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{TE OF CALIFORNIA
CONTRACT # AM. NO.

SFANDARD AGREEMENT - APPROVED BY THE ATTONEY GENERAL | CTA-07029

TAXPAYER'S FEDERAL EMPLOYER IDENTIFACTION #

94-6000511
THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into this 20th day of July, 2007, in the State of California, by and between State of California, through
its duly elected or appointed, qualified and acting.

STD. 2 (REV. 5-91)

TITLE OF OFFICER ACTING FOR STATE AGENCY

Executive Officer California Tahoe Conservancy , hereafter called the State, and
CONTRACTOR'S NAME

County of El Dorado , hereafter called the Contractor.

WITNESSETH: That the Contractor for and in consideration of the covenants, conditions, agreements, and stipulations of the State hereinafter
expressed, does hereby agree to furnish to the State services and materials as follows: (Set Jorth service to be rendered by Contractor, amount
to be paid Contractor, time for performance or completion, and attach plans and specifications, if any.)

1. Scope of Agreement

The California Tahoe Conservancy (hereinafter "Conservancy"), acting pursuant to Section 66907.7 of the
Govemnment Code and its resolution of July 20, 2007, hereby grants to the County of El Dorado (hereinafter
“"Grantee"), a sum not to exceed Nine Hundred Ninety-Eight Thousand One Hundred Dollars ($998,100), subject
to the terms and conditions set forth below. These funds shail be used for the Angora Creek Fisheries and SEZ
Enhancement Projet, (hereinafter "the Project(s)™), as further described in the Conservancy staff recommendatiqn of

the same date as the above resolution and attached hereto as Exhibit A. 1
@
CONTINUED ON SHEETS, EACH BEARING NAME OF CONTRACTOR AND CONTRACT NUMBER. Qo |
IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the parties have executed this agreement hereto, upon the date first above writtext . '
S .
STATE OF CALIFORNIA CONTRACTOR L
AGENCY CONTRAFJTOR ({f other than an individual, state whether a oQr,
P - parinership, etc.)
California Tahod Gonservancy S Coynty g&FT'Dorado £ 5’ XA
W
BY: 7 BY, (/(% \3/9? S/Og =
Patrick Wrigh PRAY. Chairman Lt
Executive Officer 330 Fair Ln., Placerville, CA 95667 »
Amount ENCUMBERED BY || PROGRAM/CATEGORY (CODE AND TITLE) FUND TITLE Department of Gepfm: Services
THIS DOCUMENT Use Only
$998,100
{OPTIONAL USE)
PRIOR AMOUNT
ENCUMBERED FOR THIS
CONTRACT
$0 ITEM CHAPTER | STATUTE | FISCAL YEAR
TOTAL AMOUNT
ENCUMBERED TO DATE
OBJECT OF EXPENDITURE (CODE AND TITL
$ 088,100 C OFE‘(PP\J TURE (CODE AND TITLE)
" " ! korovlexdge that budwered finds TB.A. NO. B.R. NO.
ﬂl}eeraibw}r:!;iﬁg%%g ;e%ﬂmm c?' 1!/.fte g\%@?{ﬁﬂu’eﬁa!&‘f t;bove
SIGNATURE OF ACCOUNTING OFFICER DATE }
X A é S fded
[J CONTRACTOR [J STATE AGENCY [0 DEPT. OF GEN. SER. [J CONTROLLER O

08-0018.3B.1




The Grantee hereby agrees to complete the Projects in accordance with:

(1) the terms and conditions of this Agreement;

(1) the Project Schedule(s) as set forth in Exhibit B; and
(iif) 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 implementation 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:

(a) Exhibit A, Conservancy Staff Recommendation containing the Conservancy board
resolution of July 20, 2007;

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

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

(d) Exhibit D, Request for Disbursement Form;

(e) Exhibit E, Mandatory Insurance Provision;

(f) Exhibit F, Drug-Free Workplace Certification Form, STD-21;

(g) Exhibit G, Sign Guidelines; .

(h) Upon approval by the Executive Officer, the Final Project Plans and Specifications
(as set forth below); and

(i) Exhibit H, Description of Eligible Costs.

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 Description of Eligible Costs;
(9) the Mandatory Insurance Provision; (10) the mode! Request for Disbursement Form; and (11)
the Drug-free Workplace Certification.

3. California Conservation Corps

The Grantee agrees to utilize the labor of the CCC in the implementation of the Project where
such use is feasible and in the best interests of the Project.
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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
by way of a written determination that said items are consistent with this Agreement, and

(b) shall be a precondition of Grantee's (i) advertising for construction bids; (ii) entering into
agreements with the California Conservation Corps (hereinafter "the CCC"); and/or

(i11) undertaking construction where no contractors are to be hired.

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.

The Final 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, or
approved by the Director of the Department of Transportation or Supervising Civil Engineer;

(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(s), the estimate shall indicate
how the funds from the various funding sources will be allocated to the listed costs. If the
Final Plans differ substantiaily from either the estimated budget or the conceptual plans in
Exhibit A, or the preliminary plans, a written explanation of the reasons for such differences
shall accompany the Final Plans;

(c) arevised 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 that participation by the CCC is not feasible or is not in the best interest of the
Project;

(e) the wording and location of all signs to be erected on the Project site(s) pursuént to the
paragraph entitied "Signing" below: and

(f) any other items not listed above which are contained in the fina] bid package.
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[f substantial changes to the approved Final Plans become necessary, Grantee shall submit any
proposed changes to the Executive Officer for his review and written approval prior to entering
into agreements with contractors or directly undertaking construction.

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 clement of the 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 Water Security, Clean
Drinking Water, Coastal and Beach Protection Act of 2002 (Proposition 50)” must comply with
the sign guidelines set forth in Exhibit G.

Grantee shall prepare and submit an on-line catalog entry from to the California Environmental
Information Catalog for information products and reports (e.g., environmental and biological
field surveys, natural hazard assessments, geographic information, etc.) relating to California’s
natural environment that have been prepared with funds made available from Proposition 40 or
50. Of particular interest are those products that characterize site-specific conditions with regard
to vegetation, wildlife populations, species occurrences and other measures of biological
diversity, environmental and ecological condition. The on-line catalog entry form is available at
http://gis.ca.gov/catalog/intro.epl?page=using html. The Conservancy shall determine whether,
for public policy reasons, a catalog description of any information product or report should be
withheld from disclosure in the California Environmental Information catalog. : -

7. Conditions Precedent to Construction and/or Disbursement

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

(a) 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
"Insurance”, below; and
4 .
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(d) that the 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.

8. Notifications

As early as possible prior to the commencement of construction of Project improvements,
Grantee shall notify the Conservancy of the 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:

(a) A notice of completion or inspection report approved by the Grantee's Director of the
Department of Transportation or Supervising Civil Engineer certifying completion of the
Project according to the approved Final Plans;

(b) "As built" drawings of any substantial improvements erected on the Project site(s); and

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

(d) Water quality monitoring data collected to date and an én’alys'iswc;f the significance of this
data in regard to the effectiveness of the site improvements in improving water quality.

10. Annual Water Quality Monitoring Reports

In addition to the monitoring report submitted with the final report, Grantee shall submit an
annual monitoring repott 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 off 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 previous year.
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11. Expenditure of Funds and Allocation of Funding Among Budeet 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 the 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.
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 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”
above, 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 Nine Hundred
Ninety-Eight Thousand One Hundred Dollars ($998,100). To meet appropriation time limits
and monitoring requirements, the final invoice for construction and monitoring must be
submitted on or before June 30, 2011,

With the exception of advances of grant funds as provided for below, disbursements of grant
funds shall be made incrementally, as separate components of the Project are satisfactorily
completed, and shall be on the basis of costs incurred, less ten percent (10%) to be withheld from
all invoiced 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 from 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 less
than five percent (5%) of the unadvanced 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(s)
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 the 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:
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(a) The Grantee shall submit reports semi-annually 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.

(b) The Grantee shall submit preliminary and final draft plans and specifications to the
Conservancy's project manager or his or her designee for written comments and authorization to
proceed to the next stage of plan and specification preparation,

(¢) And upon approval of the Executive Officer of the Conservancy, project funds may be
reallocated between individual projects.

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 (50%) of the amount of the Conservancy's share of the construction contract(s)
awarded plus fifty percent (50%) of additional eligible construction costs described in the
Conservancy-approved final budget incurred by Grantee in the performance of this Agreement.

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; and

(b) The bid schedule of the contractor who was awarded the construction contract; and
(c) 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 is necessary (such as a
projected deficit in Grantee funds and lack of other funding to cover the deficit).

Except for a second construction advance, if Grantee receives an advance of grant funds,
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
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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.

Upon completion of the Project or termination of this Agreement, but not later than the final date
for completion of construction, Grantee shall return ali unexpended grant funds which have been
advanced.

The Grantee shall request disbursement not more often than monthly, 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 (e.g., 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 funded under this Agreement; and

- documentation of the completion of the portion of the Project for which disbursement
of grant funds 1s requested (such as design drawings, specifications, hydrologic
calculations, site survey or inspection notes, etc.).

If Grantee receives an advance of grant funds, the first request for disbursement after the advance
shall document all expenses using 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 complete and approved Request for
Disbursement form to the State Department of General Services or to the Office of the State
Controller, as the case may be, within ten (10) working days of receipt by the Conservancy.
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13. Term of Agreement; Completion Date: Proiect 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 a certified copy of Grantee's resolution authorizing Grantee's
execution of this Agreement.

The term of the Agreement shall run from the effective date through a period extending
twenty (20) years from the date of completion of construction of all wildlife enhancement and
stream zone restoration Project improvements for each individual project, unless otherwise
terminated or amended as provided herein.

The Grantee agrees to complete construction of the Project by the completion date set forth in the
Project Schedule(s) ("the Completion Date"). For good cause shown, the Completion Date, as
well as any dates set forth in the Project Schedule(s), 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 this 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 noncancelable (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 if the purposes and objectives of
the Project are not achieved because of Grantee's failure to fulfill another material term or
obligation of this Agreement, Grantee shall repay to the Conservancy all amounts disbursed by
the Conservancy hereunder, except amounts for Project improvements which have been installed
and which continue to serve a useful function in enhancing wildlife and/or wildlife habitat or
stream zones. 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
governing 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 the Project, the
basis for settlement of any outstanding obligations, and the amount and the date of payment of
any sums due to either party.
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This paragraph shall not be deemed to limit any legal or equitable remedies which either party
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
agreed upon by both parties in writing, for the purpose of wildlife habitat and stream
environment zone restoration 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, or the design, construction, operation, repair, maintenance, existence of the
Project, except to 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 or a "construction 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
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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.

16. Insurance

In the event that Grantee enters into an agreement or agreements with independent contractors or
other third parties other than agencies of the State of California for construction or
implementation of the Project 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 the Conservancy, and its members, officers and
employees are included as additional insureds under the insurance required by 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 or a 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. - The Conservancy
shall also be provided with notice of any proposed cancellation of insurance.

In the event that the insurance coverage cannot be obtained, or is canceled or reduced below the
minimums required herein, the Conservancy may in its sole discretion waive, in part or in whole,
the insurance requirements set forth above; provided, however, that the Conservancy may
reinstate such requirements if it determines there has been a change of circumstances.

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

11
CTA-07029
El Dorado Angora Cr. Fisheries (si)

08-0018.3B.11




as to provide an audit trail which will permit tracing transactions from support documentation to
the accounting records to the financial reports and billings. Interest on advanced funds shall be
used for the purpose of the Project(s), as approved by the Conservancy. The Grantee shall
promptly report to the Conservancy the application for or the receipt of any new funds from
other funding sources.

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
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.

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 to inspection, examination, monitoring, copying excerpting, transcribing, and
audit by the State of California,

The State of California and the California Tahoe Conservancy reserve the right to call for a
program audit or a financial audit at any time between the execution of this Agreement and the
Completion or termination of the Project(s). At any 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. o R

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 (Government Code
Section 12900 et seq.) and the applicable regulations promulgated thereunder (California
Administrative Code, 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 Administrative Code 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 obli gations under this clause
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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 th
performance of work within the scope of this Agreement. ‘

19. Independent Status of Grantee

The Grantee, and the agents and employees of the Grantee, in the performance of this
Agreement, shall act in an independent capacity and not as officers or employees or agents of
the State of California.

20. Assignability

Without the written consent of the State, the Grantee's interest in, and responsibilities under
this Agreement shall not be assignable by the Grantee either in whole or in part.

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
organization's workplace and specifying the actions that will be taken against employees for
violations of this prohibition;

(b) Establishing a drug-free awareness program to inform employees about (1) the dangers of
drug abuse in the workplace; (2) the person's or 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.

(¢) Submitting a drug-free workplace certification form STD-21, 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 of this Agreement.

23. Amendments

CTA-07029
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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

Richard Robinson (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 Steve Kooyman, Supervising

Civil Engineer, Department of Transportation, or successor.

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.

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 or other designated official of the Conservancy on this
Agreement certifies that at its July 20, 2007, meeting, the Conservancy approved a grant of Nine
Hundred Ninety-Eight Thousand One Hundred Dollars ($998,100) to the Grantee for the
implementation of the Proj ect(s) described in-the attached Conservancy Staff Recommendatxon
(Exhibit A). : o - -

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

30. Entire Agreement

14
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This Agreement, and the attached exhibits, constitutes the entire contract between the parties

hereto, relating to the Project and may not be modified except by an instrument in writing signed
by the parties hereto.

15
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Exhibit A

California Tahoe Conservancy
Agenda ltem 9a
July 20, 2007

ANGORA CREEK
FISHERIES AND SEZ ENHANCEMENT PROJECT

Summary: Staff is seeking authorization to award a site improvement grant of
up to $998,100 to El Dorado County to improve fisheries and stream
environment zone (SEZ) conditions in and around Angora Creek. The project
will replace existing deteriorating culverts with an open span concrete arch
culvert to provide fish access to spawning habitat, and remove fill material
adjacent to the stream channel to improve floodplain function and riparian
vegetation.

Location: The project area is located on Angora Creek at Lake Tahoe Boulevard
in El Dorado County between South Lake Tahoe and Meyers (Attachment 1).

Fiscal Summary:

Total Requested Amount: $ 998,100

Source of Funds:
California Tahoe Conservancy

Wildlife Enhancement Program $ 788,000
. SEZ/Watershed Restoration Program . § 210,100
Other Funding Sources

U.S. Bureau of Reclamation $ 375,000

TRPA SEZ & Air Quality Mitigation Fund $ 178,000

South Tahoe Public Utility District $ 26,400
Total Project Cost ' $1,577,500

Recommended Action: Adopt Resolution 07-07-05 (Attachment 2) authorizing
a grant of up to $998,100 to implement the project.

Background: In May 2005, the Conservancy authorized a planning grant to
El Dorado County, for up to $268,500 to enhance fish passage through two
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Angora Creek culverts at Lake Tahoe Boulevard and to improve SEZ function
and instream habitat directly upstream and downstream of the culvert. This -
project represents the most upstream of a series of Conservancy-funded projects
along Angora Creek. Previous projects implemented by the Department of Parks
and Recreation in Washoe Meadows, and the Angora SEZ project implemented
by El Dorado County, have enhanced SEZ function, aquatic habit, and improved
fish passage in Angora Creek up to Lake Tahoe Boulevard.

The Conservancy’s planning grant, in combination with a contribution from the
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, allowed the County to develop a fisheries and SEZ
enhancement project pursuant to the guidelines set forth by the Storm Water
Quality Improvement Committee. Planning activities have included an
assessment of the geomorphic stability of Angora Creek within the study area,
modeling of existing fish passage potential under current seasonal flow regimes,
the formulation and evaluation of three restoration alternatives, and
environmental review.

The existing Angora Creek crossing of Lake Tahoe Boulevard consists of two
72" x 44” corrugated pipe culverts that are undersized and failing. The existing
culverts constitute an impediment to fish passage for all nine occurring species,
including both spring and fall spawning migratory fish. The barrier to fish
passage severely limits the utilization of approximately 4.5 miles of stream
containing potential spawning habitat.

Project Description: Staff is requesting authorization to grant up to $998,100 to
El Dorado County for final design and construction of the Angora Creek
Fisheries and SEZ Enhancement Project. The project is‘included in the-
Environmental Improvement Program as projects #406 and #650. Implementation
of the project will assist in meeting Fisheries, Soil Conservation, and Water
Quality thresholds outlined by the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA).

The project involves removal of the existing culverts and replacement with a new
concrete conspan arch. The new crossing will have a grouted rock channel bed
with a low flow channel, and will be sufficiently sized to pass the 100-year flow
event while maintaining natural hydraulic dynamics. The result will be a deeper
channel during low flows enabling passage for fall spawning species, and lower
water velocities during peak flows enabling passage for spring spawning species.
Replacement of the crossing also provides the opportunity to incorporate a bike
trail crossing along Lake Tahoe Boulevard.

2
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Fill material in the historic floodplain along the creek channel and surrounding
the culverts will be removed in order to restore natural SEZ functions. After
culvert replacement and fill removal, the project site will be revegetated with
native riparian plants to stabilize stream banks, reduce erosion potential, and
provide habitat. During construction, appropriate Best Management Practices
will be utilized to minimize the potential for construction related disturbance.
County staff will provide construction oversight.

Budget: Following is the proposed budget for the Conservancy-funded portion
of the project, based upon the engineer's estimate:

Budget Item Item Total
Construction $464,400
Construction Engineering $222,000
Design and Administration $150,000
Irrigation, Revegetation, and Monitoring $ 72,500
ROW Acquisition $ 19,500
Contingency $ 69,700
TOTAL $998,100

It should be noted that individual amounts for budget items may change slightly
during the preparation of the final design, or the procurement of permits and
construction, but the total amount of Conservancy funding will not exceed
$998,100.

Implementation: The County will contract with a qualified engineering firm to
develop detailed design documents suitable for the bidding process. An '
independent contractor will be hired through a competitive bid process to
perform the construction activities. Construction activities are scheduled to begin
in summer 2008 and be completed by October 2008. El Dorado County staff will
provide construction oversight.

It is anticipated that project design may be subject to minor modifications during
the final permitting. These changes, however, are not expected to alter the
character or intent of the project. Staff will inform the board of any significant
changes should they be found to be necessary.
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Project Evaluation: The proposed project meets the following criteria and
objectives established under the Wildlife Habitat Enhancement Program and
SEZ/Watershed Restoration Program guidelines.

Significance and Documentable Benefit to Wildlife

The proposed project will provide an opportunity for the Conservancy to
address the need to enhance key habitat areas and habitat diversity within the
Basin, including habitat potentially used by sensitive species and, in particular,
to provide the opportunity to remove a barrier to migratory fish passage.

Angora Creek contains historic and potential spawning habitat for six species of
native fish and three species of introduced trout. In addition, the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service plans to re-establish a population of Lahontan Cutthroat Trout
(Oncorhynchus clarki henshawi), a federally listed threatened species, in the
watershed. Implementation of this project will provide access to approximately
4.5 miles of habitat, and in doing so help to achieve the TRPA’s stream habitat
and fisheries thresholds.

Resource Benefits

The project will meet the programs’ resource objectives by enhancing fisheries in
approximately 4.5 miles of Angora Creek and improving SEZ function in the
project vicinity. Replacement of the crossing will allow the stream to return to
natural hydraulic conditions, which will improve aquatic habitat quality and
access by migratory and local fish species. Additionally, replacing the road
crossing provides the opportunity for increased recreation and public access by
incorporating a bike trail crossing.
If approved, this project should result in significant SEZ restoration, wildlife
habitat and public access benefits. The project will eliminate the risk of culvert
failure, which could potentially cause significant damage to the existing riparian
systemn and water quality, and reduce the benefits achieved by projects
constructed downstream.

Comprehensiveness
The project is part of a comprehensive watershed restoration effort in the Upper
Truckee Watershed. The Angora Creek Fisheries project represents the most
upstream Conservancy-funded project on a major tributary of the Upper Truckee
River. Numerous planned and completed restoration projects, including the
Upper Truckee Marsh, Upper Truckee Middle Reaches, Upper Truckee Golf

4
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Course Reach, Angora Creek SEZ, and Washoe Meadows, are designed, in part,
to improve aquatic habitat and fish passage from Lake Tahoe to the Tahoe
Boulevard crossing of Angora Creek. As noted above, the completion of this
project will allow fish to access approximately 4.5 miles of stream in National
Forest Lands.

The project is the result of a coordinated planning effort by the Conservancy,

El Dorado County, the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, the U.S. Forest Service, and
numerous other stakeholders. The project has also been closely coordinated with
the adjacent Angora 3 Erosion Control Project to achieve multiple resource
objectives whenever possible. Project design addresses multiple aspects of
stream and riparian enhancement, including aquatic habitat, SEZ function, and
riparian habitat. The project is intended to be one component of a comprehensive
watershed restoration in the Upper Truckee Watershed, the largest watershed in
the Tahoe Basin.

Cost-Effectiveness
This project will use proven, cost-effective restoration and preservation methods,
such as excavation of the minimum amount of roadway necessary to replace the
crossing, the re-establishment of the stream channel form and process using
geomorphic stream restoration methods, revegetation with native species, and
salvaging and transplanting existing vegetation on site. The use of salvaged and
transplanted native species is not only a cost-effective approach, but also an--
important restoration benefit since these plant materials are already adapted to
growing conditions at this site. Where appropriate, the California Conservation
Corps will be used for activities such as revegetation.

Upon completion of construction drawings, a competitive bid process will be
used to select the construction contractor and confirm the construction costs.

Implementation

This project is readily implementable. The majority of the project area is
contained within an easement held by El Dorado County. The U.S. Forest Service
owns the land surrounding the project area and preliminary discussions

regarding the granting of special use permits have occurred. The U.5. Forest
Service is in full support of the project, as it will provide direct environmental
benefits to their land. In addition, one easement on a private parcel

(APN 33-524-01) is needed to implement the preferred alternative. If an easement
cannot be obtained on the private parcel, implementation of the project with

J
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modifications to the design would still be possible.

Support
TRPA, U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, El Dorado County, U.S. Forest Service, and

Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board staff support the project.

The project is consistent with TRPA goals and policies for the Basin. These
include maintaining and restoring unique ecosystems such as riparian areas;
maintaining suitable habitat for all indigenous species of wildlife through the
maintenance of habitat diversity; and preserving, enhancing and expanding
habitats essential for threatened, endangered, rare and special interest species
found in the Basin. As described earlier, this project is included in the EIP as
projects #406 and #650, and assists in the attainment of the following thresholds:
water quality, fisheries, and stream habitat.

Consistency with Conservancy Enabling Legislation: The recommended
action is consistent with the Conservancy's enabling legislation. Under
Government Code Section 66907.7, the Conservancy may award grants to local
public agencies, state agencies, federal agencies, federally recognized Indian
tribes, the Tahoe Transportation District, and nonprofit organizations, for
purposes consistent with its mission.

Funding for this proposed project will be made available, in part, from funds
provided through the Wildlife Protection Act of 1990 (Proposition 117, Fish and
Game Code Section 2780 et seq.). Staff has determined that the proposed project
activities are consistent with the funding purposes of the Wildlife Protection Act
in the following manner: : :

1. The project includes activities that will restore and enhance habitat for
spawning and rearing of anadromous salmonoids and trout resources
(Section 2786(e)); and

2. The project includes activities that will restore and enhance riparian
habitat in the Upper Truckee watershed (Section 2786(f)).

Compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA):

El Dorado County, acting as the Lead Agency, has prepared an Initial Study (IS)
and Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for this project to comply with the
CEQA. The MND was adopted by the County Board of Supervisors and a Notice
of Determination was filed with the State Clearinghouse in February 2006.

6
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A copy of the MND is provided as Attachment 3.

