the site .
taken during the past year.

11. Expenditure of Funds and Allocation of Funding Among Budget Items

Except as otherwise provided herein, the Grantee shall expend funds in the manner described in
the individual Project budget approved by the Conservancy for each individual project. The
dollar amount of an item in 2 Project budget may be increased by up to ten percent (10%)
through reallocation of funds from another item or items, without approval by the Executive
Officer; however, the Grantee shall notify the Conservancy in writing at the time of making any

such reallocation, and shall identify both the item(s) being increased and those being decreased.
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Any increase of more than ten percent (10%) in the amount of an item must be approved in
writing by the Executive Officer. The total amount of the grant may not be increased except by
formal amendment of this Agreement. Upon receipt of satisfactory documentation that the
sediment reduction efficiency standard will be met for all Projects under this Agreement, and
upon written approval of the Executive Officer of the Conservancy, project funds may be

reallocated between individual projects.

12. Costs and Disbursements

Subject to the Paragraph entitled "Conditions Precedent to Construction and/or Disbursement”
the Conservancy agrees to disburse to the Grantee, in accordance with the Project Budget
approved by the Conservancy (or in accordance with Exhibit A, if an invoice is processed prior
to the receipt and approval of the Project Budget), a total amount not to exceed one million seven
hundred sixty-six thousand three hundred dollars ($1,766,300).

To meet appropriation time limits and monitoring requirements, the final invoice must be
submitted on or before May 2007.

With the exception of advances of grant funds as provided for below, disbursements of grant
funds shall be made increrr_lentally, as separate components of the Project are satisfactorily
completed, and shall be on the basis of costs incurred, less then percent (10%) to be withheld -
from all invoices amounts (including amounts previously advanced) other than amounts actually -
paid to Grantee's construction contractors where the contractors are subject to ten percent (10%)
. withholding by the Grantee. Since funds are not withheld frorn advances, the amounts withheld
" from an invoice that follows an advance could exceed ten percent (10%). Upon substantial
completion of the Project, the amounts withheld may be reduced by the Conservancy to not
Jess than five percent (5%) of the advanced grant amount. The remaining amounts withheld
shall be disbursed upon (1) Grantee's satisfactory completion of the Project and submittal of a
Final Report and a fully executed final Request for Disbursement substantially in the form of
Exhibit D; and (2) final inspection of the Project site(s) and approval of the completed Project
by the Conservancy's designated representative(s).

Upon award of a grant, Grantee may request an advance of up to 90% of the amount set forth in
the Project Budget for design and administration. To request an advance, the Grantee shall
submit: (1) a letter stating the amount of the advance requested signed by a person authorized by
the Grantee to request an advance, and (2) a copy of the approved budget for the project.

After a design and administration advance:

(2) The Grantee shall submit reports at least quarterly showing expenditures from the
advanced funds. This documentation shall be the same as that required for submittal of

invoices, except that a Request for Disbursement form will not be included.
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The Grantee shall request disbursement not more often than nionthly, by filing with the
. Conservancy fully executed "Request for Disbursement" forms which contain:

_ the invoice number (up to 14 characters) which contains a two-letter abbreviation of the
project name, and the sequential number of the invoice (starting with 1) (e.g., GBI, for .,
invoice #1 for the Golden Bear project). The Grantee may also include its own project
number in the invoice number (GB1-95133); '

- Grantee's name and address; :

- the number of this Agreement (€.8., CTA-95025);

- the date of the submittal;

- the amount of the invoice;

- contact person and phone number;

- an itemized description of all work done for which disbursement is requested; and

- the signature of an official authorized by the Grantee to sign such invoices certifying
that the invoiced work has been completed.

Additionally, each form shall be accompanied by:

-- any supporting invoices or other source documents from contractors hired by the
Grantee to complete any portion of the Project(s) funded under this Agreement, and

_  documentation of the completion of the portion of the Project for wﬁich disbursement of
grant funds is requested (such as design drawings, specifications, hydrologic calculations,

‘ site survey or inspection notes, etc.).

If Grantee receives an advance of grant funds, additional graﬁt funds for construction shall not be
disbursed until all advanced funds have expended. Grantee's first request for disbursement after
an advance shall document all expenditures of previously advanced grant funds. '

Failure to submit a completed Request for Disbursement form, with all necessary supporting
documents, shall relieve the Conservancy of any obligation to disburse funds to the Grantee until

such time as the deficiencies are corrected.

Conservancy will make best efforts to forward each completed and approved Request for
Disbursement form to the State Department of General Services or to the Office of the State
Comroller, as the case may be, within ten (10) working days of receipt by the Conservancy.

13. Term of Agreement; Completion Date; Project Schedule

This Agreement shall take effect upon the Conservancy's receipt of one or more original
completed copies signed by the authorized representatives of both parties and the Conservancy's
accounting officer, together with certified copy of Grantee's resolution authorizing Grantee's

execution of this Agreement.
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Conservancy's project manager ot his or her designee for written comments and authorization

' (b) The Grantee shall submit preliminary and final draft plans and specifications to the
to proceed to the next stage of plan and specification preparation.

After Grantee awards the contract(s) for the construction of the Project(s), but not more than
thirty (30) days prior to the start of construction, Grantee may apply for an advance of fifty

- percent (5 0%) of the amount of the Conservancy's share of the construction contract(s) awarded
plus fifty percent (50%) of other construction costs described in the Conservancy-approved final

budget.

To request an advance of grant funds, Grantee shall submit the following items:

(a) A letter identifying the amount of the advance being requested signed by a person
authorized by Grantee to request such an advance;

(b) The bid schedule of the contractor(s) awarded the construction contract(s);

(c) Approved final plans and specifications, and
(d) Grantee's notice of award of construction contract.

At least 30 days after the request for a 50% construction advance, the Grantee may request,
based upon a demonstrated need, a second construction advance for up to an additional forty

‘ percent (40%) of the amount of the Conservancy's share of the construction contract(s) awarded
plus forty percent (40%) of other construction costs described in the Conservancy-approved final

budget upon:

(a) satisfactory completion of a substantial portion of the work for which the initial advance

was made;

(b) submittal of documentation (invoices, etc.) showing expenditure of a substantial portion
of the initial advances; and

(c) documentation that fully explains why an additional advance 1s necessary (suchasa
projected deficit in Grantee funds and Jack of other funding to cover the deficit).

nd construction advance, if Grantee receives and advance of grant funds,

Except for a seco
additional grant funds for construction shall not be disbursed until all advanced funds have been

expended. Grantee's first request for disbursement after the advances shall document all

expenditures of previously advanced grant funds. In the event any portion of the advanced funds

are not needed to construct the improvements for which the funds have been advanced, these
funds shall be returned by Grantee to the Conservancy on or before the date for completion of

construction.
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The term of the Agreement shall run from the effective date through a périod extending twenty
(20) years from the date of completion of construction of all erosion control Project
improvements for each individual project, unless otherwise terminated or amended as provided

herein.

The Grantee agrees to complete construction of each individual project by the completion date(s)
set forth in the Project Schedules ("the Completion Date(s)"). For good cause shown, the
Completion Date(s), as well as any dates set forth in the Project Schedule, may be extended by
the Executive Officer upon written request by the Grantee. Such extension shall not be

unreasonably denied.

Prior to completion of acquisition or construction of site improvements, as the case may be, for .
any discrete component of a project, either party may indicate its intent to terminate its
obligations under this Agreement with respect to that component, for any reason, by providing

the other party with sixty (60) days' notice in writing.

In the event of termination by the Conservancy, the Grantee agrees to take all reasonable
measures to prevent further costs to the Conservancy under this Agreement, and the Conservancy
shall be responsible for any reasonable and noncancellable (binding) obligations incurred by the
Grantee in the performance of this Agreement until the date of actual termination, but in any case
not to exceed the undisbursed balance of funding authorized in this Agreement.

If, other than for reasons beyond Grantee's control, Grantee fails to design and construct the
Project improvements in accordance with this Agreement, or fails to fulfill another material term
or obligation of this Agreement, Grantee shall repay. to the Conservancy all amounts disbursed
by the Conservancy hereunder for any project, except amounts for Project improvements which

* have been installed and which continue to serve a useful function in controlling soil erosion. For
the purposes of this paragraph, the mmaterial” terms shall consist of the requirements of the
"Operation and Maintenance" and "Assi gnability" sections of this Agreement. The Conservancy
may, in its discretion, waive such repayment, in whole or in part, on the basis of Grantee's
written statement of reasons. If the Executive Officer or his designee does not approve such

waiver, the matter shall be referred to the Conservancy's goveming board for its decision.

Following notice of intent to terminate, the Conservancy and the Grantee shall enter into a
written termination agreement establishing the effective date for termination of an individual
Project or the Projects, as the case may be, the basis for settlement of any outstanding
obligations, and the amount and the date of payment of any sums due to either party.

This paragraph shall not be deemed to limit any legal or equitable remedies which either party 2
may have for breach of this Agreement.

14. Operation and Maintenance

Except as otherwise prohibited by State law, the Grantee agrees to (1) operate and maintain the
Project site(s), in accordance with the Operation and Maintenance Guidelines to be mutually
9
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agreed upon by both parties in writing, for the purpose of soil erosion and drainage control
throughout the term of the Agreement; and (2) assume all operation and maintenance costs of the
Project. The operation and maintenance obligations assumed by Grantee hereunder shall be .
limited to those duties set forth and described in the Operation and Maintenance Guidelines, as
agreed to by both parties. The Conservancy and the State shall not be liable for any cost of such
operation and maintenance. Nothing in this Agreement shall prevent the Grantee from receiving
additional grants for such purposes to the full extent of the law.

The Grantee may be excused from its obligations for operation and maintenance of the Project
site(s) during the term of this Agreement only upon the written approval of the Executive Officer
of the Conservancy for good cause shown. "Good cause" includes, but is not limited to, natural
disasters which destroy the Project improvements and render the Project obsolete or
impracticable to rebuild. The Executive Officer's decision to excuse Grantee for good cause

shall not be unreasonably denied.

15. Liability

The Grantee shall be responsible for, indemnify, and save harmless the Conservancy and its
members, officers, agents, and employees, from any and all liabilities, claims, demands,
damages, or costs resulting from, growing out of, or in any way connected with or incident to
this Agreement, Of the design, construction, operation, repair, maintenance, existence of the
Project, except t0 the extent of, and in direct proportion to the active negligence or the intentional
wrongdoing of the Conservancy, or its member(s), officer(s), agent(s) or employee(s), which
arises other than from the omission by Conservancy to review or inspect said plans, designs,

specifications or site(s).

The parties expressly acknowledge that this Agreement is an agreement for the subvention of
public funds from the Conservancy to the Grantee, and is not an "agreement"” as that term is
defined in Government Code Section 895 ora nconstruction contract” under Civil Code

Sections 2782 or 2783. Accordingly, it is acknowledged Grantee does not, in matters arising
under this Agreement, have any right to contribution and indemnity from the Conservancy and/or
the State of California arising under Government Code Sections 895.2 and 895.6.

Grantee waives any and all rights to any type of express or implied indemnity or right of
contribution from the State, its officers, agents or employees, for any liability resulting from,
growing out of, or in any way connected with or incident to this Agreement, except such liability
as results from the Conservancy's active negligence or the intentional wrongdoing of
Conservancy, its member(s), officer(s), agent(s), or employee(s), and, in the case of joint
negligence, is in direct proportion to the Conservancy's share of fault.

Conservancy assumes no responsibility for assuring the safety of the Project improvements and
the Project site(s)- Conservancy's rights under this Agreement to review, inspect, or approve the
Final Plans and Project improvements and/or its election to exercise or not to exercise those
rights, shall not give rise to any warranty or representation that the Final Plans, Project
improvements or the Project site(s) are free of defects and hazards.
10 _
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' 16. Insurance

In the event that Grantee enters into an agreement o agreements with independent contractors or
other third parties other than agencies of the State of California for construction or
implementation of the Project(s) or a portion thereof, such agreement(s) shall include a
mandatory insurance provision substantially in the form of Exhibit "E" attached hereto. In -
addition, Grantee shall make reasonable efforts to assure that Conservancy, and its members,
officers and employees, are included as additional insureds under the insurance required by
Paragraph 1, (A) - (C) of said Exhibit "E" and that a copy of the endorsements or certificate
naming them as additional insureds is furnished to the Conservancy as soon as practical. In the
event the contractor or third party is unable to name the Conservancy as an additional named
insured, the Grantee shall so notify the Conservancy. Within five (5) working days thereafter the
Conservancy should notify the Grantee whether the Grantee shall proceed with the Project(s) or

portion thereof absent such provision in the insurance.
“The company or companies providing such insurance shall have no recourse against the
Conservancy and the State of California, and their members, officers and employees, or any of

them, for payment of any premiums or assessments under such insurance. Conservancy shall
also be provided with notice of any proposed cancellation of insurance.

17. Audits/Accounting/Records . -
. The Grantee shall establish an official file for the Project(s). The file shall contain adequate -

documentation of all actions that have been taken with respect to the project.

The Grantee shall establish separate accounting records for receipt, deposit, and disbursement of
all project funds, including interest. All funds received by the Grantee shall be deposited into
separate fund accounts that identify the funds and clearly show the manner of their disposition.
The Grantee agrees that adequate supporting documentation shall be maintained in such detail so
as to provide an audit trail which will permit tracing transactions from support documentation to

the accounting records to the financial reports and billings.

The grantee shall maintain books, records-documents, and other evidence sufficient to reflect
properly the amount, receipt, and disposition of all project funds, including State funds, interest
earned, and any matching funds by the Grantee and the total cost of the Project)(s). The
maintenance requirements extend to books of original entry, source documents supporting
accounting transactions, the general ledger, subsidiary ledgers, personnel and payroll records,
canceled checks, and related documents and records. Source documents include copies of all e«
awards, applications, and required financial and narrative reports. Personnel and payroll records
shall include the time and attendance reports for all individuals reimbursed under the award,
whether they are employed full-time or part-time. Time and effort reports are also required for
consultants and contractors. Adequate supporting documentation shall be maintained in such
detail so as to provide an audit trail which will permit tracing transactions from the invoices to

the financial statement, to the accounting records, and to the supporting documentation.
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‘All Grantee records relevant to the project must be preserved a minimum of three years after the
final payment of the contract or the final audit, whichever is later, and shall be subject at all
reasonable times 10 inspection, examination, monitoring, copying excerpting, transcribing, and
audit by the State of California.

The State of California and the California Tahoe Conservancy rescrve the right to call fora
program audit or 2 financial audit at any time between the execution of this Agreement and the
Completion of termination of the Project(s). Atany time, the Conservancy may disallow all or
part of the cost of the activity or action determined to be not in compliance with the terms and

conditions of this Agreement.

18. Nondiscrimination

During the performance of this Agreement, the Grantee and its contractors shall not unlawfully
discriminate against any employee or applicant for employment because of race, religion, color,
national origin, ancestry, physical handicap, medical condition, marital status, age or Sex. The
Grantee and its contractors shall ensure that the evaluation and treatment of their employees and
applicants for employment are free of such discrimination. The Grantee and its contractors shall
comply with the provisions of the Fair Employment and Housing Act (Govermnment Code
Section 12900 et seq.) and the applicable regulations promulgated thereunder (California Code
of Regulations, Title 2, Section 7285.0 et seq.). The applicable regulations of the Fair
Employment and Housing Commission implementing Government Code Section 12990, set
. forth in Chapter 5 of Division 4 of Title 2 of the California Code of Regulations are incorporated
| into this contract by reference and made a part hereof as if set forth in full. The Grantee and its
contractors shall give written notice of their obligations under this clause to labor organizations
with which they have a collective bargaining or other agreement. This nondiscrimination clause
shall be included in all contracts entered into by the Grantee for the performance of work within

the scope of this Agreement.

19. Independent Status of Grantee and Grantor

The Grantee, its agents and employees, and the Grantor, its agents and employees, in the
performance of this Agreement, shall act in an independent capacity and not as officers or
employees Or agents of the respective parties. .

20. Assignability

Without the written consent of the Conservancy Or its SUCCESSOTS, the Grantee's interest in, and
responsibilities under this Agreement shall not be assignable by the Grantee either in whole or in

part.
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21. Drug-Free Workplace

Grantee agrees to maintain a drug-free workplace in accordance with Government Code Section
8355, et seq. by doing all of the following:

(a) Publishing a statement notifying employees that the unlawful manufacture, distribution,
dispensation, possession, Or use of a controlled substance is prohibited in the person's or.
organizations, workplace and specifying the actions that will be taken against employees for
violations of this prohibition;

(b) Establishing 2 drug-free awareness program to inform employees about (1) the dangers of
drug abuse in the workplace; (2) the person's OT organization's policy of maintaining a drug-
free workplace; (3) any available drug counseling, rehabilitation, and employee assistance
programs; and (4) the penalties that may be imposed upon employees for drug abuse

violations;
(c) Submitting 2 drug-free workplace certification form Exhibit F.; and

(d) Requiring that each employee engaged in the performance of the contract be given a copy
of the certification. :

22. Time of the Essence

Time is of the essence as to the date upon which Grantee has agreed to complete construction of
the Project(s)- With respect to all other dates set forth herein, Grantee shall use best eftforts to
accomplish the tasks on the specified dates. ‘ R

23. Amendments

A —————

Except as otherwise provided herein, no alteration or variation of the terms of this Agreement
shall be valid unless made in writing and signed by the parties hereto, and no oral understanding
or agreement to be incorporated herein shall be binding on any of the parties hereto.

24. Project Coordinators

Steven Goldman (or such other person(s) as the Executive Officer may designate from time to

time) is designated the Conservancy's Project Coordinator for this grant. The County Officer or
employee with responsibility for administering this agreement is Bruce Lee, Supervising Civil

Engineer, Department of Transportation, oI SUCCESSOr. o

25. Conservancy Approvals

All actions and approvals required to be taken by the Conservancy under this Agreement may be
taken by the Executive Officer or his designee.
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26. Grantee Approvals

. All actions and approvals required to be taken by the Grantee under this Agreement may be
taken by the Director of the Department of Transportation or his designee.

27. Resolution_

The signature of the Executive Officer of the Conservancy on this Agreement certifies that at its
May 23, 2003 meeting, the Conservancy approved a grant of one million seven hundred sixty-six
thousand three hundred dollars ($1,766,300) to the Grantee for the implementation of the
Project(s) described in the attached Conservancy Staff Recommendation (Exhibit A).

28. Sections and Headings

The headings and captions of the various sections of this Agreement have been inserted only for
the purpose of convenience, and are not a part of this Agreement and shall not be deemed in any
manner to modify, explain, or restrict any of the provisions of this Agreement. '

29. Severability

The provisions of this Agreement are intended to be severable, separate, and distinct from each
other. If any pravision hereof is determined to be invalid or for any reason becomes
unenforceable, no other shall be thereby affected or impaired.

) .30. Entire Agzeément

This Agreement, and the attached exhibits, constitutes the entire contract between the patties
hereto, relating to the Project(s) and may not be modified except by an instrument in writing

signed by the parties hereto.
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EXHIBIT A
. Tahoe Conéewancy
‘ Staff Recommendation
‘ 5-03-6 :
May 23, 2003

Soil Erosion Control Program Grants

REQUESTED ACTION: Authorization of grants for the impiementation of ten soil erosion
control and watershed restoration projects involving planning, site improvements, and

acquisition of various interests i1l real property.
LOCATION: Various project sites throughout the Tahoe Basin as shown in Exhibit 1.
FISCAL SUMMARY:
Site Improvement Costs: $4,440,000 from Proposition 12
Land Acquisition Costs: $265,000 from reimbursements
» RECOMMENDATI_ON: Staff recommends that the Conservanéy adopt the following resolution
pursuant to 'Qovenlment Code Section 66905 et seq. and 66907.7: ' o
| "The California Tahoe Conservancy hereby authorizes staff to enter into st@dard
agreements and take all other necessary steps, subject to the provisions and conditions

discussed in the accomp anying staff report, project synopses, and exhibits, in order to fund
and implement the following grant projects:

1. To the County of El Dorado

A total of $1,766,300 for site improvements for the Apalachee Erosion Control
Project. ' '

2. Tothe County of Placer

A total of $1,1 53,700 for planning and site improvements for the Nile Road, Upper
Cutthroat, Tahoe Pines, and Tahoe Estates Erosion Control Projects, and the Kings

Beach Commercial Core Water Quality Improvement Project.

(V2]

. To tﬁe City of South Lake Tahoe

A total of §1 ,520,000 for planning and site improvements and $265,000 for
acquisition of various interests in real property for the Glorene and Eighth Street,
Sjerra Tract, East Pioneer Trail, and Rocky Point Erosion Control Projects.




"The award of the site improvement and acquisition grants and disbursement of funds is
conditioned upon a commitment, by resolution and through execution of standard
agreements, by the individual grantees to undertake the projects in 2 manner consistent
with the purpose and scope of the grants, to monitor the effectiveness of the projects, and
to manage and maintain the projects for the 20-year term of the grants. '

“The award of the planning grants and the disbursement of funds is conditioned upon a

commitment by the individual grantees, by resolution and through execution of the
planning grant agreements, to undertake the planning efforts in a manner consistent with

the purposes and scopes of the grants.”

- STAFF DISCUSSION:

1. Introduction

On November 22, 1985 the Conservancy adopted program guidelines and criteria and authorized
stafT to take steps to initiate a soil erosion control grants program. In September 2000, the
_Conservancy adopted planning grant guidelines for this program. Since 1985, the Conservancy
has approved grants totaling approximately $62.6 million for 93 erosion control projects,
including $50.0 million for the construction of site improvements ($2.7 million of this total in
planning grants), and $12.6 million for the acquisition of various interests in real property. In
July 2002, the Conservancy adopted revised grant program guidelines and authorized staff to
initiate the eighteenth round of erosion control grants. A program announcement and guidelines
were c_irculated among the eligible applicants initiating the 2002-2003 application process.
Under this round of the program, the eligible applicants include the County of El Dorado; the
County of Placer; the City of South Lake Tahoe; and the three public utility districts (PUDs)
operating on the California side of the Tahoe Basin, the Tahoe City Public Utility District
(TCPUD), the North Tahoe Public Utility District (NTPUD) and the South Tahoe Public Utility
District (STPUD). Although they are eligible applicants, no PUDs submitted applications this

year.

A total of $5,000,000 from the Conservancy's current year.Proposition 12 Jocal assistance
appropriation for this program was made available for planning, acquisition and site
improvements for this round of grants. From this $5,000,000, the Conservancy allocated a total
of $3,750,000 (75% of §5,000,000) to El Dorado County, Placer County and the City of South
Lake Tahoe. This amount was further allocated equally to each jurisdiction based on similar
initial needs as defined by the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency’s (TRPA) Environmental
Improvement Program (EIP) for Lake Tahoe, as shown below: ’

El Dorado County $1,250,000
Placer County 1,250,000
City of South Lake Tahoe 1,250,000

Total jurisdictional allocation $3,750,000
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These funds were allocated to the
projects that meet program criteria.

various jurisdictions provided that they

submit applications for

In response to requests by Placer County 10 meet urgent project implementation needs for
previously authorized projects, the board authorized 2 $260,000 acquisition grant for the Nile

Road Erosjon Control

authorized a $300,000 grant for the Beaver

amounts from Placer County’s jurisdictional funding results in
funds available for award at this time (Exhibit 2).

