STATE OF CALIFORNIA
CONTRACT # AM.NO.

STANDARD AGREEMENT - APPROVED BY THE ATTONEY GENERAL | CTA-05023 1
TANPAYER'S FEDERAL EMPLOYER IDENTIFACTION #
94-6000511

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into this 19th day of March, 2008, 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: (Ser Sforth service to be rendered by Contractor, amount
10 be paid Contractor, time for performance or completion, and attach plans and specifications, if any.)

The Agreement numbered CTA-05023, dated May 19, 2006, (hereafter "the Agreement") between the California
Tahoe Conservancy (hereafter "the Conservancy”) and the County of El Dorado (hereafter "Grantee") is hereby

amended as follows:

1. The amount of the grant from the Conservancy to Grantee, for the construction of the

Angora 3 Erosion Control Project as provided under Paragraph 1 - Scope of Agreement and Paragraph 12 — Costs
and Disbursements, is increased by One Million Six Hundred Forty-Seven Thousand Twenty-Four Dollars
(51,647,024) to a total of Four Million One Hundred Seventy-Five Thousand One Hundred Seventy-Four
Dollars ($4,175,174).

CONTINUED ON SHEETS, EACH BEARING NAME OF CONTRACTOR AND CONTRACT NUMBER.

IN WITNESS WHEREQOF, the parties have executed this agreement hereto, upon the date first above written.
STATE OF CALIFORNIA CONTRACTOR
AGENCY CONTRACTOR (If other than an individual, state whether a corporation,
partnership, etc.)
California Tahoe Conservancy County of El Dorado
BY: BY:
Patrick Wright Rusty Dupray, Chairman
Executive Officer 330 Fair Ln., Placerville, CA 95667
Amount ENCUMBERED BY [| PROGRAM/CATEGORY (CODE AND TITLE) FUND TITLE Department of General Services
THIS DOCUMENT Use Only
$1,647,024
(OPTIONAL USE)
PRIOR AMOUNT
ENCUMBERED FOR THIS
CONTRACT
$ 2,528,150 ITEM CHAPTER STATUTE FISCAL YEAR
TOTAL AMOUNT
ENCUMBERED TO DATE
OBJECT OF EXPENDITURE (CODE AND TITLE)
$4,175,174
1 hereby certify upon my own personal knowledge that budgeted  funds T.B.A NO. B.R.NO.
are availablé for the period and purpose of the expenditure stated above.
SIGNATURE OF ACCOUNTING OFFICER DATE

X

O CONTRACTOR O STATE AGENCY [0 DEPT. OF GEN. SER. ] CONTROLLER 0



2. Exhibit A, the Conservancy’s staff recommendation containing the Conservancy’s resolution
of May 19, 2006, is amended through the addition of Exhibit A-1, the Conservancy’s staff
recommendation containing the Conservancy’s resolution of March 19, 2008.

3. The final date for submittal of invoices as set forth in Paragraph 12 — Costs and
Disbursements, is amended as follows:

Final Invoice Date for

Funding Increment: This Funding Increment
$ 2,528,150 June 30, 2010
$ 1,647,024 June 30, 2012

4. Exhibit B, the Estimated Project Budget and Schedule is amended through the addition of
Exhibit B-1, the Revised Estimated Project Schedule and Budget.

5. Exhibit E, the Mandatory Insurance Provision, is superseded by the addition of Exhibit E-1,
the Revised Mandatory Insurance Provision.

6. All other terms and conditions of the original Agreement numbered CTA-05023 shall remain
unchanged and in full force and effect.

CTA-05023.10
El Dorado County — Angora 3 (si)



Exhibit A-1

California Tahoe Conservancy
Agenda Item 9
March 19, 2008

EROSION CONTROL GRANTS AUTHORIZATION
FY 2007-2008

Summary: Authorization of up to $2,175,652 in Erosion Control Program funds
for three projects in Placer and El Dorado Counties. Staff is also recommending
that the board make the necessary findings to comply with the California
Environmental Quality Act, as described in this recommendation and in
Attachments 4 and 6.

Location: The three projects are located throughout the California side of the
LLake Tahoe Basin, in Placer and El Dorado Counties (Attachment 1).

Fiscal Summary:
Total Recommended Grant Awards $ 2,175,652

Source of Funds: Propositions 40, 50 and 84

Recommended Action: Adopt Resolution 08-03-08 (Attachment 2) authorizing
the award of up to $2,175,652 in Erosion Control funds and make the findings
that the project for which a Negative Declaration was prepared will have no
significant impacts on the environment.

Background: In July 2007, the Conservancy board authorized the release of the
Soil Erosion Control Grants Program Announcement and Guidelines for funding
up to $10,000,000 in grants for the 2007-2008 round of the program. This
announcement and the guidelines combined the Conservancy’s grants program
with the USDA Forest Service, Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit (LTBMU)
Erosion Control Grant Program. Submittals from local jurisdictions for planning,
acquisition and site improvement grants for erosion control projects that are
listed in the Environmental Improvement Program (EIP) were requested through
this announcement and the guidelines. In addition to this year’s grant funding
allocation, there is $1,375,000 in unused funding from the 2006-2007 erosion
control grant program, providing total available erosion control funding of
$11,375,000.



Twenty-four submittals totaling $15,582,532 were received from Placer and El
Dorado Counties, the City of South Lake Tahoe, and the South Tahoe Public
Utility District for both Conservancy and LTBMU funding. Conservancy staff, as
well as an interagency Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), reviewed the
project proposals. In December 2007, the Conservancy board authorized the
award of $5,372,440 in grant funding for 10 projects. At this meeting,
Conservancy staff is recommending the award of additional grant funding of
$2,175,652 for three projects.

The projects recommended for grant awards at this time are:

Placer County
¢ Kings Beach ($235,000 planning grant augmentation)

El Dorado County
e Angora 3 ($1,690,652 site improvement and acquisition grant
augmentation)

South Tahoe Public Utility District
o Comprehensive Facility-Wide Project ($250,000 planning grant
augmentation)

Attachment 3 contains a breakdown of the funding recommendations by project.
Attachment 4 contains a brief description and map of each project. Attachment 5
lists Conservancy parcels proposed for issuance of license agreements related to
the construction of erosion control improvements. Attachment 6 contains the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) documents that were prepared by
the Conservancy staff for these projects.

The CEQA documents prepared by the applicants and Conservancy staff have
been sent to the board under separate cover and are available for public review
at the Conservancy’s office, 1061 Third Street, South Lake Tahoe, California
96150, and at the offices of the appropriate jurisdiction. Copies will also be
available for review at the March 19, 2008 board meeting. The Soil Erosion
Control Grants Program Announcement and Guidelines are also available for
review at the Conservancy office.
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For more information about these documents, please call the Conservancy at

(530) 542-5580).

Staff anticipates bringing additional projects forward for grant funding at the
board’s May meeting. The projects anticipated for funding in May are currently
awaiting clarification or refinement of acquisition needs, environmental review,
engineer’s estimate, or project description.

Grant Allocations: In July 2007, the board authorized $10,000,000 for the
2007-2008 round of the Soil Erosion Control Grants Program. Since $1,375,000 of
unallocated funding remained from the 2006-2007 round of the grants program,
the total available funding for this year’s program is $11,375,000.

Grant funds are distributed using two methods. The three general-purpose local
governments (i.e., Placer County, El Dorado County, and the City of South Lake
Tahoe) are each allocated $1,500,000 as jurisdictional funding. Given that these
jurisdictions have a primary responsibility for implementing the EIP, this
allocation provides them with regular funding for completing high priority soil
erosion control projects. An additional jurisdictional award was proposed for
this year for these same three governmental agencies to facilitate an expedited
response to the requirements of Section IX of their Lahontan Regional Water
Quality Control Board (Lahontan) Municipal Permits. A specific dollar amount
for this purpose was not established in the guidelines.