Staff has reviewed the IS and MND, and believes that the proposed project has
been adequately analyzed. Since the MND was completed, there is no new
information, substantial changes to the proposed project, or changes to project
implementation that would involve new significant effects not discussed or
analyzed in the MND. As a result, no new mitigation measures are needed to
find that the project would have no significant environmental impacts.

Staff recommends that the Conservancy make findings as set forth in the
attached resolution and authorize the recommended actions. If the board
authorizes the recommended actions, staff will file a Notice of Determination
with the State Clearinghouse pursuant to Section 15096 of the CEQA guidelines.
Attachment 4 contains the Conservancy’s proposed Notice of Determination.

List of Attachments:

Attachment 1 - Project Location Map
Attachment 2 - Resolution 07-07-05

Attachment 3 - Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration

Comments Received
Responses to Comments
Attachment 4 CEQA Notice of Determination

California Department of Fish and Game Certlﬁcate of Fee

Exemption
Conservancy Staff Contact:.

Adam Lewandowski

Phone: (530) 543-6054
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Attachment 2

Tahoe Conservancy
Resolution
07-07-05
Adopted: July 20", 2007

Angora Creek
yo Fisheries and SEZ Enhancement Project

S

"The California Tahoe Conservancy hereby authorizes a grant of up to
$998,100 to El Dorado County, and authorizes staff to enter into a
standard grant agreements and take all other necessary steps, subject to
the provisions and conditions discussed in the accompanying staff report
and attachments, in order to fund site improvements and acquisitions of
interests in real property for implementation of the Angora Fisheries and

SEZ Enhancement Project.”

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

Staff further recommends that the Conservancy make the following
concurrent finding based on the accompanying staff report pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.:

“The California Tahoe Conservancy has reviewed the previous Mitigated
Negative Declaration certified by El Dorado County for the Angora Creek
Fisheries Enhancement Project, and finds that the proposed
improvements have been adequately analyzed in the Mitigated Negative
Declaration filed with the State Clearinghouse on February 1, 2006. The
Conservancy finds that no substantial changes are proposed in the
project, and no substantial changes have occurred with respect to the
circumstances under which the project is undertaken that would involve
any new significant environmental effects or significantly increase the
severity of any previously identified impacts. Furthermore, since the
County’s certification of the Mitigated Negative Declaration, there are no
changes regarding the project that would require new or different
mitigation measures. Accordingly, the Conservancy finds that the earlier
Mitigated Negative Declaration is adequate for compliance with CEQA for
the grant of this funding and directs staff to file a Notice of Determination
for this project with the State Clearinghouse.”
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| hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the resolution duly
and regularly adopted by the California Tahoe Conservancy at a meeting thereof

held on the 20" day of July, 207.
In WITNESS THEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand this 20™ day of July 2007.

-

Patnck Wright
Executive Officer
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State Clearinghouse and Planaing Unit
Sean Walsh-
Director

March 3, 2006

Alfred Knotts

El Dorado County

924 B Emerald Bay Road
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150

Subject: Angorz 3 Erosion Cantrol Project and Angora Creek Fisheries Enhancement Project
SCH#: 2005122039

Dear Alfred Knotts:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Negative Declaration to selected state agencies for
review, The review period closed on March 2, 2006, and no state agencies submitted comments by that
date. This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements
for draft environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act.

Please call the State Clearinghouse at (91 6} 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the
environmental review process. If you have a question about the above-named project, please refer to the

ten-digit State Clearinghouse number when contacting this office.

/@;M,/,.
Terry Roberts

Director, State Clearinghouse

Sincerely,

1400 TENTH STREET P.0. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812.3044
TEL (916) 445-06813 TFAX (816} 325-3018 www.opr.ca.cov 08-0018.3B.26
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- Attachment 4
NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

TO:  Office of Planning and Research FROM:  California Tahoe Conservancy
1400 - 10th Street, Room 208 1061 Third Street
Sacramento, CA 95814 South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150

SUBJECT:

Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 of the Public
Resources Code.

Project Title:
Angora Creek Fisheries and SEZ Enhancement Project

State Clearinghouse Number Contact Person Telephone Number

A0051226%9
Jane Hershberger 916-376-1604

Project Approvai:

The Califernia Tahoe Conservancy approved the Angora Fisheries and SEZ Enhancement
Project, agenda item 9a, on July 20, 2007.

Project Location:

The project site is located at the crossing of Angora Creek on Lake Tahoe Boulevard, on the
south shore of Lake Tahoe in unincorporated El Dorado County,
Project Description:

The primary cormponent of the project is the replacement of two failing culverts with an open
conspan arch. The existing culverts constitute a barrier to fish passage during both the spring
and fall spawning periods. The new conspan arch will facilitate the passage of fish and allow the
100-year fiood event to pass while maintaining natural hydrologic dynamics. The project will
also involve enhancing the habitat conditions and floodplain function by removing fill from the
floodplain surrounding the existing culvert and along the streambank adjacent to the culverf.
Construction is tentatively scheduled to occur during 2 50 day period in August - October 2008,
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The California Tahoe Conservancy, as the responsible agency, has approved the above
described project and has made the following determinations regarding the above

described project:

1. There is no substantial evidence that the project, with the proposed
mitigation measures, will have a significant effect on the environment.

2. In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), a
Mitigated Negative Declaration for the project was prepared by E! Dorado
County. The Mitigated Negative Declaration has been approved by the
California Tahoe Conservancy, which is the responsible agency for the
project. The Mitigated Negative Declaration and record of project
approval may be examined at the El Dorade County, Department of
Transportation, Tahoe Engineering Division, 924 B Emerald Bay Road,
South Lake Tahoe, California, 96150, The Mitigated Negative Declaration
reflects the judgment and analysis of El Dorado County.

3 Mitigation measures were required to be made a condition of the approval
of the project.

4, A Statement of Overriding Considerations was not required to be adopted
for this project.

5, A Department of Fish and Game Ceriificate of Fee Exemption is attached
to this Notice of Determination.

Date Received for Filing:

RFCEIVED \,\J"

AlIG 0 2 2007

PATRICK WRIGHT, Executive Officer
California Tahoe Conservancy

STATE CLEARING HOUSE

n— —
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CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
CERTIFICATE OF FEE EXEMPTION
De Minimis Impact Finding

Project Titie

Angora Creek Fisheries and SEZ Enhancement, El Dorado County, California
Lead Agency

California Tahoe Conservancy

Location

The project site is located at the crossing of Angora Creek on Lake Tahoe Boulevard, on
the south shore of Lake Tahoe in unincorporated El Dorado County.

Project Descriplion

The primary component of the project is the replacement of two failing culverts with an
open conspan arch. The existing culverts constitute a barrier to fish passage during both
the spring and fall spawning periods. The new conspan arch will facilitate the passage of
fish and allow the 100-year flood event to pass while maintaining natural hydrologic
dynamics. The project will also involve enhancing the habitat conditions and floodplain
function by removing fill from the floodplain surrounding the existing culvert and along
the streambank adjacent to the culvert, Construction is tentatively scheduled to cceur
during a 50 day period in August - October 2008.

Findings of Exemption
There is no evidence befere the California Tahoe Conservancy that implementationof
this project will have potential for an adverse effect on wildlife resources. This finding is

supported by the fact that the project will replace man-made structures from the creek to
restore its natural habitat value.

Cedification

| hereby certify that the Caiifornia Tahoe Conservancy has made the above findings and
that the project will not individually or cumulatively have an adverse effect on wildiife

resources, as defined in Section 711,2 of the Fi ame Cod('\.;)___‘

' PATRICK WRIGHT
! Executive Officer
!, R FC FIVED California Tahoe Conservancy

Allg 0 2 2807

STalw CufmrinG HOUSE
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Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 200512203¢%
Project Title  Argora 3 Eresion Centrol Project and Angora Creek Fisheties Enhancement Project

Lead Agency El Dorade County

Type Neg Negative Declaration

E! Dorado County prapeses to construct and maintzain conveyance and storm water treatment fzcilities
lo address water quality and erosion issues in the project area. In addition, the proposed project also
includes the improvement of culverts under Lake Tahoe Bivd. to enhance fish habitat within Angora
Creek. Both projects are considered environmental improvements as documented in the Lake Tahoe
Environmental Improvement Program and pose only shert term impacts which are less than significant
with incorporated mitigated measures.

Description

Lead Agency Contact
Name Alired Knofts
Agency El Dorado County

Phone (530) 573-7821 Fax
email
Address 924 B Emerald Bay Road
City South Lake Tahoe State CA  2ip 96150

Project Location
County ElDorado
City South Lake Tahoe
Region
Cross Streets ML Rainer at Lake Tahoe Blvd, and North Upper Truckee Road
Parcel No. Private easements, Various Public Parcels, and County ROW

Township 12N Range 18E Section 18,19 Base MD

Proximity to:
Highways SR 89, Hwy. 50
Airports  Lake Tahoe Airport
Railways
Waterways Angora Creek and Upper Truckee River
Schools Lake Tahoe Enviro. Education School and S, Tahoe HS

Land Use TRPA Regional Pian™
Z: Single Family Residential, Resource Management, Recreation, Public Service

Agricultural Land; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Biological Resources; Cumulative Effects;
Drainage/Absorption; Flood Plain/Flooding; Forest Land/Fire Hazard: Geologic/Seismic; Growth
Inducing: Landuse; Minerals; Noise; Population/Housing Balance: Public Services; Recreation/Parks;
Schools/Universities; Soit Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Traffic/Circulation; Vegetation: Water Quality;
Water Supply; Wetland/Riparian; Wildlife; Aesthetic/Visual: Toxic/Hazardous

Project Issues

Reviewing Resources Agency; Depaniment of Fish and Game, Region 2: Depariment of Forestry and Fire

Agencies  Protection; Department of Parks and Recreation; Department of Water Resources; Callrans, Division
of Aeronautics; California Highway Pealrol; Caltrans, District 3 Depariment of Health Services;
Regional Water Quality Control Bd., Region 6 (So Lake Tahoe); Native American Heritage
Commission; State Lands Commission; Tahoe Regional Planning Agency

Date Received 02/01/2006 Start of Review 02/01/2008 End of Review 03/02/2008
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NOTICE OF INTENT
TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the project de scribed beiow has been reviewed
pursuant to the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources
Code 21100, et seq.) and a determination has b een made that it COULD have g
significant effect on the environment but will not in this case because of mitigation
measures described in the CEQA Checklist are made conditions of project approval.

Project Name/Title:

Angora 3 Erosion Control Project and Fis heries Enhancement Project—SCH #
2005122038

Praject Location:

El Dorado County Department of Transportation (County) is proposing to implement the
Angora 3 Erosion Control Project and Fisheries Enhancement Project, near Meyers, CA.
It occupies portions of Sections 18 and 19, Township 12 north, Range 18 east, Mount
Diablo Base, and Meridian. It is [ocated in Mountain View Estates Unit #'s 1, 2, 3, 4, and
5. The Project area is shown on the Echo Lake U.S. Geologic Survey (USGS) 7.5-
minute quadrangle. The elevation of the Project area ranges from 6,290 feet al Angora
Creek near Mountain Meadow Drive to 6,475 feet near Pyramid Circle. The project is
bounded by Angora Creek to the north and North Upper Truckee Road to the south.
The project extends to the west of Mount Rainer Drive/Pyramid Circle and to the east of
Mountain Meadow Drive  The Project is number 193, "Mountain View”, in the Tahoe
Regional Planning Agency's (TRPA) Environmental improvement Program (EIP). There
are three capital improvement projects that comprise Project 193: 1) View, 2) Mt.
Rainier, and 3) Cochise. The Project is within the Mt Rainier capital improvement
project. -The Project also includes EIP project number 406, which addresses fish habitat - - -

quality in Angora Creek.

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources
Code Section 2100 et seq.), the CEQA Guidelines (Title 14 Code of Regulations Section
1500 et seq.), a Draft Initial Study for the above-named project was prepared (please
see enclosure). The document identifies and evaluates the poiential environmental
impacts of the proposed project. The County of El Dorado proposes to prepare a

Mitigated Negative Declaration for the project.

Project Description:

Project Design A
The Angora 3 Project’s goal is to improve water quality by capturing and treating storm

run-off and stabilizing eroding slopes and roadside dilches. In addition lo the water
quality goais, the proiect also intends to improve fish habitat and passage by removing
and replacing degraded culveris in Angora Creek that pass under Lake Tahce Bivd. As
stated above, this project is idenfified in various federal and regicnal planning
documents and is considered a benefit to the Lake Tahoe environmant. Based on the
comparative evaluaticn contained in the Angora 3 Formulating Alternatives

SAPROJECTS 0 L 60 EnviranmentaBCEQANCEQA recocuiatton\ Al docssNG! for AIND 1 31 06 dac
T 08-0018.3B.32



Memorandum and the Angora G Prelerred Alternative Reporl, Feasibdity Report, lhe
County, with assistance irom the Project Develcoment Team, has identified a preferred
alternative that meels the project goals and minimizes temporary and long lerm impacts

to the environment.

Project Objeclives
The project is identified in the Lake Tahoe EIP which was developed to attain and

maintain environmenlal thresholds for the Leke Tahoe Region. The objectives for this
particular project are 1o treat runoff, improve its water quality, and improve fish habitat.
This will be accomplished by the following:

» Treating runcff hefore it reaches Angora Creek,

» Stabilizing eroding cut slopes and roadside ditches,

s Capturing road sand and cinder to prevent discharge,

» Remove and replace damaged culverts for improved fish passage and overall

habitat

Environmental Review and Comment:

Based on the analysis presented in the Draft Initial Study, El Dorado County proposes to
adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration for the proposed project. A Notice of Availability
has been posted in the Tahoe Tribune stating that copies of the Draft Initial Study and
proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration are available during normal operating hours at
the El Dorado County Department of Transportation, 924 B Emerald Bay Road, South
Lake Tahoe, CA, 96150 and can also be viewed at the E! Dorado County lerary, 1000
Rufus Allen Blvd, South Lake Tahoe, CA, 96150.

We appreciate your prompt acknowledgement and review of this Draft Initial Study and
proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration. Due to the time limits mandated by state law,
the document's 30-day review period will extend from February 2, 2006 through March 3,
2006. This is the second 30-day comment period for this project. Comments must be
received no later than 5:00 p.m. on March 3, 2006 and may be sent to: '

Alfred Knotts, Principal Planner
Ei Dorado County Department of Transportation - Angora 3.CEQA Compliance:

924 B Emerald Bay Road
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150

After public review of the Mitigated Negative Declaration, the project will be considered
by the El Dorado County Board of Supervisors. A date for the public hearing has not yet
been set. Please contact El Dorado County Department of Transportation at (530) 573-
7921 for the location and specific date of the Board of Supervisors meeting.

Should anyone wish to challenge the environmental document in court, they may be
limited to raising only those issues raised in written correspondence, or in a public

hearing on the project.

Per CEQA Guidelines section 15072 (f) (5). the project site is not on any list compiled
pursuant to Government Code section 65862.5 as a hazardous waste fecilities, tand
designated as a hazardous waste properly, or a hazardous waste disposal site.

Determination:

On the basis of the environmental checkiist and initial study of environmental impact,
and our own knowledge and independent research:
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We find the proposed project COULD NO T have a sigmificant effect on the
environment, artd a NEGATIVE DECLARATION is hereby proposed to the El Dorado

County Board of Supervisors for Certification.

X _ We lind that the propesed project COULD have a significant effect on the
environment but will not in this case because of mitigation measures described in the
CEQA Checklist are made conditions of project approval. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION is hereby proposed to the El Dorado County Board of Supervisors for

Certification,

1/31/2008
Date P

Alfred Knotts, Principal Planner
Name/Title

P

Signature
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Motice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal dAvpendix C

A i State Cieannghousc, P O Box 3044 Xacramento. CA 93812-3044 (G16; 433-0613
For Hand Delier/Street Address 1400 Tenin Sirect, Saciamento. (s 93&1-

scH# 2005122038

Project Title: Angors 3 Ercsion Contict Project and &ngora Creek Fisheries Eah ancement Projetl

Lead Agency £1 Dorado County Department of Transponaton Contact Peson- Alied Knonis
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City:  South Lake Tanoe Zip: %6150 County- E! Dorado Counly
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Reviewing Agencies Checklist

PO € Loninnnedd

l.ead Anencies inay reconunend State Cleaninghouse distnbution by i aiking agencies below with and "X”
IT you have already sent your doeunicnt 1o the agency please denore that with an “§”

R ARRREEER

Air Resources Board

Boating & Walerways, Departinent of
Czlifornia Highway Patrol

Caluans Distmet# _3

Caltrans Division of Aeronautics
Calurans Planning {Headquariers)
Coachella Valley Mountamns Conservancy
Coastal Commission

Colorado River Board

Conservation, Department of
Corrections, Department of

Delta Protection Commissian
Education, Department of

Enerpy Commission

Fish & Game Region # _2 _

Food & Agriculture, Department of
Forestry & Fire Protection

General Services, Department of
Health Services, Department of
Housing & Community Development
Integrated Waste Management Board
Native American Heritage Commission

Office of Emergency Services

X Office of Iistoric Preservation
Oitice ol Public School Construction
X Parks & Recreation
P esticide Regultation, Departiment of
X Public Utilities Commission
Reclamation Board
X Regional WQCB# _6
Resources Agency
S.F. Bay Conservation & Development Commission
San Gabriel & Lower L .A. Rivers and Mms Conservancy
San Joaquin River Conservancy
Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy
X State Lands Commission
SWRCB: Clean Water Grants
X SWRCB: Water Quality
SWRCB: Water Rights
X Tahoe Regional Planning Agency
Toxic Substances Contrel, Depanment of
X Water Resources, Department of

X Other California Tahoe Conservancy

Other

Local Public Review Period (to be filled in by lead agency)

Staniing Date

Ending Date March 3, 2006

February 2, 2006

Lead Agency {Complete if applicable}:

Consulting Fimu:
Address:
Ciry/State/Zip:

Comact:

. {916) 923- 1097

Enfrix, Inc

Applicant: El Dorado County DOT

7919 Folsom Blvd.

Address: 324 B Emerald Bay Rd.

Sacramento, CA 85826

Citv/State/Zip: Scuth Lake Tahce, CA 96150

Teresa Fung

Phone: (530)573-7921
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

El Dorado County Department cf Transportation -~ Tahoe Engineering Division (EDOT)
prepared this [nitial Study (IS} based on a concepiual projeci design 1o comply with the
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act and (CEQA) and to qualify for
California Tahoe Conservancy (CTC) grant funding for the Angora Phase 3 Erosion Control
Project and Fisheries Enhancement Project (Project). El Dorado County intends 1o seek a
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Project. This documenl evaluates environmentat
impacts based on conceptual Project design and is supported by a completed environmental
checklist (Appendix B) and associated matigation measures (Appendix C). This document was
originally released for public review between December 8, 2005 and January 6, 2006. However,
based on comments received from partner agencies, EDOT agreed to recirculate the document to
provide for additional review by the pubiic. Comments received and associated responses are
provided in Appendix D. The recirculation period will begin on February 2, 2006 and end on
March 3, 2006. Comments received after 5:00 PM on March 3, 2006 will not be considered.

The Project intends to address erosion, storm runoff, and water quality problems that have been
identified in the Project boundaries. Addressing identified walter quality problems is anticipated
to have a direct benefit to the quality of nearby waterways and ultimately Lake Tahoe. In
addition to the erosion control component, the Project includes a component to restore iwo
stream environment zone (SEZ) areas and a component (Fisheries enhancement Project) to
replace two existing degrading culverts in Angora Creek, which will improve fish passage and

access to habitat.

This Project is identified in the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency's (TRPA) Environmental
improvement Program (EIP) project iist. Last updated in 2001, the EIP includes a master list of
projects for each threshold which are necessary to achieve and maintain environmental
thresholds for the Lake Tahoe Basin. The TRPA has established thresholds for the air quality,
water quality, soil conservation, vegetation, noise, scenic resources, recreation, fisheries, and
wildlife to address public health and safety of residents and Visiiors as ‘well ‘as the scenic.
recreational, educational, scientific, and natural values of the Lake Tahoe Basin. Elements or,'
proposed Project are listed under the EIP list of projects and will contribute to achieving TRPA

environmental thresholds.

2.0 PROJECT LOCATION

The Project is located within the Lake Tahoe Basin in eastern El Dorado County. It occupies
portions of Sections I8 and 19, Township 12 north, Range 18 east. Mount Diablo Base, and
Meridian. It is Jocated in Mountain View Estates Unit #°s 1. 2, 3, 4, and 5. The Project area is
shown on the Echo Lake U.S. Geoiogic Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute quadrangle. The elevation of
the Proiect area ranges [rom 6,290 feet at Angora Creek near Mountain Meadow Drive 10 6,475

feet near Pyramid Circle.

The Proiect area is located within an existing residential development bounded to the north bv
Lake Tahoe Boulevard and portions of View Circle, 1o the nerthwest by the parcels west of Mi.
Rainier Drive and Pyramid Circle. 10 the scuth by Nerth Upper Truckee Road, and to the east bv
parcels east of Mountain Meadow Drive (Figure A, Appendix A). Other streets in the PIOjEC'I
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area include Dixie Mountain Drive, the southern portion of Lake Tahoe Boulevard, Mi. Shasia
Circle, Mt. Diablo Circle, Mt. Olympia Circle, Snow Mountain Drive, and Pyramid Court.

2.1 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING AND SITE CHARA CTERISTICS

The Project area includes private residential parcels, undeveloped parcels owned by the CTC and
1J.S. Forest Service — Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit (LTBMU), as well as, £l Dorado
County Right-of-Way (ROW). Proposed actions for this Project include improvements on
publicly owned parcels, private easements, and County ROW. Existing subdivision
improvements include 25 to 30-foot wide paved roads, County ROW, overhead and underground

utilities, and limited drainage improvements.

Slopes: Drainage patterns of the area are defined by a ridgeline starting at Pyramid Court and
extending north to the northern portion of Mt. Olympia Circle. This ridgeline divides the Project
area into three sub-areas draining to the west, north, and east. The road system largely follows
the contours around the ridgeline, bisecting the drainage paths. The average slope of these

basins ranges from 3 to 10 percent.

Anogora Creek: All surface flows exiting the Project area eventually reach the SEZ adjacent to
Angora Creek. Angora Creek is a tributary to the Upper Truckee River, which is the largest
watershed contributing to Lake Tahoe. A reduction in pollutants exiting the Project area is
intended 1o improve the health of Angora Creek and ultimately that of Lake Tahoe.

Hvdrology: The Project area is located within two Upper Truckee River subwatersheds, USGS‘

Numbers 457 and 471, which encompass 742 acres and 8§54 acres, respectively. Both USGS
subwatersheds drain to portions of Angora Creek, with the northwestern subwatershed (USGS
457) draining lo Angora Creek upstream of its confluence with the drainage from Sawmill Pond
and the southeastern subwatershed (USGS 471) draining to Angora Creek downstream of the
same confluence. The Project area comprises a total of 121 acres in subwatersheds 457 and 47].

The 121-acre Project area was divided into ten drainage basins ranging from 3 acres to nearly 40|
acres. These ten basins were {urther divided into a total of thirty subbasins with an average

gradient of 3 to 10 percent.

Groundwater: For most of the year groundwater is present close to the ground surface in the
lower elevations of the Project area. In the summer, groundwater provides baseflow in several of
the culveris along Mt. Rainier Drive and supplies water to the meadow. The presence of
perennial baseflow helps maintain vegetation in the existing drainage channels and the meadow.

Soils/Geoloey: Soil material found in the Project area ranges from silt and sand to cobbles and
boulders. There are five main soil groups in the project area: Jabu, Meeks, Celio, loamw
alluvium, and marsh. Loam and marsh groups are generally located within the floodplain of
Angora Creek in the north and norihzasiern portions of the preject area. Jabu coarse sandy loam
is found in most of the higher elevations of the project area such as the vicinity of Snow
Mountain Road and Pyramid Circle. Meeks and Celio soil types are found in the lower

watershed, near North Upper Truckee Road and Lake Tahoe Boulevard.