County jurisdictional

Tn the July 2002 announcement

Project at the July 2002 board meeting, and in March 2003 the board -
Street site improvement project. Subtracting these

$690,000 in remaining Placer

for the erosion control program, no additional funds were made

available for land acquisitions needed for erosion control projects. At the time staff believed the
¢5.0 million total allocation (for planning, site improvements and acquisitions) was sufficient to

fund necessary acquisitions. However, erosion control funding needs
$5 million originally allocated and additional funds are available for

applications exceeded the

reflected in the

acquisition. Including the previously authorized grants to Placer County noted above, grantees

for a total of $525,000 in acquisition

have applied
funding for 2 combined of total

improvement
additional $265 ,0001in acquisition
acquisition activities.

urisdictions were encouraged to submit

All eligible
planning, site i

discretionary
control projects.
funding decisions

needs. The grants program is intended to
critical problems and design projects which maximize, 10
quality benefits. The design objective can

approach or by the use of other approaches which have been shown,
quantitative analysis, to have significant water quality benefit. In particular, pro)

funds be made available to

the projects address high priority soil erosion control and water
fund and implement projects in areas with

funding and $470,000 in planning and site -
$5,265,000. Staff is

recommending that an

fund the remaining requested

applications for jurisdictional and
ir’nprovement, and acquisition funds needed to implement erosion

The program guidelines specify that the Conservancy will consider in its
the proposed projects’ achievement of the following three objectives: '

quality improvement

the extent feasible, water

be achieved by the preferred design

by either qualitative or
jects should

focus on preventing the mobilization of fine sediment and nutrients by erosion (source’

control), reducing surface water volumes (hydrolo gic-design considerations), and removing

fine sediment and nutrients from stormwater (treatment).

thorough, comprehensive projects

the projects can be readily implemented.

In addition to these primary obj

the projects address soil erosion control needs effectively (1.e., through the implementation of
at the Jowest necessary cost).

ectives, projects must be monitored to document effectiveness in

reducing the discharge of sediment and other nutrients to the watetrs of the Lake Tahoe region.

The program guidelines also encourage proj

ect monitoring plans

that will provide meaningful
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information leading to improved future project designs.Finally, to the extent feasible, projects
should also be compatible with other resource objectives such as forest health and wildlife. K

habitat enhancement.

Conservancy staff continues to work to improve the overall soil erosion control program in the
Basin. - The board’s approvals of a planning grants component in September 2000, and the
Prefered Design Approach in July 2001, were significant milestones in program dev'eIOpmeht.
Grant guidelines based on the Conservancy’s Preferred Design Approach have been adopted by
the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) and Nevada State Lands grant programs, and the Lahontan
Regional Water Quality Control Board (LRWQCB) and TRPA staffs support the approach.
Conservancy staff play an active role in the Lake Tahoe Basin Storm Water Quality
Improvement Committee (SWQIC). This committee was formed in May 2002 by the Lake
Tahoe Basin Executives, with the objective of defining strategic project planning and delivery
tools needed for water quality improvement projects basinwide. Currently the SWQIC is
developing a document that will supplement the Conservancy’s Preferred Design Approach by
describing methods for formulating and evaluating project alternatives. This document is
intended to assist implementing agencies by defining a consistent and efficient process to deliver
projects that meet the goals of the Conservancy’s guidelines and comply with engineering

standards.

L. Evaluation Process for Applications Received
As adopted by. the board, the application review process involved a three-step procedure: field- '

review, pre-application, and final application. First, 2 field review of potential project sites was - .
conducted. In most cases, the field review was attended by representatives of the Comnservancy,

TRPA, LRWQCB and the applicants. The purpose of the field review was to identify high

priority projects and to obtain agency comuments and concems at an early stage in the application

process so that pre-applications could address these concerns. In the case of projects that were '
previously funded and no significant changes to the design were proposed, the field review step

was omitted.

4

The pre-application provided more detailed information about the proposed projects identified
during the field reviews (e.g., estimated costs, planning, and acquisition needs), but not as much
detail as the final applications require. The purpose of the pre-application was to provide
sufficient information to determine whether a project met program requirements, objectives, and
criteria. Additionally, it could be determined from such pre-applications which projects within

~ each jurisdiction would receive the strongest consideration for grants from the available funds.

This step was intended to allow the applicants to save time and money by avoiding preparation
of final grant applications for less competitive, lower priority projects.

During the preliminary application phase the total funding requests submitted by the

applicants were greater than the funds available for this funding cycle. The Conservancy staff

worked with the applicants to adjust their requests to match the potentially available funds.

Priority was given to augmenting ongoing site improvement projects as explained in Section III.

Plarming grant requests Were adjusted so that the total amount requested by all jurisdictions

matched the potential amount of funds available. It is expected that grantees may need to apply ‘
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. for additional planning funds at a later date tO complete all the necessary planning products for
some of the projects.

In response to the adoption of TRPA’s May 2001 update of the EIP and other factors, the
Conservancy adopted, inJ uly 2001, new guidelines for the soil erosion control grants prograr.
Prior to July 2001, all site improvement projects were required to meet 2 minimum sediment
reduction efficiency standard of 6.4 pounds of sediment retained pet State dollar spent on site
improvements. The new guidelines replaced the sediment reduction efficiency standard with the
Preferred Design Approach and consistency with the objectives of the EIP as requirements for
new erosion control projects in order to broaden the water quality objectives of the prograni. All
of the projects recommended for site improvement funding this year are grant angmentations.
Since they all received Conservancy site improvement grants prior to July 2001, they are all
required to continue to meet the sediment reduction standard. The projects which must meet the
sediment reduction standard are: Apalachee, Nile Road, Upper Cutthroat, Glorene and Eighth
Street, and Rocky Pont. Applicants have submitted calculations showing that each of these
projects meets the standard. A dditional information regarding sediment reduction efficiency is

presented in the respective project Synopses.

Evaluation of the final project applications involved a series of steps- First, staff reinspected the
sites, in some cases accompanied bY the applicant or with staff from TRPA and LRWQCB if
these agencies had raised any concerns about the project. Second, copies of the project
-~ applications Were transmitted to TRPA and LRWQCB and comments wWere solicited from them.
. Staff then re-evaluated each of the projects for consistency with the adopted grant program
- guidelines and criteria for consistency with TRPA's EIP. All of the projects recommendéd for
funding are included in TRPA's May 2001 EIP update. Additionally, staff evaluated the
proposed projects in terms of their priority for discretionary site improvement funds. Finally,
staff evaluated the acquisition grant requests for their importance to the overall project or

problem 10 be addressed.

M
All of the final applications Were for projects that were determined to be eligible for, and worthy
of, funding under this round of the erosion control grants program. Consequently, staff is
recommending award of erosion control grants totaling $4,705,000 ($4,440,000 in site
improvement and planning grants and $265,000 in erosion control land acquisition grants) for ten
projects. Specifically, staff recommends 2 total of $1,766,300 in site irnprovernerit funds for El
Dorado County. A total of $1,153,700 in site improvement and planning funding is
recommended for Placer County. A total of $1,785,000 is recommended for the City of South
Lake Tahoe (3 1,520,000 in site improvement and planning funds and $265,000 in acquisition
funds). Eight of the ten funding requests are for augmentations of previously approved grants.
Of the ten projects proposed for funding, five aré site improvement proposals which augment
funding for project implernentation, and five are for planning grants. Planning funding helps to
ensure @ COntinuous flow of future site improvement projects. Of the site improvement projects;
one includes both acquisitions and site improvements, and four include site improvements only.
. A number of the planning grants augment previous grants, as anticipated. These planning grants
were phased because more detailed planning needs were to be developed as part of the scopes of
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the original grants. The funding recommendations proposed for this meeting are summarized in
Exhibit 2. Based on the currently recommended actions and previously authorized grants, a total
of $5,265,000 is recommended for award for this year’s grants.

The prioritization of projects and the allocation of jurisdictional and discretionary funds reflect a
number of considerations. The main factors which influenced the priorities for funding are the
planned date of construction and ability to implement a project quickly, the amount of planning
and design work already completed, the proximity to Lake Tahoe or other bodies of water, the
significance of the problem to be addressed, and the support of affected property owners. Other
factors affecting project ranking include the priority given to the project by other agencies and
staff, the cost-effectiveness and comprehensiveness of the project, the value of monitoring to
improve the effectiveness of current and future projects, and the availability of funding from
other sources. The highest priority projects in each jurisdiction are recommended for the ' |
allocated jurisdictional funds. Based on the applications received from all potential.grantees, the
remaining funding needs are compared, resulting in a funding priority ranking which is.used asa
basis for recommendations for discretionary funding. By splitting the remaining discretionary
funds, each of the jurisdictions will receive funding for overall project planning, design and

monitoring, and for the construction of phases of their site improvement projects.

The Nile Road, Upper Cutthroat, Rocky Point, and Glorene and Eighth Street projects are being
recommended for award of jurisdictional funds only. Combinations of jurisdictional and .
discretionary funds are recommended for award to the Apalachee, Kings Beach Commercial
Core, and Sierra Tract projects. Discretionary funds only are being recommended for award to
the East Pioneer Trail, Tahoe Pines, and Tahoe Estates projects. The additional acquisition—on]y.'
funds are recommended for award to the Glorene and Eighth Street project, the only project with
acquisition needs. All of the site improvement project applications were given highest priority
for jurisdictional and discretionary funding because they involve funding of actual improvements
that will have direct water quality benefits. The augmentations of grants for ongoing planning
projects (Kings Beach Commercial Core, Sierra Tract, East Pioneer Trail) ranked next in priority
after the site improvement projects because there has already been progress made in planning
these projects and they are closer to implementation than the two projects proposed for initial
planning funding. The Sierra Tract and Kings Beach Commercial Core projects also have non-
Conservancy funding, which stretches State dollars further. Planning funds are also needed to
initiate work on projects and to expand grantee agency capacity to implement projects. Planning
of Placer County’s Tahoe Pines and Tahoe Estates projects will be initiated if the board approves

this funding recommendation.

El Dorado County’s jurisdictional allocation was applied to one project proposal, the Apalachee
project. As discussed above, much of Placer County’s jurisdictional funding was applied in
previous board authorizations to high priority site improvement projects in July 2002 (the Nile
Road project) and in May 2003 (the Beaver Street project). Based on the identification of
needed improvements during construction, the Nile Road project is again being recommended
for jurisdictional funding of site improvements. Based on an expanded project scope, additional

site improvement funds are also requested for the Upper Cutthroat project. With construction

proposed for 2003 and 2004 respectively, these two site improvement projects are ranked highest
among Placer County’s funding requests this year. Of the three planning proposals submitted by
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Placer County, the Kings Beach Commercial Core Project is ranked highest in priority (and thus
qualifying for the remaining jurisdictional funds) due to its being at a more advanced stage in

development and due to the multiple benefits of this project. The two site improvement funding
proposals from the City of South Lake Tahoe were allocated jurisdictional funding because these

projects aré closer to the construction stage than the two projects proposed for planning grant
augmentations. Of these twWoO planning proposals, the Sierra Tract project is recommended to

receive the remaining jurisdictional funding because planning is at a more advanced stage on this

project.

Regarding prioritizing projects for discretionary funds, El Dorado County’s Apalachee project
ranks highest in priority, since it is a previously Conservancy-f\mded site improvement project .
that can be fully funded with this year's request. The Kings Beach Commercial Core project was
ranked as the next highest in priority for discretionary funds. Significant progress has been made
in comprehensive watershed planning with previously granted funds. The recommended funding
will enable completion of the conceptual watershed jmprovement plan and beginning detailed
design and strategizing implementation phases. If approved, this funding will also contribute to
environmental studies and needed documentation for the construction phase of the project. This
is a comprehensive project with multiple dimensions of benefit and mutiple funding partners.
The City of South Lake Tahoe’s grant proposals for the Sierra Tract and East Pioneer Trail
projects aré next in priority- Planning progress has already been made on these two projects,
with Sierra Tract being a higher priority for funding since more progress has been made, and
because the U- S. Forest Service has proposed allocating efosion control grant funds to this
project. Finally, Placer County’s two new planning projects, Tahoe Pines and Tahoe Estates, are
recommended to receive the remaining discretionary funds. These ar€ high priority projects
jdentified in the EIP. Funding for these projects allows the County to begin the existing

conditions analysis and the alternatives development process:

Gemerally, the complete EIP projects, which include the projects recommended for funding, will
treat approximately 34.4 miles of roadway with storm water quality improvements. More
specifically; the improvements proposed for funding in this round of grants include a total of
approximately 3,430 feet (0.65 miles) of rock-lined and vegetated or AC swales; 6,830 square
feet (0.16 acres) of rock slope protection;'l,242 feet (0.24 miles) of stormdrain pipe;

136,251 square feet (3.13 acres) of revegetation; 6,390 feet (1 21 miles) of curb and gutter;

185 square feet of pavement; 1,410 feet (0.27 miles) of microchannels and cells; 17 water quality

treatment and infiltration basins; 26 sediment traps, and ten drop inlets.

A. Introduction - As noted earliet, the Conservancy allocated a total of $1,250,000 of the
jurisdictional funds available for soil erosion control site improvements for award to qualifying
high priority projects submitted by El Dorado County. The County submitted one final

for the funding of the third phase of the Apalachee Erosion Control Project. The

application
project i cummarized briefly below and is discussed more fully in the attached project SYnopsis.

B. Apalachee - The project i jocated in the Tahoe Paradise area on the south shore of Lake
Tahoe, generally bounded by Pioneer Trail on the south and east, USFS lands on the north, and
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the Upper Truckee River on the west. The project area includes portions of the Tahoe Paradise
and Rolling Woods Heights subdivisions. The primary problems to be addressed include erosion
along steep cut banks and roadways that are heavily sanded in the winter for driver safety. These
eroding cut banks and heavily sanded roads result in high sediment yields which are conveyed to
stream environment zZones (SEZs) adjacent to the Upper Truckee River and Trout Creek.

Since May of 2000 the Conservancy has authorized a total of $3,704,600 in site improvement
and acquisition funding for Phases 1 and I1. This year, the County is requesting $1,766,300 in
site improvement funds for design and construction for the third phase of this project. |
Improvements covered by this year's funding request include approximately 6,390 feet of curb
and gutter, ten drop inlets, 25 sediment traps, 750 linear feet of vegetated and rock-lined channel,
15 water quality treatment and infiltration basins, 0.63 acres of revegetation, 1,077 linear feet of

storm drain pipe, 240 square feet of rock slopé protection, and other measures.

C. Recommended Award of Grant to El Dorado County - Based on the review of the application'
submitted, it is staff's opinion that the Apalachee Erosion Control Project meets the
Conservancy's eligibility and evaluation criteria and qualifies for funding consideration.

Staff ranks the Apalachee project high in priority because it is a site improvement project that
has received previous funding and is currently being designed. Funding is necessary this year to
fund Phase 111 of the project, which will then allow construction of the three-phased project in
2004, 2005, and 2006 respectively. Therefore, staff recommends awarding the County
$1,250,000 in jurisdictional funds and $516,300 in discretionary funds for site improvements so
that the County can complete the design and construction of'this project. : :

V. Award of Site Improvement and Acquisition Funds for P-roiec.t. Applications Submitted by
Placer County '

A. Introduction - The Conservancy allocated a total of $1,250,000 in jurisdictional funds for
qualifying high priority erosion control projects submitted by Placer County.

Placer County submitted five final applications. Three of the Placer County applications are for
additional funding for projects previously funded by the Conservancy. Two applications are for

funding to initiate planning. The projects are summarized briefly below and are discussed more
fully in the attached project synopses. :

B. Nile Road Erosion Control Project - The project is located on the north shore of Lake Tahoe
in the Tahoe Vista area. The project is located west of State Highway 28, primarily on Ophir
Road, Nile Road, Uplands Road, Victoria Road and Chad Road. The primary problems being
addressed include erosion along the unprotected road shoulders of the upper portions of the
subdivision, and the severely eroded drainageway in the lower area of the project area between
Uplands Road and Nile Road. The County is constructing extensive erosion source controls such
as asphzilt dike, revegetation, and piped stormwater conveyance systems. Two infiltration basins
and numerous sand traps will provide infiltration and treatment. Since May of 2000 the
Conservancy has authorized a total of $1,043,000 in site improvement and acquisition funding
for this project. The County is now seeking an additional $92,000 for additional project
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components that were identified during construction. Since project construction 1s scheduled to
be completed later this year, this grant will provide an opportunity to make needed project
improvements during this construction season. Improvements funded by this recommended
augmentation include approximately 65 feet of grass-lined swales, 15 feet of stormdrain pipe,
21,500 square feet of revegetation, one sediment trap, 185 square feet of needed roadway
pavement over a section of bare dirt road, removal of 420 square feet of excess pavement, 45 feet
of asphalt swale and a few additional vehicle traffic barriers. In part due to the extended
construction schedule, the County is also requesting additional funding for administrative costs.

C. Upper Cutthroat Erosion Control Project - The project area is Jocated on the north shore of
Lake Tahoe in the easterly portion of the Kings Beach subdivisions. The project includes
portions of Beaver, Chipmunk, Cutthroat, and Dolly Varden Streets. The project are2 contains a
grid-style road system, which is poorly planned for drainage control. Approximately half of the
roadside drainages ar¢ directed straight down slope, resulting in erosive flow velocities on the

unprotected soils of these areas, and discharge of sediment-laden runoff to Lake Tahoe.

Since May of 2000 the Conservancy has authorized a total of $495,000 in site improvement and .
acquisition funding for this project. This year, the County is requesting an additional '
202,500 in site improvement funding to support more cqmprehensive improvenients and full-
fime construction inspection in order to ensure quality control. The proposed improvements will
mitigate the existing roadside erosion and provide stormwater infiltration and treatment. '
Proposed additions to the previously funded measures include: one infiltration basin, 175 feet of
rock-lined ditches and grass-lined swale, approximately 150 feet of storm drain pipe, 1,245 feet
of AC swale, and about 8,900 square-feet of revegetation. Construction is scheduled for

2003-2004.

D. Kings Beach Commercial Core Water Quality Imgrovement.Proi ect - Initial planning for the
ment

Kings Beach Commercial Core Water Quality Improve Project includes the entire
watershed (5.5 square miles) draining to the Kings Beach commercial area. This is a major
planning effort that addresses one of the largest urban areas on the north shore. The total cost of
the project, including urban, highway, and water quality improvements, is estimated in excess of
$29 million. The planning area is defined by watershed boundaries that include a portion of
Martis Peak to the northwest, 2 ridge which extends to near Mount Baldy on the east side, and by
the lakeshore on the south. The commercial core area receives runoff from the entire area above
Kings Beach all the way to the ridge west and east of Martis Peak. Inorder to effectively treat
the water in the commercial core area, upstream areas may require treatment as well. The project
will develop comprehensive solutions to watershed problems, prevent erosion along County
soads, and reduce the discharge of sediment and nutrients to Lake T ahoe. The Kings Beach
Commercial Core Improvement Project (EIP #10060) is a Jarge-scale project that includes both

water quality improvement measures and features such as sidewalks, landscaping, and parking
facilities. At this time the Conservancy is only contributing funding to the water quality

improvement planning for this project.

Since December of 2000 the Conservancy has authorized a total of $698,000 in site improvement
and acquisition funding for this project. Staff has approved an initial workplan that will carry
project planning through conceptual design studies and an analysis of alternative strategies te
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improve stormwater quality. This year, the County is requesting $600,000 in additional planning
funds to complete the environmental analysis within the commercial core area and begin detailed

project design. Construction is currently planned to begin in 2006.

E. Tahoe Pines Erosion Control Project - The recommended grant will initiate plaﬁning for
water quality improvements located on the northwest shore of Lake Tahoe, approximately four
miles south of Tahoe City in the vicinity of Grand Avenue and the surrounding subdivision.
Runoff generated by impervious development and roadways flows down unstable earthen road
shoulders and into drainage systems that convey sediment and nutrients to Lake Tahoe.
Additionally, approximately 250 feet of Grand Avenue adjacent to Lake Tahoe remains unpaved
and appears to be a significant source of pollutants discharged to the lake. A grant of $125,000
is recommended for the development of a workplan, an existing conditions study, and beginning
the alternatives development and analysis process. These costs appear reasonable when
compared to other similar planning efforts. In cooperation with Conservancy staff, the County
will develop a workplan that will outline a detailed approach to planning including a list of
products to be delivered by the County, along with product completion dates, and a detailed
budget. The County will plan improvements that will decrease the potential for erosive surface
flows and provide for additional stormwater infiltration and water quality treatment, thus
reducing the load of fine sediment and nutrients to Lake Tahoe. The County will include
investigation of opportunities for SEZ restoration in the scope of the planning effort.

F.. Tahoe Estates Erosion Control Project- The recommended grant will initiate planning for o
water quality-improvements located on the north shore of Lake Tahoe in the T'ahoe Vista.area.

Runoff generated by impervious residential development and roadways flows down unstable: .
earthen road shoulders and into drainage systems that convey sediment and nutrients to-Lake

Tahoe, contributing to the reduction of clarity of Lake Tahoe. One specific example of problems ..

in the area includes Laurel Avenue, a narrow, unpaved, County-maintained roadway that is

located very close to Lake Tahoe. A grant of $134,200 is recommended for the development of

a workplan, an existing conditions study, and beginning the alternatives development and

analysis process. In cooperation with Conservancy staff, the County will develop a workplan

that will outline a detailed approach to planming including a list of products to be delivered by

the County, along with product completion dates, and a detailed budget. The County will plan
improvements that will decrease the potential for erosive surface flows and provide for

additional storm water infiltration and water quality treatment, thus reducing the load of fine

sediment and nutrients to Lake Tahoe. As a part of this project, water quality impacts resulting

from dirt roads in the project area, such as Laurel Avenue, will be addressed.

G. Recommended Award of Grants to Placer County - Based on its review of the applications,
staff finds that all projects submitted meet the Conservancy's eligibility and evaluation criteria
and qualify for funding. Placer County has requested $463,700 in discretionary funds above the

jurisdictional amount of $1,250,000.

Staff has ranked the Nile Road and Upper Cutthroat projects as the highest priority projects

submitted by Placer County because they involve the construction of improvements in 2003 and

2004 that will provide more immediate benefits. The Conservancy has previously funded these

projects, and the recommended funding will provide for full funding of project construction. » ‘
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. The planning funding requested is for the development of high priority EIP projects. Of the

planning funds requested, staff places the highest priority on the Kings Beach Commercial Core
Project funding request since that project will meet multiple environmental threshold objectives
and address a very large, high priority urban watershed. The County is also progressing on this
project more quickly than on the other two planning proposals. The Tahoe Pines and Tahoe
Estates planning grant proposals are high priority projects identified in the EIP.

Accérdingly, staff recommends that the Conservancy fund: |

(1) The Nile Road Erosion Control Project in the amount of $92,000 in jurisdictional funds;
(2) The Upper Cutthroat Erosion Control Project in the amount of $202,500 in jurisdictional
funds;

(3) The Kings Beach Commercial Core Water Quality Improvement Project in the amount of
$395,500 in jun'sdictional funds and $204,500 in discretionary funds for a total of $600,000;

(4) The Tahoe Pines Erosion Control Project in the amount of $125,000 in discretionary funds;

and

-(5) The Tahoe Estates Erosion Control Project in the amount of $134,200 in discretionary funds.

V1. Award of Site Improvement and Acquisition Fund for Project Applications Submitted by the
itv of South Lake Tahoe . .' “o ' '

C

A. lntrodtlétion - The Conservancy allocated a total of 51 ,250,000 of the jurisdictional funds
available for soil erosion control site improvements for award to qualifying high priority projects
submitted by the City of South Lake Tahoe.

The City submitted four final applications for consideration in this funding cycle. These projects
are briefly summarized below and more fully described in the attached synopses.