The remaining funding is distributed on a discretionary basis and is available to
not only the above three local jurisdictions, but also to the three public utility
districts (PUDs) on the California side of the basin — South Tahoe PUD, North
Tahoe PUD, and Tahoe City PUD.

Evaluation Process: Applications were evaluated in a multi-step process. The
first step was to determine eligibility for a Conservancy grant. To be eligible, a
project must either be: (1) identified in the EIP, or (2) a continuation or
completion of a project previously funded by the Conservancy. Each EIP Project
has been found to have water quality problems that are contributing sediment
and nutrient loads to Lake Tahoe, and that need to be addressed to reverse the
decline in lake clarity.

Next, applications were checked for completeness. 1f any items were missing, the
grantee was notified and asked to submit the required information. Third, the
applications were evaluated by Conservancy staff based on the following seven
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criteria in the Soil Erosion Control Grants Program Announcement and
Guidelines, and all the projects were found to be substantially consistent with
these criteria:

e Significant and documentable benefit to Lake Tahoe water quality
e Adequacy of design

e Comprehensiveness

¢ Cost-effectiveness

e Implementability

e Model project

e Cooperation and support

As previously mentioned, this year’s grant review and selection process was
combined with LTBMU. The processes were combined to facilitate coordinated
funding decisions between LTBMU and the Conservancy erosion control
programs. The submittals were also reviewed and evaluated by the TAC, which
consisted of staff from the Conservancy, LTBMU, Lahontan, Tahoe Regional
Planning Agency (TRPA), the Bureau of Reclamation (BOR) and the Nevada
Department of State Lands (NDSL). The TAC had additional questions and
concerns, which were communicated to the local agencies. Responses were
submitted, which were reviewed by Conservancy and LTBMU staff. TRPA staff
was consulted as a follow-up to some of the responses. Based upon the review of-
the responses, Conservancy staff is proposing grant awards consistent with the
TAC’s recommendations.

Expected Benefits of Projects: Each of the projects recommended for funding
this year has been designated by TRPA, through its inclusion in the EIP, as a high
priority water quality project. All EIP water quality projects are focused on
reducing the discharge of sediment and nutrients to Lake Tahoe, to prevent or
reverse the decline in Lake Tahoe's clarity.

Specifically, the projects recommended to receive site improvement grants this
vear have been designed, following the Conservancy guidelines, to stabilize
eroding channels and slopes, infiltrate storm runoff, and trap sediment
throughout the project areas. By addressing these problems, the amounts of
sediment and nutrients reaching Lake Tahoe will be significantly reduced. These
projects have also demonstrated that acquisitions are cither completed or the
project can still be constructed, with minor modifications, should the acquisitions
not be completed.



Acquisition funding recommended for board approval will enable the purchase
of critical casements necessary to implement projects.

The projects recommended for planning grants will be implemented using
project development procedures intended to identify the most cost-effective
measures for improving water quality. These procedures were developed by the
Storm Water Quality Improvement Committee (SWQIC) and were endorsed by
the Lake Tahoe Basin Executives in July 2004. The procedures were published in
a two-volume document entitled Collaborative Storm Water Quality Project Delivery
and Formulating and Evaluating Alternatives for Water Quality Improvement Projects.
These documents are available on TRPA's website (www.trpa.org) and at the
Conservancy's office.

Of the $2,175,652 of erosion control funds recommended for funding at this time,
approximately $1.5 million is for the construction of site improvements, with the
remainder for property acquisition and planning. The funding for site
improvements will result in the construction of 0.5 miles of curb and gutter,

1.4 miles of rock-lined and vegetated channels, approximately 1 acre of
revegetation, 44 sediment traps and drop inlets, and various other treatment
measures. The funding for acquisitions and planning will provide for the
completion of project plans for later projects and project phases, so that other
such improvements can be constructed in near future.

Fiscal Issues: As stated above, in July 2007 the board authorized grants for up
to a total of $10,000,000. In last year’s grant program, there were unallocated
funds held in reserve for the remainder of the City of South Lake Tahoe’s
jurisdictional allocation. This funding was not awarded last year due to delays
associated with the CEQA process for the Sierra Tract 1 project. $1,375,000 of
those unallocated funds remains, and staff proposes that these remaining funds
be awarded with this year’s grants. This addition would provide total funding of
$11,375,000 for this year’s erosion control grants.

License Agreements: As part of the annual staff recommendation for funding
erosion control projects, staff notifies the board about licenses that may be
needed on Conservancy parcels to construct and maintain water quality related
improvements. This notification is provided in accordance with board
authorization in June 1987. After notice to the board, staff can execute license
agreements with the various local jurisdictions for the specified parcels.
Attachment 5 lists the Conservancy parcels in each project area together with the
proposed improvements for each of those parcels. If the final design calls for the



use of a parcel on this list and staff finds this use to be appropriate, through
approval of the project plans, then staff will execute a license agreement for that
parcel.

Implementation of the Grants: If the staff recommendation is approved,
implementation of the projects will be governed by standard grant agreements
entered into by the Conservancy and the individual grantees. As in recent
agreements, the new grants will provide for advances of up to 90% for design,
administration, and construction, subject to meeting certain requirements. In
addition, where appropriate, site improvement, land acquisition, or planning
projects within a jurisdiction may be governed by a single grant agreement for
each type of activity rather than separate agreements for each individual project.
This approach gives the Conservancy and grantees flexibility to transfer funds
between projects, upon board notification, to meet funding needs identified in
the planning, final design, permit and bid stages of a project. Staff must approve
such transfers, and each project must retain sufficient funding to meet all
program requirements.

Additionally, it should be noted that the lists of parcels and the project budgets
and schedules in the project descriptions are preliminary. Final project design
may alter the need for the acquisition of particular parcels or the reallocation of
funds between major budget items. However, such changes will not exceed the
total amount awarded in the grant. Any remaining funds in site improvement
projects will be used, if necessary, to extend improvements to adjoining areas.

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Compliance: The Conservancy
is required to determine CEQA compliance and make certain findings prior to
taking action on a project. Compliance with CEQA for each project is described
in the respective project descriptions (Attachment 4).

List of Attachments:

Attachment 1 - Regional Map

Attachment 2 - Resolution 08-03-08

Attachment 3 - Funding Summary

Attachment 4 - Project Descriptions

Attachment 5 - Conservancy Parcels for Possible License Agreements
Attachment 6 - CEQA Notices



Conservancy Staff Contacts:

Placer County and City of South Lake Talioe
Scott Cecchi Phone: (330) 543-6015

El Dorado County and City of South Lake Tahoe
Penny Stewart Phone: (530) 543-6013

Program Manager
Rick Robinson Phone: (530) 543-6064



ATTACHMENT 1
Regional Location Map

Erosion Control Projects
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ATTACHMENT 2

California Tahoe Conservancy
Resolution
08-03-08
Adopted:. March 19, 2008

EROSION CONTROL GRANTS AUTHORIZATION
FY 2007-2008

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

"The California Tahoe Conservancy has previously reviewed
the Mitigated Negative Declaration and subsequent Addendum
certified by El Dorado County for the Angora 3 Erosion Control
Project, and finds that improvements proposed have been
adequately analyzed in the Mitigated Negative Declaration filed
with the State Clearinghouse on March 29, 2006 and in the
Addendum filed with the State Clearinghouse on November 30,
2007. 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 and
subsequent Addendum, there are no changes regarding the
project that would require new or different mitigation
measures. The potential significant adverse effects will be
mitigated by the mitigation measures, and the Conservancy
adopts these mitigation measures as a condition of the project.
Accordingly, the Conservancy finds that the earlier Mitigated
Negative Declaration and subsequent Addendum are 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."