Basement rocks within the Project area include Triassic and Jurassic metamorphic and

metasednnentary rocks exposed in simall pendants within Jurassic to Cretaceous graniiic rocks.
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Wilh the exception of some Middie Jurassic plutons southwest of Mount Tallac. the granitic
rocks are all believed 1o be pant of the Late Jurassic-Creiaceous Sierra Nevada batholi[h." which
extends from northwestern Nevada to southern California (Schweickert et al. 2000). The Project
site is in close proximity to exposures of Triassic-Jurassic melamorphic and metasedimentary
rocks. These include miscellaneous metasedimentary rocks composing Tahoe Mountain 1o the
north, and thin-bedded sandstones and sillstcnes, pyritic, graphilic mudstones, and metavolcanic
rocks along the southwesiern shoreline of Falien Leal Lake. The Project area is also in close
proximity to exposures of Late Jurassic-Cretaceous granttic rocks of the Sierra Nevada batholith,
including Echo Lake granodiorite composing Twin Peaks to the east and the mountain ridge to
the southwest, and Keiths Dome quartz monzonite and Bryan Meadow granodiorite farther to the
south and west. The northern portion of the Project site is underlain by stream sediments
associated with Angora Creek. These sediments are likely composed primarily of sand and
gravel, with possible silt and clay primarily associated with {lood plain deposits.

Veeetation: A literature review was conducted to evaluate the available botanical information
for the Project area. The review included the following resources: 1) California Department of
Fish and Game's (CDFG) California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) (CNDDB 2005); 2)
California Native Plant Saciety’s (CNPS) Inventory of Rare and Endangered Vascular Plants
(CNPS 2001); 3) U.S. Forest Service’s (USFS) Regional Forester’s Sensitive Species List,
Region 5 (USFS 1998); 4) U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s species list of federally endangered,
threatened, and candidate species (USFWS 2005); and 5) Tahoe Regional Planning Agency’s
Studv Report for the Establishment of Environmental Threshold Carrying Capacities for the

Lake Tahoe Region (TRPA 1982).

Vegetation communities in the Project area are typical of those found in the Lake Tahoe Basin.
They include forest, meadows, and riparian communities. A plant community .verification and
reconnaissance field visit was conducted in August 2004 during late blooming periods. The study
area consisted of right-of-way areas adjacent to roads within the Project area. Thirty-one (31)
special-status plant species were identified as potentially occurring in the Project vicinity based
on literature review. Based on distribution, eievation, and habitat requirements, fourteen of these
species were determined to unlikely io occur within the Project area. Four invasive plant/noxious
weed species were identified including: bull thistle (Crrsium vulgare), Klamath weed or St.
Johnswort (Hypericum perforatum). ox-eye daisy (Leucanthemum vulgare), and woolly mullein
or common mullein (Verbascum thapsus). In July and August of 2005, a special-status plant
survey was conducted. During Project botanical surveys, a specialized wetland habitat (fen) that
supports one Special status plant specie, three-ranked hump moss (Meesia (riquetra), was
encountered on an undeveloped CTC owned parcels near the intersection of Mt. Rainier Drive

and North Upper Truckee Road in the Project area.

l.and Use: The Project area is locaied within the TRPA Plan Area 132-Mountain View. This
Pian Area has a land use ciassification of “Residentiai™ (Single Family Dwelling) with a densiiv
of one unit per parcel. The Project area is rural residential with impervious surfaces associated
with roads, driveways and hemes. There are no industrial facilities or parking lots present in the
Project area. Approximatety one-half of the parcels within the Project area are publicly owned

(Figures D-1 through D-4, Appendix A).
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Cultural Resources: Heritage studies previously conducted by Lindsirém and Rucks {2001)
assembled and analyzed baseline information on the paleoenvironment and prehistoric/Native
American and historic/Eurcamerican land uses in the Angora Creek area. Findings hased upon -
in-depth archival, ethnographic, oral history, and paleoenvironmental research provided a
comprehensive understanding of the archeological context of the area. A pedestrian survey of the
Project site was completed in August 2005 by an ENTRIX archeologisi. The 2005 survey repont

states:

“No newly discovered heriiage resources were located within the Project
Area of Potential Ejffect (APE). All visible ground surfaces were excmined
Jor the presence of historic or prehistoric archaeological site indicators.
Two previously recorded sites adjacent to the Project APE were re-locaied.
Site CA-ELD-530, the remains of a log structure within the meadow west of
Angora Creek, appears 1o be in relatively the same condition as the 1983
site form indicated. The structure is not within the Project APE and no
impacts are expected. The second site adjacent to the APE, temporarily
assigned the designation AC-1 by Lindstrém in 2001, appears o have been
completely dismanled and removed. A single pipe, likely one of the
recorded waler pipes associated with the feature, remains at the sire.”

Bioloeical Resources: The study area contains five wildlife habitats (Mayer and Laudenslayer
1988) typically found in the Lake Tahoe Basin. They are lodgepole pine, Jeffrey pine, montane
riparian, sagebrush, and wet meadow. These habitats are suitable for many of the common
smaller mammals including several species of squirrels, chipmunks, and a variety of smaller
rodents, along with larger mammals, such as coyote, bobcat, mountain lion, black bear, and mule
deer. Resident and migratory birds can also be found within the study area.

The TRPA and the LTBMU performed a joint survey of avian species within the entire Lake
Tahoe Basin in 1999 and 2000. The resulis indicated that in 1999 the most widely distributed
avian species were mallard (4nas platyrhynchos) and American robin (Turdus migratorius). In
2000, the most widely distributed species were mallard, northem flicker (Colaptes auratus),
Stellar’s jay (Cyanocitta stelleri), mountain chickadee (Poecile gambeli), and American robin

(TRPA 2002).

Two protocol surveys were conducted in June and July of 2005. ENTRIX biologists surveyed for
potential northern goshawk {dccipiter gentiles) (FSC (nesting), CSC (nesting), MIS, FSS and
TRPA) nesting habitat, as well as willow flvcatcher (Empidonax traillii) (FSC (nesting), CE,
MIS, FSS) nesting habitat and activity. The Project area does not contein sufficient appropriate
nesting habitat for northern goshawk. They are not expected to nest within the Project
boundaries, althoush they may forage there. No willow flycaichers were detected at potential

nesting areas surveved in the Project area and vicinity.

Seven native fish species and at leas: three introduced species are found in the nearby Upper
Truckee River sysiem, hence there is potential that they may be found in Angora Creek. No
known special status fish species are in Angora Creek. Native fish species inciude Lahontan
redsides {Fichardsonius egregius), Lahontan speckled dace (Rhinichtavs oscuius robustus),
Lahontan sweam tui chub (Gile bicolor pecinifer), Tahoe suckers (Catosiomus tahoensis),
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mourtain sucker (Carosiomus planrhynchus). Painte sculpin (Cottus helelingr). and mountain
whitefish {Frosoprum wifficvinsoni).  Introduced species include rainbow trout (Oncoriynchus
mykisy). brown trout (Salmo trunta), 2nd Eastern brook trout (Salvelinus fontinaiis). In Angora
Creek, the two species of primary maragement focus have typically been rainbow and brown
irout for their value as sport fish. No previous surveys or studies of fisheries in Angora Creek

have been conducted.

Road crossings and associated hydraulic infrastructure are one of many impediments to fish
movemen! within the streams of the Lake Tahoe Basin. A properiy sized and construcied road
crossing should not impair movement of {ish to or from spawning areas or at other times of the
year when fish may need to disperse. On August 23, 2005, an ENTRIX engineer and fishery
biologist inspected Angora Creek in the vicinity of the Lake Tahoe Boulevard crossing.
Following the site visit, the culvert was analyzed using a program developed to aid in the
analysis of fish migration through culverts (EDOT 20035a). It was determined that at low flow the
culvert appears to be a complete barrier to the upstream passage of any low-flow fall spawning
brown trout or mountain whitefish. The culvert is probably not a barrier to adult rainbow trout in
the spring but may be a barrier to upsiream passage of juvenile rainbow and brown trout at flows

up to 3.5cfs. (EDOT 2005a).

2.2 PUBLIC INPUT AND PROJECT DEVELOPMENT TEAM COORDINATION

The Project public involvement process included the noticing of a public meeting held on July
13, 2005. The goal of the meeting was to provide information on the formulating alternatives
process and provide the public with an opportunity for input on Project environmental concems.
EDOT presented concept alternatives 16 the community in order to gather comments on the
alternatives and on potential environmental impacts. The public was also invited to identify
problems in the Project area, which included visual documentation from area residents. Public
notices for the meeting were published in the Tahoe Daily Tribune on July 1, 8, and 13, 2005.
Invitations to the public meeting were also mailed to all property owners within the Project area
on July 5, 2005. A second meeting on the Project was held with the public on December 8, 2005

to discuss the preferred alternative.

EDOT met with the Project Development Team (PDT), during the Project development process
10 identify problems and to develop and refine Project alternatives. The PDT consists of various
resource agencies in the Lake Tahoe Basin, which include but are not limited to the TRPA,
LTBMU, CTC, Tahoe Resource Conservation District, Bureau of Reclamation and the Lahontan
Regional Water Quality Control Board (Lahontan Regional Board). The initial PDT meeting
was held on July 22, 2005. That meeting agenda included a review of the Project work plan and
schedule, a review of existing conditions and the Formulating and Evaluating Alternative (FEA)
process, a site visit, and discussion of the PDT Draft Fonnulating Aiternatives Memo (FAM) and
Concept Alternatives Repori. Subsequently, EDOT met with the PDT again on October 7, 2005
1o discuss the preferred alternative; October 14, 20035 to preseni the geomorphology and fish
passage report; and on November 21, 2005 to discuss the preferred zitemnative.
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3.0 PROPOSED PROJECT

3.1 Reciatvl SEZ PURPOSE AND NEED

Two SEZ locations within the Project area are currently covered by fill material. Both areas are
located along Mt. Rainier Drive. The first is north of Mt Rainier Drive and Lake Tahoe Blvd,
The need to reclaim/restore SEZ in El Dorado County was identified in EIP #630 and is locuted
north of the intersection of Lake Tahoe Blvd. and Mt. Rainier Drive (Figure A, Appendix A).
This area is currently covered by fill material that matches the elevation of the road and slopes
down to natural ground elevation to the north. The second is near the intersection of Mt. Rainier
Drive and North Upper Truckee Road. Existing functioning SEZ surrounds these fiil areas. The
rermoval of fill identified at these two locations in the Project area would allow betier {iltration of

runoff, stabilization of soils, and improved water quality.

Reclamation of the first fill area (Mt. Rainier Drive and Lake Tahoe Blvd) will be conducted
along with the Fisheries Enhancement Project to be designed on a separate design schedule from
the erosion control Project. The second {ill area described above will be reciaimed as part of the

erosion control Project.
3.2 RECLAIM SEZ PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

The SEZ restoration component of the Project proposes to remove fill material that is covering
areas that could be restored as functioning SEZ. The fill area north of the intersection of Mt
Rainier Drive and Lake Tahoe Blvd. is approximately ten feet deep and the slope toe of the fill
mound extends approximately 135 feet from the road shoulder. At this location potential
wetiands have been identified adjacent to the fill area. In order to minimize impact to the
potential wetlands mechanized equipment for fill removal would only be used on the {il] mound.
Protective silt fencing, coir logs, coir fabric, and other appropriate temporary erosion control
devices would be placed at the toe of the fill slope to prevent construction activity from affecting
the potential"wetland adjacent to-the fill-material.-- The fill would be removed from the terminus—
of the mound back towards the road. Hand tools would be used near the slope toe to remove the
remaining fill material. The second {ill area is located on Mt. Rainier Drive near its intersection
with North Upper Truckee Road. The fill mound is approximately ten feet deep and nearly at the
same grade as Mt. Rainier Drive. The natural floodplain surface is below this mound. Potential
wetland has been identified adjacent to this mound. The proposed methed of fill removal at this

location would be the same as the previous.

The identified fill material is most likely derived from locally excavated material during the
construction of the subdivision and therefore mavbe used in other areas of the erosion cobmrol
Project, where fill is needed or used as part of the Angcra SEZ project adjacent 1o ihis Project
area. Should the Project preduce excess fit] material, that material would tzken to an appro-\-ed
site and properly disposed of consistent with Lahontan Regional Board and TRPA regulations.

3.3 ER0SION CONTROL PROJECT PURPOSE AND NEED

Pursuiant to the requirements of Section 208 of the Clean Water Act, the TRPA prepared 2 Waier
Quality Management Plan {208 Plan) for the Lake Tahoe Basin. This plan identified erosion,
runoff, and disturbance resulting from developmenis such as subdivision roads within the Project
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zrea 25 primary causes of the deciine of Lake Tahoe’s water quality. The 208 Plan also jmandates
that capital improyement projects such as the Angora 3 Project be impiemented to bring all El
Dorade County roads into compliance with Best Management Practices (BMPs) by the vear
2008 10 assist in achieving water quality objectives.

This Project is one of three capital improvement projects designated as Project 193 *Mountain
View” in the TRPA EIP list. The three capital improvement prejects that comprise Project 193

¥l

are as follows: 1) View, 2) Mt. Rainier, and 3) Cochisz. This Project is the ML Rainier portion

of EIP Project 195.

The purpose of the Project is to improve the water quality of runoff to Angora Creek and
ultimately to Lake Tahoe by reducing erosion and sediment originating in the Project area. The
methods avzilable to improve water quality include source control, hydrologic design, and
treatment. Various methods of improving water quality were assessed as part of the planning
process, specifically the Formulating and Evaluating Alternatives Memorandum and the
Preferred Alternative Report in which a preferred alternative was identified. As part of the
planning process, the following problems were identified in the Project area:

» FEroding cut slopes;

» Eroding roadside ditches;

= Reduced infiltration;

» Road sand/cinder accumulation along roads; and

= Improper hydraulic conveyance in unlined ditches, leading to scour.

Typical drainege and water quelity issues identified within the Project area fall into general

categories shown in Table 1:

Typical Drainage and Water Quality Issues within the Project Area

Tabie 1.
Problem Type' Description
Sediment production from soil SC | Soil erodes from sparsely vegetated and sloped
instability areas.
Sediment production from exposec SC Soil erodes {from compacted shoulder and roadside
shoulder parking.
Sediment production from sanding SC [ Cinders wash off road surface with high
operations concentrations at intersections.
Inadequate conveyance under roads HD | Culverts are undersized and damaged.
Inadequate conveyance along roacds HD | Undersized or nonexisient roadside ditch;

inadequate placement of culvens.
Ponded water along roacs HD | Insufficient siope, channel or berms.

[ron seepage {rom groundwater T Natural source problem.

Lack of infiltration and treatment T Cop1pacted and poorly vegetated open areas and
drainages unable to provide infiltration and treatment.

' Probiem Type; $C - Source Centrel; HD - Hydrologic Design; znd T - Treatment.
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3.4 ErOSiON CONTROL CONCEPT ALTERNATIVE S

The process of formulating alternative solutions to address water quality issues in ihe Project
area conforms to the Stormwater Quality Improvement Commitiee {SWQIC) 2004 Guidelines
for Water Quality Projects. The two main steps implemented to deveiop alternatives are: (1)
escribe baseline (existing) conditions and (2) formulate and evaluate aliernatives. Baseline data
for the Project area has been collected and presented in the Existing Conditions Repert (EDOT
2004). The Formulating Alternatives Memorandum was prepared and released in September
2005. All previous documents are available through the EDOT.

EDOT and the CTC met in early June 2005 to discuss a broad range of draft concept aiternatives
for erosion control. As a result of the meeting, the draft concept altemnatives were reduced to four
modified concept alternatives, During the June site visit, additional opportunities for SEZ and
water quality improvement were identified outside of the erosion control Project area.

The PDT selected a preferred alternative at a meeting on November 21, 2005. The preferred
alternative consists mostly of Aiternative 4, described below, and includes some proposed

biospreaders in Alternatives 2.
General items in the preferred alternative include:

All Project area culverts not abandoned or remnoved will be assessed during alternative
analvsis and will be redesigned if size or positions are inadequate for conveyance &nd water

quality protection.

All regraded channels with sufficient water to support vegetation will be restored with either
a combination of seeding and blanketing, willow cutting installations or placement of

salvaged sod or willows.

3.4.1 CONCEPT ALTERNATIVE #] - URBAN (MODIFIED)

This alternative was mma]!v desmned to stnct]y f'ollow an urban (reltance on hardscapes)
strategy to address identified problems such as curb and gutter, drop iniets, and piping.
Following the June meeting with EDOT-TED and the CTC, Alternative #1 was modified by
incorporating additional organic opportunities, which can be characterized as utilizing the natural
environment with littie modification to maximize water quality and wildlife benefit,

Source Control: Curb and gutter is proposed along all roadway drainages where the existing
ditches are earthen and eroding and have insufficient groundwater (e.g., Pyramid Circle. Mt.
Olympia, etc.) to support vegetation. Curb and gutter instaliations in these areas wouid prevent
crosion along the roadwayv drainage and reduce shoulder disturbance. A combination of rock-
lined ditches with vegetation or a series of hiospreaders to absorb the water’s energy and prevent
erosion are proposed in areas where existing vegelated ditches are currently showing signs of
erosion or where eroded dirt ditches flow perpendicular to the roadways. Aleong sparsely
vegetated and eroded slopes, a combination of vegetation and rock slope protection is proposed

i0 stabilize the area and prevent additional erosion.
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Hvdrologic Design: A storm drain sysiem installed within the ROW 1o avoid impacting existing
SEZ is proposea along tne length of North Upper Truckee Road in the Project area. The storm
drain is used lo adequately coliect and convey roadway runoff and treat it through a series of
oretreaiment vaulis. The storm crain system would nitiate at the intersection of North Upper
Truckee Road and Mt. Rainier Drive and lerminate at a vegelated swale in the State owned
parkland below. Additional culverts are proposed in areas where nuisance ponding and flooding
has been identified. For exampie. a new cuivert is proposed ai the corner of Mi. Rainer Drive
and Mt. Olympia to prevent flow and poiential fiooding across the roadway and eliminate
erosion in the swale located between Mt Olympia and Mt. Diablo. Rock bowls are proposed at
currentlv ponding or overflowing culvert inlets to stow flow and improve conveyance. The rock
bowls will also improve source control by preventing erosion at the culvert intake. Regrading
and revegetating all roadway drainages where there is ponding or flooding due to inadeaualel;

sized or sloped channels is also proposed.

Treatment: Sediment traps or pretreatment vaults are propesed upstream of culvert inlets that
carry flow from rock-lined or earthen ditches. They are also proposed upstream of culverts and
storm drains alongside the major roadway sections where winter road sanding operaiions are
concentrated. Sediment iraps and pretreatment vaults will allow for deposition and removal of
coarse sediments. A combination of sediment traps and detention basin at the northeast corner of
the intersection of Lake Tahoe Boulevard and Mt Rainier Drive is suggested to provide
reatment of flows exiting sections of Lake Tahoe Boulevard and Mt. Rainier Drive.

31.42 CONCEPT ALTERNATIVE #2 — ORGANIC (MODIJFIED)

This alternative was initially designed to follow an organic strategy for solutions to address
identified problermns and proposed no additional hardscape improvements. It allowed for
replacement of the same number of culverts that currently exist. After the June meeting,
Alternative #2 was modified by the introduction of some urban options. For example, additional
culverts were added where runoff floods the roadway and sediment traps were installed at culvent

injets to capture road sand and cinders. e e e

Source Control: Soil restoration, revegetation and coir log (biospreader) installation are proposed
for all sparsely vegetated and eroded areas to minimize rilling, sloughing, and resulting sediment
production. Revegetation and blanketing is designated for all regraded channel sections to
stabilize the channel and prevent erosion. Biospreaders are designated at slopes downstream
from culvert outlets to slow flow and reduce erosion.

Hvdrologic Design: A constructed, vegetated and blanketed v-ditch on Pyramid Circle is
proposed to provide convevance and reduce erosion. Constructed vegetated swales are provided
at Culverts 21, 20 and 19 to improve conveyance 10 the existing meadow and reduce ponding
immediately downstream. In areas where there is an existing channel with poor conveyance,
regrading the channel’s size and siope is proposed 10 improve conveyance. To alleviate p(;nding
behind Culvert 18 and provide more water 1o the meadow, removal of a 200-foot section of
pavement on Mountain Meadow Drive and construction of a meandering vegetated swale is
proposed 1o carry the flow north to the meadow. Constructed step pool channels are provided at
wo culven outlet locations (Culverts 2 and 9) on sizep slopes to slow the fiow and promote

overbanking and infiltration at key locations.
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Treatment: A constructed wetland basin is proposed =i the ouilets of Culverts 28 and 32 10 ireal
runoff. All drainage conveyance is via vegeiated swvales to provide increased infiltration and
ireatment. Sediment traps have been added at locaticns with high concentrations of rcad sand

and cinders.

3.4.3 CONCEPT ALTERNATIVE#3 = BLENDED

This alternative focuses on dividing, spreading, and infiltrating flows using a cembination of
urban and organic options and laking advantage of publicly owned lands for BMP placement.
Incorporating comments from the June meeting, a lar ge portion of the proposed curb and gutier
was removed and existing drainages are relied on instead of routing flow to dispersion areas on

public parcels.

Source Control: Vegetating and restoring soils, where appropriate, is proposed to stabilize the
area and prevent erosion on all sparsely vegetated and eroded areas greater than 100 square feet
and located on publicly owned parcels. Biospread ers, sometimes combined with vegetated
swales, are proposed to slow water flow and prevent erosion on sloped areas downstream of new
cuivert outlets. Curb and gutter sections provide a source control benefit by reducing erosion
along roadway drainages and reducing shoulder disturbance caused by plowing operations and

roadside parking.

Hvdrologic Design: Curb and gutier is proposed on Lake Tahoe Boulevard, North Upper
Truckee Road and sections of Pyramid Circle, Mt. Olympia, Mt. Diablo and Dixie Mountain
Drive to improve conveyance and direct flow to additional culverts for dispersion onto public
lands. In other areas the existing drainages are used 1o carry the flow 10 additional culverts to

spread and infiltrate the flow onto public lands.

Treatment: Sediment traps will be used to provide coarse sediment removal proposed at culvert
inlets on North Upper Truckee Road and Lake Tahoe Boulevard and culvert iniets leading to
detention basins located in areas of concentrated road sanding applications. Detention and
wetland basins are proposed at numerous culvert outlet locations to provide treatment through

sedimentation and infiltration.
3.4.4 CONCEPT ALTERNATIVE #4 — BLENDED-

This alternative builds upon Alternative 2 using field recommendations made during the June
2005 meeting and associated site visit.

ntrol: A combination of rock slope protection and revegetation is proposed for many
roded areas to minimize rilling, sloughing and resulting sediment
production. Laying back the slope and mulching is proposed for eroding slopes that would be
difficult to revegetate due to soil and moisture conditions.  Revegetation and blanketing is
designated for ali regraded channel sections to stabilize the channel and prevent erosion. Rock
bowls are proposed at culvert outiets where rilling is occurring at the outlet and biospreaders are
designated at siopes downstream from culvert outlets to slow flow and reduce erosion. Porous
pevement or boulders combined with revegetation are proposed in areas with heavily comipacted
and eroding shoulders to provide source contrel and facilitate infilration.