B. Glorene and Eichth Street - This project is located in the City of South Lake Tahoe,
northwest of the intersection of Highway 89 and Lake Tahoe Boulevard. The project area is
generally bounded by the Tahoe Island Unit 2 subdivision to the north, Thirteenth Street to the
west, Gardner Street to the south and Fifth Street to the east. The primary problems to be
addressed include erosion along roadside shoulders and inadequate drainage systems along steep

slopes, all of which drain to Lake Tahoe.

Due to the size of the project and availability of funds, this project has been funded in two
phases. Since December of 2000 the Conservancy has authorized a total of $3,238,011 in
planning, site improvement, and acquisition funding for Phases 1 and 2. This year the City is
requesting an additional $329,000 to fully fund the construction of Phases 1 and 2, and $265,000
ns identified in the design phase. This request reflects updated cost

is requested for acquisitio
f the project. Construction is scheduled to be completed

estimates and expansion of the scope @
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in 2004. Additional improvements include an estimated 1.8 acres of revegétation, 6,590 square
feet of rock slope protection, 1,150 feet of asphalt/concrete and vegetated swale, and 1,410 feet

of micro-channels and micro-cells for water quality treatment.

C. Rocky Point Erosion Control Project - This project is located in the City of South Lake Tahoe
near the intersection of Pioneer Trail and Highway 50. The project area is roughly bounded by
Pine Boulevard and Highway 50 on the west, Fern Road on the north, Rocky Point Road on the
east, and Larch Avenue on the south. The proposed project area is over 110 acres in size and is
located in a heavily developed area of commercial and residential uses. The existing roadway
drainage collection system is very poorly developed. The typical roadside drainage system
consists of unprotected roadside ditches, a few drainage inlets, very few storm drainage channels,
and very little treatment of the stormwater before it reaches the lake. Runoff from the upper
portion of the project area flows over unp aved road shoulders and between private property
along steep slopes. City maintenance staff report chronic erosion and drainage problems in this

area.

Due to the size and scope of this project, phasing is also required to fund the improvements.
Since May of 2000 the Conservancy has authorized a total of $5,664,250 in site improvernént
and acquisition funding for Phases 1 and 2. This year, the City is requesting an additional
$584,000, to fund site improvements for Phases 1, 2, 3 and 4. Of this total, $184,000 is needed
to fully fund the construction of Phases 1 and 2 to be constructed this year: The additional funds
are needed since the actual cost of the construction bid exceeded the engineer’s estimate for 2
few items. Also, an additional water quality treatment basin has been added to the project for
polishing treatment. The remaining $400,000 is needed to fund construction and related design

costs of a portion of Phases 3 and 4.

* D. Sierra Tract Erosion Control Project - The Sierra Tract Erosion Control Project is located in
the Sierra Tract and Highland Woods subdivisions of the City of South Lake Tahoe. The project
area is roughly bounded by the Upper Truckee River to the west, Trout Creek to the east,
Barbara Avenue to the south, and the Truckee Marsh to the north. Although the project area is
relatively flat, the natural drainage tends to flow uncontrollably through City rights-of-way,
private property, and public parcels with much of it reaching the Upper Truckee River and Trout
Creek. These flows spread out across streets and developed property causing local flooding and
depositing sediment. The effectiveness of facilities downstream, such as meadows and existing
treatment basins, is limited since these facilities are overburdened by heavy loads of sediment

and nutrients.

The Conservancy awarded a $284,694 planning grant in December 2000 to begin the
development of the conceptual project plan. This year, the City is requesting an additional
$363,000 in planning funds. The existing grant is funding the majority of the alternatives
analysis for the entire project area. This grant augmentation will fund a portion of the project-
wide conceptual plan plus the final construction plans for the first construction project. The
design will involve evaluating the developed portion of the entire watershed, as well as some of
ithin the watershed. This is the first time the City has approached

the undeveloped areas wi
project design fr
limits, a conceptual plan will be de

om a watershed scale. Due to annual funding limitations and construction date
veloped for the entire project, and then the project area will be

>
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divided into about five areas (delineated by sub-basin) t0 complete designs and construction for
individual projects. This1s a model project in that itis the City’s first new project 10 apply the
Conservancy’s Preferred Design Approach and the alternatives analysis developed by the

swQiCona watershed scale.

E. East Pioneer Trail Erosion Control Project -The East Pioneer Erosion Control Project is
located in the gastern portion of the City. The project is roughly bounded by Keller Road to the

east, Al Tahoe Blvd. to the west, Lake Tahoe to the north and the upper portion of the
watersheds t0 the south. The majority of the East Pioneer watershed is characterized by
uncontrolled stormwater runoff through City rights-of-way; private property, and public parcels.
Runoff from the upper portion of the East Pioneer watershed flows over land area of steep slopes
and unprotected road shoulders. As the slopes 1evel off, these flows spread out across streets and
developed property causing local flooding and leaving sediment deposits. Stormwater enters
existing drainage inlets and drainage channels carrying large amounts of sediment and nutrients.

The water flows through open drainage channels and poorly designed drainage conveyance
systems that offer little opportunity for treatment.

The Conservancy awarded a $91 977 planning grant in December 2000 to develop 2 preliminary )
hydrology study and compile aerial topographical mapping. This year, the City 1s requesting an
additional 244,000 in funds to develop 2 watershed master plan consisting of compiling existing
conditions information, 2 comprehensive hydrology study, and developing 2 conceptual design
for this large project area. In December 5000 the project Was defined as improving the road
shoulder conditions adjacent 10 Pioneer Trail. Since the December 2000 award, the
Conservancy, with the support of the City, has developed guidelines that encourage project -
lanning at 2 watershed scale. In response 10 this, the City has redefined the project to include
the majority of the Bijou Creek watershed and the southwestern portion of the Bijou Park
watershed. In general, this project arca includes drainage to Bijou Creek and the Ski Run Marina
outfall. A consultant will be retained to develop 2 watershed master planto delineate the sub-
watersheds and identify individual project areas within these two large watersheds. These future

erosion control construction projects will be prioritized and identified for future planning and site.
jmprovement funding annually-

. ts to the Cit of South Lake Tahoe - Based on review of the
City’s applications, staff believes that all the projects meet the Conservancy's eligibility and

evaluation criteria and qualify for funding consideration. The Glorene and Eighth Street project
is a high priority because these funds will provide the balance needed to fully fund the design
and implementation of the project which is scheduled to complete construction by 2004. Staff
awarding the City 329,000 in jurisdictional site improvement funds to fully fund
contructing Phases 1 and 11 of the project. Rocky Point is also a high priority and will provide
significant water quality improvements. Therefore, staff is recommending an award of $584,000

a} funds. The Sierra Tract and East Pioneer Trail projects are ranked lower than

in jurisdiction

the Glorene and Rocky Point projects because these projects aré still in the initial stages of
planning , although significant pro gress has peen made. The Sierra Tract project is ranked
higher than East Pioneer Trail because it is farther along in the planning process and because the
USES has proposed allocating erosion control grant funds to the Sjerra Tract Project. Staff is

ing an award of $363,000 for Sierra Tract planning and $244,000 for East Pioneer

1'ecommend
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Trail planning. In addition, staff is recommending ar award of $265,000 in acquisition funds for .
the Glorene and Eighth Street project. _ 48

In summary, staff recommends that the Conservancy fund:

(1) The Glorene and Eighth Street project in the amount of $329,000 in jurisdictional funds and
$265,000 in land acquisition funding for a total of $594,000; -

(2) The Rocky Point Erosion Control Project in the amount of $584,000 in jurisdictional funds;

(3) The Sierra Tract Erosion Control Project in the amount of $337,000 in jurisdictional funds
and $26,000 in discretionary funds for a total of $363,000; and '

(4) The East Pioneer Trail Erosion Control Project in the amount of $244,000 in discfetionary
funds.

VIL. Implementation of the Grants

If the staff recommendation is approved, implementation of the projects will be governed by
standard grant agreements entered into by the Conservancy and the individual grantees. As in
recent agreements, the new grants will provide for advances of up to 90% for.d'esign,'
administration, and construction, subject to meeting certain requirements. In addition, where

appropriate all site improvement and land acquisition projects within a jurisdiction will be - |
‘governed by a single grant agreement for each type of activity: rather than separate agreements - - -
: for-each individual project. This approach gives the Conservancy ‘and grantees ﬂexibilify o -

transfer funds between projects to meet funding needs identified in the final design, permit and -
bid stages of a project. Such transfers must be approved by staff and each project must still meet
program requirements such as sediment reduction efficiencies.

Site improvement grants must be executed by the end of this fiscal year (June 30, 2003) pursuant ‘
to program deadlines. Existing appropriations will be used for the land acquisition grants.
Additionally, it should be noted that the lists of parcels and the project budgets and schedules in
the project synopses are preliminary. Final project design may alter the need for the acquisition
of particular parcels or the allocation of funds between major budget items. However, such
changes will not exceed the total amount awarded in the grant. Any remaining funds in site
improvement projects will be used, if necessary, to extend improvements to adjoining areas, or-
upon board notification, applied to another project included in the same grant. '

Pursuant to a previous board action, staff is providing notice of its intent to issue licenses for the
use of a number of Conservancy parcels for erosion control improvements.
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. APALACHEE EROSION CONTROL PROJECT
SITE IMPROVEMENT GRANT AUGMENTATION

PROJECT SYNOPSIS
May 23, 2003
APPLICANT:
El Dorado County
LOCATION:

The project is located between Pioneer Trail and the Lake Tahoe Airport, generally
bounded by Pioneer Trail on the south and east, U.S. Forest Service (USFS) lands on the

north, and the Upper Truckee River and the former Caltrans freeway right-of-way
commidor on the west (now owned by the Conservancy). The overall project area includes
the Tahoe Paradise and Rolling Woods Heights Subdivisions, encompassing a total of

about 400 acres (Exhibit 1).
TOTAL PROJECT COST: (estimated) $5.667,607

' AMOUNT REQUESTED FROM CONSERVANCY:

Site improvements: . $1,766,300

AMOUNT RECOMMENDED:

Site improvements: _ $1,766,300

OTHER FUNDING SOURCES:

Previous Conservancy Grants:
Site improvements (2000): , ' $658,600
Acquisition (2000): _ : $98,300
Site Improvements (2001): ) $954,000
Acquisition (2001): . $52,700
Site Improvements (2002): $1,941,000

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA)
Water Quality Mitigation Funds $179,739

' Burton-Santini / USFS (2001) - $16,968




PROBLEM DESCRIPTION:

The project area consists of steep eroding cut banks and roadways that are heavily sanded
in the winter for driver safety. The runoff from roadways and cut banks typically drains
into old rock-lined channels that have become blocked with sediment and willows and -
are no longer functional. As a result of these conditions, sediment loads are now
discharging to the stream environment zones (SEZs) adjacent to the Upper Truckee River
and to a tributary that flows into Trout Creek. The deposition of road sand and sediment
reduces the effectiveness of SEZ areas in treating runoff. ' '

PROJECT BACKGROUND:

Because of annual funding limitations and the large scale and cost of this project, it

was necessary to fund the project over several grant cycles. The first portion of this
project was funded in May 2000 ($756,900). The second portion was funded in
2001($1,006,700), which completed funding for Phase I of this project. The third portion
was funded in 2002 ($1,941,000), which completed funding for Phase II of this project.

“This funding request will fund Phase III of the project as currently proposed. All three

phases of the project area are depicted in Exhibit 1. Phases I and II of the project are
scheduled for construction in 2004 and 2005, with Phase III construction scheduled for

2006. g

" PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The project involves stabilizing existing sediment sources, capturing road sand, and
treating the stormwater and snowmelt runoff. The proposed improvements for all three:
phases are shown on Exhibit 2. Sheet 3 of Exhibit 2 shows the improvements proposed
for Phase III of this project. To stabilize existing sediment sources, cut slopes will be
revegetated. A compost/seed/fertilizer inoculum mix will be used to revegetate the bare
slopes. In areas where the toe of the slope is also bare, a combination of compost and
seed, and rock breast wall, is proposed to stabilize the toe and reduce the slope angle.
Curb and gutter will protect soils from disturbance by snow removal.equipment and from
erosive stormwater flows. Curb and gutter will also convey runoff and road sand into
sediment traps which will capture coarse sediments. These measures will reduce the
sediment load that would otherwise reach SEZs and sediment basins, and will improve
their effectiveness in removing fine sediment and nutrients. -

Runoff will be treated by constructing sediment basins in or outside the SEZ in areas
surrounded by development. Where possible, existing sod, willows, and topsoil will be
salvaged and replanted in the basins. Outflow from the basins will be directed to the
existing man-made drainage channels in SEZ areas via rock-lined channels or vegetated
swales. In SEZ areas that are gently-sloping and do not have man-made channels cutting
through them, flow spreading devices will be constructed to provide nutrient uptake,
stormwater retention, and additional sediment removal.
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Erosion control and water quality improvements funded under this grant cycle include
revegetating cut slopes on Brule and Carnarsee Streets, and installing sediment basins on
Tooch, Jicarilla, Susquehana and Koyukon Drive. Some undersized culverts in the
project area will need to be replaced, particularly those with diameters smaller than

18 inches (small culverts frequently plug with sediment and debris and are difficult to

maintain).

In response to staff's concemns about plant survival and long-term slope stability on the
proposed revegetation areas of the project, the County has proposed a strategy to ensure
plant survival, including irrigation, soil enhancement, and seed application. Irrigation
will be applied to the revegetation sites twice a week during the first growing seasomn,
with drier sites receiving additional irrigation. Second growing season irrigation will

consist of one watering per week, with drier areas receiving additional attention.

Irrigation and plant establishment will continue for a period of two years following
construction and will include additional irrigation and replanting if necessary.

Improvements covered by this year's funding request include approximately: 6,390 feet
of curb and gutter, ten drop inlets, 25 sediment traps, 1,077 feet of stormdrain pipe, 240
square feet of rock breast wall, 750 linear feet of vegetated and rock-lined channel, 15
water quality treatment and infiltration basins, .63 acres of fevegetation, and other
measures.. The site improvement budget summary for the project is shown in Exhibit 3.
The total Conservancy funded budget for site improvements is shown below (the sum of
all site improvement grants to date and the current proposed grant) with additional detail
provided in Exhibit 3. Exhibit 4 shows the proposed project schedule.

PROPOSED CONSERVAN CY SITE IMPROVEMENT GRANT BUDGET

Budget Category Amount
Design and Administration 1,594,687
Construction 2,874,531
Project Monitoring 241,827
Project Irrigation 164,340
Project Contingency }444,5 15
Total \5,3 19,900

The estimated cost of the Apalachee project has increased from the County's original
2000 estimate. The increase is due to the following factors: unit costs of improvements
were increased based on actual costs of recently constructed County projects, and new
treatment areas were added as a result of feedback received at a public meeting and from
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field reviews by Conservancy and County staff. The County is also in the process of
reevaluating treatment types within the entire project area and is placing emphasis on
treatment types which comply with the Conservancy’s Preferred Design Approach.
Elements of the Preferred Design Approach are now being utilized by the County and
may affect the level of project funding. The County anticipates that future public
meetings and agency reviews may identify the need for some additional treatment areas

~ or measures. If additional areas or measures are identified, the County may need to apply
for additional funding as part of their 2004-2005 grant application.

The County has previously been granted $151,000 for easement and fee title acquisitions
expected to be needed for this project. No additional acquisition funds are being
requested at this time. As design and survey work for the project progresses, the County
will determine where easements for revegetation and/or rock breast wall work are
necessary. The County will also detérmine if any more easements are necessary for the
installation of the proposed sediment traps or sediment basins. Should additional
easements be required, the County will request an acquisition grant augmentation in a

future grant cycle.

As noted in last year’s staff recommendation, the project will involve up to 16 USFS
parcels and 18 Conservancy-owned parcels. The publicly-owned parcels are expected to
be used for erosion and sediment control improvements, including revegetation, sediment
basins, and flow spreading devices. -The board has authorized. the grantmg of licenses . .
.and/or easements for this project in the pnor authorization. .

The County will monitor vegetation, soils, groundwater, surface water, and sediment-
basins. Vegetation and soil monitoring will consist of three vegetation/soil monitoring - .
sites within the project area that have been stabilized with an approved revegetation
treatment. These plots will be monitored three times a year (i.e. spring, mid-summer, and
fall). Pre-project soil samples will be collected from each monitoring plot to evaluate the
long-term benefits of mycorrhizal innoculum, to measure the long term percent of plant
cover by species, and to determine long-term pine needle compost mulch stability. Nine
groundwater observation wells will be monitored for groundwater levels and water
quality. During the fall and winter, groundwater levels will be monitored once a month.
Throughout the spring and summer, groundwater levels will be recorded at a minimum of
twice per month, with more frequent monitoring following precipitation events. The
County will collect two groundwater quality samples at each of the nine wells to establish
a pre-project baseline. One of these samples will be collected during spring runoff and
one in the late summer or early fall. Groundwater monitoring will assist in the design of
sediment basins and other infiltration measures and will address the Lahontan Regional
Water Quality Control Board (LRWQB) staff's concems about planning infiltration
measures in areas of high groundwater or low permeability soils. The post-construction
groundwater quality monitoring plan has not been finalized, but the County expects to

conduct two monitoring cycles per year.
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Three storm water treatment basins will be monitored for performance during selected
storm events. Visual monitoring of selected sediment basins for performance during
storm events will be aided by the installation of a staff gauge and piezometer with
autornated gauge in selected basins to measure: depth of water for the specific event, rate
of infiltration of water in the basin, and the amount of time water remains in the basin
during high antecedent moisture conditions. Photographs will be taken before and after
construction for a period of two years, and following significant storm events, to monitor
the performance of improvements. Photo monitoring will document the success of the
restoration of the eroded and bare areas, the areas disturbed during construction, and the
sediment basin landscaping. Exhibit 2 shows the proposed photo monitoring points.

CONSISTENCY WITH CRITERIA:

Significant and documentable benefit to Lake Tahoe water quality

TRPA’s Water Quality Management Plan for the Lake Tahoe Region was prepared
pursuant to the requirements of Section 208 of the Federal Clean Water Act and is often
referred to as the 208 Plan”. The 208 Plan is a key document guiding water quality
management in the Tahoe Basin. TRPA'’s EIP complements and updates the Capital
Improvements Program of the 208 Plan. The Apalachee erosion control project is listed

in TRPA’s EIP as Project # 188.

The 208 Plan states that management practices necessary to control the problems
associated with streets, roads, and highways should be geared toward infiltration of -
runoff; revegetation of denuded areas; and stabilization of unstable drainages, slopes, and
shoulders. Without proper stabilization these areas are potential sediment sources that.
can affect Lake Tahoe. According to the 208 Plan, street and road networks, in
combination with existing development, represent a large source of elevated sediment
and nutrient loads that the lake is currently receiving. Studies in other parts of the
country indicate that best management practices (BMPs) can reduce yields of suspended
sediment from small urbanized areas by 80 to 100 percent, and yields of phosphorus and
nitrogen by 40 to 80 percent. The long-term decline in lake clarity has long been
associated with increased algal productivity. Studies by the Tahoe Research Group
(TRG) indicate that the lake is now phosphorus-limited; adding phosphorus to the lake
increases algal productivity more than other nutrients, like nitrogen. Algal growth is
particularly responsive to the combination of nutrients, trace elements, and natural
organic compounds released by the erosion of Tahoe watersheds. Since phosphorus

adheres to sediment, it often enters Lake Tahoe attached to sediment contained in surface
runoff, particularly fine sediment. Recent TRG studies also indicate that very fine

" inorganic particles may significantly contribute to the reduced clarity of the lake.

Conservancy projects work to control waterborne nutrient and fine sediment inputs to

tributaries and the lake by reducing and preventing erosion, reducing runoff volume
generated, and treating storm water to remove pollutants.
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Installation of storm drain pipe and paved swales reduces erosion by providing a non-
erodible surface to carry runoff and helps control the path the storm runoff takes.
Drainage improvements, such as rock-lined channels, reduce erosion by decreasing the
velocity of runoff and by protecting underlying soils. Revegetation of road shoulders
reduces erosion by physically stabilizing soil. Sediment traps and infiltration and
treatment basins help remove sediment and nutrients from storm runoff. The infiltration
and treatment improvements also may reduce the peak flows and slow the delivery of
storm runoff to the treatment basins within the project area. Site improvements from this
project will contribute to the goal of completing the EIP and bringing all County roads
into compliance with the 208 Plan’s goal of completing all BMPs on County roads by

2008.

Adequacy of design

The proposed combination of treatment measures and their placement on the site are
appropriate for addressing the identified problems within the project area. Proven
erosion control techniques will be used including: curb and gutter, revegetation, rock-
lined channels, sediment basins, sediment traps, culverts, vegetated swales, and flow

spreading measures.

Comprehensiveness

- The proposed project will address the erosion problems in the entire Phase ITI project
. area. : o , A _ T

Cost-effectiveness

In response to the May 2001 adoption by TRPA of the updated EIP, and recent scientific
findings regarding the cause of the decline in Lake Tahoe’s clarity, the Conservancy, in
July 2001, adopted revised grant guidelines for erosion control projects. Prior to July
2001, all site improvement projects were required to meet a minimum sediment reduction
efficiency standard of 6.4 pounds of sediment retained per State dollar spent on site
improvements. The new guidelines replaced the sediment reduction standard with the
preferred design approach as a requirement for funding new projects. . Projects that
received Conservancy site improvement funding before July 2001 must continue to meet
the sediment reduction standard when new State funding is added. Since this project
received a Conservancy site improvement grant prior to July 2001, it is required to meet
the 6.4 1bs/$ sediment reduction standard. This project has an estimated sediment
reduction efficiency of 8.8 Ibs./§, which is based on a State contribution of $5,319,900
for site improvements (the total of all Conservancy site improvement funding to date,
including this year’s funding request, is shown in Exhibit 3, page 1 of 2). This efficiency
rating exceeds the minimum standard of 6.4 1bs./$ required for eligibility under this grant

program.

'




Imglementability

The project is expected to be readily implementable, since most of the improvements will
be constructed within County right-of-way and on publicly-owned land. However, the
County has identified 2 need to acquire two privately owned parcels and two permanent
easements and one temporary construction easement for water quality treatment
purposes. The County is in the process of acquiring the necessary easements for this
project.

Support

The El Dorado County Board of Supervisors, LRWQCB staff, and TRPA staff support
the proposed improvements.

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) COMPLIANCE:

El Dorado County has prepared a Mitigated Negative Declaration for this project. The
County has determined that this project will not have a significant effect on the
environment and has filed a Notice of Determination with the State Clearinghouse.
Exhibit 5 contains the County’s Notice of Determination, the Mitigated Negative

Declaration, and the CEQA Initial Study. .