“The California Tahoe Conservancy hereby authorizes staff to
enter into a standard agreement and take all other necessary
steps, subject to the provisions and conditions discussed in the
accompanying staff report and attachments, in order to fund
$1,690,652 for the acquisition of various interests in real
property and site improvements for the Angora 3 Erosion
Control Project.”

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

"The California Tahoe Conservancy has evaluated the Kings
Beach and STPUD Comprehensive Facility-Wide Erosion
Control Projects and has determined the grant of funding for
the planning of these projects to be categorically and statutorily
exempt from CEQA. The Conservancy hereby directs staff to file
a Notice of Exemption for each of these projects with the State
Clearinghouse."

“The California Tahoe Conservancy hereby authorizes staff to
enter into standard 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
and implement the following grant projects:

1. To the County of Placer

A total of $235,000 for planning for the Kings Beach Erosion
Control Project.

2. To the South Tahoe Public Utility District

A total of $250,000 for planning for the Comprehensive
Facility-Wide Erosion Control Project.”

"The award of the site improvement and acquisition grants and
disbursement of funds is conditioned upon a commitment, by
resolution and through execution of standard agreements, by
the individual grantees to undertake the projects in a manner



consistent with the purposes and scopes of the grants, to
monitor the effectiveness of the projects, and to manage and
maintain the projects for the 20-year term of the grant

agreement.”
C

"The award of the planning grants and the disbursement of
funds are conditioned upon a commitment by the individual
grantees, by resolution and through execution of the planning
grant agreements, to undertake the planning efforts in a manner
consistent with the purposes and scopes of the grants
agreement.”

[ 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

19* day of March, 2008.

In WITNESS THEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this 19* day of March 2008.

Patrick Wright

Executive Officer




ATTACHMENT 3

SUMMARY OF EROSION CONTROL FUNDING RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2007/2008

i GrantType Jurisdictional Discretionary  Total
Placer County
Awarded 12-7-07
Brockway Acquisition $683,940 $683,940
West Sunnyside Site Improvement $816,060 $983,940 $1,800,000
Lake Forest Area B Planning $575.000 $575,000
Pollutant Load Reduction Strategy Planning $125,000 $125,000
Previously Awarded Subtotal: $1,625,000 $1,558,940 $3,183,940
Proposed Award on 03-19-08
Kings Beach Pianning $235,000 $235,000
Proposed Grant Project Subtotal: $0 $235,000 $235,000
Total Proposed Award 07-08 $1,625,000 $1,793,940 $3,418,940
El Dorado County
Awarded 12-7-07
Sawmill 2 Planning $132,970 $147,030 $280,000
Christmas Vaitey 2 Planning $130,000 $130,000
Rubicon 5 Planning $195,000 $195,000
Pollutant Load Reduction Strategy Planning $187,500 $187.500
Previously Award Subtotal: $320,470 $472,030 $792,500
Proposed Award on 03-19-08
Angora 3 Site Improvement $1,323,402 $323,622 $1,647,024
Angora 3 Acquisition $43,628 $0 $43,628
Proposed Grant Project Subtotal: $1,367,030 $323,622 $1,690,652
Total Proposed Award 07-08 $1,687,500 $795,652 $2,483,152
City of South Lake Tahoe
Awarded 12-7-07
Bijou Area Planning $1,200,000 $1,200,000
Pollutant Load Reduction Strategy Planning $196,000 $196,000
Previously Award Subtotal: $1,396,000 $0 $1,396,000
Total Proposed Award 07-08 $1,396,000 $0 $1,396,000
South Tahoe Public Utility District
Proposed Award on 03-19-08
Comprehensive Facility-Wide Planning $0 $250,000 $250,000
Total Proposed Award 07-08 $0 $250,000 $250,000
Grand Totals: $4,708,500 $2,839,592 $7,548,092

1 The above table contains funding information for Erosion Control Projects only and therefore does not include the $400.000 of SEZ and Wildlife funding included in this

project



ATTACHMENT 4.2

ANGORA 3 EROSION CONTROL PROJECT

Grant Type: Site Improvement Grant and Acquisition Grant (Augmentations)
Applicant: El Dorado County

Recommended Funding:

Site Improvement Augmentation $ 1,647,024
Acquisition Augmentation $ 43,628

Location: This project is located near the community of Meyers in El Dorado County
and is generally bounded by Mt. Rainier Drive and Pyramid Circle on the west,
Mountain Meadow Drive on the east, North Upper Truckee Road on the south and
Lake Tahoe Boulevard, View Circle and Angora Creek on the north as shown on the
attached map.

Background: Planning for this project, which is designated as Environmental
Improvement Program Project #193, was initiated in 2000. A site improvement and
acquisition grant was awarded by the Conservancy in May 2006. The first phase of the
project was originally scheduled to be constructed in 2006; however, various design,
project delivery, and funding issues delayed the project a year. In June 2007, the Angora
Fire destroyed various homes and burned numerous trees and vegetation in a large
portion of the project area. El Dorado County Department of Transportation (EDOT),
with assistance from Conservancy staff, developed a rehabilitation project in the area to
address effects from the fire, and constructed several of the designed elements of the
Angora 3 Project. Funds from the earlier Conservancy grants were used to construct this
rehabilitation project. Due to impacts from the fire, EDOT has had to perform
additional design assessments of the area and modify portions of the project remaining
to be constructed.

The Conservancy has provided $539,300 in funding for planning and $2,606,360 for
implementation and acquisition of easements for the project. TRPA Air and Water
Quality Mitigation Funds have provided $374,497 for the project’s planning and
construction. The Air Quality Mitigation Funds will cover bike lane construction. The
funding requested in this grant application covers project construction as well as
additional funding for the acquisition of easements for improvements.



Proposed Improvements and Expected Benefits: The preferred alternative involves
stabilizing existing sediment sources, capturing road sand and cinders, treating and
infiltrating storm water runoff and snowmelt, and completing the bike lane along Lake
Tahoe Boulevard and is shown on the following maps 2 through 4. As discussed above,
some improvements have already been constructed as part of the Angora Fire
rehabilitation efforts.

Stabilization of slopes will be accomplished through the use of revegetation. Various
methods of flow spreading will be used at slopes downstream of some culvert outlets to
slow flow, reduce erosion, and increase infiltration and sediment capture using the
adjacent publicly-owned meadow areas. EDOT plans to salvage native wetland sod
from Conservancy-owned parcels in this area and transplant it to stabilize new
channels. By using vegetated swales for most of the proposed drainage conveyances,
increased infiltration and sediment capture prior to discharge into Angora Creek can be
accomplished. Curb and gutter will be used in areas where there is a combination of
either steep slopes, evidence of snowplow disruption, or eroding ditches. Sediment
traps and drop inlets will be used at culvert inlets to trap coarse sediment and traction
abrasives. Currently, a bike lane exists at the project boundaries on North Upper
Truckee Road and on Lake Tahoe Boulevard; however, these two sections are not
connected. By incorporating a class 2 bike lane or class 3 bike route along Lake Tahoe
Boulevard into this erosion control project, there will be only a small section of bike lane
necessary to provide a bike lane that runs from Highway 50 to Clear View Drive. This
remaining link is proposed to be included in a future project involving the stream
environment zone adjacent to North Upper Truckee Road.