Source Co
sparsely vegetated and e
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Hvdroloeic Desien: Curb and gutier is proposed in very specific areas where there is a
combination of either steep slopes. evidence of snow plow disruption and eroding ditches.
Constructed vegetated swales are provided at Culverts 20 and 19 to improve conveyance to the
exisling meadow and reduce ponding immediately downstream. A section of the d2ad end street
on Norih Upper Truckee Road is removed 1o eliminate unnecessary impervious coverage and to
allow for construction of a vegetated swale or wetland basin io collect runoff from Culvert 21.
'y areas where there is an existing channel with poor corniveyance, regrading the channel’s size
and slope followed by revegetation is proposed to Im prove conveyance.

Treatment: Double sediment traps are proposed at Culvert 28 inlet and a single sediment trap at
Culverts 1,9, 11, 24, 27 and 32 1o treat runoff in areas of road sanding operations. All drainage
conveyance is via vegetated swales (o provide increased infiltration and treatment.

3.5 SEZ RESTORATION AND EROSION CONTROL PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE - BLENDED

In reviewing and analyzing the aliernatives detailed above, EDOT, in cooperation with the
funding agencies and the PDT concluded that an alternative similar to that of Alternative 4 is the
preferred alternative. The preferred aiternative improvements will also include biospreaders as

described in Alternative 2.
3.6 ANGORA CREEK FISHERIES PROJECT PURPOSE AND NEED

Lake Tahoe Boulevard currently crosses Angora Creek at the north west corner of the erosion
control Project area through rwo arch corrugated metal pipes. Each pipe is 72" X 44" in size and
positioned side-by-side with a headwall on the upstream and downstream ends. One culvert is
partially plugged with sediment and the other one has settled 10 the point that the floor has an
upward bulge and is dividing flow to either side of the culvert. Both culverts have detached from
both headwalls. The up and downstream headwalls are cracked, deteriorating, and have begun to
lean. These conditions are impeding fish passage 1o spawning habitat further upstream on

Angora Creek- e e . - - [ — S e e e = e me e R,

Angora Creek upstream of Lake Tahoe Boulevard contains valuable spawning and rearing
habitat for fish using the Upper Truckee River system. Two previous channel improvements and
SEZ projects implemented downstream from the Project have resulted in improving fish passage
and habitat on Angora Creek. EDOT and the LTBMU initiated construction of the Angora
Creek SEZ project in 2005 cn the segment of Angora Creek north and east of the current erosion
control Project. The purpose of the Angora Creek SEZ project is to relocate the stream channel
back into the original floodplain of Angora Creek between its crossing at Lake Tahoe Boulevard
znd the Washoe Meadows State Park property line. As part of this project, failing culverts under
View Circle were removed and new bridge was constructed to improve fish passage. As aresult
of the rehabilitation efforts taking place in this stretch of Angora Creek, the Angora 3 Project
will continue the fish passage improvement effort into the upper watershed area.

Celifornia Department of Parks and Recreation (SPR) implemented the Angora Creek and
Washoe Meadows Wildjife Enhancement Project within Washce Meadows State Park in 1995.
The primary purpose of the project was 10 resiore the Angora Creek channel and its connection
i the meadow and improve wildlife and fish habitat. as well as water quality., The project was
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- Tahoe sucker and native mountain W

d in 1999 and has restored the channel and improved fish passage i that segment of

coimplete
vork proposed in the Angora Project hereimn also

Angora Creek. The fisheries enhancement
builds upon the fish passage improvement efforts from of this SPR project.

The current twin culverts that carry Lake Tahoe Boulevard across Angora Creek create passage
impediments for fish and obstruct sediment transport downswream on Angera Creek.  Fish
passage through the culverts is currently impaired during high fleaw periods from excessive water
velocities and during low ftow periods from inadequate depth of low. Passage conditions at the

cope

culverts were assessed in an EDOT (2005a) siudy of the geomorphic stability and fish passage.

Fish passage condition is generally based on a function of the species present, the size of passing
fish, and the hydraulic conditions (velocity and depth of flow) at the site during the period
passage occur. Passage for Angora Creek at the Project area is most critical during spawning
season, when fish are trying to reach spawning habitat upstream of Lake Tahoe Boulevard.
Passage is important for spring spawning fish during high flows and for fall spawning fish during

Jow flows.

There are six native fish species and three introduced trout species in the Upper Truckee River.
There are no known special status fish species in Angora Creek. Native fish species inciude
_ahontan redsides (Richardsonius egregius), Lahonian speckled dace (Rhinichthys osculus
robustus), Lahontan stream tui chub (Gila bicolor pectinifer), Tahoe suckers (Catosiomus
tahoensis), mountain sucker (Catosionius plaryrhynchus), Paiute sculpin (Cottus beldingi), and

mountain whitefish 1 Prosopium williamsoni). Introduced species include rainbow trout
{Oncorhynchus mykiss), brown trout (Salmo trutta), and Eastern brook trout (Salvelinus
fontinalis). Also, larger lake-run trout are known to move from Lake Tahoe into tributary streams
for spawning. Most of the native fish and the rainbow trout are spring spawning fish whereas
brown trout, the native mountain whitefish, and brook trout are fall spawning fish. Most of the

native fish are primarily small-size fish reaching maximum lengths of 2-4 inches. The native
hitefish can reach lengths of 8-20 inches. Rainbow and

brown trout can reach lengths of 18-24 inches. Brook trout usually grow to about 8-14 inches in

length,

high flow velocities of greater than 2 1o 3 feet per second would preclude small
native fish from passing upstream through the 40-foot Jong culverts, while large rainbow trout
and suckers would likety be able to pass through the existing culverts during spring flows. In the
fall, Jow depth of flow rather thar velocity would prevent large brown trout and mountain
whitefish from passing through the existing culverts. Minimum depth of flow for passage should
be approximately 0.5 feet. Brook trout are less likely to move very far upsiream on Angora
Creek to find suitable spawning habitat. Detailed discussion on fish passage on Angora Creek is
provided in the Angora 3 Erosion Control Project — Assessment of Geomorphic Stabiliy and
Fish Passage at Angora Creck (EDOT 2003a) and is available through EDOT.

in the spring,

Replacement of the existing culverts and fill crossing with a single span concrete culvert would
resiore normal fish passage conditions within the Project area.

1z Janmuar Z0UE
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3.7 ANGORA CREER FISHERIES ENHANCEMENT PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

The Angora Creek Fisheries Enhancement Project proposes to demolish and remove the two
existing corrugated metal culverts under Lake Tahoe Bouleva:d and replace them with a single
concrete culvert span within the same footprint as the existing span. Angora Creek in the areabof
the culvert replacement would be dewatered and isolated with block nets. All fish in the
devwatered reach weuld be remeved and relocated in cther flowing reaches of Angora Creek. 4
small cofferdam would be installed upstream of the construction area. Inflow would be diverted
at the cofferdam into a bypass pipe that would carry flow around the construction site and
discharge flow back into Angora Creek downstream of the site. Best Management Practices
(BMPs) recommended and approved by federal, regional, state, and local regulatory apencies
would be deployed o mitigate construction activity next 1o the stream channel. Mechanized
equipment would be used to remove the road surface and fill over the culverts. A crane would be
placed on existing pavement at the dead-end portion of Angora Creek Road west of the creek to
lift and remove the culverts. The channel bottom below the culveris would be shaped with a low
flow channel. Two new concrete headwalls would be instalied to anchor a new pre-formed
concrete span. Space above the span would be backfilled with soil, compacted, and a new road
surface would be added on 10p. The culvert replacemient construction duration is anticipated to

1ake approximately two months.

Final design of Angora Fisheries preferred alternative is planned for winter 2005/2006 on a
separate design schedule from that of the erosion control Project. The fill/SEZ reclamation area
north of the intersection of Mi. Rainier and Lake Tahoe Blvd. will be designed with the Angora

Fisheries Enhancement Project.

3.7.1 ANGORA CREEK FISHERIES ALTERNATIVES

Angora Fisheries Alternative #1

This alternative would line the existing culverts and place baffles inside for fish passage. The
piacement of the culverts would not be modified, however, the headwalls at the inlet and outlets
will be repaired to remedy failing.

Angora Fisheries Alternative #2

This alternative would replace the two existing culverts with a single culvert that would convey a
}00-year event for Angora Creek. The culvert would be a three-sided box culvert with a low
flow channel in the center. The culvert would be designed to minimize the total width and

therefore. only pass the 100-vear event under 2 head.

Angora Fisheries Alternative #3

This alternative would replace the iwo existing culverts with a single culvert that would convey a
100-year event for Angora Creek. The culvert would be multiple three-sided box culverts o} a
bridge with a fow flow chanrel in the center. The three-sided box culverts would be designed to
accommodate the 100-year evenl, while maintaining the typical depth found immediately

upstreairi.
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3.7.2 ANGORA CREEK FISHERIES CONCEPT ALTERNATIVES EvaLuaTION

This section provides a summary description of the three concepi alternatives. Background data
are presented in the Geomorphology report (ENTRIX September 2003).

All three Angora Creek Fisheries alternatives developed for EiP #406 provide solutions that
address the passage of fish on Angora Creek at Lake Tahoe Boulevard.

Evaluation Criteria

The three alternatives were evaluated based on two criteria: the anticipated flow and velocity
through the culverts and the culvert condition. A hydraulic analysis was used to assess the depth
and velocity of flow through the culvents. Culvert condition is based on changes to the existing
culvert conditions, and the configuration of the new culverts, such as access for cleaning,
compatibility with roadway, and floodplain influence. During the design phase of this Project
component, a more detailed hydraulic analysis will be performed for the alternatives.

The evaluation criteria are based on an alpha-numeric scale of poor, good, and best. As described

below.

Velocity/depth Criteria

“Poor’”’- No fish passage during certain flow conditions because of shallow depth or high
velocity.

“Good” — Although fish can pass during all spawning periods, fish may be delayed under certain
high flows.

“Best” — No constraints or passage delays because of hydraulics. Hydraulic conditions of the
culvert mimig the natural channel up to the design flood.

Condition Criteria

“Poor”- The culvert, headwall, or fill material will eaéiiy loose function because of the design or
condition.

“Good” — The culvert will function but could be impaired because of debris, beaver dams,
vegetation growth.

“Best’' — The culvert can accommodzte debris or other natural occurrences, and maintain

function.

Evaluation of Goals

The velocity/depth and condition criteria were evaluated using alpha-numeric criteria supported
by hvdraulic calculations and professional judgement, as described below.

The velocitv/depth criteria were basec an a hydraulic analvsts of the alternatives. The hvdraulic
anaivsis vielded depth and veocity data for a range of fiows. For a given flow, the higher ihe
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depth and velocity, the lower the ranking. IT a culvert operates under a head that exceeded the
cuivert heignt for flows up ine design flow then the culvert ranked “Poor™. If the culvert
operaied under a head but the velocity over a range of flows 15 less than 3 fi/sec, then the
aliernative ranked “Good”. f the depth and velocity wwere similar from downstream, through the
culvert, to upsiream, then the alternative was ranked “Best”. The cutoff of 3 fi/sec represer:ts the
upper limit of the sustained swimming speed of many fish species.

The condition criteria were evaluated by comparing the depths previously computed with the
freeboard in the cuilvert for the typical range of flow. A lack of freeboard may indicate a
iendency to become blocked with debris carried in flood flows.

Results of Opportunities and Constraints Ranking

Using the hvdraulic analysis of the alternatives, the three alternatives were ranked. The resulis
are shown in Table 2.

Table 2. Ranking of the Angora Fisheries (EIP # 406) Alternatives
Alternative Criteria
Velocity/Depth Condition
Alternative 1 Poor Poor
Alternative 2 Good Good
Alternative 2 ' Best =~~~ T o Best ;

3.7.3 ANGORA FISHERIES PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

Alternative ] ranked poor because it does little to change the current culvert condition. The
hydraulic conditions could be improved for fish passage, but only at the expense of a reduction
in flood capacity because of the lining and the baffles. The failing condition of the culvert would
only be partially corrected by repairing the headwall, but the existing culvert is bent in the center,

creating a barrier.

Alternative 2 improves the hydraulic conditions and puts a new culvert and headwall in place.
However, Aliernative 2 will also operate under a head for higher fiows, which means a potential
fish passage barrier or delayed passage during those flows. Also, changing the channel
hydraulics at the culverts may induce headeutting downstream of the culvert similar to what is
present at the current culvert and others nearby. Because Alternative 2 is still a constriction in
the floodplain, debris may become trapped at the culvert. The aliernative therefore ranks “Good”

for the improvements.

Alternative 3 artempts to mimic the natural channel and floodplain up to the design flow. The
final configuration of this culvert (or bridge) will have to e designed through detailed hydraulic
and struciwurzi analyses. However, this alternative is ranked “Best” beczuse it maintains ihe
channel/floodplain conditions and therefore is not an encroachment into the floodplain.

Ancerz 3 Erosion Controt Project and Fisneres Enhancement Project 15 January 200¢
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Based on this evajuation, a design that mimics the naiural floadplain characteristics, as in
Alternative 3 is the preferred alternative. This aliermative will be refined further with detaiied

hydraulic analyses and cost estimates.
4.0 RIGHT-OF-WAY ACQUISITION REQUIREMENTS

Every effort has been made to locate proposed improvements within the County right-of-way
(ROW) or on publicty owned parcels. Figures D-1 through D-4 (Appendix A) show all publi'c
parcels where proposed improvements maybe located. These publicly owned parcels are
identified by their assessor’s parcel number and agency owner. For USFS parcels, either a
Special Use Permit or direct transfer of USFS parcels to the County wili be the mechanism that
will allow the County to use these parcels. For the CTC parcels, The CTC will grant license
agreements allowing these improvements to be constructed on their property.

While no private parcel acquisition is proposed for the Project, permanent easements will be
required on private parcels for Project construction. The list of public parcels and private
easements necessary for Project construction and implementation are identified in Table 3.

Proposed Permanent Easement Locations and Owners

Table 3.

APN# i OWNER
33-462-02 Delariva
33-462-03 Laporte, Pette
33-453-13 Hallam
33-442-21 Machado
33-442-26 Brown
33-466-12 | Bobo
33-453-04 Gainor

5.0 MITIGATION MONITORING

Mitigation measures are described in the attached CEQA Environmental Checklist (Anachment
A). EDOT siaff and/or contractor will conduct on-site monitoring to ensure that mitigation

measures are implemented as proposed.

A full time construction inspeclor provided by the County andior contractor will monitor
proposed mitigation measures for potential temporary impacts assoctated with construction. The
inspector will ensure that all-temporary erosion control requirements and other environmental
protection requirements are strictly adhered to by the Contractor.  In addition 10 Countv

e 5o } cHEC 3 1ch=res Enh Tl Byt r
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inspections, regulatory agencies will review Project plans and specifications 10 ensure
compliance with all appiicabie local. state, and fede ral requiremenis. Any additional mitigation
measures required by regulatory agencies as a condition of approval will be monitored in the
same manner. Throughout the construction of the Project, the agencies will be invited to weekly
“Lailgate’” meelings and conduct periodic visits to the Project siles to enforce the implementation
of BMPs and ensure compliance with ail other mitigation measures.

The maintenance and monitoring of the Project improvements will continue well after
construction completion Revegetation monitoring and establishment will continue for a
minimum of two years following construction. Plant establishment will include irrigation and
replanting, if necessary. The Countv will inspect all Project improvemenis during the spring and
fall of each year during the twenty-year maintenance period as required by CTC erosion control
grant guidelines. Counrv 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 Project

performance.
6.0 COVERAGE AND PERMIT ISSUES

Afier construction is comptete and revegetation established, the areas of SEZ 1o receive sediment
traps/basins would be considered restored SEZ. Areas of SEZ where flow-spreading devices
would be installed would also be considered enhanced.

Project final design is in progress al this time and it is anticipated that no new coverage would
result from Project construciion. It is estimated that the Project would disturb approximately
100,000 square feet of SEZ as part of the installation of erosion control improvements such as
curb and gutter, sediment basins, and rock lined and vegetated channels. Project Land
Capability/SEZ verification has been submitted to the TRPA for review. At this time, TRPA has
not compieted the land capability/SEZ verification for the Project, hence this estimate is based
" on professional jiidgerient and experience onsimilar projects and information gathered as-part of -
the Project. During final design and once the land capability/SEZ verification have been
completed, coverage/disturbance acreage required for completion of TRPA and Lahontan

permits would be calculated.

Afier construction and revegetation is complete, SEZ areas that receive the installation of
cediments basins will be considered restored SEZ, as well as SEZ areas where flow spreading
devices will be installed. Should EDOT determine that greater than five acres of overall SEZ
disturbance will result from Project construction. EDOT will apply for a NPDES Waste
Discharge Permit from the Lahanian Board. Since the Project will exceed 2,000 square feet of
aew disturbance and more than 100 cubic vards of fill or excavation within SEZs to construct
proposed sediment basins and remove fill, EDOT will request from the Lahontan Regional Board
exceptions to the Basin Plan prohibitions zgainst disturbances 10 SEZs.

wetland delineation fieldwork in the Project area is ninety-eight percent complete as of the first
snowfall of 2005, The remaining areas of potential wetland have been identified for additional
fieldwork. In addition, every effort is being made (0 completely avoid direct and indirect
impacts cn these potential wellands during {inal design. If it is determine during final design that
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avoidance is not possible, delineation work will be completed in the spring before designs al
those locations would be finalized. Currently. plant identification and delineation documentation
is being prepared for the erosion control Project. A Clean Water Act Section 404 permu
application would be prepared and submitted to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers based on the
final erosion control Project design and its impact on wetlands and _jurisdvictional waters {i.e.

waters of the U.S.).
EDOT would apply for a Section 1602 Streambed Alternation Agreement with the CA
Department of Fish and Games for the culvert replacement as part of the fisheries enhancement

work.
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El Dorado County Department of Transportation
Environmental Checklist Form

Angora 3 Erosion Conirol Project and Fisheries Enhancement Project JN 95160

1. Project titie:

g

. Lead agency name and address:

F! Dorado County Department of Transportation

9248 Emerald Bay Road
South Lake Tahoe, €A 96150

Alfred Knotts 550-573-7924

. Contact person and phone number:
Project iocation: __ El Dorado County, South Lake Tahoe,

L

*

5. Project sponsors name and address:
El Dorado County Department of Transportation

924B Emerald Bay Road ___
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150

6. General plan designation:__NA

7. Zoning: NA

8. Description of project: {Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited o later
phases of the Project, and any secondary, supporl, or off-site features necessary for its
implementation. Attach additional sheets, if necessary.)

See atached mitigated nepative decjaration for detailed Proiect description.

9. Surrounding land uses and setting: Briefly describe the Project surroundings:

See attached mitigated negative declaration for description of Project surroundings.

10.. . Other. public apencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing appraval, or .. .

participation agreement.)
Tzhoe Regional Planning Agency, California Tahoe Conservancy, California Department of
Fish and Game. California Regional Water Cuality Control Board - Lzhontan Region, U.S. Forest

Service Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit

" k Droyias G Eieher
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be pote ntially affected by this project. invoiving at -
least one impact that is 2 Potentizily Significant Impact as indicated by tne checklist on the

following pages.

{1 Aesthetics [] Agriculture Resowurces [J Air Quatity

(] Biological Resourses [(J Culural Resources [ ] GeologyiSoils

([} Hazards & Hazardous [ Hydrology/Water Quality (J Land Use/ Planning
Maierials

[ ] Mineral Resources [1 Noise [ Poputation/Housing
[] Public Services [] Recreation O Transponation/Traffic
[] Utilities 7 Service Systems { } Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

[] I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment,
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

X 1 find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,

there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by
or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be

prepared.
{3 I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. _
[J 1 find that the proposed project MAY have a potentially significant impact or potentially
significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant 10 applicable legal standards, and 2) has been
addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that
remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adeguately in an earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or
mitigated pursuant to that earlier, EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or
mitigation measu%hal are lmpr}bed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

L ",/ i &_.---; / / //{, £

7

}'gnalure/Date

S

atfred Knons. Ei Dorado County

Printed name

(2%

Aneora 3 Erasion Contral Project and Fisheries Tanuary 2006

Enhancement Frojecl
Drafi Initial Siudy/Mitigaied Negative Declarzton
08-0018.3B.73



EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

A brief explanation is reqguired for all answers except NO !mpact answers that are adequately supponed
by the information sources a lead agency cites in the pate ntheses fcllowing each question. A No Impact
answer is adequately supported if the referenced informaitton sources show thal the impact simply does
not apply to projects like the one involved {e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A No
Impact answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general
sizndards (£.g., the project will not exposc sensilive recepiors lo pollutanis, based on 2 project—s-peciﬁc

13}

screening analysis).
All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site

2)
curmulative as well as projeci-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational

impacts.

3) Once the lead agency has delermined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checkiist
answers must indicale whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation,

or less than significant. Potentiallv Significant Impact is appropriate if there is substantial evidenh«:e that

an effect may be significant. [f there are one or more Potentialty Significant Impact entries when the

determination is made, an EIR is required.

Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation [ncorporated applies where the

incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from Petentially Significant Impact to a Less

Than Significant Impact. The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how

they reduce the effect (o & less than significant level (mitigation measures from Section XVII, Earlier

4)

Analyses, may be cross-referenced).

Farlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an
effect has been adequateiy analyzec in an earlier EIR or negative deciaration. Section 15063(c) (3) (D).

In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a) Eariier Analysis Used. ldentify and state where they are available for review

b} Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were
within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable
legal standards, and stale whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based
on the earlier analysis.

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures
Incorporated, describe the mitigation measures, which were incorporated or refined. from the-
earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the

5)

project.

6) Lead agencies are encouraged 1o incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for
potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside
documex::t should, where appropriate, include a reference to the pzge or pages where the statement is
substantiated.

7) Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals
contacted shouid be cited in the discussicn.

8) This is only 2 suggested form, end iead agencies are free o use different jormats; however, lead apencies
should normaily address 1he questions jrom this checklist that are reicvant to a project's environmenial
effects in whatever format is selecied

8) The explanation of each issue should identify:

a} The significance criteniz or threshoid, if any, used to evatuale each question; and

b) The mitigation measure identified. s any, fo reduce the impact to less than significance

Angora 3 Erosion Contrel Projeci and Frsneries Tenuary 2006
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i i Less Than i
W e P Siganfican !
I AESTHETICS ould the project: Potentintly i With Less Than i
S:gnilicant Mitiganon Sigmificant No
Impact Incorporation impact impac!
a) Have a substaniial adverse effect on a scenic vista? | : .
! i
= 0 | ®
b} Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not ] ] ] 4
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings
within a state scenic highway?
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual characler or ] ' M <) 0]
quality of the site and its surroundings?
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which ] ] =
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

1a) None of the proposed impravements will impact scenic viewsheds/vistas in or around the project
area.
b) No designated scenic resources or state scenic highway is located within the Project area.

¢) The consiruction of proposed erosion control improvements such as sediment basins or
‘inlet/outlet structures would not subsiantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the

Project area and surroundings.

d) None of the proposed improvements would create new sources of substantial light or glare that

wouid adversely affect views in the area.

Angora 3 Erosion Control Frojec: and Fisheries d January 2006

Enhancement Froject
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i 1l. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES" In determining l

f Whether impacts 1o agricultural resources are signiiicant ='

I environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the l
California  Agricultural  Land  Evaluation and  Site ' L ess Than

i Assessiment Model {1997} prepared by the Caiifornia Dept. ! Sianificant

ii of Conservation as an optional model 10 use in assessing | Pouwentially | With Less Than

{ impacis on agriculiure and farmland.  Would ihe project: Sigeificant | Miligation Significant No

i livoacl J tncorporation Impac [mpact

I a) Convert Pnme Farmland, Uniqus Farmiand, or i ! ] 0] 5)
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farinland), as shown on =
the maps prepared pursuant to the Fermland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the Califernia Resources Agency, to
non-agricuitural use?