Pursuant to Section 15096 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Conservancy is required to
consider the environmental effects of a project as shown in a Negative Declaration prior
to reaching a decisionon 2 project. In May 2000 the board made a finding that the -
project would have no significant effect on the environment, and staff filed a Notice of
Determination with the State Clearinghouse in accordance with Section 15096 of the
State CEQA Guidelines. Exhibit 6 shows the Conservancy's Notice of Determination. In
staff's opinion the current funding request is for project elements that are within the
original project description, and there are no new significant environmental impacts that
were not previously analyzed. Therefore, if the board concurs, no new environmental

documents will be filed.
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends approval of a grant of $1,766,300 for site improvements for this
project since it is cost-effective and should resultin a significant benefit to Lake Tahoe
water quality.
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. | DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

Date: lJanuary 12, 2004

To: Ruth Young
Bridget Pooley

From: Janel Gifford

' SUBJECT: Billing for Period 9/19/03 through 12/31/03 unless noted otherwise

| have completed assigning revenue sources to the expenses for the above referenced

period. | wanted to point out the following items:

" We have not yet received all of the money shown in our second request to TRPA
dated September 16, 2003. We did receive the TRPA SEZ for 95147 so | did bill

\)\N“"D those expenses for the billing period of 9/5/03 through 12/31/03. Because we

didn’t receive the TRPA for 95156 yet, no expenses for 95156 can be billed yet. |

. ' have attached a spreadsheet that shows the latest status of our TRPA fund
_request. ' '

@zome general comments about updating the Program Summary Sheets, Project
summary Sheets and the TRPA WQ Request for Reimbursement:

N 4& a. | think that you have received a copy of the fully executed amendment to
’\*)J{\ ,},,3;\ o CTA 02007 for Apalachee Phase 3 only. We won't have any expenses
5 5‘1’@ for this for a while, but if you wanted you could set up the Project
% 9 , 3\/ Summary Budget as follows:

Lt AN Construction $1,000,571
},‘{\“@N Design & Administration 521,799

g Irrigation 54,780
Monitoring 46,609

Contingency 142,541

TOTAL 1,766,300

/" For the BOR/TRCD Program

o £incorrect on invoice 04-1. It should have been $801,979.8

v o™’ 0/ Please send me a copy of TRPA billing 04-6 and any su
the back-up billing information sent to Charles

o

\
T e billings. | noticed that

Summary page for 95147 the balance was

i

bsequent TRPA

‘ Yt {ao! ' Emmett at TRPA for invoice 04-2, 04-3, and 04-5 did not have the
ML " fther 16572091 charge to 95139 TRPA WQ deducted from the totals. These

e
@ Y

294
QS ( \,to Ruth & Bridget 1-12-04.doc

expenses were from the 03-8 billing. It is a little confusing having TRPA
nvoices for money we don't have (e.g. 04 invoices sent with 9/16/03 letter

) I-tuLfL

o
o=




EXHIBIT 3
(10f2) -

SITE IMPROVEMENT BUDGET SUMMARY

e

FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY TOTAL
EXPENDITURES 2900 00-01 01-02 02-03 0304 04-05 0506 08.07 . 0108 08-09 0910
Constrction 728000 1145960 1000571 Ses Notas below 2874531
Design & Administraion 30,649 140,789 57,658 230,432 276,490 400,610 418,870 169,770 8,512 6.512 6,512 1,744,806
Irrigation ' 9,130 36,520 54780( 45.650 18,260 164,340
Monitoring 16,782 34,604 37.265 52,785 63,781 31,060 15530 15.530 15830 15530 288,417
Confingency 130,122 171,852 142,541 444,515
TOTAL 30,649 157,571 §2.262 267.697 329,285 1,321,653 1,804,262 1383192 | 67,892 40,302 22,042 5,518,607
REVENUE TRPA cTC 00 cTC 01 cTC 02 TT1C 03 USFS TOTAL
Construction ) 441,520 286,480 1,145,980 1 1.00057% 2,874,531 CTC TOTAL
tructi Construction 2,074,531
Design & Adminisiraion 69,239 123,900 427089 521,799 521,799 15568 1,880,894 {Design & Adminisisation 1,504,667
irrigation 184,340
63.910 13,080 41,720 54,780 54,780 228,250 JMonttoring 241,827
. Contingancy 444,515
' 46,590 22,170 126,439 46,508 45,809 288,417 TOTAL 5,319,900 |
57,880 72,262 171,852 142,541 444,515
179,739 658,600 §54,000 1,941,000 1,766,300 16,968 5,518,807

Additional funding will be obtained from the TRPA Water Qualily Mitigation Funds andlor 04 Grant augmentation which will fund the
D&A, Irrigation, and Monltoring Expenses tor FY 07-08, FY 08-08, and FY 09-10. The current Budget depicts these funds from the

TRPA Water Quality Mitigation Funds.

2003 CTC GRANT FINAL APPLICATION FIGURE

TN e ..:C&\ APALACHEE EROSION CONTROL PROJECT
EL DORADO COUNTY [% Vi AMENDMENT NO.3 G
SOUTH LAKE TAROE OFFICE “\:—,.____—:_, mg | 5 Budget Summary
~~ DATE: PROJECT NO.: By
1/03 95154 DWK ]




EXHIBIY 5

(2 of2)
APA_LACHEE i ‘\
EROSION CONTROL PROJECT ™ (q .FQ\
CONSTRUCTION COST ESTIMATE & N N
AND FUNDING DISTRIBUTION L) -5 o
: oN o
C1C 00/CTC 01 CTC 02 CTC 03
UNIT . Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3
ITEM NO. DESCRIPTION QUAN UNIT PRICE TOTAL |QUANTITY TOTAL QUANTITY_ _TOTAL QUANTITY TOTAL
1 48~ Culvertin pavement 1998 LF 72 143,856 310 22,320 651 46,872 1,037 74664
2 18" Culvert out of pavernent 420 LF 50 21,000 280 . 14,000 140 7.000
3 24" Culvertin pavement g0 LF 75 6.750 50 3,750 40 3.000
4 24" Culvert out of pavement 150 LF &8 10,200 70 4,760 80 5,440
5 24"Culvertin pavemen!. steep slope 60 LF 85 5,700 60 5,700
6 30" Culvert out of pavement 150 LF 72 10,800 150 10,800
7  Abandon Exist. S.D. 18 EA 1,000 18,000 9 9,000 8 8,000 1 1,000
g ACRemoval 2,000 SF 175 3500 2000 3500
g Basin 4,664 cY 60 279,840 1,203 72,180 1,035 521 00 2426 145,560
40 Basin Revegetation 1 LS 44,476 44 476 024 10674 -0.13 5,782 0.63 28,020
11 Berm 200 CY 25 . 5000 200 5000 0
12 Biospreader 2 EA 5000 10,000 .1 5000 1 5000
43 Channel Definition 160 LF 14 2,240 160 2240
14 Curb and Gutter with tie-in pavemen! 47,330 LF 42 727,860 4,500 188,000 5,440 270,480 6,390 268,380
45 Curb Opening 24 EA 1,000 . 24,000 4 4,000 10 10,000 10 10,000
16  Drop Inlet 29 EA 4,500 130500 7 31500 42 54,000 10 45,000/
17 Embankment Stabilization 1 LS 5,000 5,000 1 5,000
48 Misc. Paving 40,000 SF 7 70,000 2300 16,100 3,000 21.000 4,700 32,800
19 Oter Revegetation 4+ LS 12000 12000 0.17 2040 033 35960 050  6.000|
20 Remove existing (=]} 6 EA 500 3,000 -1 500 2 1,000 3 1,500
21 Revegetation on 3 Slope 4 LS 61,264 61,264 027 16541 0.45 27,568 028 17,154
22 Revegetation wishrubs 1 LS 171 171 1 174
23 Riser 7 EA 3,000 21,000 3 9,000 : 4 12000
24 Rock Breast Wall 12,375 SF 14 173,250 2,070 28,980 10,065 140,810 240 3,360
25 Rock Lined Channel g72 LF 58 56,376 127 7.366 645 37410 200 11,600
26 Rock Sediment bowl 4,320 SF 13 17,160 240 3,120 240 3,120 ‘840 10,820
27 S.D. Flared Ends 19 EA 450 8,550 8 3,600 ’ 4 1,800 7 3,150
28 . Sediment Trap §3 EA 4,800 254,400 11 52,800 17 81,600 25 120,000
29 . Sod Salvage 3g2 SY © 12 4,704 33 396 89 4,068 270 3,240
30 Tree Removal 10 EA 525 5,250 .3 1,575 7 3,675
31 Vegetated Swale 2064 LF 14 41496 2349 32886 65 910 5§50  7.700
32  Wilow Salvage & Transplant 10 EA 125 1,250 2 250 3 375 5 625
33 Construction Staking 1 LS 42,500 42,500 032 13,600 0.34 14,450 0.3¢ 14,450
34 Mobilization ~ . . 4 LS 100,000 100,000 0.32 32,000 0.34 34,000 0.34 34,000
35 Temp. Erosion Control 14 LS 42,120 42,120 0.32 13,478 0.34 14,321 0.34 14,321
3 Traffic Control 1 LS 50,000 50,000 0.32 16,000 0.34 17,000 0.34 17,000
37 Public Meeting 4 LS 316,802 316,802 0.23 73.9802 0.65 205,500 0.12 37.500
SUBTOTAL 2,730,115 . 710,244 1,090,742 929,129
INFLATION FACTOR 1.025' 1.028° 1.028°
TOTAL 2,874,531 728,000| 4,145,960] - 1,000,571
2003 CTC GRANT FINAL APPLICATION
o> | APALACHEE EROSION CONTROL PROJECT
¥ DORADO COUNTY /=¥ "“T / AMENDMENT NO.3
SOUTH LAKE TAHOE OFFICE \ = ﬂwgm/" Construction Cost Estimate & Funding Distribution
S DATE: PROJECT NO: BY:
1/03 95154 DWK




EXHIBIT 4

Preliminary
Design

Final Design
Construction
Jrrigation

Submit Final

Report

Submit Initial
Monitoring
Report

Submit Final
Monitoring
Report

Finalize Acquisition Neeas

Request Pr

CTC Approval of Preliminary Titl

Negotiati

cTC Abproval of Instruments of C
and Purchase Agreements

Instructions,

Close of Escrow

- Jul 2004-Oct 2004

eliminary Title Reports and Appraisals’

»

DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE

Phase 1 Phase 2
Jun 2003 Jun 2004
Mar 2004 Mar 2005

Jul 2005-Oct 2005

Phase 3
Jun 2005 -

Mar 2006

Jul 2006-Oct 2007

on and Agreement of Sales

May 2005-Oct 2006 May 2006-Oct 2007 May 2007-Oct 2008
Dec 2004 Dec 2005 ' Dec 2006
Dec 2005 Dec 2006 Dec 2007
Dec 2006 ! Dec 2007 Dec 2008

ACQUISITION SCHEDULE

_ Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3‘

Jul 2003 Jul 2004 Jul 2005

Jul 2003 Jul 2004 Jul 2005

e Reports and Appralsals Sep 2003 Sep 2004; Sep 2005

Nov 2003 Nov 2004 Nov 2005

onveyance, Escrow Jan 2004 Jan 2005 Jan 2006

May 2004 May 2005 May 2006

2003 CTC GRANT FINAL APPLICATION
APALACHEE EROSION CONTROL PROJECT

DORADO COUNTY AMENDMENT NO.3
5OUTH LAKE TAHOE QOFFICE Proposcd Scbgdu}e
DATE: . PROJECT NO.: B
1/05 06154 DWK




EXHIBIT 5 - .

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION
| APR |2 20¥
(O - COUNTY CLERK £ TRANSPORTAT
County of El Dorado 4o »
330 Fair Lane . _ e
placerville, CA 95667 South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150
or - FILED
s OFFICE OF PLANNING AND RESEARCH - FEB 11 2000
1400.Tenth Street o WILLIAM E. SCHUL TZ :
Sacramento, California 95814 ., 22‘5', jczzm Reg‘-’rder@e:
M. A. VAN BUSKIR

. PROJECT DESCRIPTION:’-" Cénstruction of ero
diment traps, rock and vegetation-lined channels, rock slope rotection -

SUBJECT: Filing of
of the Public Resources Code.

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION in compliance w

ith Section 21108 or 21152

Project

PROJECT TITLE: Apalachee Erosion Control

99122015

STATE CLEAR:NGHOU'SE NUMBER :
Janel Gifford

CONTACT PERSON:

TELEFHONE NUMBER:__(530) 573-3180 ext. 2

PROJECT LOCATION:_Tahoe Paradise Unit Nos. 1. 2 3. 4. 5, 6, 7. and 8 and Rolling Woods Height .
t of Pioneer Trail in South Lake Tahoe, El Dorado Coun

_S. Highway 50 and wes

Subdivisions, eastof U

California

sion control/water quality improvements consisting-of.- :

infiltration basins, culvers, se

revegetatlon, a’nd groger__ty acquisitions.

Board of Supervisors

‘_has approved

The EL DORADO COUNTY' __

the above described project and has made the following
1) Project O will & will not, have a significant effe

o An Environmental impact Report w

determinations regarding the project: ..

ct on the environment.

as prepared pursuant to provisions-of CEQA.

2)
B A Negativé Dgclaration was .prepared pufsuant to provisions of CEQA.
The EIR or Negative Declaration and record of project-approval may be examined at
El.Dorado éountv Department of Transportation
1.121 S'hakori Drive, _So‘uth Lake Tahoe, CA 96150
3) Mitigation Mgasures 8 were o were not, made a condition obf the approval of the project.

4)  AStatementof Overriding

Considerations 0 was B Wwas not, adopted for this p

roject.

— atot’, K///

" Date Received for Filing Q?/U /:)om?

. . FISH AND GAME AB 31 58 FEES

@ Projectis de minimis in effect. No fee required.
o Negative Declaration filed. $1 275.00 fee required.

o EIR filed. $875.00 fee required.

( Signature
,ﬂ/z,%" s M/»M;
Title 4

LERK-

EL DORADO CO. RECORDER/G

DATEPOSTED: <~/ 7 o0

-

TNATE et sae o




M&w__‘__u-w’—-

-

. " . : California Department of Fish & Game

CERTIFICATE OF FEE EXEMPTION F l LE U.
De Minimis Impact Finding ‘ FEB11 .2000
W‘ﬁ;ﬂ: EEC% 37, Reader-zxuk ,
Project Title/Location (include county): M. A. VAN BUSKIRK

L ACHEE EROSION CONTROL PROJECT -
Tahoe Paradise Unit Nos. 1,2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8 and Rolling Woods Height
Subdivisions, east of U.S. Highway 50 and west of Pioneer Trail in South Lake

. Tahoe, El Dorado County, California

APA

Project Descripﬁbn:

Construction of erosion control and water ciuality improvements consisting
of infiltration basins, culverts, sediment traps, rock and vegetation-lined

channels, rock slope protection, revegetation, and easement acquisition.

' Findings of Exemption (attach as$ necessary):

The initial: study- conducted: by: the-lead- agency found: that: no- potential*"
individual or cumulative impacts.on wildlife resources will result from the
project. A Mitigated Negative: Declaration was approved by the El Dorado
County Board of Supervisors on February 8, 2000. : ,

SCH 99122015

Ceriiﬁcation:

I hereby certify that the El Dorado County Department of Transportation has
made- the above finding and that the project will not individually or
‘cumulatively have an adverse effect on wildlife resources, as defined in

Section 711.2 of the Fish & Game Code.

2l AL
Director éf Transportation

El Dorado County
Department of Transportation

Date: d,/7/= |




| Warer Quality Lopirol 5oard

California Regrona
Lahontan Region

ln'.-:.-..cl-Aé:lrc'z_r.. h:#;’lww.é;camm.mh%qcbé
{ ake Tzhoe, Californiz 95150

' ) S 2501 Lake Tshoe Beulevasd, South )
' Phone (§30) $42-5400 * FAX (530)SAETITN | aemm e m T
g ' : N TEIE S ey
L L
ST i JiEE
wary 5,2000 .- - | J\ JAN 2.5 20 '“
: REAS: tf [
el Gifferd - - 'J\-‘ l-i!
Dorzdo County Department of Transportation
hoe Enginesnng | o
21 Shakonl Drive
uth Lake Tzhoe, CA 96150
ar Ms Gifford: .
JMMENTS CON CERNING PROPOSED MITIGATED NEGATIVEDECLARATION
C_‘HEE EROSION'C QNTROL PROJECT, EL DORADO COUNTY .

JR THE APALA
= have reviewed the above-referenc ch includes the Initial Study, Environmental
1ecklist, Determination, Environmental Assessment, and Mitigation Measures for the Apalachee
osion Control Project. We underszand that the County propeses . to design and construct drainage
iprovements in several existing subdivisions south and east of the Lake Tahoe Airport between the
aper Truckee River and Pioneer Trail. The project area is bounded by Pioneer Trail on the south and
FS land on the north, and the Upper Trucke= River and the rescinded Caltrans freeway '
oject, which encompasses approximately, 500 acres, has been divided into
ses, but the environmental documesnts cover the eanre
nanied you on a site visit :

! on'the west.. The'pr
gject. On Septemnber 10, 1999, Regional Board staff accomp

«d docurnent, whi

‘e= phases for funding and construction purpo

and’

t descriptiorn, environmental checklist,
We have the

mmend that changés be made to the projec
s to our comments in writung.

ent form, and-that you send respons:
cific comments.

Te reco
wironmental assessm
Jllowing general and spe

reneral Comments
an of fine lake sediments are common within the
discussion in Specific Comments). “These soils are unusual in the Tahoe
Basin. Even where these areas are not found to be Stream Environment Zones, identificaton of
these soils is critical to selecting appropnate erosion control conveyance and treatment. .
improvements. On these soils, flow spreading and shallow vegetated swales could function as
designed. However, desper tock-lined ditches, which couid dewater well-vegetated areas, and
basins and sediment traps designed for infilratiorrare not recommended on these soils.
sdditonal soit investigations, parcularly in th= mapped JgC soils, should be incorporated inio

the early pheses of design. -

Soils thatare relatively shallow over either a p

project area (see

€ SEZ arees is discussed in several pars of the document. The existing projec
explains that basins would be located outside of the wettest porions

t
. description adequately of
2 SEZs, znd that consiructon of basins of fow spreading improvements aould not result
7 funcdon. [ the inics Sty LG {Covercge and Permit Iszues) secden, there is @

California Environmental Protecrion Agency




i Ms. Gi_{-ford‘

2= : . 01/05/60 -

stztement that after constructon and revegetation, “the areas of SEZ to r
will be considerad:testored SEZ”. For the purpose-of tracking SEZ restoration in the Tahoe
Bsm these SEZ areas might caly be considered “restored™ if it is determined that these areas-

were not pre V'ously functioning as SEZs and if 2dequate pre-ireatment of runoff occurs before -

dischargeto basin.- -

Disturbance to areas of SEZ not considersd to be existing coverage.by TRPA will reduire that
the Regional Board grant exemptions to the waste discharge prohibitions. Requests for
exempricns to the prohibitions for areas in excess of 2000 square fest of new disturbance or
more than 100 cubic yards of 2ll or excavation within SEZs must be considered at a Regional
Board mesting. The Basin Plan allows exemption for erosion control projects where the
disturbance is necessary for environmental protection and nc reasonable alternadve exists.

| There is likely to be disturbance to the SEZ, but the documents do not provide an estima:te of

the maximum amount of SEZ disturbance that is covered by the Negative Declaration.
Providing an estimate of SEZ disturbance area in the environmental documents, even at this
early stage of conceptual dnsxgn, assists Regional Beard staff in later making the findings
necessary to recommend an exemption to the prohibitions against disturbance to the SEZ.
Please esnmate areas of chs‘uroanc= proposed in SEZ that are e not considered existing

coverage.

Sbeciﬁc_Commen-ts :

L.

Most of the SEZs in the Aaalach

In discussions and maps .n Inital Study LG (Coverage and Permit Is:ﬁei) F igures'Dl-b3
(Land Capability Class Maps), and Environmental Checklist and Explanation of Responses

IVc "federally protected wetlands, " SEZs are shown as being classified by TRPA as !oamy
- alluvial lands (Lo) by Soil Conservation Service classification. This classification is given 2s an
indication that.these areas are not jurisdictional wetlands, and would not require a Corps of
-Enginesr Permit or Water Quality Certification from Lahontan, Though most of the SEZsdo

not appear to be Junsdxcnonal weﬂands additional field work may be needed to make these

deterrninations.

The SEZ boundaries shown on Flgures D1-D3- appear to be from T.R.PA maps, which may
. require project-level TRPA field verification. These boundaries often-do .not correspond, with
underlying or adjacent soil classifications shown in the Soil- Conservanon Service 1974 Seil -
Survev of the Tahoe Basin. The Lo (Loamy alluvial land) map unit.is. mostly west. of the.

pro_;ef't area and includes the Upper Truckee River and its associated jurisdictional wetlanas.

oro;eﬁt area are found on JgC or EoE soil map uniis on
Sheet No..9 (Bijou Quadrangle) of the Soil Survev. Most of these SEZs are unlikely to be

)Lrwchcnonal wetlands, but Shest No. 9
map uruts in the project area. The J'oC soils, which are a moderately fine subseil variant of the

suriece soil layer underiain by a-heavy loam to

J’DU "BEES sC lIS HZV“ a goerss 5 .’.."i"n 023
This JgC

clay loarn subsotl on top of moe'—neable clay loam 1o clay texture lake sediments.

soil covers about 70% of the map unit. Another 20% of the JzC map unit descibed on page

23 cf the Soil Survev consists of fine textured, pooriy drained soils.

shows several symbois for wet spots within the fgC

eceive sediment basins ‘ ‘




Ms. Gifford -3- A , 01/05/00 .
. Even outside of.the mapped SEZs. additional soils Tvestgations, early in the desigr phase, are
- peeded 10 determine soil limitztions before selecting appropriats improvements.. Responses 15}
‘Hydrology and: Water Quality quesnons should also-be changed to include -discussion .of .
coliection of data beiore design. Please include 2 discussion of measures to -identify soil
parameters and incorporate soils data into project design. © L _ :
Under Envircnmental Checkiist Question VILb; “... ascident conditions involve release of
” please deséribe potential fora sewage spill and describe mitigation.

hazardous matericls...
ie locating and mar cng sewer lines prior to- consTuctién, —
for spill centainment

Mitigation. measurss could includ
esses fuet spills from construction equipment.

19 .

“having silt fences in place and other absorbent materials on site

Appendix A now only addr

3. Under Eavironmental Checklist Question VIII a “Violation of water quality standards or

waste discharge requireh:enis » and Environmental Assessment Questioh 8 “direct or indirect

discharge of silror any other particies,” please discuss measures to avoid these discharges
_during construction. ' ' :

4. Under responses t0 Environmental Checklist Question VI & "... capacity of stormwater
" drainage systems...”, and VI f “Otherwise substantially degrade-water guality”,-the goal of
upgrading conveyances to désign capacities to handle the 100 yr. storm is mentioned: Please
_ discuss measures to 2ssure that upgrading these capacities will not impact SEZs. Particularly
if conveyance capacities are upgraded, the potential for impacts between the discharge points at -
" ihe west boundary of the project and the Upper Truckee River should be discussed. No
‘ improvements are shown in this area; but thers may be potential impacts or the potential for -
. water quality benefits from improvements in this area. Ata minimurn, please discuss the -
condition of channels or other conveyances in this area, and the rationale for excluding from the -
project this section that receives runoff from the project area. Ce S

5

Should you have any questions, plgzse‘contact Robert Erlich at (53 0)'542-5433‘ or me at (530) 542-

5436. - '
Sincarely, . R . : S
(7 all e /@h_fd" . . ,
Lauri Kemper, PE. - ' : . L
Chief, Lake Tahoe Watershed Unut . ‘ .'

cc:  TRPA/Kara Russell _
Tzhoe Conservancy/Steve Goldman

PZlcgt Apalachez.enV

[09/asw peading/Apaiachss Zrosion Contrs Projest




3

'OUNTY OF EL ﬁORADO o DEPA;ﬁTMEN’I" OF TMNSPORT-'ATIQ!‘

M—

TAHOE ENGINEERING A C  Phone: (530, s733180em2 " f
1- 1121 Shakeri Drive . . . .. .. . FAX: (5230). 577-8-402 :
South Laka’ Tahoe, C:ﬁ’emx::oi‘o .

nuary 20, 2000

i, Lauri Kemper

ief, Lake Tahoe Watershed Unit

lifornia Regional Water Quahty Control Board Lahontan Reg:on
01 Lake Tahoe Boulevard - 4 .
uth Lake Tahoe, Ca 96150

ar Lauri:

bje‘-ct: Apalachee Erosnon Control Project Response to Comments on
Proposed Mltlgated Negatlve Dec!arat!on (JN 95154)

ank you for your comments on the above referenced document As usual .another perspectlve is useful :
-reating the mast thorough. C:QA document for what is presently known .about the prOJect :'

-

J recommanded thal: changes as a. resu!t oF your comrients:be. made to the project description,
s/ironmental checklist, and environmental assessment form. . The CEQA guidelines do not specify how

' response to comments must be incorporated into the orlglnal CEQA document. In the-pastwe have
.pared a separate "Response to Comments” sectionthat we attach to' the CEQA document to be

sroved by the Board. The separate “Response to Comments” section is also sent to-the agency who
nmentad and to the CTC. We have continued with-this practice to save paper and avoid duplicating the
ponses to comments in the CCQA document and in the separate sectnon

hav== at‘ac‘xed a copy of our responses to your comments dated and received on Jahuary 5, 2000

el Gifford ©
iior Civil Engineer

Im’
lostre
Dave Zander - CiC - ‘
- Bob Sleppy - Departmant of Ceneral Searvices, Real Estate Divisicn -
Kara Russali - TRPA




.Es.oo.wsém' COMMENTS FROM LAHQNTAN REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL

January 18, 2000 _

-

BOARD RECEIVED JANUARY §, 2000

The raspcnses are
Gener2

1.