Five permanent drainage easements and six temporary easements are included in the
acquisition grant. Many of the easements have already been obtained or negotiated.
Should the owners of the remaining easements be unwilling to grant an easement to
EDOT, the project can still continue with minor redesign efforts and little to no impacts
to the project’s goals and objectives.

EDOT plans to use publicly-owned parcels for a number of the water quality
improvements, including flow spreaders, rock bowls, culverts, and vegetated channels.
Sod will be salvaged from some of the parcels for use on this project. If the board
approves this recommendation, staff proposes to grant licenses to construct and
maintain improvements on these parcels. Attachment 5 lists additional Conservancy
parcels EDOT proposes to use for improvements.



Project Schedule:

Activity Date
Final Plans, Specifications and Permits March 2008
Begin Construction July 2008
End Construction October 2008
Final Monitoring Reports December 2010

Project Funding - Site Improvement Grant:

Project Budget Under This Erosion Control Grant Augmentation

Activity Amount
Construction $ 1,092,367
Construction Engineering $ 365,000
Contingency $ 189,657
TOTAL $ 1,647,024

Revised Erosion Control Project Budget Resulting From Proposed Augmentation

Activity Previous Proposed Proposed
Budget Augmentation Budget

Construction $ 1,621,160 $ 1,092,367 $ 2,713,527
Construction Engineering $ 260,000 $ 365,000 $ 625,000
Design and Administration $ 499,490 $ 0 $ 499,490
Irrigation and Plants $ 90,000 $ 0 $ 90,000
Monitoring $ 57,500 $ 0 $ 57,500
Contingency $ 0 $ 189,657 $ 189,657
TOTAL $ 2,528,150 $ 1,647,024 $ 4,175,174

Project Funding - Acquisition Grant:

Project Budget Under This Erosion Control Grant Augmentation

Activity Amount
Property Acquisition $ 13,023
Appraisal, Negotiation, Escrow and Administration $ 0
Design and Administration $ 23,265
Road Vacations 3 2,250
Contingency $ 5,090
TOTAL $ 43,628



Revised Erosion Control Project Budget Resulting From Proposed Augmentation

Activity Previous Proposed Proposed
Budget Augmentation Budget
Property Acquisition $ 16,950 $ 0 $ 16,950

Appraisal, Negotiation,

Escrow and Administration $ 21,632 $ 3,265 $ 24,6897
Design and Administration $ 30,918 $ 33,023 $ 63941
Road Vacations 3 0 $ 2,250 $ 2,250
Contingency $ 8710 $ 5090 $ 13,800
TOTAL $ 78,210 $ 43,628 $ 121,838

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Compliance: EDOT, acting as the Lead
Agency, prepared an Initial Study (IS) and a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for
this project, which was certified by their board on March 21, 2006. EDOT filed a Notice
of Determination with the State Clearinghouse on March 29, 2006. In October 2007 the
County prepared an Addendum to the MND to comply with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Addendum addressed modifications to the
improvement designs. The Addendum determined that there were not substantial
changes in the environmental effects of the project, that no new information of
substantial importance has arisen, and that there has been no substantial change to the
circumstances under which the project is being undertaken. The Addendum also
determined that the mitigation measures in the adopted IS/MND remain the same. The
October 2007 Addendum was certified by the El Dorado Board of Supervisors on
November 27, 2007, and a Notice of Determination was filed on November 30, 2007. The
Conservancy filed a Notice of Determination with the State Clearinghouse on May 31,
2006 in association with earlier related approvals of the project. A copy of the MND and
Initial Study, as well as the Addendum, have been provided to the board under
separate cover and are available for public review at the Conservancy office, 1061 Third
Street, South Lake Tahoe, California 96150.

Staff has reviewed the earlier MND and the Addendum and believes that the
improvements proposed have been adequately analyzed in these documents. Since the
previous MND and Addendum prepared for this project were completed, there is no
new information, or substantial changes to the proposed project, or changes to project
implementation, which would involve any new significant effects not discussed or
analyzed in the MND or Addendum. As a result, no new mitigation measures are
needed to find that the project, as mitigated, would have no significant environmental
impacts. A summary of the mitigation measures can be found in Appendix C of the
MND.



Statf recommends that the Conservancy make the findings as set forth in the attached
resolution and authorize the grant funding. If the board authorizes the funding, staff
will file a Notice of Determination with the State Clearinghouse pursuant to Section

15096 of the State CEQA Guidelines. Attachment 6.2 contains the Conservancy's
proposed Notice of Determination.

n
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ATTACHMENT 5

CONSERVANCY PARCELS PROPOSED FOR LICENSE AGREEMENTS
ASSOCIATED WITH SOIL EROSION CONTROL PROJECT IMPROVEMENTS

El Dorado County

Angora 3 Erosion Control Project

APN Proposed Improvement

033-441-22 Revegetation

033-442-17 Pipe, flared end, rock dissipater, grass lined swale, flow
spreading, tree removal, revegetation

033-442-22 Pipe, flared end, rock dissipater, grass lined swale, flow
spreading

033-442-24 Pipe, flared end, rock dissipater, grass lined swale, flow

spreading, revegetation

033-443-02

Pipe, flared end, rock lined channel, rock dissipater, rock bowl,
revegetation

033-443-03

Rock slope protection, revegetation

033-454-10

Rock lined channel, revegetation, tree and stump removal

033-455-05

Rock lined channel, rock dissipater, flow spreading,
revegetation, rehabilitate existing channel

Flow spreading, revegetation

033-503-02 Rock bowl], revegetation
1 033-511-02 Revegetation
033-552-06 Grading, revegetation




ATTACHMENT 6.2

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

70 Citice Of Planning And Research FROM: California Tahce Conservancy

PO Box 3044, 14C0 - Tenth Street, Room 212 1061 Third Street

Sacramento, California 95814-3C44 South Lake Tahoe, California 96150
SUBJECT:  Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Pubiic

Resource Code

Project Title: Angora 3 Ercsion Control Project )

State Clearinghouse Number  Contact Person Telephone Number

2005122039 Penny Stewart (530) 543-6013

Froiect Lecation:
Tne Angcra 3 Project is in El Dorado County and is bounded by Lake Tahoe Boulevard, View Circle, and Angora
Craek on the north, North Upper Truckee Road to the south, Mountain Meadows Drive to the east, and Mt.

Rainiz2r Drive and Pyramid Circle on the west.

Froject Description:
£1 Dorado Ccunty proposes to construct and maintain storm water facilities and implement erosion control
practices in the Mountain View Estates subdivisions, as identified in the Lake Tahoe Environmental Improvement

Program.

This is t-o—éﬁ\)ggfﬁé‘tﬁe—égﬂf&”hféyi'—éﬁaév'@aﬁ"servancy, acting as a responsible ageriéy',.'ﬁgé'ébafb'\‘/éa‘tuﬁé'ébéi)‘é'
dascrioed project on March 18, 2008 and has made the following determinations regarding the above described
prolect

1 Tne project will not have a significant effect on the environment.

2 A Muigated Negative Declaration for the project was prepared and approved by the EI Dorado County Board
of Supervisors on March 21, 2006 and a Notice of Determination was filed March 29, 2006. An Addendum to
ine Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Angora 3 project was prepared and approved by the El Dorado
County Board of Supervisors on November 27, 2007 and a Notice of Determination was filed on
Novembper 30, 2007. The Notice of Determinations, Mitigated Negative Declaration, Addendum, and record of
project approval may be examined at the El Dorado County Department of Transportation, 9248 Emerald Bay
Road, Scuth Lake Tahoe, California 96150. The California Tahoe Conservancy previously reviewed and
considered the Mitigated Negative Declaration that was prepared by Ei Dorado County prior to project
aporeval, and a Notice of Determination was filed by the Conservancy on May 31, 2006.