{ b} Confiict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a M ] 3 53]
Williamson Act contract? as
¢) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, ] ] M
due 10 their location or nature, could result in conversion of

!

Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

ila) Land within the Project area is Jocnted in TRPA Plan Area Statement (PAS) 132 and has a land
use classification of Residential undzr the TRPA Regional Plan for the Lake Tahoe Basin. The

following permissible uses identified in this PAS are as follows: residential, public service,
recreation, and resource manzgement. No land within the Project area is currently used for
agriculiure nor is it listed as a permissible use within this PAS.

b) No land in the Project area is currertly under a Williamson Act contract.

¢} See response 1] a). o ) o
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. AIR QUALITY -- Where available, the significance cri teria

Less Than

I
esiablished by the appliczble air quaiity management or air f Signiticant
pollution control district may be relied upon to make the foliovving | Potentally | With Lest Than
determinations. Would the project: Sigmifican Mitigation Siemficam § No

Impaci Incomyration Impact Inipacl

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementaiion of the applicable air J | ] = ]
quality plan? | -

|
b) Violate any air quality slandard or contribule substantialty to an N ) n
existing or projected air quality violation? D
¢) Result in a cumuialively considerable net increase of any ]
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-artainrment [ g
under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard
(including releasing emissions, which exceed quantitative
thresholds for ozone precursars)?
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concenirations? . O U
e} Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of ] 0 ) 0
people?

i a)

b)

¢)

Compliance with El Dorado County Air Quality Management District (EDCAQMD) and TRPA
regulations will ensure that the project will not conflict with or abstruct implementation of the air
quality improvement plans for this area.

Emissions {rom the project site. subseguent 1o application of required mitigation measures as imposed

by the EDCAQMD and TRPA during the permitting process, will ensure that the construction will
not cause or significantly contribute 10 viclations of existing air quality standards. The project is

expected to have a less than significant impact on air quality.

The proppscd project will not result in a cumulatively significent increase in any criteria pollutant.
Air qualify impacts from the proposed projéct are expected to bie well below established significance
levels because construction takes place over a short time and no increase in emissions is expected

from the site after construction.

d, and ) The Project would not have any long term impacts to air quality in the Project area.

Construction equipment may emit odors and fumes for the short term during construction
This short-term activity would not result in a cumulative increase of criteria poliutant for
which the Project region is in non-attairsment nor would it expose sensitive receptors to
substantial poliutant concentrations, or create objectionable odors affecting a substantiai
number of people. Compliance with EDCAQMD and TRPA regulations will maintain the

levels at a less than significant level.

Based on the information gathered as part the CEQA [nitial Study, it is determined that the Proiect
wouid have a less than significant impaci on air quality with the foliowing mitigation mrasures:

Impact AQ-1: Construction related activities can creare short ierm impacts ic air quality througr:
dust generaneon and equipment exhaust, which without nutigation, cowld cause air quaiiy siandeds

10 be vialated.
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Mitigation Measure AQ-1a° The consrruction conrac r o shall vagicnent Bese Aewiagement
Practices a5 they reiated to o qualicy from ihe TRPA Cade of Ordinances and Handbook of Besi
Aanagement Practices. ’
Mitigation Measures AQ-1b. The construciion comractor shall weter exposed soil rwice daily, or
as needed, to control wind borne dust Al houiidump 1 uckloads siall be covered securely.

Mitigation Measure AQ-lc' Ar a nunimum of three nimes per week, remove fram oll adjacent

going [0 and from the consiruction site
Mitigation Measure AQ-1d: On-site vehicle speed skall be limued (o 13 miles per hour on
unpaved surfaces.

Mitigation Measure AQ-le: Consiruction ectivities shall comply with EDCAQMD Rule 223-
Fugitive Dust, so that emissions do not exceed hourly leveis

Mitigation Measure AQ-If: Construction equipment idling shall ke kept to a minimum when it is

nol in use
Mitigation Measure AQ-lg: The construction contractor shall post a publicly visible sign on the

project site during consmruction operations that specify the ielephone number and personfagency ta
contact for complaints end/or inguiries on dust generation and other air quality problems resulting

fram project construction,

7 January 2006

Angora 3 Erasion Control Project and Fishernes

Enhancement Projeci
Drafi Initiz) Swdy/Mhihgated Negative Declaration

08-0018.3B.78




Less Than

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES -- Would the project: Srgmificamt

Polennizily “With Less Than

Significant Miigation Signihicant No

limpaci Incemporation Inrpact Impact

a) Have a subsiantial adverse effect, either directly or through M ) ] N
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidaie, —
sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans,

policies, or regulations, or by the California Depariment of Fish
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

4
O

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other ]
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans,
policies, and regulations or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally prolected ] < .
| wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act _—

. (inciuding, bul not limited o, marsh, vemal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other

means?

d) Interfere substantiaily with the movement of any native resident B n <
or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native

resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites? ’

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances proteciing 0 ] O
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or | - : X
ordinance?
} Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation ] & 0

X

Plan, Natura] Community Conservation Plan, or other approved
local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

IV a) and d)
Special Status Wildlife

The Project area is a developed residential area inierspersed with open undeveloped lots and
surrounded by undeveloped lands. Permissible uses include resource management, public service,
and recreation. Results from searches of the California Natural Diversity Database (Appendix E) for
candidate, sensitive, or special status wildlife species in local or regional plans, policies, and
regulations were completed. Victor Lyon, wildlife biologist for U.S. Forest Service-Lake Tahoe
Basin Management Unit (LTBMU), was consulted for additional local information and records on
the following species in and adjacent to the Project area: California woiverine (Gulo gulo. bald
caple (Haliueerus leucocephalus), Sierra Nevada snowshoe hare (Lepus americarus tahoensis),
American pine marten (Martes americana), Pacific fisher (Martes pennanti pacifica), great gray
owl (Strix nebulosa}, Yosemite toad (Bujo canorus), Sierra Nevada red fox (Vuipes vidpes necaror .
osprey (Pandion haliaetus), bank swallow (Riparic riparia), golden eagle (Aquiia chrysaetos). Mt
Lvell salamander (Hydromantes platycepnalus), and American badger {Taxidia raxus). Informatiorn
from Mr. Lvons has been incorporated inio Appendix E. No established native resident, migratery
wildlife cerridors, or native wildiife nursery sites are located in the Project area '
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Surveys for four speciel status wildlifz species Mwiliow {1vcetcher, Evigidonax traitlit: norihera
goshawk, Accipiter genitlis, mountain yeliow-lesged Nrog. Aana mucosa; and leopard frog, Rana
pipiens) were conducted in 2003 for the Project.

Willow flycatcher - Protocol surveys of willow {lycalcher poientiat habitat and willow flycatcher
activity was conducied in June/Juty 2005. No willow flycatcher was found at potential habitat in or

near the Project area. Survey results and summary form are provided in Appendix G.

Northern goshawk — Known nest locations in the Project vicinity for northern goshawk were
ideniified through a search of the California Natural Diversity Dalabase and consultation with

{ TBMU wiidlife bialogist, A survey was conducted in 2005. No ronhermn goshawk activity was
found near the Project area. Survey resulis are provided in Appendix H.

Mountain vellow-legged frog and leopard frog -- Surveys for mountain yellow-legged frog and
leopard froz were conducted alang reaches of Angora Creck in the Project area. No mountain
yellow-legged frog or ieopard frog or tadpoles of either were found. Survey results are provided in

Appendix L.

Based on the information gathered as part the CEQa Initial Study, it is determined that the erosion
control Project would have a less than significant impact on wildlife in the Project area with the

following mitigation measures.

Impact B-1: Appropriate northern goshawk protocol suorveys were conducted in the Project area
with neganve results, Project construction activities can poientially impact northern goshawks
should new riests estoblish in the Project vicinity prior to construction iniriation.

Mitigation Measure B-1: EDOT will contact the USFS LTBAMU rapior biologist two weeks prior 10
the commencement of construciion activities to verify that no new northern goshawk nests have
been ideniified in the Project vicinity. If any active nests are identified within the area, consultation
with USFS would be underiaken regarding regulation and timing of construciion activities. Any
active nesis __vyi!! be avoided through implementation of a one-quarter mile buffer during the
breeding secson (March 1 through August 15} or witil the yourg have fledged. Waterfowl shall be
removed and relocated to suitable habitats.

Fisheries Enhancement

There are six native fish species and three introduced trout species in the Upper Truckee River.
There are no known special status fish species in Angora Creek. Native fish species include
Lahontan redsides (Richardsonius egregius), Lahontan speckled dace (Rainichihys osculus
robusius), Lahontan siream i chub (Gila bicolor pectinifer), Tahoe suckers (Carostomus
(ahoensis). mountain sucker (Carostomus platvrhynchus), Patute sculpin (Cottus beldingi). and
moumntain whitefish | Prosopium williamsoni). Introduced species tnclude rainbow trout

{ Oncorhyncius mykss), brown irout (Salmo truita). and Eastern brook trout (Salvelinus fontinalis).
Also. larger lake-run trout are known to mave from Lake Tahoe into tributary streams for spawnino.,
Most of the native fish 2nd the rainbow trout are spring spawning fish whereas brown troul; the
rative mountain whitzfich, and brook trour are fall spawning fish. Most of the native fish are
primarily small-size fish reaching maximum lengths of 2-4 inches. The native Tahoe sucker and
native mountain whitefish can reach lengihs of 8-20 inches. Rainbow and brown irout can reach
lengths of 13-24 inches. Brook irout usuzlly grow 1o aboul §-14 inches in lengih.
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The consiruction area of the Angora Fisheries component should be dewalered and isolated with
block nets. All fish in the dewalered reach would be rem oved and relocated in other flowing
reaches of Angora Creek down stream from the Project. A small cofferdam wouid be insialTed
upstream of the construction area. [nflow would be diverted at the cofferdam inte a bypass pipe that
would carry flow around the construction site arid discharge flow back into Angora Creek
downstream of she site. Approved Best Manageimeni Practices (BMPs} wouid be employed to
contain construction activity next io the siream channel. Upon containment, mechanized equipment
would be used to remove the road surface and fili over the culverts. Low impact hand equipment

would also be uilized where appropriate.
Impact B-2: During construciion related dewatering of the affected reach, native fish may becone
stranded.

Mitigation Measure B-2: 4/l fish in the dewatered reach would be removed and relocated to other
Sflowing reaches of Angora Creek down stream from the Project area. Personnel conduciing the
relocation will obtain and possess a scientific coliecting permit from the California Depariment of

Fish and Game during fish removal and relocation.

Special Status Plants

A special status plant species survey and concurrent noxious weed survey was conducted in July
and August 2005, to determine whether any of the species exist on county, state or federally-owned
Jand within the Project area. Vepetation communities in the Project area identi{ied before the
surveys include jeffrey pine (altered), willow-alder/willow-aspen, wet meadow, perennial grass, and
ruderal. Results from searches of the California Natural Diversity Database (Appendix F) for
candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations
were completed. During the survey, a specialized wetland habitat ({fen) that supports special status
plant species was encountered in one location in the Project area.

A special status plani, three-ranked hump mdss,r Meesia rriqﬁerra, was encountered in a fen north of
the intersection of Mt. Rainier Drive and North Upper Truckee Road. A California Natural
Community Field Survey form and map depicting the location of the fen 1s included in Appendix J.

Impact B-3: One special status plant three-ranked hump moss, (Meesia triguetra), was identified in
a newly recorded sensitive natural community (fen) in the Project areo.

Mitigation Measure B-3: Each concepi alternative proposes 1o install erosion control facilities ai
or near the vicinity of the fen. The preferred alternative witl be redesigned and relocared to avoid
umpact o this natural community and the special status plant within it. The extent of the fen has

been mapped during wetland delineation fieldwork 1o precisely identifi it on Project plan drawing:

Jor protection.

Mitigation Measure B-3: Tae County 15 in the process of hiring a fen specialist 10 ensure this
special starus plant species and habitat are not impacted.

¢) Wetiand delineation fieldwork in the Project area is ninety-eight percent coniplete as of the first
snowfall of 2005. The remaining areas of potential wetland have been identified for additional
fieldwork 1n addition, every effort is being made to avoid direct and indirect iinpact on these

Angora 3 Erosion Contro! Project and Fishieries 10 January 2006
Enhancement Project
Draf Initizl Swdy/Mitigated Negative Deciaration

08-0018.3B.81



poientizl wetlands during final design. If it were determine during final design that avoidance is nos
possible, delineation work wiil be completed in the spring befors designs at those locations would
pe finalized. Currently, plant identification and delineation docwmentation is being prepared for the
erosion control Project. A Clean Water Act Section 404 permit application would be prepared
based on the final erosion control Project design and its irmpact on wetlands and Waters of the U.S.
and submitted to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE). The intenat of the erosion control
Project is to reduce erosion, improve water quality, and increase stormwater infiliration for sediment

removal.

tmpact B-d: Wetland delineation is not complete at this time  Project design and consiruction may
rotentially impact weilands andior Waters of the U.S. {WOUS).

Mitigation Measure B-4a: Upon completion of wetland delineation, Praject design will be
modified, as needed, (o avoid impacis to the fen and avoid or minimize impacts (o other wetlands
and/or WOUS. Should direct or indirect impacts to wetlands or WOUS be identified during final
design, a Section 404 permit application would be completed and supmitted 1o the USACOE and
appropriate mitigation measures implemented. This will include hand or low impact equipment,
temporary BMP's such as filier fence, coir logs, and orange consiruction limii fencing to denote
protected areas where work is not intended 10 be performed.

Mitigation Measure B-4b: Should any construction work be required in or adiacent ro wetlands, it
shall be conducted from existing pavement and/or confined tc the smallest area possible to complete

the work.

Mitigation Measure B-dc: 4/l excavated material not required to complete the work shall be
removed from the wetiand areas and contained by appropriate BMP measures.

For the Angora Fisheries Enhancement component at Lake Tahoe Bivd. over Angora Creek, EDOT
would apply for a separate 404 permit for the culvert removal and bridge installation. EDOT would
also submit a notification package to the California Department of Fish and Game for Section 1602

Streambed Alternation Agreement.

f) No adopted habitat conservation plan, natural community conservation plan or other approved
local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan covers the Project area.

Both Projects are considered environmental improvements and are ideniified in the Lake Tahoe
Environmenial Improvement Program.

e) The TRPA Code of Ordinances (Chapter 71.2A) prohibits cutiing of any live. dead or dying tree
greater than or equal 1o 30 inches diameter at breast height (dbh) in wesiside forest types on lands

classifted by TRPA as conservation, recreation, or Stream Environment Zone. Both recreation and
Stream Environment Zone lands epply to the Project area. In these arcas, removel of trees equal or

ereater than 50 inches dbh would be avoided,
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— -
; : Uess Than

! mlicant |
V. CULTURAL RESOURCES -- Would the preject: | Poientially | Wi lLess Than |
Sigmificant | Minganon Signilicant No
[mpact ! lacorporahon Tmipact Impact
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a 1 =
0 v X ] 0]

historical resource as defined in §15064.57

bj Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource
or site or unique geologic feature?

X O

0 ]
X ]

O O a

d) Disturb any human remains, including those mterred outside of
formal cemeteries?

i —— N S

i

(]

V a and b) For the Project, an archaeological records search and an archaeological survey of the
Project area were conducted in August 2005, Neither previously identified culturat resources nor
newly identified cultural resources are located in the Project boundary. A CONFIDENTIAL
Cultural/Heritage Resource Inventory Report has been prepared. This document is for EDOT
planning use only and is not for general distribution. EDOT would consider requesis for copies of

the report from reviewing agencies.

Based on the information gathered as part the CECA Initial Study, it is determined that the proposed
Project would have no impact on cultural/archaeological resources.

For the Angora Fisheries component, the Project area north and west of Angora Creek has not been

surveyed for cultural resources.

Im pact C-1: The Angora Fisheries Enhancement Project component may potentially impact
cultural resources in the Froject area.

Mitigation Measure C-1: Prior to construction, a cultural resource survey of the Angora Fisheries
component north of Angora Creek must be conducted. Should any cultural resource is identified
during the survey; it will be evaluated for sigrificance 10 determine Project impacts.

If the resource is determired significant, then impacts should be avoided. If impacits 10 a
significance impact cannot be avoided, then additional mitigation neasures (o reduce impacts to
less than significant must te developed in consultation with the lead agency.

Impact C-2: Project construction related zarth-moving activities have the notential 1o encounter

unexpected subsurjace artifacts.

Mitigation Measure C-2: Should any archaeological materials be uncoverzd during construction
activities, EDOT contracung docunients have standard language that requires contracrors to injorm

the EDOT lead engineer in writing. Also all work shall stop in the immedicie area of the cultural or

archaeologicai resowrce and EDOT will contact a qualified archiaeclogisi, ar EDCT's expense, (0
inspect the finds and determine appropriaie measures (o lake.
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¢) The Project area does not have any unique paleontological resource. sie, or unique geologic

feature.
d) No known human rernains are located in the Project area.

Impact C-3: Praject construction related earth-moving aictivities have the potential to encounter
nnexpecied humarn remeins.

Mitigation Measure C-3: Should any human remains 7's uncovered during construction aclivities,
EDOT contraciing documents has siandard language that requires contractors to inform the EDOT

lead enginzer 17 writing  Also all work shall stop in the immediate area of the remains. As required
by California law, EDOT will contac: the Counry Coroner, at the Counry’s expense, (o inspect the

[findings and deiermine appropriate measures (o take.
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i i Less Tian : 1
P Sigralicant '
V. GEOLOGY AND SOILS -- Would the project: Polennally | \Weth Less Than |
Significant ] Mitigauon Sienifieant No
I linpaci i Intorporal:on Impac Impact
a) Expose people or stiuctures to pofential subsiantial ad-werse ] D j I g
effects, inciuding the risk of iass, injury, or death invoiving: ; ‘ i — : E

i) Rupture of a known earthquake faull, as delineated on the
most recent Alquisi-Priclo Earthquake Fault Zening Map
issued by the Slate Geologist for the arza or based on other
substantial evidence of a known lault? Refer to Division of
Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

BJ | X

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

0o|oio|o

OIX0O00

Ooao|o
24

X O

¢) Be lacated on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that
would become unstable as a resull of the project, and potentially
result in on- or off-site iandslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,

liquefaction or collapse?

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the i

Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or D C D E .
property?

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic ] | N ] =

tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are
not available for the disposal of wastewater? .

V a)i) — iv) The Project areas are not located within a seismic hazard zone or in an area subject to
landslides.

b) Constructjon of the proposed improvements is intended to stabilize and arrest soil erosion and
would not result in 2 substantial loss in topsoil.

Impact G-1: Project construction related earth-moving activities have the potential to cause
temporary soil erosion in the Project area.

Mitigation Measure G-1: EDOT will prepare a Storm Water Follution Frevention Plan (SWPPP)
as required by TRPA and Lahontan Regional Board The SWPPP wll inciude appropriate
measures to mumize soil arosion auring consiruclicr

Mitigation Measure G-1a. EDOT will also conduct aaily inspections of SMP measures (o ensure
they are properly maintamed and properly piaced for maximum cenefit. As part of this procees
DOT andior contractor will compleie fornai inspection forms for submitial 1o reguiciory agencies
to demonstrate deficiencies and thet correclive action nas been raen.
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c) Project related improvements would rot b2 lecated on a geclozic or soil that is unstable. The

naiuce of the erosion control improvements and fisheries restoraton would not potentially result in
on- or off-sitz landslide, tateral spreading. subsidence, liq uefaction or collapse.

d) The Projects would not be iocated on expansive soifs and would not create substantial risk to life
or property.

e) No septic tanks or wastewater disposal svsiem is propo sed in the Projects.

January 2006
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' Less Than o
Vil. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS -- Mould | Siendicant |
the project: I Potzntiails “With j’ Less Than

| Sizmiicant Miugation ’ Sranificant No

F Impagt Incororalion : Impact Imipact
a} Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment l M K7 J ] ]
through the routine lransport, use, or disposal of hazardous | — — |
mmateriais? ‘ ;
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment ] 0 = n

through reasonably foreseeable upset and accideni conditions
involving the release of hazargous materials into the environrment?

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or actutely O ] -
hazardous materials, substances, or wasle within one-quarter mile E

of an existing or proposed school?

d) Be localed on a site which is included on a list of hazardous <>
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section . [ 0J X

65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environmen1?

e) For a project located within an ajrport land use plan or, where -
such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public O O U 2

airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

f)} For a project within the vicinity of a private airsirip, would the —
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in L . [ Pl

the project area?

g) lmpair implementation of or interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacualion plan? D L D X
h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury ] ] ] X

or death- involving- wildland -fires, including-where wildlands. are.}. ...—/ .. . . . —_ ..
adjacent to urbznized areas or where residences are intermixed

with wildlands?

VI a) and b) The Coniractor will be required to prepare and submit a Spill Contingency Plan subject to
review and approval by El Dorado County.

Impact H-1: During Project construction, ihere exists a risk of acciderial fuel spilis from construction
equipment.

Mitigation Measure H-1a: The construction contractor will be required o prepare and submit a Spill
Contingency Plan subject to reviesw and approval by £ Dorado County {pon approval, the Spill
Contingency Plan will be formaliv amended into the Starm Warer Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPF)
and submitted to TRPA and the Lahontan Regional Eoard  In addition, cleaning of vehicles or
conshruction equipment shall not 5e permiiied to eccur on site unless conducted in a pre-approved
concrete washout location.

Mitigation Measure H-1b: Spili prevention kits shait afways e in close proximizy when using hazardous
materials (e g, crew irucks and other logical locanons).
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NMitigation Measure H-lc: No Jusirng shall be done 1w o neor Hngora Creek sweilands, or e zdhate
Aoodriains For stationary eyupneni thae must be fuele ol on sie near these areas, contamnarent shatl be
orovided v such a manner thar accidental spill of fuel shail nor enter waier, contanunate s2diments that
magy come i coataci wiliavaler, aject wetlond vegetatior.

¢} The Project areas are not focated with one-quarter mile of an existing or propesed school.

d) The Project arzas are nat locaied on a site that is on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant 1o Government Code Seciion 659615

e) and £) The Project arezs are located within two miles o f a public airport. Hawever, the Project
would not result in a safety hazard for peopiz residing or working in the Project area.

g} Construction of the proposed improvements would not praohibit access of resident or emergency

vehicles through the Project area even where traffic controls arz implemented.

h) The Project areas are iocated in residential areas near forest lands; however, the proposed
improvemnents would not affect the risk to wildland fires.

i7 January 2006
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Less Than

requirements”?

VI HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY -- Would the Sigririicant i
Project: Potentizlly With Less Than
Significant Mitigaton Siznificant No
lmpact incorporation Ympact | lmpact”
a) Violale any water quality standards or wasle discharge s — !
= 2 | O |0

b} Substantiaily deplate  groundsvater supplizs or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such thal there would be @
net deficit in aquifer velume or 2 lowering of the local
groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing
nearby wells would drop to 2 level which would not suppaort
existing [and uses or planned uses for which permils have been

granted)?

0

Ll

X

B

¢) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area, inciuding through the alteration of the course of a stream or
river, in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or

siliation on- or aff-site?

d} Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the alteration of the course of a siream or
river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff
in a manner, which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

o

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systermns or
provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

J

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on
a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Fload Insurance Rate Map or

other flood hazard delineation map?

_h_) Place within a 100-vear flood hazard area structures, which
would impede or redirect flood flows?

U

L]

i) Expose people or structures io 2 significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving flooding, including flooding as a
result of the failure of a levee or dam?

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

L

[

(]

VIIT a) The purpose of proposed improvemse
Stormwater and snpowmelt runoft I
settling basins.