_the TRPA mapped SEZ boundaries do rot correspond wit

leqend shown on Figures D-1 through D-3 the SEZ item s

numberad in accorgance with the ordef of-the comments.

| Comments/ Sgeéiﬂe Comments

mzpped as SEZ by TFRPA are incorractly described: as Lo, lcamy
nitial Study, Figures D-1 through D-3, and IVc. of the '

d Explzration of Responses. Rather the SCS does show JgC or
project area. We agree that-often
h the soil-classifications shown in
f the Tahoe Basin. .

We zgree that the areas
afluviat lznds, in IG of the |
£nvironmental €hecklist an
£hE soil map units for most of he SE7Zs shown within the

ihe Soil Conservation Sarvice 1974 Soil Survev o

The SEZs shown on Figures D-1 through D-3 were taken from the TRPA's GIS Needs .
Larmry Benoit for the project area. It was incorrectly assumed that,

Assessment performed by .
pecause the SCS had not-mapped these areas as Marsh, and site visit-indicated that these .
areas were not extremnely wet due to-the man-made channels constructed through the SEZ,

Lo. According: to Joe Pepi of TRPA, if TRPA has mapped an area as

" ihat these areas were Lo. ACT
SEZ, but SCS shows it as

JgC, JaC, JaD, or EbE, the soil type will change from the SCS -
calssification when TRPA provides the Land Capability Verification for the project area.
Therefore, the first and second senterice of |G “Coverage and Permit Issues” should.read
“TRPA has defined some areas within the project area 2s SEZ. During the project design,
TRPA will provide a Land Capability Verification inr which the sail type(s) for these areas will
be provided. Also during the design,sail investigations will be performed on selected areas
where some of the sediment basins are proposed to better define whether a Corps of

Engineers Permit or Water. Quality Cenification from Lahontan will be necessary,” Inthe
hould read * Stream Environment

Zone * oaly. [Vc. of the Environmental Checklist and Explanation of responses should be

modified as follows: ) ) . o § _
. Tne response on the Checklist should be "No Impact’ instead-of *Potentially Significant.
Unless Mitigation Incorporation”. - ) .. . o
The Explanation of Responses to [Ve. should read “TRPA's GIS Needs Assessment
(Larry Benoit circa 1996) classifies sorne areas of the project as SEZ. During the design- -
‘phzse, TRPA will provide the soil type(s) assaciated with this Land Capability. Also soil .
investigations will be performed in selected areas of these SEZs where some ofthe” .
proposed improvements will be constructed. With this information, it will be determeined
what mitigation will be required and whether a Corps of Engineers Permit and Water
Quality Certification from { shontan is necessary.” This statement should be added to

Attachment B under Biological Resources Impacts.

L

In the last paragraph of your 1. Specific Comments you request that we include’a discussion
of measures to identify soil parameters, incorporate soils data into the project design, and .
include this discussion in the Responses o the Hydrology and Water Quality-questions. We
nalieve it would be premature 10 elzbcrete on-such & scil investigation program at this time.
We wouid nct expect that suen 2n elaboration weuld change the impact noted in the
Checklist Sufiice it tc say ior ncw we clzn tc perform scil investigstion for type, pe.rmeabiiity,'
and percolaticn rates, and install ground water observetion welis at the eppropriate propecsed
=asin sites in the early gar of the czsign. Please note thzt IE2. “Progcsed Improvements-
Tresting Storm Water 2nc Srow Mzit Zuncit © already contzins a descipticn of these

investigations.

e A ecieal Semia—
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Ganeral Comments

2

Since TRPA determines whether a orOJECl creales a. 'restored' SEZ, the second to lastand
the last sentences of paragreph -1 ¢f IG should read "...the areas. of SEZ to receive sediment
basins may be considered by TRPA to be restored qe:Z TRPA may also consider the areas
of SEZ in which flow _spreading devices will be-constructed as enhanced-SEZs",

Since we have net yet received grant funding for the project, there are not funds.avaitable to
estimzte the quantities of disturbance to SEZ areas. Should we perform this estimate, we
don't believe it would be meaningful Because the design is at best conceptual- at this stage. .
This information will be available dunng the detzailed desrcn phase when the quantltres will be

mare accurate and meanmgful

Specrfc Comments

2

(5

Envrronmental Checklist Vilb. The following statement should be added to the Explanatlon of
Responses (Attachment A) and-to Attachrhent B-under Construction Related Impacts. * It is’

' possible that sewer lines could be damaged during construction of the project . The following. .

measures to reduce the potennal for this damage and subsequent sewage spill will be

" implemented:’

Comphance with"USA (Under ground Service Alert) regulahons regardmg markxng of

the location of utilities prior to-excavation,
Potholing to expose marked utrlltres prior to =xcavatlon forthe mstal!atron of

improvements.
Should such a spill oceur, the following measures will be taken:

. spill.
The resocnsrble Public Utility District (PUD) will be rmmedrately notified. The PUD w'll

vacuum the waste into a vactor truck and dispose of itin accordance wrth federal,
state, and local requirements.”

Environmental Check]rst Vila and :nvrronmenta! Assessment #8 For this particular questlorr
we were consrdenng the *project” to be the "as constructed” project. Fhe response on the
Checklist should say “No Impact” instead of “Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation
Incarporation”. The following 'statement should be added to the Explanatlon of Responses

© (Attachment A) and to Attachment B under Construction-Related Impacts: * Buring

construction temporary erosion control measures such as filter fence on the downstream side
of excavations and material storage areas will be: installed and- maintained to avoid.the '
vrolatron of any.water quality standards or watse dlscharge requirements.”

The channels and canveyances beyond the hmrts of the: proposed rmprovements on the -
westerly edge of the project area appear to be stable from visual observations. Because the
project will not increase the runoff to these areas, no work is recommended beyond the limits
" shown. The-area beyond the westerly edge of the project area is steep, making access
difficult. The disturbance that would be created by-woarking in this area appears to be
unwarranted srncc improvements appear to be unnecessary. .

Filter fence will be installled before excavation in the area takes place to contain the "

~
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Ccegas

GRAY DAVIS.

'\—(‘)»LlFOF!NiA BUSINESS, TRANSPOSTATION AND HOUSING. Assnc9

DA"“ TMENT OF TRANSPOR tATlON

971534 ‘ lm I : ' fi@

2 (S30) 74141498 | K :

. ) -« - i
_ . . ]

January 24, 2000 .

KTAH113,
03-ELD-50 PM 71.48
Apalachee Erosion Control Project

JN 95154 PND SCH# 99192015

Ms. Janel Gn'ford
El Dorado Ceunty Department of Transportatlon

1121 Shakori Drive
South Lake Tahoe; CA.96150 :

Dear Ms. Giiford:

"'hank you for the opportunity to rev;ew and comment on the above referenced

document.
No significant hydraulic impacts are expected to occur to State highway facilities from
the 500 acre project.

If you have any questi’on,s regarding these comments,. please contact Terrd Pencovic,
Local Development/lnter-Govemme‘ntal Review Coordinator, at (530) 741-4199. -

:lncercly, :

}W z{Ba,/a,.

EAN L. BAKER, CHIEF -
Mfice of Environmental Management, M-2

Ms. Cathleen Pierce, Gov.'s Ofiice of Planning and Research (Fax State

Jearinghouse)

.—.




COUNTY OF EL DORAD

O " DEPARTMENT-OF TRANSPORTATION

JENSEIRY SN

FAHOE ENGINESRING ~ = . = Phora: (£30) 5733180 ext 2’
1121 Shikod- de‘ * L . . . F.A_x: (530) 5-77_8_402
South Laks Tahos, Callfornla 96150 ’ . ’

-~

December 2, 1299

To:

Subject: Notice of

Enclosed is the Initial Study,
Assessment, and _Mitigation Measu

Reviewers of the Apalaches Eresion Control Project CEQA Document

f Intent to Adopt.é Mitigated Negative D.eclarati.on' for.thé
© Apalachee Erosion Control Project (JN 95154) - o

the Environmental Checklist, Determination, Erjvirommental- '
res for the Apalachee Erosion Control Project. These
liforia Tahoe Conservancy funding. The

documents have been prepared-to. qualify for Ca _,

ipti included-in these documents. .

project location and description are

E] Dorado County intends to seek a

The public review period shall begin
Wednesday, January'5, 2000. Com

miti'ga'tédie_éa'tive Declaration for. this project. Please '
d comments to: . . : _ o .

Bruce Lee, Supervising Civil Engineer
" El Dorado County B
Department of Transportation
. 1121 Shakori Drive
So::Lake Tahoe, CA 96150

on Tuesday, December 7, 1899 and shall end on
ments received after the ending date will not be.considered.

Sincerely, .

Zanel Gifford ’ '

Senior Civil Engineer-

JGhg _ - . | .
Enclosure - : '
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' APALAEHEE EROSION CONTROL PROJECT .
Initial _Stpd.y.'

and has been prepared in order to qualify for the

stased ona conceptual d‘eéigri
g for the Apalachee: Erosion Controt Preject.

This Initiat Study i
Gense{vancy-(CTC) grant f_undin

California Tahoe-
£l Dorado County intends. to seek a mitigated Negative .Declara:iio.n for tﬁis project. Even though
this CEQA document is being. prepared before the design review process is completed, the design

cled to be insignificant. However, if significant impacts

known and changes are expe
tion measuras result from this review process, El Dorado-County will recireulate- the

address these new-issues.

concepts are
or new mitiga
document to

The initiat review,period"shall begin December 7, 1999 and end on January 5, 2000.". Comments
rgceived afier January 5, 2000 will not be considered. - ) : )

L PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. Project Location
The project area is locatad in eastern El Dorado County, in the Lake Tahoe Basin, -east of U.S.
ishway 50, and west of Pioneer Trail. The project area is bounded by Pierieer Trail on the south
‘east, Trout Creek’on the north and east, United States Forest Service (USFS) lands on the
" h; and the Upper Truckee River and the rescinded Cattrans freeway corridor on the west. The:
; project area includes Tahoe Paradise Unit Nos. 1,2,3,4,5,6.7, and 8 Subdivisigns as well as
Rolling Woods Heights Subdivision which encompasses. approximately 500-acres. The project has
been divided into three phases for funding and eonstruction purposes. Figure A provides a map of

the-project area.

B. Site Description '

The project area encompasses E] Dorado County right-of-way, CTC, USFS, and private property.
Approximately 23% of the parcels.are publicly owned either by the CTC or by the USFS, and
approximately 55% of the parcels have been developed with single famnily residences. Figures B--
" 4, B-2, and B-3 depict the ownership of the public parcels. Subdivision improvements include 25-
to 30-foot’ wide paved roads within 50, 56, or 60-foot County rights-of-way, overhead and

underground utiiities, and limited drainage improvements.

The natural s_lop;es in the project etated with pihes, fir, ménzanita, and other .
shrubs, and are coverad with a blanket of pine needles. Cut banks in the project area are steep and
teep roadways that are heavily sanded in the winter for driving

eroding and are bisected with st \
safety. The storm water and snow melt runoff from the roadways and banks is conveyed via
eroding roadside shoulders and.channels and drains into generally well-vegetatéd but channelized

siream environment zones (SEZs) depesiting sediment'and road sand. The depcsition of road
nd and sediment rgduces,lhe efiectiveness of these SEZ areas in treating the runofi. Since
s discharge into the Upper Truckee River (which is within 0.20 miles of.the westerly edge
within 0.60 miles of the northeasterly edge of the
ter quality of these sireams and Lake

arez are sieep, well veg

se SEZ
51 the project area) anc Trout Creek (which is
both of which qow into Lake Tahoe, the wa

project ar2a)
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Tahoe is negatively affected by this reduction ineffectiveness. Figures C-1, C-2, and C-3, each
entitled "Problem Area and Watershed Map," show the loeations of these varous, problem sources

and.the watershed arsas draining into these SEZs.

Land Capability Classes include Stream. Environment Zone (SEZ) Class tb and Ciassés:x%,s, and
6. The corresponding soils types.acecompanying these classes are leamy alluvial lands, gravelly
and stony coarse loamy sand, loamy coarse sand, coarse sandy leam, and gravelly loamy coarse
sand. Figures D-1, D-2, and D-3 depict the Land Capability Classes in the project area.

C. Project Need

Pursuant to the requirements of Section 208 of the Clean Wz
Agency (TRPA) has prepared a Water Quality Management Plan (208-Pian) for the Lake Tahoe
Basin. This plan identifies erosion, runoff, and. disturbance resulting from developments.such as
the subdivision roads within the project area as primary causes of the decline of Lake Tahoe's
water quality. TRPA's 208 Plan also mandates that capital/envirohmental improvement projects
such as the Apalachee Erosion Control Project be implemented to bring all ‘County roads into’

" compliance with the Best Management Practices by the year 2008.

The propased project area encompasses multiple projects included in both the Tahoe Regional
Planning Agency’s (TRPA) Environmental Improvement Program (EIP) and the California T ahoe
- Conservancy's (CTC) 1987 "A'Report on Soil Erosion Control Needs and Projects in the Lake
Tahoe Basin” (CTC 1987 Report). These projects are listed in the 1987 CTC report and prioritized

as follows:

Washcan Boulevard, priority no. 6, Glen Ea

priority no. 22, Jicarilla Drive, priority no. 26, and Muskawaki Drive, priority no. 31.

'Each of tr;'ese_projects.were identified as
- TRPA EIP.

El Dorado County Departrrient of Trans

portation” (DOT) proposes to resolve the problems
mentioned above by: - _ o I

1) stabilizing existing sedime:nt contributors;’ |

2) capturing read sand: and
3) . treating the storm water and snow melt runoff,.

D. Hydrology/Hydraulics

During the design of the proposed projec :
included in the Project Report.. THe Project Report will-be reviewad. by all funding and regulatory
agencies. In general conveyances will be designed to. handle the 100-yr storm event and. the-
sediment basins will Be designed to retain the runoff from the 20-yr 1-hr storm féﬂing within the
the sediment basins will be considered in

County right-of -way as a minimum. Surfzce areas of
determining treatment efficiencies for sediment removal. '

ter Act, the Tahoe Regionél Planning -

gles Road, priority no. 13, Apalachee Drive,

project #0188 within'Plan Aréa Statement 117 in the |

¢t, hydrology and hydraulic studies will be performed apd -




'roposed Improvements

siruction, this rather large project area has been divided

=or funding purbcses_‘édd to facilitate con
ss B-1, B-2, B-3, D-1, B-2, D-3,E-1, E-2,.

nto three phases which are depicted on Figures A as-well
snd E-3.

Phase 1 inciudes the follovs;'ing- County roads: G!en Eagles ‘Road, Boren Way, Ponca Strest,
Mingwe Street, the southern portions of Onnontioga Street, Nottaway Drive, and Acoma Circle,
Fine Valley Road, Hekpa Drive, and Busch Way. ' ' .

Acoma Circle, Nottaway Brive, and Onnontioga Street,
ha Street;, Kansa Street, Washoan Boulevard, Tabira
herly portion of Nadowa Street, and all but the most.

Phase 2 includes. the northedy pertions of
Acoma Court, Semat Court and'Street, Oma

Court, Muskawaki Drive, Panka Street, the sout

noftherly portiorrof Apalachee Drive.

alachee Drive, Kulow Street, -.

h Street, Canarsee Street;
Guadalupe Street, Ibache

Phase 3 includes the northerly-most portions of Nadowa Street and Ap
Koyukon Drive, Brule Street, Watson Street, Hunkpapa Street, Hup
Minniconjou Street, Tooch Street, Susquehana Drive, Jicarilla Drive,

Street, and Aravaipa Street. . _
1. Stabilizin'g'Existing Sediment Co_n’eributorS'and'Capturing Road Sand
y stabilized with revegetation. DOT proposes to use the California
in this revegetation work: -Where the existing roadside ditchés
e toes of these slopes are well vegetated, a compost/seed mix will be used to revegetate the.
bare areas. In areas where the toes of the slope are also bare, a combination of compost/seed and -
“rock breast wall to armor the toe and.flatten the siope is proposed. Curb and gutter will be installed
for toe protection from snow removal equipment in the areas where equipment gouging is evident
and where other roadside disturbances have occurred. Curb and gutter will also convey runoff and
‘road sand into sediment traps before the runoff is discharged into existing SEZs or into' proposed
sediment basins: The sediment traps will capture the coarser sediments and a fair portion of the
smaller grain sizes.’ This will reduce the total sediment/road sand discharged to the SEZ or.

sadiment basin thus improving the SEZs'"and basins! effectiveness.

Cut slopes will be primaril
ervation Corps (CCC) labor

2. Tlle_ati,ng Storm Water and Snow-Melt Runoff
are surrounded by -development, we propose to construct

In the existiné‘ drainage éreas that
utside the SEZ for treatment of the runoff.

sediment basins in the drier areas of the SEZ or just ©
Where possible existing sod and willows will be salvaged and replanted in the propased sediment
basiris. Topsoil will alsc be salvaged and reused. Overflows from the basin will be directed into
the existing drainage channels within these SEZ areas via rock-lined channels or vegetated gwales.
Dun"ng the design proeess soil and percolation testing will most likely be performed to determine
infiltration rates at proposed basin sites. Ground water observation wells wilt probably be instalied

tc geiermine.ground water elevations at proposed basin sites.

_ .+ o existing drainage areas in which the surrounding SEZ is undeveloped, and, for the most part,
tely owniad but unbuilgable, we propese 1o construct fiow spreading devices

jicly-owned or Srivat
Pho SZ7. These devices, will seread the road ~uncf ihroughout the SEZ area to provide autrient

duratlon pricr to dlschearging Inte the channelized areas.

- uptake and longer retention




3. Other Erosion Control/Water Quality Improvements’

A portion of the pavement has been removed from the southem cul de"sac bulb of 'Muskawekl
Drive. Ws propose to-remove the pavement remarnmg in the-bulb area and to-restore the area by
revegetation with consxderauon of the need for access by the utility companles

The existing roa_d embankment at the existing drainage on Onnontloga, just northerly"of.Omeha
Street exhibits signs of instability. We propose to replace the existing sack-crete embankments
with a rock buttress to prevent the road fill from sleughing into the existing drainage way.

A site investigation was performed to determine the existing culvert locations, drainaQe ways,
watersheds, and problem areas. The hydrology/hydraulics for the area will determine if the existing
. culverts are undersized. ‘Some culverts are damaged and- require replacement. Typically, the
replacement will be a culvert of 18" minimum diameter for ease of maintenanee. Figures C—1 C-2,
‘and C-3 show the watershed boundaries with the existing drainages. Figures E-1, E-2, and- E-3
show the proposed improvements. A summary of mitigation measures to reduce envuronmentat
impacts to a less than significant level is presented on Attachment B included herein. )

4. nght-of-Way.Acquxsmon Requrrements ) | .

The subdivision maps show drainage easements for all. of the existing drainage wdys. ‘The maps -
. also show slope easements along some of the existing cut slepes. As the design.and survey

progresses, it will be determined where these slope easements are adequate. and where
easements for revegetatxon and/or rock breast wall work are necessary. It will also be determined
if ‘any easements are necessary for the lnstallabon of the proposed sediment traps or sedlment'

basins (e g. Semat Street).

* Although every-effort was. made to Iocate the proposed lmprovements within the County nght-of-
way or on publicly-owned parce!s the conceptual design resulted in the need for two_ ‘full
acquisitions: APN 33-813-05 for construction of a sediment basin and APN 33-691-05 for flow
spreading of runoff in the existing SEZ. APN 33-813-05is undeveloped but buildable, whereas
APN 33-691-05 is undeveloped and unbuildable. The owners of these parcels will be contacted in
the near future to determme their willingness to sell their parcels to the County.

A number of public parcels are proposed for use. l‘mpr_ovements are proposed.to be’ constr'ucted
on 15 United States Forest Service (USFS) parcels as well as on 2 parcels of National Forest "
Service Lands. Either a Special Use Permit or direct transfer of USFS parcels to the County will

be the mechanrsm that will allow the County to use these parcels. .

Itis proposed to use 19 CTC parcels The CTC will grant license agreements allowmg these

improvements to be constructed on the:r property.

APN 33-050-15'is hsted with the assessor’s office as owned by the Siate of California. The Agenda
for the September 1999 CTC Board meeting listed this parcel among the 300 surplus Caltrans’ -
parcels along the former Highway 50 freeway corridor for which the CTC would. accept jurisdiction
and control of.- We propese ‘o construct sediment basins ofi of Ponca Street and Nottaway Drive

on this parcel.




B

-

res B-1, B-2, and 8-3 show all the public parcels within the proje&t. The public lots. proposed
use have their assessor's parcel naumber shown. Also shown on Figures B-t and-B-2 are the

two private acquisitions.
Buring thedesign pr ocess, public meeting(s) will be heldto ir)ferrﬁ the project area property owners

and resigents of the project and to receive their input.

. Mitigation Monitering
achments to the Environmental Checklist, referred to in the

Mitigation measures described in att .
arized in Attachment B, will require monitoring to assure that

Environmental Assessment, and summ
the desired result is achieved.

nstruction will be carefully monitored by ‘a full time
This inspector will insure that the temporary erosion
| protection requirernents are strictly adhered to by

the Contractor. In addition to County inspections, all regulatory-agencies review project plans and )
specifications to ensure compliance with local, state, and-federat requirements. These agencies
also visit projects in progress to enforce the implementation of Best Management Practices -

(BMPs).

The maintenance and monitoring of the project improvements will continue well after completion
tation monitoring and. establishment will continue for a minimum of two-

construction. Revege
‘rs following construction. Plant establishment will include imigation and replanting if necessary.
County will inspect all project improvements during the Spring and Fall of each year during the
: twenty year maintenance period required by erosion contrql grant conditions. County engineering
staff will direct maintenance staff to provide maintenance of new facilities based on results of the
inspections. Photographs will be taken Before and.after construction for a period of two years, and
following significant storm events to monitor the performance of the improvements.