Mitigation measures were made a condition of the approval of the project by El Dorado County and the
Cazlifcrmia Tahoe Conservancy.

(@3]

A Stat

PN

ment of Overriding Considerations was not adopted for this project.

ate
5 Tre Conservancy finds that no substantial changes are proposed in the project, and no substantial changes
have occcurred with respect to the circumstances under which the project is taken that would affect any
ccientally significant environmental effects. Furthermore, there are no changes regarding the project that

i

wasle requirg new or different mitigation measures.

(8]
hl

A
(@
W

Licrmia Department of Fish and Game Fee was paid for this project. A copy of the Fee payment will be
flagwnh s Neotice,

Fistoand Game Fees: See above J—
ey

Date Raceived for Filing: | RCCE{VED
i A4 RIS B FOT A i e b —
i Mo oo LU Patrick Wright

Executive Officer

¢
(I
i
i
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NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

TO: Office Of Planning And Research FROM: California Tahoe Conservancy
PO Box 3044, 1400 - Tenth Street, Room 212 1061 Third Street
Sacramento, California 95814-3044 South Lake Tahoe, California 96150

SUBJECT:  Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public
Resource Code.

State Clearing House Number Contact Person  Telephone Number

2005122039 Penny Stewart (530) 543-5013

Project Location:
The Angora 3 Project is in El Dorado County and is bounded by Angora Creek to the north and North Upper
Truckee Road to the south.

Project Description:

El Dorado County proposes to construct and maintain storm water facilities and implement erosion control
practices in the Mountain View Estates subdivision, as identified in the Lake Tahoe Environmental Improvement
Program. Also included in this project is a fisheries enhancement project in Angora Creek which will improve fish
habitat and passage by removing and replacing degraded culverts under Lake Tahoe Bivd.

This is to advise that the California Tahoe Conservancy, acting as a responsible agency. has approved the above
described project on 5/19/2006 and has made the following determinations regarding the above described
project:

1. The project will not have a significant effect on the environment.

2. A Mitigated Negative Declaration for the project was prepared and approved by the Ei Dorado County Board
of Supervisors on March 21, 2006 and a Notice of Determination was filed March 24, 2006. The Notice of
Determination, Mitigated Negative Declaration, and record of project approval may be examined at the Ei
Dorado County Department of Transportation, 924B Emerald Bay Rd., South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150. The
California Tahoe Conservancy reviewed and considered the Mitigated Negative Declaration that was
prepared by the E! Dorado County prior to project approval.

3. Mitigation Measures were made a condition of the approval of the project by El Dorado County and the
California Tahoe Conservancy.
A Statement of Overriding Considerations was not adopted for this project.

A California Department of Fish and Game Environmental Filing Fee was paid. A copy of the receipt is
attached and has been filed with this notice.

Fish and Game Fees: See above

Date Received for Filing: \¢ A /N )ﬁﬁ % ﬁé}

Steve Goldmart—"
Program Manager
(May 19, 2006 Board Meeting)
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

El Dorado County Department of Transportation -- Tahoe Enginecring Division (EDOT)
prepared this Initial Study (IS) based on a conceptual project design to comply with the
requirements of the Califormia 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 to seek a
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Project. This document evaluates environmental
impacts based on conceptual Project design and is supported by a completed environmental
checklist (Appendix A). 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
public. 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 water 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 two
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 identificd in the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency’s (TRPA) Environmental
Improvement Program (EIP) project list. 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 visitors as well as the scenic,
recreational, educational, scientific, and natural values of the Lake Tahoe Basin. Elements of
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 occupics
portions of Sections 18 and 19, Township 12 north, Range 18 cast, Mount Diablo Base, and
Mendian. It is located 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 at Angora Creck near Mountain Meadow Drive to 6,475

feet near Pyramid Circle.

The Project area is located within an existing residential development bounded to the north by
Lake Tahoe Boulevard and portions of View Circle, to the northwest by the parcels west of Mt.
Rainier Drive and Pyramid Circle, to the south by North Upper Truckee Road, and to the cast by
parcels cast of Mountain Meadow Dnive (Figure A). Other streets in the Project area include
Dixie Mountain Drive, the southern portion of Lake Tahoe Boulevard, Mt. Shasta Circle, Mt

. o i Janﬁary 26,
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Diablo Circle, Mt. Olympia Circle, Snow Mountain Dnve, and Pyramid Court.

2.1 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING AND SITE CHARACTERISTICS

The Project area includes private restdential parcels, undeveloped parcels owned by the CTC and
U.S. Forest Service - Luke Tahoe Basin Management Unit (LTBMU), as well as, El Dorado
County Right-of-Way (ROW). Proposed actions for this Project include improvements on
publicly owned parcels, private casements, and County ROW.  Existing subdivision
improvements include 25 to 30-foot wide paved roads, County ROW, overhead and underground
utilities, and himited 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.

Angora 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 to improve the health of Angora Creek and ultimately that of Lake Tahoe.

Hydrology; The Project area is located within two Upper Truckee River subwatersheds, USGS
Numbers 457 and 471, which encompass 742 acres and 854 acres, respectively. Both USGS
subwatersheds drain to portions of Angora Creek, with the northwestem subwatershed (USGS
457) draining to 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 471.
The 121-acre Project area was divided into ten drainage basins ranging from 3 acres to nearly 40
acres. These ten basins were further 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 culverts along Mt Rainicr Drive and supplies water to the meadow. The presence of
perennial baseflow helps maintain vegetation in the existing drainage channels and the meadow.

Soily/Geology: 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, loamy
alluvium, and marsh. LLoam and marsh groups are generally located within the floodplain of
Angora Creek in the north and northeastern portions of the project area. Jabu coarse sandy loam
is found in most of the higher e¢levations of the project area such as the vicimity 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
metasedimentary rocks exposed in small pendants within Jurassic to Cretaceous granitic rocks.
With the exception of some Middle Jurassic plutons southwest of Mount Tallac, the granitic

Angora } Erosion Controi Project and Fishenes £nhancement Project 2 January 2006
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rocks are all believed to be part of the Late Jurassic-Cretaceous Sierra Nevada batholith, which
extends from nornthwestern Nevada to southern California (Schweickert et al. 2000). The Project
site is in close proximity to exposures of Triassic-Jurassic metamorphic and metasedimentary
rocks. These include miscellancous metasedimentary rocks composing Tahoe Mountain to the
north, and thin-bedded sandstones and siltstones, pyntic, graphitic mudstones, and metavolcanic
rocks along the southwestern shoreline of Fallen Leaf Lake. The Project area is also in close
proximity to exposures of Late Jurassic-Cretaceous granitic 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 northem 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 flood plain deposits.

Vegetation: 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 Society’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

Study Report for the Establishment of Environmenta] 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, elevation, and habitat requirements, fourteen of these
species were determined to unlikely to occur within the Project area. Four invasive plant/noxious
weed species were tdentified including: bull thistle (Cirvium wvidgare), 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 triguctra), was
encountered on an undeveloped CTC owned parcels near the interscction of Mt. Rainier Dnve

and North Upper Truckee Road in the Project area.

Land Use; The Project arca is located within the TRPA Plan Area 132-Mountain View. This
Plan Area has a land use classification of “Residential” (Single Family Dwelling) with a density
of one unit per parcel. The Project area is rural residential with impervious surfaces associated
with roads, driveways and homes. There are no industrial facilities or parking lots present in the
Project area. Approximately one-half of the parcels within the Project area are publicly owned

(Figures D-1 through D-4).