Impact WQ-1: Project consrucion related aotivili

diring slorm gvenis or accidenai fuel spills from construction 2quipment

ats for the Project is intended to improve the quality of
{ from County roads through the use of infiltration, detention, and

¢ may cause short-lerm warer quality mnpacts
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Mitigation Measure WQ-la- E20T wil! prepare o e porary erovion conired plan for
cousiruciton SAP s and dramags piany for ihe project 117 accordeoice virtt TRPA cndd Laheninn
Regional Board requirzments for siorm waier poiinnon prevennon  The plan will inelude o Storm
Water Pollunon Prevenuon Plan. Dust Suppression Plan, and Dewatering Pian (o be submuited (o

Lahontan Reg.onal Board and TRPA for remew and appr-oval

Mitigation Measure WQ-1b: Daily inspections sl be conducted on aif existing BMP's in the
project area  Should any deficiencies te noted, remedizi action 5y DOT staff and’or Contractor
will be initicted immediately.  In addition, nutigotion mecisures H-1a through H-1c would adaress

accidenial fuel spills from construciion equipment.

Mitigation Measure WQ-lc: £DOT staff will monitor weather reports on a daily basis and
notified the coniractor of any forecasted adverse weuther conditions.

Mitigation Measure WO-1d: Ar a minimum of three tnes per week, remove from all edjacent
streets, all dirt und mud which has becn generared from or deposited by construction equipment
going io and from the consiruction sue. In addition, nutigation mzasures H-1a through H-fc would

address uccidental fuel spills from construction equipment.

Mitigation Measure WQ-le: EDOT will prepare a Sampling and Analysis Plan (SAP) to be
included as part of the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan. The SAP will identify sampling
focations and procedures 1o measure siorm run-off and nearby by surface waters during storm

evenls fo identify threats 1o water quality.

b) Proposed improvements will net effect or interfere with groundwater recharge or cause a net
deficit in aquifer volume or a lowenng of the local groundwater table level. Some of the proposed

improvements will spread flow to increase infiitration,

¢} and d) The proposed Project improvements would alter the drainage pattern of road and some
surface runoff in the Project area through the following: flow previously conveyed in roadside
ditches will be conveyed in concrele curb and gutter; flows that were discharged in a concentrated
fashion to undeveloped SEZs will be dispersed in multiple locations at lower velocity and spread
with flow spreading devices. Use of sediment traps would reduce-siltation-in natural drainages on
and off site. The purpose of new drainages would be to stabilize fiow convevance with
considerations to flow, slope, and velocities. Replacement of roadside ditches with concrete curb
and gutier would alter the amount of surface runoff infiitration. However, infiltration would be
increased through the proposed instailation of sediment basins, rock bowls, and flow spreaders.
Changes to the drainzge pattern would not result in on- or off-site flooding.

Construction of the Fisheries Enhancement Project wouid require temporary diversion of Angora
Creek to dewater, remove the existing culverss, and instal] new headwalls and concrete span. The
replacement of existing cuiverts with a single concrete span within the same footprint would noi
permanently alter the course of Angora Creek. A small cofferdam would be installed upsiream of
the construction area. [nflow would te divertzd at the cofferdam into a bypass pipe that would carry
flow around the construction site and discharge flow tack into Anzora Creek downstrezm of the
sile. Best Management Practices {BMPs) recommended and approved by federal, regional, state.
and local regulatory agencies would be deploved to mitigate construction aclivity next to the stream
channei. Mechanized equipment would be used to remove the road surface and fill over the culverts.
A crane would be placed on dead-end portion o7 Angora Creek Read west of the creck 1o Hif and
remove the culverts. The channel boniom beiow the culvars wouid be shaped with a low flow
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channel Two new concrete neadwalls would be instzlled 1o anchor a new pre-formed concrote span.

EDOT would apply for 2 Section 1602 Sireambed Alternation A greement with the CA Dzpartment of Fish
and Games for the culvert replacement as part ol the fisherizs =nhancement work,

Impact WQ-2: Construction related activities for the fiskieries enhanczment project includiing
diverning Angara Creek, installing the bypuss pipe, and removal of the old and insiallation of the
new culvert could potentially cause erosion and impact water qualiy.

Mitigation Measure WQ-2a: EDOT will require the co»istruciion coniracior to implement BMP s
that specifically addresses threats lo water quality and temporary erosion conirol measures based
on TRPA BMP s consistent with Mitigation Measures WO I, la, [c and le.

Mitigatian Measure WQ 2b: EDOT staff and/or contractor will have access to a Hach meter at all
times to conduct rurbidity readings to ensure compliance with water quality standards for rurbidity.
Should rbidity data indicated non-compliance. DOT staff and/or conractor will initiate remedial

action to address the threat to water qualiry.
Mitigation Measure WQ-2c: Siream flows will be moritured and diversion activity will take place

when siream flows low.

e) Project gozls are to upgrade conveyance facility capacities up to County drainage standards,
remedy existing drainage problems, and improve fish passage.

f) Hazardous materials used during Project construction could accidentally spill and become a
pollution source. Implementation of mitigation measures above are expected to reduce any Project

related water quality impacts to less than significant.

g), h), i) and j) The Projects does not propose any housing or structures.
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f.255 Than

.
: Signtficant
1N, LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the project: | Potentialiy Wiliy Less Than
[ Significant Mitigation Sienificam Mo
: Inipacl lncorporation lrpact Impaci
a) Pivvsically divide an established community? f
) Physically s ) O O J X

b) Canfhict with any applicable land use plan, pelicy, or reguiation
of an agency with jurisdiction over the projest {:ncluding, but nol
limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal programn, or
zoning ordinance) acdopted for the purposs of avoiding or
mitigating an enviranmental effect?

£l

(1

O

X

¢) Conflict with any applicable habitat canservation plan o7 naturat
community conservation plan?

f
l
|

.

O

]

X a) The propesed Project improvements would not phy sically divide an established community.

b) The proposed Project would not conflict with current plans, policies, or regulations of El Dorado
County, the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, the State of California, or the U.S. Forest Service —

Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit,

¢) There is no applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan for the

Project area.
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Less Than

i

Significant | i
X. MINERAL RESOURCES -- Would the praject: Potentiaily With Less Than |

Significznt Miteation Significant | No

{mpac: fncorporation Linpacl ‘ Inspact

a} Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource D 0 ; A | =
ihat would be of value i¢ ihe region and the residents of the state? ’ |
b) Result in the loss of availability of a lecaily important myineral ] ] 0 }

resource recovery site delineatad on a local general plan, specific ' [ kd
pian or ather land use plan? | |
t

X a) and b) There are no known minerals resource of valtue locally, to the region, or residents of the

state in the Project area.
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L#ss Than “
;

; ' Sremificant
X1, NOISE -- Would the projeci resull in: i Potentially | Wilh L=2¢s Than
! Simificant I Mitigation Sigaifican No
! lmpact | Incorperation linpact linpact
a) Exposure of persons 1o or generation of noise levels in exce ss of f 0 ‘ 5 ] 0
standards estabiished in the jocai general plan or noise ordinance, | !
i or applicabie standards ol other agencies”? !I |!
b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive grourdb orne | 0 i ] = ]
vibration or groundborne noise Jevels? |
i
1

0]
[J
BJ

) A suhstantial permanent increase in ambieni noise leveis in the B
project vicinity sbove levels existing without the progect?

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise D , D : E D
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the :

project? If [

e} For a project located within an airpost land use plan ar. where J : ] 0] =)

such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airpor, would the project expose people
residing or working in the projzct area to excessive noise levels? !

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the i 0 = 0 l 53
project expose people residing or working in the project area to

excessive noise jevels?
|

X1 a), b) and d) Construction related activities would generate a short-term increase in ambient
noise levels. The Noise szction of the TRPA Code of Regulations regulates construction-refated
noises. Community Noise Equivalent Levels (CNEL) for this Plan Area is 50 CNEL. However,
according to Chapter 23.8, construction noise is exempt from the quantitative limits contained in the
MNoise ordinance if construction takes place between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 6:30 p.m.

Impact N-1; Construction related activities could gerieraie short-term notsé lévely éxcesy of
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance.

Mitigation Measure N-1a: Per TRPA4 Code and permir conditions, the construction contractor
would be limited to maximum workday howrs between 8§ 00 a.m. and 6:30 p.m. Use of cracking

agenis will be specified in the construction contract.

Mitigation Measure N-1b: All power equiprment and vehicles used jor Project construction will
have proper mufiler devices. EDOT will adv..e potentially affecied residenis of the proposed
consiruction aciivities including durarion, schedule of activities, and contacis for filing noise
complaints. EDOT stay andlor contracior wil attemp? (o respond to all ncise complains reczived

within one working day and resolve ihe issuc as soon us possibl:

¢), e), znd ) The Projec:s would not tesull in the permaient Increase in ambient noise levels. The
Project would rot subject residents i the Project area to 2xcessive noise.
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Less Than o ‘

I
i !I Sigmificam i
X1, POPULATION AND HOUSING -- Would the project: I Potentiaily With Less Than
Signiticant Murgation Srgmlizans 1 No
fmpaci Incomeralion Impacl | li:pact

a) Induce subsiantial population growth in an area, either directly
{for example, by proposing new haomes znd businesses) or
indirectly (for exampie, through extension of roads or oOther

infrastructure)?

C

0 0

b} Displace substantial aumbers of existing housing, necessitating

the construction of replacement housing elsewnere?

O

L1 U

¢) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitaling  the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

O

X

(] 4

X11 a), b), and ¢) The preposed erosion control improvements and fisheries restoration would not
directly or indirectly induce or displace existing or future housing.
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Less Than
Sigaificand

Xl PUBLIC SERVICES Potentially \With Less Than
Siznificanr Mitizgation Siemiticant No
impact J Incorporation Impuact {mipacl

a) Would the project resultin substaatial adverse physical impacts
assceiated wath e provision of new o

| governmental facilities, nesd for

sr physically  altered

new or phvsically altered

! ~ P
governmental faciities, the construction of wh.ch could cause

|
3

significant epvironmental
acceptable service ratios, response limes or other perforimance

objectives {or any of the public services:

impacis, In  ordzr {0 maintainl
Fire protection? j

4

Police protection?

Schools?

Parks?

Other public facitities?

0iOV0|g|o

!g
|
|
|
|
.f
|
|
|

oaoio

OiC|oloio
MNIKIK

X

facilities in ithe Project area.

XIII a) The propesed Project improvements would have no long term impact on fire protection,
police protection, schools, or parks. The Project will positively improve existing storm runoff

'
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Less Mhan

Sigmlwcant !

X1V. RECREATION -- Potentizily Wath Less Than

Signtficant Mitigaiion Srenificam I No

Imipact Incormoration | impacl ‘ Inipact

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and ] ' ]
regional parks or other recreational facilities such thal subsia ntial L i |
physical deterioration of the facitity weouid occur or  be J
accelerated?
b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the D I
consiruction or expansion of recreational facilities, which might L 0 X

have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

X1V a) and b} The proposed Project would not increase the use of existing parks or other
recreational facilities nor require the expansion of such facilities.

[
(=28
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Less Than

) i !
i ! | Significant
XY, TRANSPORTATIONTRAFFIC -- Would ihe projec:- ‘ Polentially With Less Than
Vo Srzmitieant ' Mitigation Siznidicant Na
] Impact | incorporalion Impact Irpacy

| a) Cause an incrazse in traffic, which is substantial in relation 1o
| the existing traffic ioad and capacity of the streel system (ic.,
resuli in a substantiai increase in 2ithar ihe number of vehicle 1-ips,
the wvcliime to czpacity ratuo on roads, or congastion Al
tntersections)?

|
|

U

|
|
|

X

O | O

b) Exceed, either individualiy or cumuiatively, 2 level of service
standard established by the county cengestion mznagsment azency

for designated roads or highways?

¢) Result in a change in air iraffic patierns, including zither an
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that resulis in

subsiantial safery risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due 1o a design feature ce.
sharp curves or dangeraus interseciions) or incompalible uses (e.

| farm equipment)?

us Yo

£) Result in inadequale emergency access?

| f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?

O

(]

& Ll

i g) Conflict with adopied policies, plans, or pregrams supponing
| alternative transporidtion (e.¢., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

0J

O

]

XV a), ) and f) Construction of the Angora Fisheries component (replace culvert on Lake Tahoe
Blvd. over Angora Creek) would require the temporary closure of Lake Tahoe Blvd. between
Angara Creek Circle and ivit. Rainier Drive for up to eight weeks. During the construction period,

traffic would be rerouted to View Circle,

The current average daily traffic (ADT) and peak traffic hour on Lake Tahoe Blvd (100 feet north of
N. Upper Truckee Road) and Angora Creek Drive azre 2286 (EDOT, 2004) and 198, respectively,

The most recent ADT and peak hour traffic on View Circle are 334 and 25 (EDOT, 2002),

respectively. During the construction periad traffic wouid be detoured to View Circle and driv
P Y g 1vers

would experience greater than usual congestion during peak hours.

Impact T-1: Consiruction related road closure swoudd cause a short-term increase in traffic

congesiion on ofkcr nearby infersections on the cxisting sireef system.

Mitigation Measure T-1a: The conmactor will be require
managementiconizol plar jor TRPA and El Dorado Covin:

plen will include cnpropriaic use of signage, Sacgers, o)

accommodaie focal and through raffic,
schedules for consiruction rafjic dstowrs through press zie
neighborkoods weil in advance of consiruction wirtiation

24 {0 prepare a oraffic
review and approval. Elements of the
U calming, and alizrative routes to

i adaimon, EDCQT would edvise local residents ragarding
rases and distribuiion of flyers in areg
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A1 no e would access for emergency vericles or locad residents and scihool buses vith ne
alternaie means (0 access Nomes or bus siops pe prof:biried  Traffic controls viould by implvinened
dhuring work hours and only when 1115 nzcessary (o pevform work  Parking i driveways ;'u(,_p be
restricted for a 24-nour period after proposed curbs ancd guiters are mstalled. During construction
sireet parking in the Project area would be limited.

Mitigation Measure T-1b: Construction related woriforce wounld be encouraged 1o carpool 1o the

work site to recduce traffic 1o and ik in the Project aiea,

b) The Projects would not cause a long-tenn increasz in vehiciz (rips or volume 1o capacity ratios
that would exceed the current level of service.

c) The proposed Projects would not affect air traffic patterns.
d) The proposed Projects would not change road geometry.

g) The proposed Projects would not conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting
alternative transportation.
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Less Thar
Sigmiticant

i
| |
! XVI UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS - | Potentially ‘ With Less Than
l Wouid the project: [ Sigmficant | Mitigauon Significant No
' Imnact ] lncorparalion Imoact Impaci
a)} Exceed wastewaler reatnient requirements of the applicable ]
- (]
0 U O 2

Regionzl Water Quality Jantrol Soard”

b) Require or result in the construction of new water Of wastewvaler

treatmant facilities or expansion of existing Jfacilities, the

construciion of which couid cause significant environmenial

effects?

e

U

0J

N

| ¢) Requrre or result in the construciion of new slorm wager
drainage facilities or expamsion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmertal

effects?

d} Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project
from exisling entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded

entitlements needed?

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treaiment providzr,
which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity
to serve the project’s projected demand in addition 10 the
provider’s existing commitments?

f) Be served by a iandfill with sufficient permiried capacity o
accommodate the project’s selid waste disposal needs?

3

O

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations
related 10 solid waste?

|

£

XVI1a), by, d), e), and f) The proposed Projects would not have short or long impacts on waster
water ireatment facilities, water supplies, or landfiil disposal capacities.

¢) The proposed Project does include the installation of new storm water drainage facilities to
supplement existing facilities and to improve water quality treatment features. The design of the
new facilities proposes 10 convey storm water through vegetated channels, rock-lined channels, and
detention basins. This Project is identifted in the Lake Tahoe Environmental lmprovement program
and is intended to improve the environment by address existing stortn water deficiencies and

erosion.

()
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Less Trnan

Sigmiicam
XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE -- Patentially Wit L -5e Than
Signthicant Miligation Sienifican O
Impact {ncorporation lmpact Impact
a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the :
proj P g q ¥ Oi D 4 :] D

environment, substantially reduce the habiat of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildiife population lo drop below sell-
sustaining  levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate importaal examples of the
major periods of California history or prehistory?

(LM

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable? (Cumulatively considerable means that
the incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed
in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of probable {uture projects)?

¢) Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, sither directly or

indirectly?

U

tJ

X O

XVII a) Overall the Project intends o result in beneficial impact to water quality in Angora Creek
and indirectly the Upper Truckee River and Lake Tahoe and beneficial effects for fish passage on

Angora Creek.

b) The Projects do not have impacts that are cumulatively considerable.

¢) The Projects do not have substantial adverse environmental effects on humans either directly or

indirectly.
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Appendix C Summary of Impacts 2aad Mitigation Mleasures

T

impacts

Impact AQ-1: Construction ralated
activities can create shorl term impacts {0
air quality through dust generation ana
sqrupnient exhaust, winch witiiout
mitigation, could cause aw quality Mitigation Measures AQ-1b- The construciion
standards 1o be violated. : contractor shall waiter exposed soil nvice daily, or as
) needed, to control wind borne dust Al haulidump
rruckloads shall be covered vecurely.,

Mitigation Measures \'

Mitigation Measure AQ-1a: Tae consiruchion conrracior
skall implement Best Management Pracuces as theyv
related to aur gquality from the TRPA Code of Ordinances
and Handbook of Bes: Manageiieni Praciices

Mitigation Vleasure AQ-1c: 410 mimmum of three times
per week, remove from all adiocent streers, all dirt and
mud which has been generated from or deposited by
construction egquipment going (o and from the construction
site.

Mitigation Mleasure AQ-1d: On-site vehicle speed shall
be limited 1o 15 miles per hour on unpaved surfaces.

Mitigation Measure AQ-le: Construction activities shall
comply with EDCAQMD Rule 223-Fugirive Dust, so that
emissions do not exceed hourly levels.

Mitigation Measure AQ-1f1 Construction equipment
idling shall be kept to a minimum when it 1s not in use.

Mitigation Measure AQ-1g: The construciion contractor
shall post a publicly visible sign on the project site during
construction operations that specify the telephone number
and person/agency to contact for complaints and/or
inquiries on dust generation and othier air qualiry
problems resulting ffom project construction,

Mitigation Measure B-1: EDOT will contact the USFS
LTBMU raptor biologist two weeks prior ta the
commencement of construction activities (o verify thal no
new northern goshawk nests have been identified in the
Project viciniry. If any active nests are identified withun
the area, consultation with USFS would be undertaicen
regarding regulation and timing of consiruction activities.
Any active nesis will be avoided hrough implemeniztion
of a one-gquarter mile buffer durirg the breeding seascn
(March I through August 13) or wntil the young have
fledged. Waterfowl shell be remcved and relocated :o

| suitable habuats.

Impact B-1: Appropriate northern
goshawk protocol surveys were conducted
in the Project area with negarive results,
Project construction activities can
potentially impact northern goshawks
should new nests establish in the Project
vicinity prior o consiruction initiaiion.
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litieation Measures

i
Impacts

Impact B-2: During construcit: = related Mitigation Mensure B-2: A1 fish in the dewaterad reach
dewaiering of tne affected reach, riative n-?zr/.'/ be removed and re.’f?cafe_d in other flowing reaches
Jish may become stranded of Angora Creck down stream from the Project area.
Personnel! conaucting e relocarion will chram and
possess a scienafic collecnng permit firom the Californa
Departmene of Fish and Gane during fish removel and

relocation.
Impact B-3: One special status piaiit Mitigation MC‘ﬂSlu re B-_3n: Each concept alternative
three-ranked hump moss, (Meesia Pf‘%‘?fﬁ o H?anfl' erosion co;m-o{ﬂvcrhngs at or near the
triquetra), was identified in a newly vicinity of the fen. The Pf-"fc‘”'ea.’ alernative M.H be
rec‘or-ded sensitive natural community (fen) redesigned and "3[00'-'”2{" i0 avoid -"”PUCI. f.Ol ’f?fS natural
in the Project area. communi gy and !{’13 specral status p{an.! wit'rin it. The
extent of the fen has been mapped during wetland

delineation_fieldwork to precisely identify it en Project
plan drawin gs for proteciion,

Mitigation Measure B-3b. The County is in the process
of hiring a fén specialist to ensure this special status plont
specie and habitat are not impacted.

Mitigation DMeasure B-4a: Upon complerion of wetland

L4 B ei} ion is not
i:;nr:::i‘;treBaj r:?:;:’;r;d jsertoj::r{;emgn an delineation, Project design will be modified, as needed, 1o
construction may potentially impact avrord :mp’nc ts 10 the fen aiwd avoid or minimize rr.npqcrs to
wetlands andior Waters of the U.5. otner werlarids and/or WQUS. Shf)uld ‘d:rec:' or indirect
(WOLS). impacts 1o we{!and: or WOUIS be _;dgm;ﬁgd during final

design, a Secticn 404 pernut application would be

completed and submitied to the [ISACOZE and appropriate
mitigation measures implemented. This wiil include hand
or low impact equipment, iemporary BMP's such as filier
Sfence, coir logs, and orange construction limit fencing o
denote protected areas where work 15 not intended to be

performed.

Mitigation Measure B-4b: Should any construction work
be requured in or adjacent to wetlands, it shall be
conducted from existing pavement and/or confined to the
smallest area possible to complete the work.

| Mitigation Measure B-dc: All excavared material not
| required (o compieie the work shall be removed from thz |
i wetlang areas and contained by appropriate 8MP

1
i
i
i

MBS HrES.
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Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Impact C-1: The Angora Creek fisheries
restoration Project may affect culftiral
resources in its Project area.

Mitigatio n Vleasure C-1t Prior to consiruction, a
cultural resource survey of the Angora Fisherizs
componert riorth af Angora Creek must be conducied.
Should arey cultural resource is identified duwring the
survey, 1t will be evaluoied for significance to determme
FProject inipacts.

If the rescurce is determined significant, then impacts
should be avoided [fimpacis to a significance impact
cannol be avoided, then additional mitigation measures 1o
rechuce im pacts to {ess than significant must be developed
in consultation with the lead agency.

Impact C-2: Project construction related
earth-moving activities has the potential (o
encounter unexpected subsurface artifacts.

Mitigation Measure C-2: Should any archaeological
materials Is uncovered during construction acnivities,
EDOT controcting documents has standard language thet
requires contraciors to inform the EDOT lead engineer in
writing. Also all work shall stop in the immediate area of
the cultural or archaeological resource and EDOT will
comtact a qualified archaeologist, at EDOT's expense, to
inspect the finds and determine appropriate measures to
take.

Impact C-3: Praject construction related
earth-moving activities has the potential to
encounter unexpected human remains,

Mitigation Measure C-3: Showld any human remains is
uncovered during construction activities, EDOT
contracting documents has standard language that
requires contractors to inform the EDOT lead engineer in
writing. Also all work shall stop in the immediate area of
the remains. As required by California law, EDOT will

contact the County Coroner, al the County’'s expense, to
inspect the findings and determine appropriate measures
to take.

Impact G-1: Project construction related
earth-moving activities have the potential
fo cause soil eroston in the Project area.

Mitigation Measure G-la: EDOT will prepare a Storm
Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) as required by
TRPA and Lahonian Regional Board The SWPFPP will
include appropriate measures to minimize soil erosion
during construction.

Mitigation Measure G-1b: EDOT will also conduct
daily inspections of BMP measure to ensure they are
properly maintawmed and properly ploced for maximum
benefit. As part of this process, DOT and/or contractor
i will complete formal inspeciion forms for submutial to
regulaiory agencies to demonstrate deficiencies and tha:
correchive action has been taken.

Ancora 3 Frosion Control Project and Fisheries
Enhancement

> ianuary 2006

Draf initial Study/Mitigated Megative Declaration
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[mpuocts

Mitigation Measures

|
!