Mitig"ation of potential impacts due to. co
coristruction inspector provided by the County.
contral requirements. and other environmenta

G. CoVerage and Permit Issues - - | . '
ations required-for TRPA and Lahontan

During the final d'esign,pha.se, coverage/disturbance caleul requ
coverage will result from the project.

permits will be made. It is anticipated that no new
construction. At the present stage, it is unknown how many square feet of SEZ will be disturbed
due to the installation of curb and gutter, tie-in pavement, sediment traps; culverts, sediment
basins, and rock-lined and vegetated ‘channels. However, after construction is completed and
- revegetation is established, the areas of SEZ to receive sediment basins will be considered
restored SEZ. The areas of SEZ in which flow. spreading devices will be constructed will also-be

considered enhanced.

The areas defined by TRPA's land capabiiity classes as SEZ are defined as lcamy alluvial lands
by the Soil Conservation Sarvice classification. This indicates that these areas are not
jurisdictional wetlands and would therefore not require a Corps of Engineer Permit or Water Quality
Ceriification from Lahontan. If more than 5 acres of overall disturbance will occur during
struction, a NPDES Waste Discharge Permit from Lzhontan will be required, It is possible that
han 100 cubic yards of fill or excavation

n
‘r's- than 2000 scuare feet of new disturbance and more t!
Within SEZs wiil be raquired to construct the propcsed sediment basins. If these quantities are -

excesded, exceptions to the Basin Plan pronibitions against discharging to SEZs will be requested

from the Lahontan Regional Board.
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County of E1 Dorado
DE.PAR"FMENT OF TRANSPORLA FTON

- ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

oAl ACHEE ERQSION CONT OL PROJEGT JN 95154

project Title:
. Lead Agen-cy Name and Address:

e r
4174 Shakori Drive

i lake T CA 96150

Japel Gifford " (5301 573-3180exd. 2 )

Contact Person and Phone Number:

project Location: _E! Tahoe Tahce Paradise Wnit Nos. 1 throuah 8 Subdivisions

end Ro]hno WoodMstedv of Piopeer Tralil

Project Sponsor's Name and Address _E_LQ_QEadg__QQLLMeaanment of Transoortahon

1121 Sh a}sgc i 2dve. South Lake Tahoe CA 96150 ; o _
. General Plan Desngnatlon " NIA .. 7. Zoning: __ N/A -

’ -Descnptlon of Project: (Descnbe the w
support, or off-site

hole action involved, mcludmg but not limited to later phases of the p‘roject

features necessary for xls lmplementenon Attach addxuonal sheets if

and any secondary,

necessary)

tudy for,det_ailed oroject description -

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: Briefly describe the project's surtoundings:

ses and setiing

Other public'agencies whose approval(s) are required (e'.g. p

agreement.)

1 ake Tahoe Basin Manacernent Unit

r - h n Regi Fore
AL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AF FECTED

JIRONMENT
would be potentially affected by this project, mvolvmg et jeast one impact that is

: °nv1r0nmentel factors checked below
zted by the checklist on the following pages.

t=nuelly Significant Impact s indicza

esthetics D Agriculture Resources O Aijr Quelity
iclogical Resources Cultural Resources OGeology/Ssils

lzzardous & =zzsrdeus Matenals DHycrplogyN‘later Guality Ot and UseiPlanning

Resources CNoisz Ofopulaticr/Housing
splic Services T Rrecraation O Trensponztion/Traific

Jui ies/Service Sysizms CiNandstory Fincincs of ~|cnx'\Cance

ermits, financing approval, or p'arﬁcipation .

hoe Conservancy, California Regional water Quality Control




ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST ST - L

ERMINA:TON (To b-‘= .,omplﬂ’edf by fhe Léad Agency.)

v

"‘

n the basis of thxs lnltxal evaluatlon:
| find-that the proposed preject COULD NOT h;;v‘= a sxgmﬁcant effect on the enviro
DECLARATION will be prepared. o nment, and a NEGAI WE

| fing th;t although the propesed project couid have a significant effect on'the aﬁ.vi,'-'o.nment, there will not be
significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by .or agueed lo by the prL_]e:t

proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DE\JLARA F ION will be prepared

l §ind that the proposed project: MAY have a s:onmcant effect on the enwronment and
_ IMPACT REPORT is required. = ENV'RONMENTAL

Hfind that the’ proposed DFOJECt MAY have a potenba!ty s;gmﬁcant lmpact' or tentxaﬂ signif .
impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately anapt;Zed in ;n Sam:fgég:ﬁ:tmmgated _

to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by miligation measures based on the earfier an‘am.’rsuaﬁt
described on attached shests, if the effect is a “potentially significant impact” or *potentially s'gmﬁcantt):_,sxls as
mitigated.” An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is requxred but it must analyze only the effects that rer::asl: ’

to be addressed.

| ind that although the proposed pro;ect could have a sxgmﬁtant effect on the envrronment because all potentxally

significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARA
applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that eariier EIR or NEEE‘TV%”SUG-M t.o ‘
I

DECLARATION, including rev1510ns or mltlgabon measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing

’further is required.

igrtatare : o ' Date '
03—61Y\C‘L 6{ —F'Fofd E‘ Dora:lo Cou-n ~
h . For !

Printed Name




ENVIRONMENTAL GHECKLIST ’ o

Potentially .

. . . Significant ..
. ) . Potantlally Unless - Less Than .
. . Sknificant Mitigation . Significant ?:lo
impact incorporation Impad Impact

AESTHETICS. Would the proposal:
Have & substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Substanti_aliy dzmage scenic resources, including,
but not limited to, traes, rock outcroppings. and histonc
puildings within a state scenic highway?

Substantially'degrade the existing visual character
-or quality of the site and its surroundings?

Create anew source of substantial- light o gfare'which .i ‘o
would adversely affect day of nighttime views in the area?

AGRlCULTURE RESOURCES: In determining whether

impacts lo-agricultural'res;ources are significant environ-

mental eifects, lead agencies may refer to the California

Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model

(1987) prepared by the Califomia Dept. of Conservation
s an optional maodel to use in assessing impacts on

riculture and farmiand. Would the project.

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland o o
of Statewide jmportance (Farmland), -as shewn on the .

‘maps prepared pursuant to the Farmiand Mapping and

‘Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency,

to non-agricultural yse?

" Confiict with existing zoning for égricultural use, or a ' ' a

Williamson Act contract?

Involve other changes in the existing environment whiéh, . ©O
due to the¥r jocation or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmiand, to non-agricultural use? . 3

AlIR QUALITY — Where available, the significance criteria

established by the applicable air quality managementor

air pollution control district may be relied upen to make the
following determinations. Would the project: :

Confiict with of obstruct implementatio'n of the applicable o = I
air quality plan? .

Violate any air quality standard.or contribute substzantially
lity violation? '

"xc an existing of projected air qua _
~esullin a cumulatively considerable netincrease ofeny = B o .a 8

crtera pelivtant for which the project region is NoN-
ztainment under an apclicable sederal or sigte ambient
zir quelity stancard {including releasing emissions which

exceed guzntiiztive rhresholcs for czané precursors)?




11,
—

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST .

-

xpcse sensitiverraceptors te substar.bal pollutant
concentrations? .

Crezte objectionable odors aﬁ°cung a substantial
number of people?

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES ~ Would the project

Have a substantlal adverse effect either dlrectly or
through habitat modifications, on any species identified
as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in -
local or regional plans, paolicies, or regulations, or by
the Cafifornia Department of Fish and Game or US
Fish and Wildlife Service? o

- Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian

habltat or o‘her sensitive natural commumty identified

....

the Califomia Department of FISh and Game or US
Fish and Wildlife Service? '

' Have a substantial adverse effect on fedérally protected

wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water.
Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool,
coastal, etc.) through direct removal filling, hydrolooncal
mterruptuon or other means7

Interfere substanually with the movernent of any native
resident or migratory. fish or wildlife species or with

established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors,

or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites? -

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resourees, such as a tree preservation pohcy

or ordinance?

" Confiict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat

Conservation Plan, Natural Community Canservation
Plan, or cther approved local, regional, or state habitat

conservation plan?
CULTURAL RESOURCES — Would the project?

Cause a substantizl adverse change in the significance
of a historical resource 2s defined in §13064 57

Caus= a substantizl adverse change in the significance

of en archzeclogiczl rescurce pursuant 1o §15084.57

Potanﬂzny
Significant
Potentially Unlass
Significant Mitigation
Impact Incorporation
o o
o o
a (a]
o ®
o D
a) o
a B
a G
o 8
c a8

Leas Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impag




ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST . L

Potantiaily

’ ; T . Synificsnt
: Co Potantlally Unkess ~ - Lass Than i
’ . ) - Significant Mitigaton Signilicant No
impact . Incorporation Impac Impact
g{;ecuy or indirectly desiroy & unique- paleontological = 0. - o C R
resource or site or unigue geologic featurs? '
Disturb any human remains, including thosé inter.red 0 - o
outside of formal cemeteries? ' )
GEOLOGY AND SOILS — Would the project?
Expose people of structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or
death inv_olving: .
Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on o o ‘a ~
the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or bas_ed
on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer
to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42. - .
Strong seismic ground shaking? ' a o o 8
‘smic-related ground failure, including quuéfaction? ' o o e ®
ndslides? ' o - a Q
Result in substantial soil erosian or the loss of topsoil? . ] ® = o
" Be located on' a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or - o o a 2
that would becomée unstable as a result of the project, and :
potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, fiquefaction of coilapse?
Be locatad on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18- 1-8 _ a o L o | =
of the-Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial S
risks lo life or property? _
: Héve soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of (=] o. o ]
septic tanks or altermnative waste water disposal systems
where sawers are not available for the disposal of waste
weter? )
HAZARDS .'AND HAZ_ARbOUS MATERIALS —Would the project
Create a significant hazard o the public or the environment o 8 a o
through the routine transpon, use of disposal. of hazardous
meterials? . :
o 8 o a)

ezte a significant hazarc to the public or the envircnment
inrough rzasonably soresezable upset and accident

conditicns invalving the relezse of hazardous matenials

into the envirenmeni?




3

"For a project located within-an airport land usé plan, or,

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

. Polantapy
Significant
lmpa;.‘

Emit hazardous emissions or handle Hazardous or acutsly o
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one~quarter

~ miie of an. existing or propesed school?

Be located on'a site which.is included en 2 list of hazardous o
materials sites compiled pursuant to Govemiment Code. o
Seclion 65952.5 and; as a result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment?

where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles
of a public airport or public use airport, would the project
resultin a safety hazard for. people residing or working- -
in the project area? : .

For a project within the vicinity of a private ax’fstn'p, would. - g
the project resultin a safely hazard for'people residing or
working in the project area?

lmpéir implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency responsea plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving wildland fires, including where. .
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

- HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY-— Would the project

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge - - o .

requirements?

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of
the local groundwater tabje level (e.g., the production

rate of pre-existing nearby wells wouid drop to & level

which would not support existing land uses or planned
uses for which permits have been granted)? '

Sits or area, including through the alteration of the
Course of 3 stream or river, in @8 manner which would
rasultin substantial erosion or siltaticn on- or ofi-site?

Substantiafly alter the existing drainage pattern of the

Potantially
Skniicant
Unless

Mitigation

Incorporation

Less Than
Skgnificant
- Impadl

-No
Impact




ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Substantially alter the existing drainage patiem of the
site orarea, including through-the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, or-sugstantially increase

the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which

would result in flooding on- oOrf ofi-site?

. Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed
tha czpacity of existing of planned stormwater drainage
‘gystems OF provide substantial additional sources -of

polluledr.mnoff?
dthenyise substantially degrade water quaiity?

Place housing within a 400-yéar flood hazard area as |
mapped-on @ federal Flood Hazard Boundary of Flood
Insurance Rate Map ar other ficod hazard delineation

map? -

"Place within 8 100-year flood hazard area structures
hich would impede or redirect flood: flows?

0
’ xpose people of structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving flooding, including flooding @

. a result of the failure of a levee or dam? .

. Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudlow?

LAND USE AND PLANNING —Would the project? -

Physically divide an established community?

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the

project (including, but not limited to the general olan,
specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance)
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmentat effect? '

Confiict with any applicable habitat conservation plan
or natural community conservation plan?

MINERAL RESOURCES — Would the project?

[ Besult in the loss cf availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and the

. residents of the siate?

Rasult in the lcss &f availzbility of a locally-important
mineral rzsource r2covery site delinezted on @ local
czneral glan, speciiic pian of other land use pian?

Patentially
. Significant
Impad

-

Potentialty
Skaicant
Unless
Miigslion
Incarporation

a

Less Than
. Significant
impact

No
Impad
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a)

3)
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

NOISE — Would the project result in:

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels
in excess of stsndards established in the local general

plan or noise ordinance, or 2pplicable standards of

other agencies?

Expesure of persons to or generation of excessive

groundborne vibration or groundbome noise levels?

A substantial permanentincrease in ambient noisé
levels in the project vicinity above Ievels existing

without the project? -

A subsfant.‘al temporary or periodic increase in ambieﬁt
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels ex:stmg

without the pro;ecz?

Fora pro‘jeci located within an airport land use plan or,

.where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles

of a public airport or public use airport, would the project
expose peOple residing or workmg in the pro_|ect area to

excessrve noise levels?

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would
the project expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels?

POPULATION AND HOUSING - Would the project:

Induce substantial population growth in an areé, either
directly (for example, by proposing new homes and

businesses) or indirectly (for example, through ex‘tensuon :

of roads or other infrastructure)?

Displace substantial numbers of existing housing .
necessitating the construction of replacement housing

elsewhere?

Displace substanlial numbers of people, recessitating
the construction of repiacement housing eisewhera?

_PusBLIC SERVICES

Would the project result in substantial acdverse chysical
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically
alered govermnmenial faciities, need for new or physicalty
eltered governmental {acilities, the construction of which

could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain accepiable service ralics, response times or

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Slgnificant’
Unless
Misgatior
Incarporation

Léss Than
Significant
lmpad.

No
Impac:




=NVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST o o

. o . C ) Potantislly
. } : : . _ Sinificant
o : - . Polentlally Unless Less Than )
' : © Sknliicant Mitlgation Significant No
Impac Incorporation Impact Impadt
other pérformance objectives for any of the public services:
a) Fire protection? o a] o
p)y ~ Police protection? o o a .
c) Schools? o o _ o
d) Parks? o o . ‘o
e) Other public facilities? 3 o a
RECREATION
Would the project increase the use of existing o a a :
neighbérhood and regional parks orother nécrsatibnal_
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration
of the facility would occur or be accelerated?
es the project include recreational facilities of - . . ‘0 o . - g
uire the construction of expansion of recreational
T facilities which might have an adverse physical effect
on the environment? :
TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC — Would the project?
_Cause an increase in traffic which is substantialin ' o ® D | a
relation lo the existing traffic load and capacity of :
the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase
in either the number of vehicle trips, the volume to
capacity ratio on roads, of congestion at intersections)? -
Exceed, either individually or cumulat'rvely, a level of a o a =
service standard established by the county congestion/
. management agency for designated rqads or highways?
Result in a change in air traffic patiems, including: eithé'r. .o o -
an increase in traffic levels of a change in location that :
results in substantial safety risks? :
Substantially increase hzrards due to & design feature: 0 o o B
(e.g., sharp CUrves or ¢angerous intersections) or
incompatible uses {(e.g., fem equipment)?
.esugi in inzgaquate emergency access? o & o o
Result in inadequaie parking capacity? . < o - a
= i o B

Canfict with adopted poiicies, plane, of programs supporiing
trensperiation (e.g., bus temouts, bicycle racks)? -

ahkemztive
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Potentially

Significant
Fotantaly Unless
Sknificant Mitigation
Impact Incorporation

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS — Weuid the project:
Excseu wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable o o
Regional Water Quality Control Board? .
Require or result in the construction of new water or o o
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause s:gmncant

- -environmental effects? .
Require or result in the construction of new storm water [s] o
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
constriction of which could cause significant environ-
m=ntal effects?
Have sufficient wa@er supplies available to serve the a a]
project from existing entitlements and resources, or - )
are new or expanded entitlements needed?
Resullin a determmatlon by the wastewater treatment o a
provider which serves or may serve the project that it ’
has adequste capacity to serve the project’s projected
demand in addition to the provider's existing commitments? .

~ Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity - a .0
to accommodate the pro;ect's solid waste disposal ne=ds’7
Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and o a]
regulations related to. solid waste? C
MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

' Does the pro;ect have the potennal to degrade the quality a c.
of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a: : - .
fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife populahon
to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten t6 eliminate =~
a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict
the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major period of California’ history ™
or prehistory?

0 .o

Does the project have impacts that are mdrvxdually limited,

but cumulatively considersble? (° Cumnulalively considerable”
means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable
when vieweg in connection with the efiscts of past projects, the
effects of other curent projects, and the efiects of probable

future projects)?

Less Than
Significan!
Impact

No
Impact
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=NVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST o
o - ' Potantlally
. ' . Significant )
: Y Potentialty ‘Unless Less Than .
o o ‘ . . Signlficant Miigation -~ .Slgnificant . No.-
. ) : Impact Incorporation Impact - .mpac
© Does the project have environmental effects which will o o ® O '
" cause substantial adverse gffects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly? ' )
1
[ 14

" 29




ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

)b)c)

olc)d)e)

)AN

.The project area is not used as farm.la'nd. The proj

* EXPUANATION OF RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS ON THE

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKUST FORM

The pfoject area has not been designatad as a scenic corridor by the Tahoe Regional Pla’nning Agency

TRPA).

" The project area is not within. a state scanic-highway.

The only element of the project that could.degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings is the construction of sediment basins that may have berms to retain runoff and metal
inleVoutlet structures. The basin berm slopes will be constructed as gently as the topography allows and
basin shapes will be designed to blend in with the surrounding area to minimize the visual impact. The'
inlet/outlet structures as well as the basin berms will be screened with vegetation as much as possible

without compromising the hydraulics of the system (see 1d explaration also).

The only element of the project that could create a new source of light or glare_wobld be from the sediment
basin metal inlet/outlet structures. Besides vegetative screening referenced.in tc, these metal structures

can also be painted with earth tones to blend in with the surroundings.

ject area has been subdiv’idéd It‘-nto parcels outside the
County road right-of-way of which 55% has been developed with single family residences. The remaining

- parcels are eilher privatély-qwnéd but undeveloped (22%) or publicly-owned (23%).

The proposed project is an erosion controliwater quality improvement project and as such has no zdverse
impact on air quality. Equipment on-site 'during construction may emit odors and fumes but not in a

ATTACHMENT A . _ ' ‘ g

. ‘
el
BNy
ST

)

magnitude to violate any air quality standard, or to result in a cumulative increase of any criteria pollutant

for which the project region is non-attainment, or to expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant

concentrators, or to create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people.

Since the préject areais highly developed with roads and single family residenbes, the species-most likely
to occur in and near the project area- are those that are already adapted to human presence, activities, and
noise. The relatively undeveloped areas to the north and to the west of the project area provide rmovement

A corridors for these tolerant wildlife species. The existing potential for wildlife habitat will not be altered by
the project construction. Although any wildiife in and near the project area might be temporarily disturbed -
during the project construction, and then only during the day, the disturbance will last.only-as long as the

construction. Therefore no significant adverse impacts lo species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or

special status in local or regional pians, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department.of Fish and -

Geme or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service are expected.

The project proposed improvements include construction of sediment besins to treat storm water runoff.

‘These basins may be located in stream environment zones (SEZs) which ma)/ also be classified as riparian

habitat. The basin construction could entail removal of materiat or filling i these areas. During the design
process an effort will be made to locats the basins on the fringes of these areas rather than directly within
these areas. If this is not pessitle, the proper permits will be obtained: disturbance. will be minimized by
restricting the Conlractor's access with the equipment through the use of construction limit fencing; the
equipment causing the least dislurbance will be specified; sod, tooscil, and willows removed during
construction will be salvaged and raused, All disturbed zreas will be revegetated with native see'ding and
compost. All vegetated arses as well 2s transplanied arzas will be irrigated for two years. following
construction. In some areas storm water 2ng snicw mieh runcif will be directed for treatment to SEZs that
are largely publicly-owned anc undeveioped. It is pcssible that How-spreading devices will be constructed

in these SEZs to maximize treatment benefils 2nc pessitly reduce the volume of flows cuirently discharged

into the man-made channels within these SEZz. Such'use of SEZs will be beneficial rather than adverse.

T reduce the amount of s2diment snd peliviants, fows will be pre-traztad through the use of sediment trans




ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

-

arging into the SEZ.

“

prior tc disch

raview of the Sail
re not classified as marsh but

»

sreas 8
prot=ctad wetlznds. In-any case, as described in
seneficial and not adverse. :

The only ~snstruction Jocations that could potentially

ard ordinances are the areas where sediment b

design cf these f2¢
USFS may have dons hiclog
bzsin and flow sprea ing sites.will be periorme
resources will be zffecied. Aveidance of these &
serve &s mitigation measure
the number and diameter of trees
avoid removal o
cutting trees of 30 inches dia

-

ie be removed a
meter or grea

roposed constru
s interred outside of form
ses an

The only areas of p
~any human remain
constructed. Wren the design progres
better defined, a records search will be p
prehistoric-and historio literature and to
investigation of the individual basin sites wi
appropriate mitigation measures. will be im
construction, project activities in the area wi
recornmendations on prop '

"determine
plemen

er procedure.

- Itis unfikely that any unique paleontological
by the project because o
excavations will be relatively
altered by the project.

n activities associated with the pro

structio
d vegetated channels, culverts, sedime

these activi

ivp)d)e) Thecon
lined an
breast walls. None of
rupture of a known es
|andslides, subsidence, lique
kind to life or prope
stated above, itemi e is not applicable to the project.

faction or collapse. Noné

ill disrupt soils and create unstable

llabicn of culverts, sé

Construction w
excavaticn for the insia
channels. Whers appropriate topsoir will be salvaged.

grosion control Mezsures based on TRP
disturbed durng canstruction will-be permznently st
of the projectis to stabilize existing eroding. cut slope

During construction, ther
required {5 submi: 2 Spill Contingency Flant

cleaning of vehicies of €

. n

W

Conservation Service soil clessificati
=5 loamy aliuviak &

asins and fiow sprea
ilities prograsses: available informaticn 0
icat studies on their parce
d during t
rezs, of where pessible

s. These measures will ceduce any impacts {0
ra unknown. In any case, every effort will be made to-

f trees 30 inches and larger. But because the area is residentia
ter at breas

erformed by aqu
Il be performed. |

Il cease and a qualified

resource’
f the nature of the project and the fact that the
near the surface and the e

posed project include ins
nt treps, sediment basin

ties will expose people 0
nhquake fault, strong seismic ground shaking, seismic related ground failure,

rty due to being, located on expansive soils. Given the types 0

A's Best Management Pr
abilized with r

= exists the risk of & fue! sgill #om consiruction equipment TheC
rzt will be subject to the
crstruction equipment shell not be perml

on shows that the arazs clzssified by TRREA as SEZ.
ds ané-therefore would not be considered :‘ede',?_"y
IVb) zbeve, the proposed use of the SEZ areas is

zfiect biologiczl resources. protected by local policies
ding devices are proposed. As the
n biological resolrces will be researched (e.g.
cessary biological surveys of the individual
ason to-2ssess whether any protected
_replacement of the rescurce will

less than significant. At this time,

Is). lfne
he optimal se

I, the TRPA prohibition of

t height does not apply.

ction that could affecta historical or archaeological resource or disturb
al cemeteries are
d the locations, sizes, and

those areas where sediment basins will be
depths of the basins' areas are
alified archaeologist to determine the available
prior archasological research. |f necessary a field
f any of the above resources -are found the
buried remains are discovered during
archaeo_lpgist will be conasulted for

ted. If any

or site or unique geological feature will be destroyed.
fac project area is highly developed. All
xisting topographic features (geologic) will not be

tallation of curb and gutier, rock-
s,-and revegetation and/or rock
r structures to potential adverse effects involving
of the proposed improvements will creale risks of any
f construction activities

earth conditions. Topsoil will be removed during

diment basins, sediment traps, vegetated swales, and rock-lined

the erosion of disrupted soils, temporary
aciices will be implemented. All areas
setation. In addition, one of the goals
raast wall.