Cultural Resources: Heritage studies previously conducted by Lindstrém and Rucks (2001)
assembled and analyzed baseline information on the paleoenvironment and prehistoric/Native

Argora 3 Erosion Control Project and Fisheries Enhancement Project January 2006
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Amencan and historic Euroamerican land uses in the Angora Creek area. Findings based 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 archeologist. [he 2005 survey repont
states:

“No newly discovered heritage resources were located within the Project
Area of Potential Effect (APE). All visible ground surfaces were examined
for the presence of historic or prehistoric archaeological site indicators.
Two previously recorded sites adjacent 1o the Project APE were re-located,
Site CA-ELD-330, the remains of a log structure svithin the meadow west of
dAngora Creck, appears to be in relatively the sume condition as the 1985
vite form indicated. The structure is not within the Project APE and no
impacts are expected.  The second site adjacent to the 4PE, temporarily
assigned the designation AC-1 by Lindstrém in 2001, appears to have been
completely dismantled and removed. 4 single pipe, likely one of the
recorded water pipes associated with the feature, remains at the site. "

Biological 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 results 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, northern flicker (Coluptes 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 northem goshawk (Accipiter gentiles) (FSC (nesting), CSC (nesting), MIS, FSS and
TRPA) nesting habitat, as well as willow flycatcher (Empidonax traillii) (FSC (nesting), CE,
MIS, FSS) nesting habitat and activity. The Project area does not contain sufficient appropriate
nesting habitat for northem goshawk. They are not expected to nest within the Project
boundaries, although they may forage there. No willow flycatchers were detected at potential
nesting arcas surveyed in the Project area and vicinity.

Seven native fish species and at least threc introduced species are found in the nearby Upper
Truckee River system, hence there is potential that they may be found in Angora Creek. No
known special status fish species are in Angora Creck. Native fish species include Lahontan
redsides (Richardsonius egregius), Lahontan speckled dace (Rhinichthvs osculus robustus),
Lahontan stream wi chub (Gila hicolor pectinifer), Tahoe suckers (Catostomus tahoensis).
mountain sucker (Catostomus plaryrhynchus), Paiute sculpin (Cottns beldingi), and mountain
whitefish (Prosupium williamsoni).  Introduced species include rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus
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mykiss), brown trout (Su/mo trutta), and Eastern brook trout (Salvelinus fontinalis). ln Angora
Creek, the two species of primary management focus have typically been rainbow and brown
trout 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
movement within the streams of the [.ake Tahoe Basin. A properly sized and constructed road
crossing should not impair movement of fish to or from spawning areas or at other times of the
year when fish may need to disperse. On August 25, 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 ad in the
analysis of fish migration through culverts (EDOT 2005a). 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 upstream 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 altemnatives
process and provide the public with an opportunity for input on Project environmental concerns.
EDOT presented concept alternatives to 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
to 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 Formulating Altematives Memo (FAM) and
Concept Altematives Report. Subsequently, EDOT met with the PDT again on October 7, 2005
to discuss the preferred alternative; October 14, 2005 to present the geomorphology and fish
passage report; and on November 21, 2005 to discuss the preferred alternative.

3.0 PROPOSED PROJECT

3.1 REeCLAIM SEZ PURPOSE AND NEED

Twao SEZ locations within the Project area are currently covered by fill material. Both arcas are
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located along Mt. Rainier Drive. The first is north of Mt. Rainier Drive and [.ake T'ahoe Blvd.
he need to reclaimyrestore SEZ in El Dorado County was identified in EIP 2650 and 1s located
north of the intersection of Lake Tahoe Blvd. and Mt. Rainier Drive (Figure A). This area is
currently covered by fill material that matches the elevation of the road and slopes down to
natural ground c¢levation to the north. The second is near the intersection ot Mt. Rainier Drive
and North Upper Truckee Road. Existing functioning SEZ surrounds these fill areas. The
removal of fill identified at these two locations in the Project area would allow better filtration of

runotf, stabilization of scils, and improved water quality.

Reclamation of the first fill area (Mt. Rainter 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 fill area described above will be reclaimed as part of the

croston 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
wetlands 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 fill 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 fill area is located on Mt. Rainier Dnive 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 method of fill removal at this

location would be the same as the previous.

The identified fill matenal is most likely derived from locally excavated material during the
construction of the subdivision and therefore maybe used in other areas of the erosion control
Project, where fill is needed or used as part of the Angora SEZ project adjacent to this Project
area. Should the Project produce excess fill matenal, that matenal would taken to an approved
site and properly disposed of consistent with Lahontan Regional Board and TRPA regulations.

3.3 EROSION CONTROL PROJECT PURPOSE AND NEED

Pursuant to the requirements of Section 208 of the Clean Water Act, the TRPA prepared a Water
Quality Management Plan (208 Plan) for the Lake Tahoe Basin. This plan 1dentified erosion,
runotf, and disturbance resulting from developments such as subdivision roads within the Project
area as pnimary causes of the decline of Lake Tahoe's water quality. The 208 Plan also mandates
that capital improvement projects such as the Angora 3 Project be implemented to bring all El
Dorado County roads into compliance with Best Management Practices (BMPs) by the year
2008 to assist in achieving water quality objectives.
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This Project 1s one of three capital improvement projects designated as Project 193 “Mountain
View" in the TRPA EIP list. The three capital improvement projects that comprise Project 193
are as follows: 1) View, 2) Mt. Rainier, and 3) Cochise. This Project is the Mt. Rainier portion

of EIP Project 193.

The purpose of the Project is to improve the water quality of runoff to Angora Creek and
ultimately to Lake Tahoe by reducing crosion and sediment originating in the Project area. The
methods available 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 Altermatives Memorandum and the
Preferred Alternative Report in which a preferred altemative was identified. As part of the
planning process, the following problems were identified in the Project area:

* Eroding cut slopes;

*  Eroding roadside ditches;

s Reduced infiltration;

* Road sand/cinder accumulation along roads; and

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

Typical drainage and water quality issues identified within the Project area fall into general
categories shown in Table 1:

Table 1. Typical Drainage and Water Quality Issues within the Project Area

Problem Type' Description

Soil erodes from sparsely vegetated and
sloped areas.

Sediment production from soil instability SC

SC | Soil erodes fraom compacted shoulder and
roadside parking.

Cinders wash off road surface with high
concentrations at intersections.

Sediment production trom exposed shou!lder

Sediment production from sanding operations SC

Inadequate conveyance under roads HD | Culverts are undersized and damaged.

HD | Undersized or nonexistent roadside ditch:

Inadequate conveyance along roads
inadequate placement of culverts.

Ponded water along roads HD | Insufficient slope, channel or berms.
Iron seepage from groundwater T Natural source problem.
L.ack of infiltration and treatment T | Compacted and poorly vegetated open areas

and drainages unable to provide infiltration
[ J and treatment,

" Prodlem Type: SC - Source Control: HD - Hydrologic Design. and T - Treatment.
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34 EROSION CONTROL CONCEPT ALTERNATIVES

I'he process of formulating alterative solutions to address water quality issues in the Project
arca conforms to the Stormwater Quality Improvement Committee (SWQIC) 2004 Guidelines
for Water Quality Projects. The two main steps implemented to develop altematives are: (1)
descrnibe baseline (existing) conditions and (2) formulate and evaluate altematives. Bascline data
for the Project area has been collected and presented in the Existing Conditions Report (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 alternatives
for erosion control. As a result of the meeting, the draft concept alternatives were reduced to four
modified concept alternatives. During the June site visit, additional opportunities for SEZ and
water quality improvement were identified outstde of the erosion control Project area.