Impact H-1: During Prorect
consiruction, there exisis a risk of
acciazimial fuel spills from consiruction
equigment

Mitigation Nleasure H-la: 7he consiruction coniracter
will be regieired 1o prepare and subnur a Spill Contingency
Plan subjec t 1o review and zpproval by £l Dorado Counry.
Unon approval, the Spifl Contingency Plan will be formally
amended 120 the Storm Warer Pollurion Prevention Plan
ISWPPF) ard submiitted 10 TRPA and the Lahontan
Regional Bord. in addivon. cleaning of vehicles or
construction equipiment shall not be permitted to occur on
site unless conducled in a pre-approved concrete washout
location.

Mitigation Measure H-1b: Spilf prevention kits shall
always be irz close proximity when using hazardous
materials (e.g., in crew irucks and other logical locations).

Mitigation Measure H-le: No fueling shall be done in or
near Angora Creek, weitlands, or immediate floodplains.
For stationary equipment that must be fueled on site near
these areas, conramment shall be provided in such a
manner that accidental spill of fuel shall not enter warer,
contaminate sediments thal may come in contact with
water, affect wetland vegeration.

Impact WQ-1: Project construction
relared activities may cause short-lerm
water quality impacts during storm events
or accidental fuel spills from conseruction

equipment.

Mitigation Measure WQ-1a: EDOT will prepars a
temporary erosion control plan for construction BMP 's and
drainage plans for the project in accordance with TRFA
and Lahontan Regional Board requirements for storm
water pollution prevention. The plan will include a Storm
Water Pollutrion Prevention Plan, Dust Suppression Plan,
and Dewgrering Pian to be submitted to Lahontan Regional
Board and TRPA for review and approval.

Mitigation Measure WQ-1b: Daily inspections will be
conducted on all existing BMP 's in the project area.

Should any deficiencies be noted, remedial action by DOT
staff andior Conmacior will be initiated immediately. In
addition, mitigation measures H-la throngh H-1c would
address accidental fuel spills from consrruction equipment.
Mitigation Measure WQ-lc: EDOT staif will monitor
weather reports on a daily basis and natified the contractor
or any forecasted aaverse weather condiiions. i

Mitigation Measure WQ-1d: At a minintum of three times
per week, remove jrom all adiacent streers, all dirt and mud
which has been generated from or deposited by
consiruction equipment going io and from the construction
swe. Inadaicion, mgaton measures H-ia througn H-1¢
would address accidental fuel soills from construction

i

L equipment

Angora 3 Erosion Control Project and Fisheries
Enhancemernt

4 January 2006

Draft initial Studv/riitigared Negative Declaration
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E Impacts Mitigation SMleasures

i

Mitigation ~leasure WQ-le. Z00T will prepare o i
Sampling an el Analysis Plan (SAP) 1o be metude as part of
the Storm Warer Polluuon Prevennion Plan. The S4F wil!
idgentfy sampling locations and procedures to measurs
storm run-off and nearby by surfoce vwearers during storm
events (o icde tify threats 1o warer quality

Mitigation Wleasure WQ-20: EDOT will reguure the
construction contracror to iniplement BAP s tha:
specifically addresses threats (o water quality ond
temporary er-osion conurol measures based on TRFPA

BMP s consistent with Mitgation Measures WQ 1, 1o, and

le.

Impact WQ-2: Consiruction related
activities for the fisheries enhancement
projeci including diverting Angora Creek,
instaliing the bypass pipe, and removal of
the old and instellation of the new culvert
could potentially cause erosion and

nnpact water quality. Mitigation wleasure WQ Zb: EDOT staff and/or
contractor will have access to o Hach meter ar all times 1o
conduct turbidity readings to ensure compliance to water
quality stand ards for trbiditv. Should turbidity data
indicated nom-compliance, DOT staff and’or contractar will
initiate remedial action to address the threat to water

quality.

Mitigation Measure WQ-2c: Smeam flows will be
monitored and diversion activity will take place when
stream flows low,

Mitigation Measure N-1a: Per TRPA Code and pzrmit
conditions, the construction contractor would be fimited to
maximum workday hours between 8:00 a.m. and 6:30 p.m.
Use of cracking agents will be specified in the construction
conract. - S

Impact N-1: Construction related
activities could generate short-term noise
levels excess of standards established in
the local general plan or noise ordinance.

Mitigation Measure N-1b: All power equipment and
vehicles used for Project construction will have proper
muffler devices. EDOT will advise potentially affected
residents of the proposed construction activities including
duration, schedule of activities, and contacts for filing noise
complaints. EDOT staff and/or contractor will atternpt to
respond to all noise compiains received within one working
day and resoive the issue as soon as possible. i

Angora 3 Erosion Coatrel Project and Fisheries 5 January 200¢

Enhancement '
Draft Initizl Study/Mitigated Megative Declaratior
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E [mpacts Mitigation DMeasures

; . v . B ' ; — T

! Impact T-1: Construciion refated road '\]'“f_-’,"“”” Measure T lEl- The contracior will be
reguived to prepare a 1raffic managementicontrof plan for

closwre would couse a shori-term
TRPA and E! Dorado County review and approval

J
i

e : . i I frer
L acrease in traffic congestion on olhe o P ol inetd e P
nearby intersectiors on the exisiing sireet Elememts of tihre plan will include appropriate use of
custein wgnage. flaggers, iraffic calmng, and aliernative rowres 1o
3 (] o . . . L, -
. accommodare local and through traific. in addition, EDOT

would advise local residents regording schedules for
construction traffic detours through press releases and
distribution of flyers in area neighborhoods well in advance |

of construction initiation,

At no time would access for emergency whicles or local
residents and school buses with no alternate means 1o
access homes or bus siops be proaibited. Traffic controls
would be implemented during work hours and only when it
is necessary to perform work. Parking in driveways may be
resiricted for a 24-hour period afier proposed curbs and
gutters are fnstalled. During construction street parking in
the Praject area would be limued.

Mitieation Measure T-1b: Construction related workforce
would be encouraged t¢ carpoo! (o the work site to reduce
traffic in the Project area.

angora 3 Erosion Control Project and Fisheries January 2006

t.ahancement
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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Angora 3 Erosion Control Project
Willow flycatcher Survey Report

Willow fiycatcher (Empidonax traillii) is a California listed Threatened speciss, and i$ also on
the U.S. Forest Service Region 5 Sensitive list in California. The subspecies present in the
Tahoe Basin is £.4 brewsters, “little willow flycatcher.” In June of 2005, four locations were
identified in the Angora Creek Project area as polential willow flycatcher (nesting) habilat. A
survey for willow flycatcher was conducted by ENTRIX biologists in June and ]uly of 2003,

foliowing protocol from Bombay, et al (2000}.

Methods
The survey protocol requires a minimum of two surveys at each site, during specific times.

Because of the late winter in 2005, the survey periods chosen to be most appropriate {or the
Angora 3 Project area were Survey Period 2 (between June 153-25) and Survey Period 3 {June 26

~ Juiy 25).

ENTRIX biologists identified four areas of potential habitat in the Angora 3 Project area. These
were named according to the nearest street/road

Ang-1-Mountain Meadow
Ang-2-North Upper Truckee
Ang-3-Mt. Rainier Drive
Ang-4-Little Mountain Lane

HOW R —

At each of the potential habitat areas (sites), survey points were established and mapped on an
aerial at an average distance of 30 meters (m) apart, depending on height of vegetation, etc. The
number of survey points corresponds to the amount of potential habitat in or adjacent o the
project boundaries. GPS coordinates were taken and the point flagged on nearby (non-willow)
vegetation. The same survey points were used for both visits.

All survey activity took place between 5 and 10 a.m. Taped wiliow flycatcher songs were

broadcast at specific intervals, altenating with listening for responses, with 6 minutes spent at
each survey point, per protocol.

Results
No willow flycaichers were detected in any of the four areas surveyed for the Angora 3 Project

area. Unfortunately, brown-headed cowbirds were detected at all four locations.
Data forms from the protocol are attached including map of each survey location and Form 3 -
Results Summary for each habitat location.

Reference
Bombay, Ritter, and Valentine. 2000. A Willow Flycatcher Survey Protocoi for California.

Angora 3 Erosion Controf Project and Fisnzrizs i January 200¢

Eahancement Projeci
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Form 3 Willow Flycatehzr Survey Sumamary- Resulis Summary
< ) wr 4
Site Name ___HULI M GCb:er o) el ) r‘fful(‘.,.é’._,,__
Name of Manager ! Owoer C7E County /8 Lozl
- ’
USGS Quad Name__ Fopprong @ Sreey  UTMs 3%° 52,7 gon
. I3
120°1. 38 es
Location T_IAN RUBE . see 1T 14 ME 108 MW
survey visit # Date survey time WIFL i ¥sngcy cowburds
{m/ddyy (presentiabsenvuncosf) I' WiFLs present?
) : .
I 71 aqe DI0C 1
suvey: [} 4/21/ox S‘-—”-—-—ﬂ—-ﬁ oot - Jf&
foliowup: Stop:_O 7 400 j
|
e e - 081%
survey__ A T/12fos SL‘”—-—E— {c,-{cﬂ/c-rb/’i ! - /O’b)
followup: Stopi_ 28 7L !
1 |
survey: Stari: ;
followup: Stopr___ l
survey: St ‘
fol!o;vup: Stop: l

Total # of presumed breeding territories after all visits com pleted (no migrants)

[

willow flvcatcher locations

detcclicn types*

dates WIFL | WIFL lecation

u
-

oresent
’ TR, sec, 1741716 ~
lat/long

UM

JEE

TR, 5e¢,1/4, /16
Jatlong
UTM

I

| T R sec,1i8,1716
Q!au'long
UTM

[ TR, sec, /s, 1416
glab’long !
[CluT™ !

L IT,R,sec, /e 1446
[ llavioas

(UM

Angor
Enhan

a 3 Erosion Control Project and Fisheries 3
cement Projeci
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Form 3 VWillow Flyeatcher Survey Snmamary- Results Summary -
Obszrens) [['/1”«(.- ’ fl/:/:"'_",-;r“;--.-_"_v

7 -
Sue Nawe __Aiden AT
Naze of\l_nnv'r"Ow"er 1)3""‘/cf ’f‘T"/lz/' I Counr_g” Lf p”""pz:a;z_o

(— J
USGS Quad \iame/"ﬂr,/ﬂq:'f/ Bfw L*/»; B UT M nonh

2agl
Locztion T /2 ll,} RIS sec ff? e A s
{ survey visit # Date survey tme WIFL | 2 singing cowbrds
(mz/dd'yy {orescovabszntfunconf)) < WTIFLs present?
] .
{
-
sovey_ L | oefas fpy | S OETE izt | Lre
fallowup: Stop G730 ‘
o ? Sear (16 L5 .
foliowup: Stop: PSS S
survey: | Star;
followup: Stop:
survey: Start;
followup: . Stop:

Total # of presumed breeding territories after all visits com pleted {po migrants)

Fa

willow flvcatcher locations
dates WIFL ! WTIFL lozation

preseal | &

decection rypes®

[T R.sec,ire 6.
[(Havtong

UT™

L TR sec,1id4,116
[ Nattong

L JUTM
[:T,R,scc, 114,316
{_Navlooe

Ut

TR, sec, /4,16
[Jtationn

[ Jut™
DT,R.::C,IM.I.'I!‘:
((Tiavtong
[UTM.
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Form 3 Willow Flycatcher Survey Summary- Results Summary
- . 1 Z owle D I3 . . -
312 Nams Lt o, B ' Obseroers) il sl .
: PRy = - 2y B
Name of Maz2ger / Owner S 2 County_ F Limato
USGS Quad Name___Zmzaate/ [Pren  UTMS: cark;
o ‘ sw% 218,
S swh Zif
Locztion T_L M, R {3¢; Sec , 1714 1115 MEY S Dy
r_;urvey visit # Date survey time I wWIFL # singing cowbirds
(mm/dd/yy ; (preszn Vabssnt/uncenfl) WTFLs present?
} '
surves:_ W ETEY Star: 736
’ fattos . II pl e A —_ -‘;;WJ
ialiowup: X Stop G |
v . . Obay
ey o | orlrrfor |Som LEZL o it — 7
followup: Stop: 2. 7/8
survey: Suut:
followup: Stop:
survey: Start:
Iollowup: Stop:

Total # of presumed breeding territories after all visits complicted (oo migrants)

willow flveatcher locations

dales WTFL | WIFL location

P

deteciion [ypes®

preseal "
T, R.sec,1/4.1/16
latlong
[JuTM

[

T R, sec,i/4.1/16
latlong
UTM

JLI

T R.sec, 14,1716
fationg
UTM

L

TR, 562,1/3,1/16
latieng

CurmM

L

[ IT.R.sec,104 0116
[laviong
T i

Angora 2 Erosion Control Project and Fisneries
Enhancement Proje:

January 2006
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Angora 3 Erosion Cantrol Project
Northern goshawk Survey Report

Northern goshawk (dccipiter gentiles)
FSC (nesting), USFS-SS, CSC (nesting), and TR.PA

Northem goshawk is a raptor of mid to high elevation mature coniferous forest
throughout the Sierra Nevada, and is a year-round resident species in the Lake Tahoe
Basin. Goshawks also occur in the foothills during winter, in northern deserts with
pifon-juniper woodland, and in lower elevation riparian habitalts. Optimal nesting habitat
for goshawk is dense forest with a closed canopy (>50%) for protection and thermal
cover, and open spaces to allow maneuverability in flight. Nesting territories are often
characterized by dense stands of large diameter trees with interconnected canopies, along
drainages. Nests trees are usuvally in the densest part of stands, on north slopes near
water. Goshawk reproductive season begins by mid-February in northern Catifornia.
They prey mostly on birds, using snags and dead treetops as observation platforms.
Northem goshawks are susceptible 1o human disturbance such as recreational activities

and urbanization.

TRPA has designated twelve areas as northem goshawk population sites within the Lake
Tahoe Basin. The TRPA prohibits operating activities within 0.5 miles of active
goshawk nests between March | and August 31.  There are no TRPA active sites within

0.5 miles of the project area.

The LTBMU regulates activities within 0.25 — 0.5 miles of known active nests,
depending on nature of activity, from February 15 — September 15. The USFS
designated 300 acres as Protected Activity Centers (PACs) around all known northern
goshawk nesting areas. The study area is not located within a PAC.

There are three CNDDB records of northern goshawk nests within a ten mile radius of
the study area, occurrence numbers 125, 126, and 127. Only one occurrence, Occurrence
125 is near the Angora 3 Project area. The other two are near the Apalachee Project area.
The last update of these occurrences in the CNDDB was 1995, with last known activity at

the nests in 1981.

Occurrence 125 is along Angora Creek, about 0.28 miles west of Angora 3 project
boundary, and two young were fledged there in 1 981 (see attached figure).

Qccurrence, 127, is approximately 500 feet northwest of the Lake Tahoe Airport, about a
mile northwest of Apalachee projects. That nest {ledged three young in 1981,

The third record, occurrence number 126, is about ¥ mile southeast of the Apalachee
projecis, aiong Trout Creek. Per CNDDB, this nest was active in 1981 but was

abandoned because of a land use change.

Angoara 3 Erosion Control Project and Fisheries ; Januarv 2006

Enhancemeni Froject
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In June and August of 2005 ENTRIX biologists consuired with USFS avian biologist
Victor Lyon, abaut goshawks in the project area. The following information is from M.
Lyon.

Several known goshawk nest sites are in the riparian cornidor of Angora Creek, west of
the project area. One, or maybe two, known territories are within a one-mile radius of the
project boundaries. In 2005, an active northern goshawk nest was less than half a mile
northwest of the Angora project area, near Mule Deer Circle. However, no project
activities are planned within 0.3 miles of that area. The next nearest recently active nest
location was 0.57 miies west of Pyramid Circle, active in 2004.

Other nearby active goshawk nests in 2005 were on Tahoe Mountain, two miles to the
north, and on Angora Ridge about a mile southwest.

Resulis

In June and July of 2005, ENTRIX bialogists assessed the project area for potential
goshawk nesting habitat. Although there is marginal potential habitat in the form or
forested parcels or limited strips within the project boundaries, they are not dense, canopy
cover is not closed, and human activity in the area is high. The Angora 3 Project area
does not contain sufficient appropriate nesting habitat for northern goshawk and they are
not expected to nest within the project boundaries. although they may forage there.

No northern goshawk was detected during the biological surveys in June — August of
1005. The activities of the erosion conirol project are not expected to affect northern
goshawk, as no known nests are within 0.5 miles of the project activities.

Two weeks in advance of Project construction activity scheduled between the dates of
February |5 and September 135, EDOT should contact the USFS LTBMU raptor biologist
regarding any newly active northern goshawk nest sites within 0.5 mile of the Project
area. If any active nests are known within the area, consuttation with USFS should be

undertaken regarding regulation and timing of construction activities.

Angora 3 Eresion Control Project and Fisheries - Tanuary 2065

Enhanzement Project
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Angora 3 Erosion Control Project
Mountain yellow-legged frog and northern leopard frog surveys

This report summarizes focused surveys along Angora Creek within the Angora 3
Erosion Control Project (Project} area in the Lake Tahoe Basin (Basin) to detect
populations of two special status frog species. Surveys were conducted for the mouniain
vellow-legged frogs (Rana muscosa), a federal candidate for listing under the Endangered
Species Act, and the northern leopard frog (Ramna pipiens), a Caslifornia Species of
Concern within its natural California distribution, although it is widely believed to have
been introduced into the Basin (Jennings and Hayes 1994).

The mountain yellow-legged frog is widespread at high elevations in the Sierra Nevada
(Zweifel 1955), but it is apparently very rare in the Basin. This species has been recorded
historically from only five localities in the EI Dorado County portion of the Basin, even
though potential stream and lake habitat for these highly aquatic frogs is abundant in the
basin. The nearest mountain yellow-legged frog record within the Basin to Angora Creek
in the Project area is at Fallen Leaf (Table 1), from which the species has apparently
disappeared (Jennings and Hayes 1994). Jennings and Hayes (1994) considered this frog
to be completely extirpated [rom the Tahoe Basin, but Manley and Schlesinger (2001)
discovered populations of this frog at Skinny Whale Pond in the southeastern Desolation
Wilderness near the Sierra Nevada crest along the west side of the Basin and at Hell Hole
Pond, a boggy meadow near the headwaters of Trout Creek.

The northemn leopard frog was apparently common at Fallen Leaf, but other validated
records for this species in the Basin are scarce (Table 1). This species may have vanished
from the Basin (Jennings and Hayes 1994). Within its natural range east of California
this frog is considerably more terrestrial than is the mountain yellow-legged frog, but
paradoxically, the northern leopard frog has been recorded from some of the same highly
aquatic Basin habitats as the mountain yellow-legged frog (Table 1). These sites are
unusual habitat for- this- species; which- is- normally associated with low elevation - -
meadows, often far from water and this habitat anomaly may indicate that the northern
leopard frog is an introduced species in the Basin.

Previous surveys

ENTRIX, Inc. biologists surveyed the middle portion of the Angora Creek reach
(between Lake Tahoe Boulevard and View Circle) during the summer of 2004 as part of
the pre-construction activities for El Dorado County’s Angora Siream Environment Zone
Restoration Project (ENTRIX, Inc. 2004). Results from that survey determined that the
upstream portion of this reach was composed of terraced beaver (Castor canadensis)
ponds and lacked habitat features for either frog species. Below the beaver pond segment
of the reach the biologists determined that the available stream habitat was generallv too
narrow and shallow o support either frog species. The biologists found no froes or
tadpecles of either species anvwhere along the reach of Angora Creek between Lzke
Tahoe Boulevard and View Circle. Otherwise. the most recent documented surveys in
the Basin for either frog species were apparently those of Zweifel (1933), which also
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included most of the Sierra Nevada. The most receni records for the northern leopard

frog from the Tahoe Basin originated in 1971 (Table 1)

Methods

The 2005 Angora Creek survey in the Project area ccvered only those reaches of the
creek that are bordered by public land, including the reach upstream of Lake Tahoe
Boulevard approximately one half mile to the first confluence, the beaver pond reach
downstream of Lake Tahoe Boulevard, and an approximately ¥ mile reach from View
Circle downstiream. Angora Creek upstream of L.ake Tahoe Boulevard and downstream
of View Circle were surveyed on August 17, 2005 and the beaver pond reach of Angora
Creek was surveyed on August 18, 2005, ENTRIX herpetologist Sean Barry conducted

the surveys, accompanied by Nancy Carter.

All surveys were conducted during daylight hours, when bath frog species are most
active (Zweifel 1955; Jennings and Hayes 1994). The survey team waiked along the
edge of the waterway and used binoculars to try to find frogs at the base of cover further
along the reach. Tadpoles were a particular focus of these surveys — mountain yellow-
legged frog tadpoles tend to congregate (sometirnes in large numbers) in shallow, fully
exposed pools, and in those situations they are considerably easier to find than adult
mountain yeliow-legged frogs (S. Barry, pers. obs). The habitat of Tahoe Basin leopard
frog tadpoles is unknown but is presumed lo be warm, quiet water in the same waterways

where adults wouid be encountered.

Results

Angora Creek. The reach of Angora Creek upstream of Lake Tahoe Boulevard is narrow
(<1m for most of its length), shallow (<20cm for most of its length), and covered with
brushy witlows and other dense riparian vegetation. Nc habitat capable of supporting
either frog species was found along this reach. Limited recent beaver activity was found
about midway between Lake Tahoe Boulevard and the upstream end of the surveved
reach, but no dams or ponds had vet appeared, Frogs and tadpeies were absent from the
entire reach. The reach of Angora Creek from its crossing at Lake Tahoe Boulevard to
the downstream limit of the beaver pond area included several types of shallow stream
habitat that was covered with dense grass and sparse riparian vegetation. No wide
shallow pools were found, and no frogs or tadpales of either species were found. The
beavers appear to have departed from this reach of the creek—evidence of recent activity
was absent. The reach of Angora Creek from its crossing at View Circle to the
downstream end of the survey includes the most diverse siream habitat of any surveyed

for this report. Several pools were found. but no frogs or tadpoles of either species were

found. No beaver activity was noted anywhere along this reach.
Summary

Surveys of Angora Creek in the Angora 3 Project area in El Dorado County, for mouniain
yetlow-legaed {rogs and northern leopard frogs fatied to yield frogs or tadpoles of either

January 2006
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species. The habitat along the surveved reache s of Angora Crezk lacked most of ihe
features usually considered nescessary 1o support mountain yellow-legged frogs, but the
reach downstreamn of View Circle inciudes some seemingly suitable spax::ning and
foraging habitat. Northern leopard frogs were not found along Angora Cresk or in
meadows associated with the stream. The absence of frog observations may not indicate
the absence of frogs, but the absence of tadpoles at the time in the season, \\r}aen they tend
to be mosi abundant very likely indicales that these frog species are absent from the

reaches associated with this Project.
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Czlifomia Natural Communi ty Field Survey Form

g ln
ratural Diversily Databhacss
California Dept. of Fish and Gams
14 {6 Ninth Stree!
Sacramento, CA 95514 Community Cade __ Qcc 4
(916} 324-6857

For cliwa yss anly

Source Code Quad Coge

Map Index # Update Y N

Plaase provide as much of the fellowiag

informalion as you can. Please gitach 2
map {if possible, based on the USGS 7.5 minute series) showing th e site's location and doundaries. Use the back if

naeded.