To control

ave

Lk ]

<. with revegetation and/cr rock b

ontractor will be
view by the County. Furhemmors,
¢ anywhere onsits.

e

[R=3

iHa

[$%4

srogesed schoal.

an exisling of
iyce? on 2 Hist of hazarccus matenals siizs comeiied
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sie)f)

/lig)
7ih)

’!Ila)

iib)

lic)d)

he))...

Hig)h)i)i)

@)

b) ..

4

\C)

)oje)d)

iy

- -project area is highly de
. project.

of wildland fires.

- groundwater table level.

_in roadside ditches will ‘be conveyed in.concrete cur

-through curb openings and spread through the SEZ through flow sp
" traps will reduce siltation in n

... One of the goals of the project is to upg

- storm. Additional sources of polluted ru
 project goal is water quality improvement by treatment of runoff.

" The proj_éct area is within the area

. The proposed-project is consist

* airport traffic. Naise leveis in the project

Fhe. project area is locajed within 2 miles {approximately 0.5 miles) of an existing airport, but since lhe.-
veloped, any risks are already present and wor't be increased by the proposad '

Emergency vehicles will be accommodated &t

\ alt tirnes during construction including times when traffic
controls are in-effect. ‘ _

The project area is bordered by and contains forested.lands. The project will do nothing to increase the risk

The purpose of the projeci is to improve. the quality of storm waler and snow melt inoff from County reads;.
atment of storm water and snow melt runoff is thro'ugh the use of sediment basins which
filtration will obviously not deplete groundwater supplies orinterfere with
Id be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local

The proposed tre
retain and infiltrate the runoff. Thein

groundwater recharge such that there wou

in the following ways: flows previously conveyed .
b and gutter; flows that were discharged in a
EZs will be dispersed to the SEZ in a greater number of locations
reading devices. The use of sediment
atural drainages on and off site. New drainages will be designed with ‘
consideration of flows, slopes, and velocities such that stable conveyances resuit. The amount of surface

nt of roadside ditches that have some infiltrating-capabilities with

runoff will be altered by-the replaceme
impervious concrete curb and gutter. This increase in surface runoff will be offset by the installation of the

sediment basins that through infiltratiorn will attenuate flows such that flooding on- or off-site will not result.
These changes will result'in less than significant impacts. : o

The proposed project will alter gxisting drainagé pattems

concentrated fashion to undeveloped S

rade cgnveyance's to design capadities that can handle the 100 yr
noff would not be provided as a result of the project since another

mapped as Zone C, area of minimal flooding, on the ,October'18. 1983

Flood Insurance Rate Map:

The proposed project.would not physically-divide an established.commuriity.. '

ent with the General Plan in that the County Board of Superviéors adopled

nt Program in January 1998. The proposed project is also cansistent with

it in the 5-yr Capital Improveme »
tPgogram and tahontan's Tahoé Basin Plan. '

TRPA's 208 Plan and Environmental Improvemen

. see vVh)

The project would not aifect any known mineral resources or locally imporiant mineral resource recovery

. siles,

ted in TRPA's Plan Area Statement (PAS) that this particular plan area (1 17) in which the project area

munity Noise Equivalent Level {CNEL) noise threshold due to the

aree will be affected by construction. Noise from construction will

be limited by restrictions included in the Caltrans Stancard Specifications and the construction contract
Special Provisions. In accorgance with the TRPA permit conditions maximum work. day hours will be
hetween 2:00 a.m. and 5:30 a.m.. Slasting on the site will not be permitted. Altemative cracking agents wil _
be specified in liew of blzsting.

ftis sta
is located does nct mest the 50 Com

The srogcses project will not Yz crowan inducing as it §oes RGt exiznd any rcads orincraase slher growli-
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s)c)d)e)

et TSV

b)

<)

!d)
/g)
Via)b)d)e)i)

Vic)

ig)

- inducing infrastruciure.

" Only two parcels are proposed fof acquisitio

to provide access for pu

" accumulated-s ediment.

.west-of the project area for the cons

"The propcsed project will not cohﬂictvwit

-

.One. of the parcels

e WY,

n.. These& parcels are not now develepéda?

can not be developed beczuse it lies.within an SEZ. -

Maintznanee of pubfic facilities (water, sawer, power, phone, gas, etc.)is a contiriuoué process, and the:
of these facilities may occur during construction:=The-Gontraetor will be

need to maintain or repair some
required to provide ease of access to utility. service units if any emergency oecurs during construction. The
szme will apply.to police, fire, and ambulance vehicles. Contract Spec_ialProvisions’will include conditions

f blic service. Schools and parks will not be impacted by the project. Installation of
ment basins wilt require additional maintenance consisting of periodic removal of
£| Dorado County Mairtanance Crews will provide servicing of these facilities on
ded. Monitoring. of the control of-sedinrent accumulation is a pant of after-

sadiment traps and sedi

an annuak basis, of &s nee

construction project inspections.
The preject will not afiect existing recreational facilities.

on of recré-ationa'l facilites are not included. However, at the

Al this stagée of project devel;:p'ment. constructi
cy is acquiring the rescinded Caltrans freeway property:just

present time, the California Tahoe Conservan
truction- of bike trail facilities. It is possible that biking facilities linking

the Pioneer Trail bike lanes to the rescinded freeway property bike facilities may be recommended. These
linking facilities weuld logically be located within the project area. If this course of action becomes feasible
public input from the neighbarhood will be encouraged in public meetings. : o

Alterations to traffic pattemns will eccur during construction that would- result in t'emporary' congestion'but
would nol increase the number of vehicle trips or the volumne to capacity ratio on roads. The installation of
curb and gutter utilizes equipment which occupies one travel lane. Wnen this equipment is working, signage
and flaggers will direct traffic to the remaining available lane. One lane traffic control could also be
implemented during the instaliation of culverts. Detours will be more, convenient jn some areas where a
circle road can bypass sections of roadway (eceiving curb and gutter or culveris. .All traffic diversions or

sidents or schiool buses be _prohibited or emergency vehicle .

detours will be temporary and at no time will re
prevented from reaching a destination. Traffic Controls will be implemented during working hours and only
when it is necessary to perform the work. Parking in driveways may-be restricted for 24 hours after curb and

gutter is installed. During construction parking on the street will be limited by construction activities.

The project will not increase the ~umber of vehicle trips or volume to capacity ratios and therefore:.viill noi

exceed any level of service standards.
The proposed project’ will not affect air traffic pattemns.
The proposed project does not include any geometric changes to the roads or fmplemcﬂtation of

incompatible uses on the roads.
h adopted policies, plans, or programs suppbr‘dng al‘\ematNe

“transporiation.

The proposed project will not afiect waste waisl iraatment facilities, water supplies, of landfill dispesal
capacities. o '

The propesed project includes the instzlizticn of new storrn water dreinage facilities that supplement existing
iscilities by providing water quelity reztment festurss. Undersized culveris will be replaced with culverts
cesigned to convey the 100 yr storm event The constructon will not cause a significant adverse impact but

is intended to have @ beneficial efiect

with.the TAPA permit sonditicrs any gx:a‘vated materiat from the sroject thal is in excess of
ry for Sackill on the oroject witk o8 discesed of by e Cantractor outside cf the Tahoes Basin
sin al 2n aporoves dispesal site rnat is in compiiance with all reguiatory agencies.

In accorcance
whna!l is nece
or within the

€38
e
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=NVIRONMENTAL CH‘CI\LIST : R E
XVilz) 'he apprcpnate resaarch. and surveys of. bsologlcal hts‘oncal and archaeologlcal resources exi u . |
... .. mlhe-project area will be performed to ensure the proposed Sung wuh;
.-_-sourcss : pe ..P PO . .PfOJECi has a less than sngmﬁcznt lmpac* on the Se._.-% g
vViby **Wherr‘conmdered with past, current. and future sm'lar projacts the cumuiative eﬁ’ects wlll have a beneﬁ {*-M‘ | .
1mpact on th= envnronment specnﬁcany by the xmprovement of water qualtty. cia

“e

Viic) . A—’IY lnpacts on huu.an bnlngs ﬁ'om the projnct wnll occur dunn the ro ject : a

et Spraiaym s e < 3 el e




County OI kil oraao

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ENVIRONMENTAL AS SESSMENT FORM

File No. _ 9s1sé . It

Date Filed  11730/99 -

ol Proiect IimdaAgency El Dorado County

rosion Contt T

rdcctTMeAcalachea E

Eajne owaner £f1 Narade (‘.mm.rﬁv Dpp-::."rtmenra-q'f Phénc (530) 573-3186 ext. 2
C Transportation ’ — .

ddress 121 shakéri Drive, South Leke Tahoe, CA 96150
Iuncoprﬁﬁcant El Dorado CountyADeuarchnt of Pﬁoﬁc' (530) 573-3180 ext. 2
e " . .fTransportation o -

.ddress 1121 Shakori Drive. sauth Lake Tahae. GA 96150
&dccthmﬁon County}Sdﬁdivision
Woods Helghts adjacent €O Pio

kssc:ﬁsor's Parcels _. N/A

¢ - Tahoe Paradise Unit Nos. .1 through 8 and Rolling

neer lrail
Acreage ___ N/A Zoning .

the following questions s completely as possible. If more space is nseded for your
jects will require a Technical Supplement to

answer all of L
Subdivisions and other msjor proj

er, usc the back of the page. -
se filed together with this-form. .

' The project is 2 water quality improvement and an erosion
= To stabilize exiscting sediment contrH
ter and snow melt runoff. Existing |

1. Type-of frojcct and description: '
contro project. The’ goals of the project ar
butors, capture -Toad sand, and treat storm W&

will be ctabilized with revegetation and
houlders and channels will be stabilized by installing curb and

RG&Zd sang will De CEPTUTEd WITIT SEdIment” Theks - RuTrot s
and flow spreading devices. :

/oxr Tock breast walls. ]

eroding cut slopes
Eroding roadside:s
gutter o COTvey FLunolir.
will be treatéd by sediment €raps, sediment basins,.
2. What is the number of units/parcels propo _N/a -

in the following slope categories:

GEQLOGY AND SOILS
3. Identify the percentage of land

< 0tol0% _ 35 10tol15% _13 15t020% _ 15 Over20%

4, Have you obeerved any building or soil settlernent, landslides, rock falls, or avalanches on this

property or in the nearby surrounding area? No I

5 Could the project afiect any existing agricuiture uses or result in the loss of egricultural fand? _xo —
. If so, desciibe in detall:

——

e\ o entyFrmieavissm o




_ENVIRONMENTAL CHEGKLIST- o _‘ S oo E
VALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: : L . |
| A Brieﬁ'ei_élanatiori is-required for all answers except *Nadmpact answers that are adequately 's'uﬁpor'*.ed '.b)'- the
 information sources 2 lead agency cites in the parentheses:following each question. A *No Impact’ answier &
adsquately supported if the referenced information sources.show.that the-impact simply. does not appiy to projects
like the orie involved (e.g., the project falls oulside = fault rupture zone). A *No Impact” answer should be explained
where it is based on projec!-specific &ctors as well-2s\generakstandards-(e.g., the.project will not expose sensitive

- receplors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis),. -

site as well as on-site, cumulative as wéll

All answers must take aczount of the whole action involved, including off-
erational impacts.

&s. project-level, indirect as well as direet, and consiruetion as well as op

physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers must
less than significant with mitigatien, or less than signifiicant,
substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there
s when the determination is made, an EIR is required,

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular
indicate- whether the impact is potentizlly. significant,
“Potentislly Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is
. are one or more “Potentially ‘Significant Impact’ entrie

*Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated® applies where.the incorporation " of

mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a "Less than Significant Impact:”
. The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to z less than
... .significant level (mitigation measures from Section XVII, “Earlier Analysis,” may be. cross-referenced).

- Earlier analyses may be used wheré,"pursua_nt to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect.has’
“been adequalely a2nalyzed in an eadier EIR or negative declaration. Section.‘lsos:;l (cX3)(D). In this case, a brief

discussion should identify the following:

Earfier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

a) - , C
b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the

scope of and adequately analyzed in an eariier document pursuant to applicable.legal standards,
and state whether such effects were addressed by miﬁgation Mmeasures based on the earfier

analysis. :
“Less than. Significant with- Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measures. For effects ‘that are
Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier
document and the extend to which they address.sit&spgciﬁc conditions for the project.

c)'

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the éhecklist references to information sources for potential

impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should,
..'where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sburces used or ind_ividualscontacted.
should be ciled in the discussion. to.

to use different formats; howéyer, lead agencies should

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free
relevant to a project's environmental effects in whatever

normally address the questicns from this checklist that are
format is selected.

The explanation of each issue should identify:
&) the significant criteria or thr
b) the mitigation mezsu

eshold, if any, used lo evaluate each question; and
r2 identified, if any, to reduce the impacl to less th_an significance.




- Cmged

,rmONMEN"r AL ASSESSMENT FORM _ = _
Is the project located: within the flood plein gf.my-.;n'.?;g.m-prfriyuﬁ (If so, which one?)’ Na

What is the distanec to the nearest body of wateT, river, stream, or y:,g_r-roujd drzinage channel?

(Name of water body) Uoeex Truckes Rivet is within 0.2 miles of the westerly edge of
the project; Trout Creek is within 0.6- miles “from the northeasterlY edge of the proje

Will the project result in the direct or indirect Gischarge of silt or any other particles in noticesble
amounts into any lakes, rivers, or streams? No

" \will the project result in the physical lteration of a naturdl body of watef or drainage way? (If sa, in

what way?) No

3 Does the project area contain any wet meadows, marshes, or other perennially wct areag?. Yes,
described by the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency as Stream- Environment -
: Zounes

wet meadows

mr—

What is the predominaht vcgc{ative cover on the site (trees, brush, grass, etc.

: )? (Estimate % of each)
357 trees; 10Z brush; 30% grass;. 25%Z houses ] ' )

——

.How marry trees of 6 inch diameter will be removed when this project is irnplemented?uf\kﬁom;
' see item IVe) of Environmental Checklist form and Tesponses : .

<

3.  Inwhatfire structural protéction district (if any) is the project located?
Lake Valley Fire District .

4,  Whatis the nearest emergency source of water for fire protection purposes? (Hydraat, pond, etc.)
several hydrants within project area ) . ; e

approxiﬁately 1 nile from the nortﬁeascerly
cdge of the project area . .

5.  Whatisthe distance to the nearest fire station?

+

6. ‘Wil the project create 20y deadcnd roads greater than 600 feet ip'lcngt_h? No

17. Wil the project involve the burning of any material, including brush, trees, and const.rudio;x
materials? _____No : L

1SE QUALT ' :
18.  Is the project ncar an industrial area, fresway oOf mejor highway? If s3, how far?
from U.S. Highway 50 ’

The proiect 1S spprcximately & miles

cween 5:00 a.m. aund 6:30 p.m. during ccnstruction.

construcuon? Tguisment noise be

. What types of noise would be created by the estabiishment of this land use, both during and after

No noise increase mZrer conSTTUCTIST. Noce: The prcject atea g wicnin 0.3

miles c¢f the take Tea:

- Vrmacntmieavese £7




ENVYIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PORM . ' : .

20.  Would any noticesble amounts of air pollution, such- s smoke, dust. 6r.odery, be produced bythis il
Aprcjéct? During construction, there mzy be temporary, unavoidablé.- increzses in-duse,
The impacts will b~ mitigated wicth appropriate BfPs. ...

——

WATER A_ - ' :
21.. Is.the propesed Water source public-or privete; trested or untreated? Namé the system,
‘ - Public ~ South Tzshoe Public Utility District e _
22 What is the water use (rdc{dcntial, agricultural, industrial, or commercial)? __ Construc tlon for
enil :nmp:rr'fﬁn'?:nr'i dnst cnnrrpl'--w‘rrigitjnr\ to n_er;h‘[i-qh u-ggr,f-'-(nn . :
23, Wil the'project obstruct scenic views from existing rcm'dmﬁal areas, public lands, public bodies of . -

water, or roads? No

24. - Do you know of any archeotogical or histerical areas within the bouddaries-or adjacent to the
project? (Example: Indian burial grounds; gold mines, etc.) __ No. But as desigr progresses E
-record searches and if necessary surveys will he performed ta dersymine if such” ‘
areds are within the project area. . . S T T

SEWAGE o ' :

25.  What is the propdsed method of sewage disposal?

or Sanitatian District (name) So. Tahoe Public Ucilitvil_)'_i.st:r:.tct

Septic system
26.  Would the project require a chahge in sewage disposal methods from ih_ose currently used in the
vicinity? .- Wo L - . L
. . .. .

27. ~ 'Will the project create any traffic problems or change any existing roads, highways, or existing
. ffic pmm‘?. During construction, 2-lané rosds may be restricted.to l1-lane

travel. .Emergency access will be maintained. ‘

28.  Will the' project reduce or restrict access to public lands, pal;'ks,. or any pﬁbh’c faciliies? __ Mo - . :

29. Wil the project result in the introduction of activities not currently found within the v
community? No . o | i

development intensity of already developed areas? ‘(Examples include the introduction of nesv or

30.  Could the project serve to encourage development of présently undcvclo’pccf arezs, or increases in
expanded public utilities, new industry, commercial facilities or recreation activities.) N ‘

=\ forms'ennvEmieavaemn fm




L0 " Paged

WRON}‘{PNTAL ASSESSM'ENF F’ORM |
. will the project rcquu'c the exzension of oc.stmg pu.bhc utxhty lines? iz No
If s0, identify md give distances. S s
EN . . ' Loy . . N < " R s . )
2. - Doesthe project involve lands currently protested under thc Willizmseri Act o m‘Opcn Space
Aszrccmcrﬁ? No - . ~

W"xll the prOJcct lrvohc the apohcatlon, use,-or disDOS&I of potcrm.ally hazardous m.umals
including pcsticxdes herbicides, othet. toxic substanc..s or radioactive material? No

L)

4wl thc proposed project rcsu}t in the removal of 2 natural resource for, commcrma] pu:poscs
No_ . '

(including rock, sand, g:ravd, trees, rmnemls, or top soil)?

oblcms ('mcludmg, but not fixgited to

Could the project cresie pew, Or aggravate cxwtmg health pr
~__No_

- flies, mosqmtocs rodents, and other disease voctors)?

Nn

6. Wil thc ‘project displace any community rcsxdam'?

- ANSWERS TO THE PREVIOUS OUESTIONS
Jse additiopal sheets if necessary. : .

- B

Proposed mitigation measures for any of the above questions where there will be an adverse impact:

See A'c:;achmént B

11/30/¢99

.%COMPLETED BY: Jarnel Giffcotd, SenicT Civil Engineer )
Nafl;lc aﬂd '.[_!LL‘: Datc

ct \fcr'ml\:a.rffrm\csmﬁ:n




SV VINUNSIEN L Al ASSSOMEN L Furu . I nb"C o

1. The project-wilkhaveimpacts which achieve short-term goals _ . .

to the dlsadvmua.gc ofifong-term environmental go&ls : o ) QT
2. - The prGJcC’f’\:’L[I .hz;..vc‘ﬁ;pacts which are individually mslgmﬂcant, -

et cumulsnvely significant, - _ o %
3. The pro;cct could have sugmﬁca.nt advefsv ezmronmental unpact o Lo x -

If the administrative dcas:on orl-one or more of these items is “y es”, .

8n egvironmental impact report shalk be submitted and approved pnor

to mmancc of 2 pcrmxt or approvat of thc pmject. R

- X
The above document and any attachments mests the criteria . _ _
for a Negative Declaration and'is so designated. S ' X _ ‘
mfafe » ) . /Z«;/F(L/
"~ Date - S Responsible Official

The abovc document ('mcludmg any.technical supplements; if reqmred) Is available for public review for -
.hu'ty (30) days at tbc Office of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors.

STAEF, COMMENTS:

e\ \Iém\ca:)i'm\c:vxmﬁm




,-s,_!ala\'.n:b CrUDIUIT muties w0

e . , ‘ ' ' : _Summary of Mltigation Measures

O AR

- Attéchment B

v

&fwgh ,t'h'é’*’éOélffdf.'iﬁhe'-’:rprdject Is to mitigate impacts to the water quality of Lake Tahoe oy TS

caused by th.e,-df-.v;éidpmen.t-of the existing subdivisions by controlling- erosion and improving M_

t’ne'qualiw' of storm water and snow melt drainage, the project also includes proposals whieh T

r_aquire'-mi"eig:atlﬁnmtoﬂgrevem poten‘tiél environmental jmpacts and to comply - with loca| =~ = umezsme =
ra| regulations. The potehtialrimpact; and associated mitigation measures that

environment | .
were discussed in Attachment A-and alluded to in 8 more general format in the environmental

Assessmant Form are summarized below. -

POTENTIAL IMPACT MITIGATION MEASURES

Aesthetics :
.Degrade. the existing visual The only element of the project that could degrade -
character or quality of the site the existing visual character or quality of the site
and its surroundings. ~and its surround'mgs is the construction of sediment.
‘ . basins that may have berms to retain runoff and
~metal inlet/outlet structures. - The basin berm slopes
will be constructed as gently as the topography
allows &nd basin shapes will be designed to blend in
with the surrounding area to minimize the visual
: " impact. The inlet/outlet structures, as well as the
“ S : - basin berms will be screened with vegetation as
much as possible without compromising ' the
hydraulics of the system. B . o

new source of The only element of the project that could create a
_substantial fight or glare which new source of light or glare would be from the

would adversely. affect day or sediment " basin metal inlet/outlet structures.
Besides vegetative screening, these metal structures

- "can also.be painted with earth tones to blend in with -
.the surroundings. L

|
Create 3.
|

" pighttime views in the area.

2.' . - - .7‘ . %
. Riparian Habitat/SEZ
Dlstqrbgnce T .

Have a sdbsbantial adverse The project proposed improvements include

effect on any riparian habitat construction of sgdiment basins to treat storm
or other sensitive natural water runoff. These basins may be located in

community identified in local ~ stream environment zones (SEZs) which may also
or regional plans, policies, be classified as riparian habitat. The basin
construction could entzil removal of material or

regulations of by the

California Department of Fish  filling in these arezs. During the design process

~and Game or US Fish and an effort will be ‘made to locate the basins on the
wildlife Sarvice. fringes of these areas rather than directly within
: these areas. If thisis nct possible, the proper

‘ . ' permits will be cbtained;




el - disturbance’ will be minimized- by restricting the
. . " mi Contractor's access with the equipment through the
g Use .of censtruction {imit fencing; the- equipment ‘ .