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

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

All Project area culverts not abandoned or removed will be assessed during altemative
analysis and will be redesigned if size or positions are inadequate for conveyance and 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 #1 - URBAN (MODIFIED)

This alternative was initially designed to strictly follow an urban (reliance on hardscapes)
strategy to address identified problems such as curb and gutter, drop inlets, and piping.
Following the June meeting with EDOT-TED and the CTC, Altemative #1 was modified by
incorporating additional organic opportunities, which can be charactenzed as utilizing the natural
environment with little 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 installations in these areas would prevent
crosion along the roadway drainage and reduce shoulder disturbance. A combination of rock-
lined ditches with vegetation or a series of biospreaders to absorb the water’s energy and prevent
crosion are proposed in areas where existing vegetated ditches are currently showing signs of
erosion or where eroded dirt ditches flow perpendicular to the roadways. Along sparsely
vegetated and eroded slopes, a combination of vegetation and rock slope protection is proposed
to stabilize the area and prevent additional erosion.

Hydrologic Design; A storm drain system installed within the ROW to avoid impacting existing
SEZ 1s proposed along the length of North Upper Truckee Road in the Project area. The storm
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drain is used to adequately collect and convey roadway runoff and treat it through a series of
pretreatment vaults. The storm drain system would initiate at the intersection of North Upper
Truckee Road and Mt Rainier Drive and terminate at a vegetated swale in the State owned
parkland below. Additional culverts are proposed in arcas where nuisance ponding and flooding
has been identified. For example, a new culvert is proposed at the comner of Mt. Rammer Drive
and Mt. Olympia to prevent flow and potential flooding across the roadway and eliminate
erosion in the swale located between Mt. Olympia and Mt. Diablo. Rock bowls are propused at
currently ponding or overflowing culvert inlets to slow 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 inadequately

sized or sloped channels is also proposed.

Treatment: Sediment traps or pretreatment vaults are proposed 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 operations are
concentrated. Sediment traps 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
weatment of flows exiting sections of Lake Tahoe Boulevard and Mt. Rainier Drive.

3.4.2 CONCEPT ALTERNATIVE #2 — ORGANIC (MODIFIED)

This alternative was initially designed to follow an organic strategy for solutions to address
identified problems 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 culvert

inlets to capture road sand and cinders.

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.

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

overbanking and infiltration at key locations.

Treatment: A constructed wetland basin is proposed at the outlets of Culverts 28 and 32 to treat
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runoff.  All drainage conveyance 15 via vegetated swales to provide increased infiltration and
treatment. Sediment traps have been added at locations with high concentrations of road sand

and cinders.
343 CoNCEPT ALTERNATIVE #3 - BLENDED

This alternative focuses on dividing, spreading, and infiltrating tlows using a combination of
urban and organic options and taking advantage of publicly owned lands for BMP placement.
Incorporating comments from the June mecting, a large portion of the proposed curb and gutter
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 (o stabilize the
area and prevent erosion on all sparsely vegetated and eroded areas greater than 100 square feet
and located on publicly owned parcels. Biospreaders, sometimes combined with vegetated
swales, are proposed to slow water flow and prevent erosion on sloped areas downstream of new
culvert 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.

Hydrologic Design: Curb and gutter 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 to carry the flow to 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 inlets 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.
3.44 CONCEPT ALTERNATIVE #4 - BLENDED-

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

Source Control; A combination of rock slope protection and revegetation is proposed for many
sparsely vegetated and eroded areas to minimize nilling, sloughing and resulting sediment
production. Laying back the slope and mulching is proposed for croding slopes that would be
difficult to revegetate due to soil and moisture conditions.  Revegetation and blanketing is
designated for all regraded channel sections to stabilize the channel and prevent erosion. Rock
bowls are proposed at culvert outlets where rilling is occurring at the outlet and biospreaders are
designated at slopes downstream from culvert outlets to slow flow and reduce erosion. Porous
pavement or boulders combined with revegetation are proposed in areas with heavily compacted
and eroding shoulders to provide source control and facilitate infiltration.

Hydrologic_Design: Curb and gutter is proposed in very specific areas where there is a
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combination of either steep slopes, evidence of snow plow disruption and eroding ditches.
Constructed vegetated swales are provided at Culvents 20 and 19 to improve conveyance to the
existing meadow and reduce ponding immediately downstream. A section of the dead end street
on North Upper Truckee Road 1s removed to eliminate unnecessary impervious coverage and to
allow for construction of a vegetated swale or wetland basin to collect runotf from Culvent 2t
In arcas where there is an existing channel with poor conveyance, regrading the channel’s size
and slope followed by revegetation is proposed to improve conveyance.

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

35 SEZ RESTORATION AND EROSION CONTROL PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE - BLENDED

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

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

L.ake Tahoe Boulevard currently crosses Angora Creek at the north west comer of the erosion
control Project area through two 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 to 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 to spawning habitat further upstream on

Angora Creek.

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 on 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 Creck hetween its crossing at Lake Tahoe Boulevard
and the Washoe Meadows State Park property line. As part of this project, failing culverts under
View Circle were removed and ncw bridge was constructed to improve fish passage. As a result
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.

California Department of Parks and Recreation (SPR) implemented the Angora Creek and
Washoe Meadows Wildlife Enhancement Project within Washoe Meadows State Park in 1995.
The primary purpose of the project was to restore the Angora Creck channel and its connection
to the meadow and improve wildlife and fish habitat, as well as water quality. The project was
completed in 1999 and has restored the channel and improved fish passage in that segment of
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Angora Creck. The fishenes enhancement work proposed in the Angora Project herein also
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 downstream on Angora Creck.  Fish
passage through the culverts is currently impaired during high flow periods from excessive water
velocities and during low flow periods from inadequate depth of flow. Passage conditions at the
culverts were assessed in an EDOT (2005a) study of the geomorphic stability and fish passage.

Fish passage condition is gencrally 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 dunng 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

fow 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 include
Lahontan redsides (Richardsonius egregius), Lahontan speckled dace (Rhinichthys osculus
robustus), Lahontan stream tui chub (Gila bicolor pectinifer), Tahoe suckers (Catostomus
tahoensis), mountain sucker (Catostomus platyrhynchus), Paiute sculpin (Cottus beldingi), and
mountain whitefish | Prosopium williamsoni). Introduced species include rainbow trout
(Oncorhynchus mykiss), brown trout (Salmo trutta), and Eastern brook trout (Sulvelinus
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
Tahoe sucker and native mountain whitefish 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.

In the spring, high flow velocities of greater than 2 to 3 feet per second would preclude small
native fish from passing upstrcam through the 40-foot long culverts, while large rainbow trout
and suckers would likely be able to pass through the existing culverts during spring flows. In the
fall, low depth of flow rather than 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 upstream on Angora
Creck 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 Stability and
Fish Passage at Angora Creek (EDOT 2005a) and is available through EDOT.

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

3.7 ANGORA CREEK FISHERIFES ENHANCEMENT PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

The Angora Creck Fisheries Enhancement Project proposes to demolish and remove the two
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cxisting corrugated metal culverts under Lake Tahoe Boulevard and replace them with a single
concrete culvert span wathin the same footprint as the existing span. Angora Creek in the arca of
the culvert replacement would be dewatered and isolated with block nets.  All fish in the
dewatered reach would be removed and relocated in other flowing reaches of Angora Creck. A
small cotlerdam 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 agencies
would be deployed to mitigate construction activity next to 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 Creck Road west of the creek to
litt and remove the culverts. The channel bottom below the culverts would be shaped with a low
flow channel. Two new concrete headwalls would be installed 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 top. The culvert replacement construction duration is anticipated to

take approximately two months.
Final design of Angora Fisheries preferred altemnative is planned for winter 2005/2006 on a

separate design schedule from that of the erosion control Project. The fill/SEZ reclamation arca
north of the intersection of Mt. 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 altemmative would line the existing culverts and place baffles inside for fish passage. The
placement 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
100-year event for Angora Creck. 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-year event under a head.