S_mail Address: Motareacor it Phona (1161487 15k4
G505 (ke River OF , Spevaments (4 Q584

County: il Daeuin

Community name:

Reporter; _{hhiv Mt
Al filialjon and Address_loiedn wieleacal
w

Date of tield work: 7 113
: gcation (Please attach/submit map):

Quad name: Foho!l ake T > R_14% o Yo of - v osec ' Meridian

UTM Zone __ __ Northing 3 8 _ % @ 4 X Eastingl 2 O . O 2

Landownar/Manager: ofiforma Tabee tniervingy Photographs: sidal] Arintd
Elevation: 132" Aspect: i Siope (indicate % or ™ ) Orainage:

Site acreage:
Evidence of disturbance or threals:
Area mav he sated for upenming Sramen carid work v Bl Dorado County. Just NE of inwersection of Nonh Upper Truckee R and M

Rusust Drive - naxmous weeds on madside nclueling Ihipsacus Rillonum, Cirsium vulgare, and Verhascum thapsus,
Current land use:

Subsirate/Soils:

Peaty, acidic

seneral description of community:

Mostly undistrhed, open fea in lodgze-pole pine carmmuriy - On deveinped lor in Angan Crack community. berween humes and roads en <light
- o

slope, igh plant diversity,
Any Special Plants or Animals present:
Meesia triguetra; -rankod hump mnss, and Drosera rotundifoifa; sun dew.

Successionzl status/Evidence of regensration of dominant taxa:

Ovearall site guality: Excellent[J Good [ Fair [0 Poor OJ Comments (below):

Easis for report: Remote image {0 Binocular/ Telescopic survey [ Windshield survey (O Brief walk-thru @

Detailed survey {J Ciher 3
Relavé: In lhe spacs below . indicale sach species cover % within the Toilow ing growth form gategories:

Trees Shrubs Herbs/Graminaids
V4%, Alres, Soive, Pisus geme, Ahees Zondnlar S T TR IS 1
|
Continue on back if needed. Thank you far your contribution, G
FGINHO/1T43 Rev 2/03

ISP
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Nadio 1’
Gatlornia Natural Dwersity Sarapase

Gepariment of Fish snd Game a . P
1807 17" Strest. Suite 202 source Code ____ TwadCode __
Sozrarmento, CA 35814 Sim Code Occ. No

Fax (916) 324-0475 email: WHOAS@dIg. 23 gov

i

!

I

|

l cQ Index No, : Map index No.
AN

| pate of Fleird Work mmvaaryyy: _O7 /I v /0SS J
!

Send Form ]'

Reset | California Native Species Field Survey Form L L

Scientific Name: M COA tw—-‘j/"w
Common Name: [ htes ~NarSeel Ao prsoo

Species Found? o D Reporter: -D_m-bu-,lg NLA/IE\_
Yes No I s, vy Address: ssoxs O Revi Coure
Total No. Individuals ____ Subsequent Visit? Dyes Rno Dt ersants LA ISV,
Is this an existing NODB occurrence? ______ ®no  Ounk ] T,
Yes, Otc. 8 E-mail Address: __fAtfde p Cosngdal, Pt
ion? If yes: - —— - S
Collection y Number Museumn / FHe:banun Phone: {‘?/&’3 (./ 'q 7 3 > 8,3
Plant information Animal Information
Phenclogy: vigflgiv‘:o' nwznng"" f:ulling% # adulls # juveniles # larvae # egg masses % unknown
O | 0 C O |
breeding vantering burrowr site rogkery nesling ather

Location Description (please attach map AND/OR fill out your choice of coordinates, below)

County: j.é D&’Lm Landawner / Mgr.: (m’hu; (oA £W7
Quad Name: SeeArd) ot 4 Elevation: _ G 40N _ £z

T (ANR S5 sec 1T, 5= Yiof MAS V., Meridian: HO MO 5D Source of Coordinates @ topo. map & lype):

T___R __ Sec . Yoof Y4, Meridian; HO MO 5O GPS Make & Model _Gg gt  UtaZe

Daturm: NAD27[] NADB3[] WGSsa4 [ Horizontal Accuracy 24 melers/feet

UTM Zone 11 [J OR  Geographic (Latilude & Longitude) (O

Coordinate System; UTM Zone 10 []
Morhing/Latilude_ 58% S2a . y3w”’

Coardinates:  Easling/Longitude ___ {20° OA, 205’
Habitat Description (piant communiliss, dominants, associales, substrates/soils, aspecls/sloge): _;’ : : -
, S T pellens  Ateba g 2oyt

ther rare taxa seen at THIS site on THIS date: _—

O rair O Paor

Site Information Overall site quality: -_F_'] Excellent = Good

Current/ surrounding land use: /EW,—W, A et

Visible disturbances:
Threats: SE& At oy .
Siwch o - ) 7 R i — (Poaad | el Lne T
Cemments: Lol M Coraiclic e~ _grgaep. Cisotdoo” 2L tm
£ 0 > e
rd
. Sich - i P
Determinatiaon: [check arie or more, anc &l in blanks) Pho;’cl’agr“lr!a.;o::&isr;ll;"rsc.k ene ermete) SIEE . Bl >
] Heyed (cie referencel: Habitat }
(] Compared with specimen housed at: Dizgnostic feaiure g J
3 Compared with pnoto / drawing in: 9 O 0
bl — L%
O

i3l

<)

001

gylanmher person (name) __ohameag & A o0 May we oblain duoiicales
Iher:
at our gxpense”? [dyes [lnc

ForTnC 3T Aoy 10 nal
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Exhibit B

Project Name: Angora Creek Fisheries and SEZ Enhancement

ESTIMATED PROJECT BUDGET AND SCHEDULE

Budget Item Item Total
Construction $464,400
Construction Engineering $222,000
Design and Administration $150,000
Irrigation, Revegetation, and Monitoring $ 72,500
ROW Acquisition $ 19,500
Contingency $ 69,700
TOTAL $998,100
Other Funding Sources
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation $ 375,000
TRPA SEZ & Air Quality Mitigation Fund $ 178,000
South Tahoe Public Utility District $ 26,400
Total Project Cost $1,577,500
PROJECT SCHEDULE
The significant dates for this project are as follows:
Award site improvement grant December 2007
Begin Construction July 2009
Complete Construction October 2009

Complete Photo Monitoring

16
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Exhibit C

List 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 as they relate to
the acceptance and use of Conservancy funds for the Project. Also, the applicant gives assurance
and certifies with respect to the grant that:

1. It possesses legal authority to apply for and receive the grant funds, and to finance and
construct the proposed facilities; that where appropriate, a 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, over and
above the portion to be borne by the Conservancy and, when the Project are completed, to assure
the effective operation and maintenance of the facility for the purposes of the Conservancy grant.

4. It holds or will obtain sufficient title or interest in the property to enable it to undertake
lawful development and construction of the Project. 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. It 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 sites for the purpose of conducting studies, evaluating the progress

of the Project or inspecting the Project sites at reasonable times before, during and after the
construction phase of the Project.

7. Except as otherwise provided by law, it will give the Conservancy, through any authorized

18
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representative, access to and the right to examine all records, books, papers, or documents related
to the grant.

8. It will ensure that any publications, studies, reports, or brochures which are made possible
by or derived in whole or in part from the Project shall acknowledge the assistance of the
Conservancy as follows: "Funding for this project has been provided in part by the California
Tahoe Conservancy."

9. It will cause work on the Project 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.

10. 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.

11. It will comply with the applicable requirements of the California Environmental
Quality Act.

19
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Page 1 of 2

Exhibit D

REQUEST FCR DISBURSEMENT FORM

Remit to: Grantee Address Date:
Billing Periad: xxxxxx

Project:  PCXXEX - XHXXXXXXXXHKXXKAX XXX Grant/lnvoice No. CTA-XXXXX.X RCxxx
Budget Revised Total Balance Current Balance
Amount Budget Prev. Billed Last Period Billing Available

Project Design and Administration . N
Proj. Design & Admin - Advance Funds . -
Construction - N
Construction - Advance Funds . .
Monitoring R N
Contingency - _

Total: - - - - . -

Billing Summary

Actual Amount
Invoice # Expenses  Advance funds Retentlon Requested Payment
RC123 -
RC124 . -
RC124
RCXXX
subtotal - - - - .

Invoice RCxxx requested amount E

Signature

Title
Authorized Project Coordinatar

08-0018.3B.145



Exhihit D Page 2 of 2
Request for Dishursement Form
Details

Cost Breakdown for Charges This Period

LABOR: MATERIALS OR PRODUCTS:
Admin.
Task No. Class % per hour Hours Amount Qverhead Unit Cost Quantity Amount TOTAL**

e - ——— e _— _i.. o ——
L . a— e e — i ; - . [
o e : : 1
; 1
e e e e e e - i _— —
e e e e e e ok j ]
| i i
T ———— G SMETA = _"'I_'-"_ - e T T
! |
J— - . - —— L —
o . L S ' T
S -= 1 ' 1 1— N
o T T T T '_ - - — ) -

TOTAL

Signed . O Title

*If task is performed by a subcontracter and is invoiced for the job as a whole (e.g., per linear foot of AC ditch installed), then labor columns may be
ormitted.
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1.

EXHIBIT E

INSURANCE

PUBLIC WORKS CONSTRUCTION

GENERAL INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS: The Contractor shall provide proof of
a policy of insurance satisfactory to the El Dorado County Risk Management
Division and documentation evidencing that the Contractor maintains insurance
that meets the following requirements:

1.

Full Workers' Compensation and Employers' Liability Insurance covering all
employees of the Contractor as required by law in the State of California.

Cormunercial General Liability (CGL) Insurance of not less than Two
Million Dollars ($2,000,000) combined single limit per occurrence for
bodily injury and property damage, including but not limited to
endorsements for the following coverage: Premises, personal injury,
operations, products and completed operations, blanket contractual, and
independent contractors liability. This insurance can consist of a
minimum $1 Million primary layer of CGL and the balance as an
excess/umbrella layer, but only if the County is provided with written
confirmation that the excess/umbrella layer "follows the form" of the CGL

policy.

Automobile Liability Insurance of not less than One Million Dollars
($1,000,000) is required in the event motor vehicles are used by the
Contractor in performance of the contract.

. In the event Contractor is a licensed professional and is performing

professional services under this contract, professional liability is required
with a limit of liability of not less than One Million Dollars ($1,000,000).

Explosion, Collapse and Underground coverage is required when the
scope of work includes XCU exposures.

PROOF OF INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS:

1.

Contractor shall furnish proof of coverage satisfactory to the El Dorado
County Risk Management Division as evidence that the insurance required
herein is being maintained. The insurance will be issued by an insurance
company acceptable to the El Dorado County Risk Management Division, or

Page 1 of 6
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be provided through partial or total self-insurance likewise acceptable to the
Risk Management Division.

The County of El Dorado, its officers, officials, employees, and volunteers,
and the State of California, California Tahoe Conservancy (CTC) its officers,
officials, employees, and volunteers are included as additional insureds, but
only insofar as the operations under this Agreement are concerned. This
provision shall apply to all general liability and excess liability insurance
policies. Proof that the County and CTC are named additional insureds
shall be made by providing the El Dorado County Risk Management
Division with a certified copy, or other acceptable evidence, of an
endorsement to Contractor's insurance policy naming the County and CTC
additional insureds.

In the event Contractor cannot provide an occurrence policy, Contractor
shall provide insurance covering claims made as a resuit of performance of
this Contract for not less than three (3) years following completion of
performance of this Agreement.

Any deductibles or self-insured retentions must be declared to and
approved by the County. At the option of the County, either: the insurer
shall reduce or eliminate such deductibles or self-insured retentions as
respects to the County, its officers, officials, employees and volunteers; or
the Contractor shall procure a bond guaranteeing payment of losses and
related investigations, claim administration and defense expenses.

INSURANCE NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS:

1.

Contractor agrees that no cancellation or material change in any policy shall
become effective except upon thirty (30) days prior written notice to the
County of El Dorado at the office of the Department of Transportation, 2850
Fairlane Court, Placerville, CA 95667.

Contractor agrees that the insurance required herein shall be in effect at all
times during the term of this Agreement. In the event said insurance
coverage expires at any time or times during the term of this contract,
Contractor shall immediately provide a new certificate of insurance as
evidence of the required insurance coverage. In the event Contractor fails to
keep in effect at all times insurance coverage as herein provided, County
may, in addition to any other remedies it may have, terminate the Contract
upon the occurrence of such event. New certificates of insurance are subject
to the approval of the El Dorado County Risk Management Division.

Page2 of 6
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ADDITIONAL STANDARDS: Certificate shall meet such additional standards as
may be determined by the contracting County Department either independently or
in consultation with the El Dorado County Risk Management Division, as essential
for protection of the County.

COMMENCEMENT OF PERFORMANCE: Contractor shall not commence
performance of this Agreement unless and until compliance with each and every
requirement of the insurance provisions is achieved.

MATERIAL BREACH: Failure of Contractor to maintain the insurance required
herein, or to comply with any of the requirements of the insurance provisions, shall
constitute a material breach of the entire Agreement.

REPORTING PROVISIONS: Any failure to comply with the reporting provisions
of the policies shall not affect coverage provided to the County, its officers, officials,
employees or volunteers, or CTC, its officers, officials, employees or volunteers.

PRIMARY COVERAGE: The Contractor's insurance coverage shall be primary
insurance as respects the County, its officers, officials, employees and volunteers.
Any insurance or self-insurance maintained by the County, its officers, officials,
employees or volunteers shall be excess of the Contractor's insurance and shall not
contribute with it.

PREMIUM PAYMENTS: The insurance companies shall have no recourse against
the County of El Dorado or CTC, its officers, agents, employees, or any of them for
payment of any premiums or assessments under any policy issued by any
insurance company.

CONTRACTOR'S OBLIGATIONS: Contractor's indemnity and other obligations
shall not be limited by the insurance required herein and shall survive the
expiration of this Agreement.

GOVERNING PRECEDENCE: To the extent that this Section, "Public Works
Construction-General Insurance Requirements," is inconsistent with 7-1.12,
"Indemnification and Insurance," of the State of California, Department of
Transportation, Caltrans, Standard Specifications, July 2002, this Article shall
govern; otherwise each and every provision of such Section 7-1.12 shall be
applicable to this Agreement.

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES/CONSULTANT

Page3 of 6
08-0018.3B.149



Consultant shall provide proof of a policy of insurance satisfactory to the El Dorado
County Risk Management Division and documentation evidencing that Consultant
maintains insurance that meets the following requirements:

A.

Full Workers' Compensation and Employers' Liability Insurance covering all
employees of Consultant as required by law in the State of California.

Commercial General Liability Insurance of not less than $1,000,000
combined single limit per occurrence for bodily injury and property
damage.

Automobile liability insurance of not less than $1,000,000 is required in the
event motor vehicles are used by the Consultant in performance of the
contract.

In the event Consultant is a licensed professional, and is performing
professional services under this contract, professional liability (for example,
malpractice insurance) is required with a limit of liability not less than
$1,000,000.

Consultant shall furnish a certificate of insurance satisfactory to the El
Dorado County Risk Management Division as evidence that the insurance
required above is being maintained.

The insurance will be issued by an insurance company acceptable to the El
Dorado County Risk Management Division, or be provided through partial -
or total self-insurance likewise acceptable to the Risk Management Division.

Consultant agrees that the insurance required above shall be in effect at all
times during the term of this Agreement. In the event said insurance
coverage expires at any time or times during the term of this contract,
Consultant shall immediately provide a new certificate of insurance as
evidence of required insurance coverage. In the event Consultant fails to
keep in effect at all times insurance coverage as herein provided, County
may, in additional to any other remedies it may have, terminate the contract
upon the occurrence of such event. New certificates of insurance are subject
to the approval of the El Dorado County Risk Management Division, and
Consultant agrees that no work or services shall be performed prior to the
giving of such approval.

The certificate of insurance must include the following provisions stating
that:

Page 4 of 6
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a. The insurer will not cancel the insured's coverage without 30 day
prior written notice to the County; and

b.  The County of El Dorado, its officers, officials, employees, and
volunteers, and the State of California, California Tahoe Conservancy
(CTC) its officers, officials, employees, and volunteers are included as
additional insureds, but only insofar as the operations under this
contract are concerned. This provision shall apply to all general and
excess liability insurance policies.

The Consultant’s insurance coverage shall be primary insurance as respects
the County, its officers, officials, employees and volunteers. Any insurance
or self-insurance maintained by the County, its officers, officials, employees
or volunteers shall be excess of the Consultant’s insurance and shall not
contribute with it.

Any deductibles or self-insured retentions must be declared to and
approved by the County. At the option of the County, either: the insurer
shall reduce or eliminate such deductibles or self-insured retentions as
respects the County, its officers, officials, employees, and volunteers; or the
Consultant shall procure a bond guaranteeing payment of losses and related
investigations, claim administration and defense expenses.

Any failure to comply with the reporting provisions of the policies shall not
affect coverage provided to the County, its officers, officials, employees or
volunteers or CTC, its officers, officials, employees or volunteers.

The insurance companies shall have no recourse against the County of El
Dorado or CTC, its officers and employees or any of them for payment of
any premiums or assessments under any policy issued by any insurance
company.

Contractor's obligations shall not be limited by the foregoing insurance
requirements and shall survive the expiration of this Agreement.

In the event contractor cannot provide an occurrence policy, Consultant
shall provide insurance covering claims made as a result of performance of
this contract for not less than three years following completion of
performance of this Agreement.

The certificate of insurance shall meet such additional standards as may be
determined by the contracting County Department either independently or
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in consultation with the El Dorado County Risk Management Division, as
essential for protection of the County.

2, INDEMNITY

PUBLIC WORKS CONSTRUCTION

To the fullest extent allowed by law, the Contractor shall defend, indemnify, and
hold the County and the California Tahoe Conservancy (CTC) harmless against
and from any and all claims, suits, losses, demands, and liability for damages,
including attorney's fees and other costs of defense brought for or on account of
injuries to or death of any person, including but not limited to, workers and the
public, or on account of injuries to or death of County or CTC employees, or
damage to property, or any economic consequential or special damages which
are claimed or which shall in any way arise out of or be connected with
Contractor's services, operations or performance hereunder, regardless of the
existence or degree of fault or negligence on the part of the County, CTC, the
Contractor, subcontractors or employee of any of these, except active or sole
negligence, or willful misconduct of the County, CTC, its officers and employees,
where expressly prohibited by statute.

The duty to indemnify and hold harmless the County and CTC specifically
includes the duties to defend set forth in Section 2778 of the Civil Code..

The insurance obligations of the Contractor are separate, independent
obligations under the Contract Documents, and the provisions of this defense
and indemnity are not intended to modify, nor should they be construed as
modifying or in any way limiting, the insurance obligations set forth in the
Contract Documents.
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Exhibit F

STATEOF CALIFORNIA

'DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE CERTIFICATION

STD.21{REV. 12-83)

CERTIFICATION

1, the official named below, hereby swear that I am duly authorized legally to bind the contractor or
grant recipient to the certification described below. I am fully aware that this certification, executed
on the date below, is made under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California.

CONTRACTOR/BIDDER FIRM NAME FEDERAL ID NUMBER

BY (Authorized Signatura)

=]

CATEEXECUTED

PRINTED NAME AND TITLE OF PERSQON SIGNING TELEPHONE NUMBER (Include Area Code)

TITLE ( )

CONTRACTOR/BIDDER FIRM'S MAILING ADDRESS

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,

or use of a controlled substance is prohibited and specifying actions to be taken against employees for
violations, as required by Government Code Section 8355(a).

2. Establish a Drug-Free Awareness Program as required by Government Code Section 8355(b), to inform
employees about all of the following:

(@ The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace,

(b) The person's or organization’s policy of maintaining a drug-free workplace,

{c) Any available counseling, rehabilitation and employee assistance programs, and
(d) Penalties that may be imposed upon employees for drug abuse violations.

3. Provide as required by Government Code Section 8355(c}, that every employee who works on the proposed
contract or grant:

(a) Will receive a copy of the company's drug-free workplace policy statement, and

{b) Will agree to abide by the terms of the company's statement as a condition of employment on
the contract or grant.

4. At the election of the contractor or grantee, from and after the "Date Executed" and until

(NOT TO EXCEED 36 MONTHS), the state will regard this certificate as valid for all contracts of grants
entered into between the contractor or grantee and this state agency without requiring the contractor or
grantee to provide a new and individual certificate for each contract or grant. If the contractor or grantee
elects to fill in the blank date, then the terms and conditions of this certificate shall have the same force,
meaning, effect and enforceability as if a certificate were separately, specifically, and individually provided
for each contract or grant between the contractor or grantee and this state agency.
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Exhibit G
SIGN GUIDELINES
(Proposition 50)

Authority:
All projects funded by the “The Water Security, Clean Drinking Water, Coastal and

Beach Protection Act of 20027 (2002 Clean Water Act) must include a posted sign
acknowledging the source of the funds following guidelines developed by the Resources
Agency.

Purpose:

To inform the public that the 2002 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 a universal logo that will be equated with the 2002 Bond Act
statewide. The logo will be on a template, available through the internet

(WWW.Iresources.ca. gov).

Tier I and Tier II:

For the purpose of the sign guidelines only, all projects are divided into Tier I and Tier Il
projects:

Tier I: Projects using less than $750,000 of Bond Act Funds.

Tier I1: Projects using more than $750,000 of Bond Act
Funds and/or projects situated in areas of high public visibility (such as near
a freeway intersection).

(Archaeological sites are exciuded.)

Minimum Requirements: Tier I

The universal logo must be mounted in an area to maximize visibility and durability. The
logo must be a 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
appreciated. 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.
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Minimum Requirements: Tier il
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’s water quality (watersheds,
environment, water quality, etc.) funded by the 2002
Clean Water Bond —

Arnold Schwarzenegger, Governor

Recommended size of signs while under construction: minimum of 4.5°x 7.5,

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’s water quality
(watersheds, environment, water quality, etc.) funded by the 2002
Clean Water Bond — (in large font)

Optional Language: The Water Security, Clean Drinking Water, Coastal" -
and Beach Protection Act of 2002

Director of State Department

Mike Chrisman, Secretary for Resources

Arnold Schwarzenegger, Governor

The name of the director of the logo agency or other governing 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.
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Sign Construction:

All material used shall be durable and able to resist the elements and graffiti. State Parks
and Caltrans standards can be used as a guide for gauge of metal, quality of points used,
mounting specifications, etc.

Sign Duration:

The goal is to have project 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 project
signs.

Sign Cost:

The cost of the sign(s) is an eligible project cost. Application should consider potential
replacement cost as well. More durable signage encouraged; e.g., bronze memorials
mounted in stone at trailheads, 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 clean
Water Bond 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.
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EXHIBITH

Eligible Project Costs for Planning and Site Improvement Grants

Eligible costs - The Conservancy will fund up to 100% of eligible project costs for planning and
site improvements.

The following types of costs are eligible for funding under the planning grant program:
work-plan preparation;

completion of approved work-plan products;

public meeting costs;

project design, administration, and interagency coordination;
pre-construction water quality monitoring;

preparation of preliminary plans, specifications and cost estimates;
grant application preparation;

pre-acquisition activities related to the acquisition of interests in land;
project evaluation and environmental documentation; and
preparation and processing of permit applications.

*® & & & & & o & &

The Conservancy will fund all eligible project costs incurred after board approval (consistent
with the terms of the grant agreement) and Conservancy staff approval of the grantee's work-
plan. Advance payments or reimbursement for expenses will not begin untit Conservancy staff
approval of the grantee's work-plan. The work-plan will identify the specific work products
(conceptual plans, environmental documents, surveys etc.) to be developed during the planning
process and their delivery dates. Written approval from the Conservancy is required for any
major changes to the approved work-plan.

The following types of costs are eligible for funding under the site improvement grants program:
project administration and interagency coordination;

preparation and processing of permit applications;

water quality monitoring; =

preparation of contract documents including final plans, specifications and cost estimates;
construction of erosion control and restoration measures and re-vegetation of disturbed areas;
project inspection;

final planning activities for acquisition of interests in land; and

project evaluation and documentation.

s & @& & & & o o
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