' causing the least disturbance will be specified; sod, :
“z-==~o=topsoil, and willows removyed during. construction will S
snsvbe salvaged and.reused, All disturbed areas will be -
-revegetated with native seeding and compost. Al
. vegetated areas as well as transplanted areas will be
: Irrigated for. two years fellowing construetion, These

mitigation measures .will reduce the disturbance

causeéd- by the eonstruction of the sediment basins

-and outlets to a level less than significant and such

that the disturbance would not be considered.
permanent. In some areas storm water and snow

melt runoff will be-directed for treatment to SEZs
- that are largely publicly-owried and undeveloped, It

is poessible that flow-spreading devices will be

constructed in these SEZs to maximize treatment

benefits and possibly reduce the volume of flaws

currently discharged into the man-made channels

within these SEZs. Such use of SEZs will be .

beneficial rather than adverse. ‘ Ta reduce the

amount of sediment and pollutants, flows will be

pre-treated through the use of sediment traps prior

‘to discharging into the SEZ. .

Tree-Removal . )
Conflict with any local policiés  The only construction locations that could potentially , ‘
" or ‘ordinances’ protecting affect biological resources protected by local policies
biclogical resources; such as a _ and ordinances are the areas where sediment basins
tree preservation policy or and flow spreading devices are proposed. As the
ordinance. C : design of these facilities progresses, available
T information on - biological resources will pe
researched (e.g. USFS may have done biological
studies on these parcels), If necessary biological
“surveys of the individual basin and flow spreading
sites will be performed during the optimal season. to
assess whether any protected’ resources will be
affected.  Avoidance of these areas, or where
possible, replacement of the resource will serve as
mitigation measures. These measures will reduce
any impacts to less than significant. ~At this time,
. the nurmnber and diameter of trees to be removed are
“unknown. In any case, every effort will be made to
avoid removal of trees 30 inches and larger.. But
because the area is residential, the TRPA prohibition
of cutting trees of 30 inches diameter or greater at ' i

breast height does not apply. : :

R o O PV

3. Cultural'Resgurces
Historic Archaeologleal, _ -
Human Remalns | .
Cause 'a substantial .adverse The only earsas of propcsed construction that could
change in the significance of a  affect g historical or archaeslogical rssourca or
historical or archaeological disturb any human remains interred outside of : o i

resource as referenced in  formal Cemeleries 2rz those arzas whers sadiment 3

Section 15064.5 of the CEQA basins will te constructzd. When the design




Guicelines; disturb amy-human progresses and the locations, slzes, and depths of

‘remains, including.~ those 'the"ba,slns’ areas are better .defined, 3 records

. - |nterred . outside of ‘ formal sesrch wilkbe performed by a qualified archaeologist

cemeteries. . . T to determine the avallable prehlstoric and historic

. s ek e GRS erature ‘and” to determine . prior archaeological

sresearch. If necessary & field investigation of the:

: :,f_;individual"basin sites will be performed. If'any of
T these resources are found the appropriate mitigation ' :

wessergm e measures will be implemented. If any buried
remains are discovered during constructiori, project
activities in the area.will cease and a qualified
archaeologist will be consulted for recommendations

on proper procedure.

Erosion, Loss of Topsoil
Result in substantial  soil Construction will disrupt soils and create unstable
erosion or the loss of topsoil. earth cconditions. Tepsoil will be removed during
‘ excavation for the installation of culverts, sediment

basins, sediment traps, vegetated swales, and rock- °

lined channels. Where appropriate topsoil will be
salvaged. To control the erosion of disrupted soils,
temporary erosion control measures based on TRPA's

Best Management Practices will be.implerhented. All
disturbed during construction wiil be

areas
_ , _permanently stabilized with revegetation. In
addition, one of the goals of the project is to
. . stabilize . existing - eroding cut. slopes with.
. revegetation and/or rock breast wall.

Hazardous Material Use or

Release ' ’

puring construction, there exists the risk of a fuel
spill from construction equipment. The Contractor
will be required to submit 2 Spill Contingency Plan
that will be subject to the review by the .County.
Furthermore, cleaning of vehicles or construction
equipment shall not be permitted anywhere onsite.

Create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment
through the routine use of
hazardous materials or threugh
-reasonably foreseeable upset or
accident .conditions involving
-the release of hazardous
materials into the environment.

Traffic/Parking
Alterations to traffic patterns will occur during
construction that would result in temporary

to the existing traffic load and" congestion. The installation of curb and gutter
" cepacity of the street system  utilizes equipment which occupies one travel lane.
(i.e., result in a substantial When this equipment is working, signage and
increzse in congestion at - flaggers will direct traffic to the remaining
intersections). available lane. One lane treffic control could also
: ' be implemented during the installation of culverts.

Detours will be more convenient in some areeas

. - where. a circle road can bypass sections of roadway
receiving curb and gutisr of culverts, All traffic

diversions or detours will be temporary and at no

Cause an increase in traffic
which is substantial in relation




V-

time wiil.resiaents or scnodi buses. e pronioitea or

emergency .vehicle prevented--from reachind a
destination.” Trafflc Controls will. be. Implementad

during wotking hours and only when It Is necessary

.to-perform the work. - Rarking-In. drlveways may be

restricted for 24 hours:after:curb.-and -gutter is.
Installed. Parking on the street wili.berestricted by
the construction activities. ., - - C o




'Proiechitle: Apala

~ dighway 50

.-The proposed project wi

This is to advise that the Calif
t and has made the o

a significant effect on the &

EXHIBIT 6
(1 of 2)
NOTICE OE_DETEF'IMINATlON

TO: Otiice Ot Planning And Research
1400 - Tenth Street, Room 121

Sacramento, California $5814

FROM: Calif6rnia Tzhoe Conservancy
‘ 2161 Lake Tahoe Boulevard

South Lake Ta

hoe, California 96150

SUBJECT:’ Filing of Notic
' ‘Resource Code.

& of Determination in complian

ce with Section 21108

of 21152 of the Public

[

chee Erosion Cantrol Project

Tahoe Paradise Unit Numbers 1,
Trail in South Lake Tahoe, El DoizZo County, Cali

and west of Pioneer.

State Clearing House Number ’ Contact Number Telephone Number

99122015 - Dave Zander - (530) 542-5660, ext. 309.

Proiect'Location: : i S o . - .
2,834,567 and8, and Rolling Woods Height Subdivisions, east of U.S.

fornia.’

Project Des cription: : :
ill construct e

culverts, sediment traps, roc
acquisitions. ‘

k and vegetation-

rosion control/water quality improverne
lined channels, rock slope pro

nts.consisting of infiltration basins,
{ection, revegetation, and property

ency, has approved tha above

despribed projec
1. The project will not have

2. ANegative Declaration'for the pr
Transportation on December 2, 1
Fish and Game fee were filed Fe

record of project approval-may be exam
outh lake Tahoe, Califo

d.the Negatlive Declaration-

1121 ‘Shakori Drive, S
reviewed and considere
of Transportation prior to project

3. Mitigation Measures were made
Conservancy. :

4. A $tatement_of Ov
5. 'Fir{dings were notre

erriding Considerations was 1
quired pursuanttoe the provis

ornia Tahoe Conservancy,

llowing determina

oject was prepared

“acting as a responsible ag

tiops regarding the above described project:

avironment.
and aporoved by El Dorad

999 and a Notice of Determination along with

bruary 11, 2000. The Notice of Determination,
ined at the El Dorado Co
rnia 96150. The Ca
that was prepared by the El

approval.
a condition of the @

ppr

ot adopted for this project.

o County Départment of
the California Department of
Negative Declaration, and

unty Depantment of Transporniation,
lifornia Tahoe Conservancy

Dorado County Department - ‘

oval of the project by the California Tahoe

FISH & GAME FEES: See attached

Date .F.eceived for Filing

f————l———————————————1'
ECEIVED)

ions of CEQA.

A in T Nasrreds
Dennis T. Machida ~ . ~ N :
Executive Officer o o .
(May 19, 2000 Board Meeting) RECEIVED-

MAY 30 2000

A TAHOE CONSERVAN .




EXHIBIT 6.
(2 of 2)
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME,
CERTIFICATE OF FEE EXEMPTION .
De Minimis Impact Finding

Project Title: .'

Apalaches Erosion Control Project

Location:
South shore of Lake Tahoe, in the vicinity of eastern El Dorado County, bourided 'léy Pioneer Trail on
on the north and east, U.S. Forest Service lands on the north, and the

the scuth and east, Trout Creek
Upper Truckee River and rescin

Project Description: '
tabilize existing sediment contributors, capturing road sand, and treating

_The proposed project will s
storm water-and snow meit runoff. The projectinvolves revegetating cut slopes and armoring toes
of bare slopes with compost/sesd and a rock breast wall. Curb and gutter will be installed for toe
protectioﬁ and to convey runoff and road sand into sediment traps before the runoff is discharged into
proposed sediment basips.- Sediment basins will be constructed in existing drainage areas surrounded
by development for treatment of runoff. Flow spreading devices will be installed in drairiage areas
ill be removed and restored

where the surrounding SEZ is undeveloped. One partially paved area w
with revegetation. Unstable sack-crete embankments will be replaced with rock buttress. Right-of-way

acquisition for two easements will be obtained.

Findings of Exemption: |

The County of El Dorado has prépared a Negative D‘e'clarati-oﬁ. The County has detei-'x'ninled that the

ill have no significant environmental impact and has filed a2CEQA Initial Study, and a Notice
The California Tahoe Conservancy has considered the

nation with the State Clearinghouse.
alachee Erosion Control Project a8 déscribed in the attachéd.

pted by the County of El'Dorado; together with comments
and finds that, with the proposed
the County, there is no substantial

ded Caltrans freeway comridor on the west..

.

project w
- of Determi
. environmental impacts of the proposed Ap
. Negative Declaration and Initial Study ado
on the project and other-information provided to the Conservancy,

mitigation
evidence that this project will h

] ave a significant éffect on the enviro
wildlife resources are De Minimis. . L ' _

Certification:
. 1 hereby certify that the California Tzhoe Conservancy has mede the abeve finding and that the
project will not individuaily or cumulatively have an adverse effect on wildlife resources, as defined -

in Section-711.2 of the Fish and Game Code.

' ' o RECE|vE
. . clVE

t‘b@[ﬂmlﬁ. -ILMM‘ . /

T Dennis T. Machida " MAY 3D 2
' Executive Officer : hev e
Cezlifornia Tahce Cons.ervancy' "ATAHCE cone -

Mzy 19, 2000 -

Date

measures that have been incorporated into the project by
nment. Potential effects on fish and




Activity

Preliminary Design

Begin Construction

Complete Construction
Irrigation

Monitoring

Initial Moniforiﬂg Report
Final Mo.ni.tori-ng Report
Submit Final Report +

Final date for submittal
of construction invoices

Final date for submittal
of monitoring invoices

-

- ExhibitB
Project Name: Apalachee Phase III
ESTIMATED PROJECT SCHEDULE |

Apalachee Phase IIT

Date of Submittal
to Conservancy

June 2005
July 2006
October 2007
May 2007 to October 2008
2007-2008
December 2007 |
December 2008

. Deéember 2006

May 1, 2007

15
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Exhibit C

1 ist of Assurances
(For Site Improvements)

By entering into the foregoing Agreement the applicant assures and certifies that it will comply
with Conservancy regulations, policies, guidelines, conditions, and requirements, in existence on
the effective date of this Agreement, as they relate to the acceptance and use of Conservancy
funds for the Project(s). Also, the applicant gives assurance and certifies with respect to the

grant that:

1. Tt possesses legal authority to apply for and receive the grant funds, and to finance and
construct the proposed facilities; that where appropriate, 2 resolution, motion or similar
action has been duly adopted or passed as an official act of the applicant's governing body,
authorizing the filing of the application, including all understandings and assurances
contained therein, and directing and authorizing the person identified as the official
representative of the applicant to act in connection with the application and to provide such.
additional information as may be required.

2. It will ensure that all project improvements are designed to last for at least twenty (20) years.

3. It has sufficient funds or commitments for sufficient funds to complete the Project(s), over
and above the portion to be borne by Conservancy and, when the Project(s) is completed, to

assure the effective operation and maintenance of the facility for the purposes of the
Conservancy grant.

4. Tt holds or will obtain sufficient title or interest in the property to enable it to undertake
lawful development and construction of the Project(s). In the case where the Grantee is
acquiring an interest in the property as a part of the project development, such title
documentation shall be subject to the review of the Executive Officer of the Conservancy.

5. Tt will not dispose of or encumber its title or other interests in the site and facilities except as
approved in writing by the Executive Officer of the Conservancy for consistency with the

purposes of this grant.

6. It will permit the Conservancy's Project Coordinator and any other designated
representatives to enter onto the Project site(s) for the purpose of conducting studies,
evaluating the progress of the Project(s) or inspecting the Project site(s) at reasonable times
before, during and after the construction phase of the Project(s).

16
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10.

11

-

. Exceptas otherwise provided by law, it will give the Conservancy, through any authorized

representative, access to and the right to examine all records, books, papers, or documents

related to the grant.

It will ensure that any publications, studies, reports, or brochures which are made possible
by or derived in whole or in part from this project shall acknowledge the assistance of the
Conservancy as follows: »Funding for this project has been provided in part by the
California Tahoe Conservancy".

It will cause work on the Project(s) to be commenced within a reasonable time after receipt
of notification from the Conservancy that funds have been approved, and will carry the
improvements to completion with reasonable diligence.

It will, where appropriate, comply with the requirements of the State's Braithwaite Act
(Chapter 1574, Statutes of 1971 and related statutes), which provides for fair and equitable

treatment of displaced persons.

Tt will comply with the applicable requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act.
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. a EXHIBIT D

REQUEST FOR DISBURSEMENT

Page 1 of 2

Invoice No: *
(State Controller: Please enter this number on the
remittance advice.)

TO: California Tahoe Conservancy
2161 Lake Tahoe Boulevard
P.O. Box 7758
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96158

FROM: Grantee

Address
DATE: | CONTRACT NO:
Project Title
Period Covered
i ‘ COST SUMMARY
Task Product Approved Total Balance at Changes
No. : Budget Previous .end of Last this period

Amount Charges Period

ax

‘ :

Totals

*Use the four digits of the Conservancy contract number followed by a hyphen and the number of this invoice
(e.g., 9070-1)




' | EXHIBIT D

Invoice No. - ; Page 2 of 2

REQUEST FOR DISBURSEMENT FORM

Cost Breakdown for Charges This Period

Task Description Labor $/hr Hrs Amt  Materials or Products*
No. Class Unit Cost Quantity Amt Total **

Total

The above tasks have been completed in accordance with the terms of the contract.

Signed a Title

‘ % If task is performed by a subcontractor and is invoiced for the job as a whole (e.g., per
linear foot of AC ditch installed), then labor columns may ‘be omitted.

#% Should agree with amounts in right-hand column on Page 1.




EXHIBIT E
1. Insurance
(name of Contractor shall maintain, at 's

own expense during the term hereof, insurance with respect
to - 's (business, the premises and all
activities, on or about or in connection with the premises)
(performance of this agreement) of the types and .in the

- minimum amounts described generally as follows: '

A. Full Workmen's compensation and Employers'’

‘1jiability Insurance covering all employees of
as required by law in the State of

California.

B. Comprehensive Public Liability Insurance oOr
comprehensive Tiability Insurance (Bodily Injury and
Property Damage) of not less than One Million Dollars
($1,000,000) combined single limit per occurrence (clainm
made) , -including put not limited to endorsements for the
following coverages: Explosion hazard; personal injury;
premises-operations; products and completed operations;
blanket contractual; and independent contractors) liability:

c. Comprehensive Automobile Liability Insurance
(Bodily Injury and Property Damages) on owned, hired, leased
and nonowned vehicles used in connection with 's
pusiness of not Jess than one million dollars ($1,000,000)
combined single l1imit per occurrence (clain made).

struction contracts add the following paragraph)

(Foxr Con

D. In the event any explosives will e used.by

contractor, then contractor shall provide either separate

insurance or an endorsement to insurance provided under
subparagraph B specifically covering any operations using

explosives 1n an amount of not less than $
per occurrence (claim made).

or

(Foxr professional Services contracts add the followind

paragraph)

p. Throughout the duration of the project,
" shall carry professional liability insurance
dmitted to do insurance

Th a standard form with a company &




-

-

business in the State of California. Such insurance shall

pe cn a project basis such that the insurance company is

aware of and covers the specific project (claims made

basis). Said insurance shall be written with limits of ,

$ .

Additional Insureds: The insurance required under B, C
and D (where applicable) above shall include its officers
and employees and each of them, as additional insureds
except with regard to occurrences that are the result of

their sole negligence.

primary Coverage: The insurance required under B, C
and D (where applicable) above shall provide that it primary
coverage with respect to , the
Conservancy and all other additional insureds. :

cancellation Notice: the insurance required above. ,
shall provide that no cancellation or material change in any
policy shall become effective except upon thirty (30) days'
prior written notice to ‘

Premium Payments: The insurance companies shall have Y
no recourse against the , lts officers
and employees or any of them for payment of any premiums or
assessments under any policy issued by a mutual insurance

company.

Proof of Insurance Requifements:
shall furnish proof of coverage satisfactory to the
and the Conservancy, as evidence that

The insurance required above is being maintained.

Policy Deductibles: shall be
responsible for all deductibles in all of 's
insurance policies. The amount of deductibles for an
insurance coverage required herein shall be reasonable and

subject to County's approval.

contractor Obligations: 's
indemnity and other obligations shall not be limited by the

foregoing insurance requirements and shall survive the
expiration of this agreement. -

Material Breach: Failure of to

maintain the insurance required by this paragraph, or to
comply with any of the requirements of this paragraph, shall
constitute a material breach of the entire agreement.




commencement of Perroriance: shall

not commence performance of this contract unless and until

compliance with each and every requirement of this paragraph
is achieved. ‘

. Cclaims Made Insurance: In the event
cannot  provide an occurrence policy,
shall provide insurance covering claims made as a result of
performance of this contract for not less than years
following completion of performance of this agreement.

2. Indemnity

shall indemnify and defend the
_ : against and hold it harmless from

any and all loss, damage and liability for damages, '
including attorneys' fees and other costs of defense
incurred by whether for damage to or loss
of property, or injury to or death of person, including
properties of and injury to or death of
s officers, agents and enployees, which .
shall in any way arise out of or be connected with

: ' ’ 's operations hereunder, unless -such

damage, loss, injury or death shall be caused solely by the

negligence of .
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\UG-FREE WORKPLACE CERTIFICATION

21 (NEW 11-90)

IPANY/ORGANIZATION NAME

The contractor or grant recipient named above hereby certifies compliance with Government Code
Section 8355 in matters relating to providing a drug-free workplace. The above named contractor or

grant recipient will:

1. Publish a statement notifying employees that unlawful manufacture, distribution, dispensation
possession, O use of a controlled substance is prohibited and specifying actions to be taken acains;
employees for violations, as required by Government Code Section 8355(a). °

2. Establish a Drug-Free Awareness Program as requircd by Government Code Section 8355(b) to
inform employees about all of the following: S .

(a) The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace,

(b) The pérson's or organization's policy of maintaining 2 drug-free workplace,
. (c) Any available copnseling, rehabilitation and employee assistance ‘programs, and

(d) Penalties that may be imposed upon employees for drug abuse violations.

3. Provide as required by Govemment Code Section 8355(c), that every employee who. works on the
proposed contract Of grant: o \

(a) Will receive a copy of the company's drug-free policy statement, and

(b) Will agree to abide by the terms of the company's staterment as a conditon of employment on
the contract or grant.

CERTIFICATION

-1, the official named below, hereby swear that I am duly authorized legally to bind the contractor or
grant recipient to the above described certification. I am fully aware that this certification, executed on
the date and in the county below, is made under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of
California. '

OFFICIAL'S NAME

DATE EXECUTED . EXECUTED IN THE COUNTY OF

ﬁ or GRANT RECIPIENT SIGNATURE

TITLE

FEDERAL LD. NUMBER




. ‘Exhibit G
SIGN GUIDELINES

Authority:
All projects funded by the “The Safe Neighborhood Parks, Clean Water, Clean Air and

Coastal Protection Bond Act of 2000” (2000 Parks Bond Act) must include a posted
sign acknowledging the source of the funds following guidelines developed by the

Resources Agency.-
Reference Section PRC 5096.309

Purpose:
To inform the public that the 2000 Bond Acts that they voted for are providing public

benefits throughout the State and that their Bond dollars are at work and helping make
California a better place to live. This message will reinforce the need for additional

funding for similar projects.

Universal Logo:
All signs will contain 2 universal logo that will be equated with the 2000 Bond Act

statewide. The logo will be on a template, available through the internet

Tier I and Tier II: :

For the purpose of the sign guidelines only, all projects are divided into Tier I and Tier IT
projects: ‘ : -

Tier I: Projects using less than $750,000 of Parks or Water Bond Act Funds.

Tier II: Projects using more than $750,000 of Parks or ‘Water Bond Act
Funds and/or projects situated in areas of high public visibility. (such as near
a freeway intersection). -

(Archaeological sites are excluded)

" Minimum Requirements: TierI
The universal logo must be mounted in an area to maximize visibility and durability. The

logo must be 2 minimum of 2°x2’. There is no maximum size. Exceptions are permitted
in the case of trails, historical sites and other areas where these dimensions may not be
appreciate. The logo must be posted no later than project completion. ‘

A larger sign that includes the logo, other wording and acknowledgements may be
posted. There is no maximum number of signs. A




. Minimum Requirements: Tier II | |
Two signs are required per project, one during construction and one upon completion.

Sign while under construction:
The sign will use a white background and will contain the logo and the
Following language:
(Description of Project)

Another project to improve California parks (coastal, trails,
Urban parks, watershed, etc.) funded by the 2000 Parks Bond —

Gray Davis, Governor
Recommended size of signs while under construction: minimum of4.5x7.5°. |

Project completion Sign
Upon completion of all Tier II projects, a sign will be posted that includes the
Bond Logo. The logo on the sign must be a minimum of 2’x 2’ and include
The following wording:

_ (Description of Projects)

. Another project to improve California parks (coastal, trails,

Urban parks, watershed, etc.) funded by the 2000 Parks
Bond — (in large font)

Optional Language: The Safe Neighborhood Parks, Clean Air and Coastal
Protection Bond Act of 2000 (The Villaraigosa — Keeley Act)

Director of State Department

Mary Nichols, Secretary for Resources

Grey Davis, Governor

The name of the director of the logo agency or other goveming body may also
be added. The sign may also include the names (and/or logos) of other partners,

organizations, individuals and elected representatives as deemed appropriate by
those involved in the project.




Sign Construction:

All material used shall be durable and able to resist the elements and graffiti. State Parks
and Cal Trans standards can be used as a guide for gauge of metal, quality of points used
mounting specifications, etc. ’

Sign Duration:

Tl'le'goal is to have projec? signs in place for a lengthy period of time, preferably a
minimum of 2 years for Tier I project signs and 4 years minimum for Tier II projects

signs.
Sign Cost:

The cost of the sign(s) is an eligible project cost. Application should consider potential
replacemgnt cost as well. More durable signage encouraged; e.g. bronze memorials
mounted in stone at trailneads, on refurbished historical monuments and buildings etc.

Appropriateness of Signs:

For projects where the required sign may be out of place (such as some refurbished
cultural and historic monuments and buildings), the project officer/grants administrator in
consultation with the application may authorize a sign that is tasteful and appropriate to |
the project in question. Alternate signage must be immediately recognized as a
Parks/Water Bond 2000 sign. ' ‘ )

Sign on State Highways:

Signs placed within the state highway right-of-way may require a Caltrans encroachment
permit. Contact your local Caltrans District Office early in the planning phases for more

information.