Angora Fisherfes Alternative #3

This alternative would replace the two existing culverts with a single culvert that would convey a
100-year cvent for Angora Creck. The culvert would be multiple three-sided box culverts or a
bridge with a low flow channel in the center.  The three-sided box culverts would be designed to
accommodate the 100-year event, while maintaining the typical depth found immediately

Upstream.
3.7.2 ANGORA CREEK FISHERIES CONCEPT ALTERNATIVES EVALUATION

This section provides a summary description of the three concept alternatives. Background data
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are presented in the Geomorphology report (ENTRIX September 2005).

All three Angora Creck Fisheries altematives developed for EIP #406 provide solutions that
address the passage ot 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 culverts. Culvert condition 1s 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 crileria 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 mimic the natural channel up to the design flood.

Condition Criteria

“Poor”- The culvert, headwall, or fill material will easily 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 accommodate 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 hydraulic calculations and professional judgement, as described below.

The velocity depth criteria were based on a hydraulic analysis of the alternatives. The hydraulic
analysis viclded depth and velocity data for a range of flows. For a given flow, the higher the
depth and velocity, the lower the ranking. If a culvert operates under a head that exceeded the
culvert height for flows up the design flow then the culvert ranked “Poor™. If the culvent
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operated under a hcad but the velocity over a range of flows is less than 3 fusec, then the
alternative ranked “Good™. If the depth and velocity were simular from downstream, through the
culvert, to upstream, then the alternative was ranked “Best”. The cutoff of 3 fusec represents the
upper limit of the sustained swimming specd of many fish species.

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

Results of Opportunities and Constraints Ranking

Using the hydraulic analysis of the altematives, the three altematives were ranked. The results
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
Altemative 3 Best Best

3.7.3 ANGCORA FISHERIES PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

Alternative 1 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, Alternative 2 will also operate under a head for higher flows, which means a potential
fish passage bamier or delayed passage during those flows. Also, changing the channel
hydraulics at the culverts may induce headcutting 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 floudplain, debris may become trapped at the culvert. The alternative therefore ranks “Good”

for the improvements.

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

'ving'&% 3 Erosion Control Project and Fishenes Enhancement Project TS )anuaa-li)};bu

Initial Study- Mitigated Negative Declaration



Based on this evaluation, a design that mimics the natural loodplain characteristics, as in
Alternative 3 is the preferred alternative. This alternative will be refined further with detailed

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

Every effort has been made to locate proposed inprovements within the County right-of-way
(ROW) or vn publicly owned parcels. Figures D-1 through D-4 show all public 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 USES parcels to the County will 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.

Table 3. Proposed Permanent Easement Locations and Owners

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

733-451-04 Gainor

50 MITIGATION MONITORING

Mitigation measures are described in the attached CEQA Environmental Checklist (Attachment
A). EDOT staff and/or contractor will conduct on-site monttoring to cnsure that mitigation

measures are implemented as proposed.

A full ime construction inspector provided by the County and'or contractor will monitor
proposed mitigation measures for potential temporary impacts associated 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 to County
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inspections, regulatory agencies will review Project plans and specifications to ensure
compliance with all applicable local, state, and federal requirements.  Any additional mitigation
measures required by regulatory agencies as a condition of approval will be monitored 1n the
same manner. Throughout the construction of the Project, the agencies will be invited to weekly
“tailgate” meetings and conduct periodic visits to the Project sites to enforce the implementation

of BMPs and ensure compliance with all 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 cstablishment will include irrigation and
replanting, if necessary. The County will inspect all Project improvements during the spring and
fall of each year during the twenty-year maintenance period as required by CTC erosion control
grant guidelines. County engineering staff will direct maintenance staff to provide maintenance
of new facilities based on results of the inspections. Photographs will be taken before and after
construction for a period of two years, and following significant storm events to monitor Project

performance.
6.0 COVERAGE AND PERMIT ISSUES

After construction is complete and revegetation established, the areas of SEZ to 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 at this time and it is anticipated that no new coverage would
result from Project construction. 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 completed the land capability/SEZ verification for the Project, hence this estimate is based
on profcssional judgement and ¢xperience on similar projects and information gathered as part of
the Project. Dunng 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.

After construction and revegetation is complete, SEZ areas that receive the installation of
sediments 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 Lahontan Board. Since the Project will exceed 2,000 square feet of
new disturbance and more than 100 cubic yards of fill or excavation within SEZs to construct
proposed sediment basins and remove till, EDOT will request from the Lahontan Regional Board
exceptions to the Basin Plan prohibitions against disturhbances to 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 1dentified for additional
ticldwork. In addition, every effort is being made to completely avoid direct and indirect
impacts on these potential wetlands during final design. It it is determine during final design that

~\}{g.m V Emsion Controi f’rgfc}:r and Fisherres Enhancement Project 7
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avowdance is not possible, delineation work will be completed in the spring before designs at
those locations would be finalized. Currendy. ptant identification and delineation documentation
is being prepared for the erosion control Project. A Clean Water Act Section 404 penmit
application would be prepared and submitted to the U.S. Amiy Corps ot Engincers based on the
final crosion control Project design and its impact on wetlands and junsdictional waters (1e.

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

I. Project title:  Angora 3 Lrosion Control Project and Fisheries Enhancement Project JN 95160,

2 Lead agency name and address:

__El_Dorado County Departinent ot Transportation
_ 9248 Emerald Bay Road

__South Lake Tahog, CA_96150.

3. Contact person and phone number:
_El Dorado County, South Lake Tahoe,

___Alfred Knotts §30-§73-792}

4. Project location:

5. Project sponsors name and address:
__El Dorado County Department of Transportation _ __
9248 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 to later

phases of the Project, and any secondary, support. or off-site features necessary for its
implementation. Attach additional sheets, if necessary.)

See attached mitigated negative declaration for detailed Project description,

9. Surrounding land uses and setting: Briefly describe the Project surroundings:
ive declaration for description of Project surroundings.

See attached mitigated ne
10, Other public agencies whose approval is required (¢.g.. permits, financing approval, or
participation agreement.)

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, California Tahoe Conservancy, California Department of
Fish and Game, California Regional Water Quality Control Board - L.ahontan Region, U S. Forest
Service Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit

January 2006
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

he envirommental factors checked below would be potentially attected by this project. involving at
Jeast one impact that is a Potentially Signiticant fmpact as indicated by the checklist on the

following pages.

] Aesthetics 0] Agriculture Resources (7 Air Quality

(] Biological Resources {7 Cultural Resources (] Geology/Soils

(] Hasards & Hazardous ( Hydrology. Water Quality (7] tand Use/ Planning
Materials

() Mineral Resources (] Noise (] Population/1{ousing
[ public Services ("] Recreation (] Transportation/ T raffic

(] Gtilities / Service Systems [.] Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

() 1 find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment,
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

[d 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.
(7] 1 find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.
(7 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 |) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to 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 1o be addressed.

1 find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentiatly significant effects (a) have been analy zed adequately 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 measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

Signature: Date

Alfred Knots, E! Dorado County

Printed name

2 o ' " January 2006
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EVALLUATION OF ENV.RONMENTAL IMPACTS:

{3y A brief explanation is required for all anssvers except No Impact answers that are adequately supported
by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A No Impact
answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does
not apply 1o projects like the one involved (e.y.. 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
standards (¢.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors 1o pollutants, based on a project-specific
screening analysis).

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

cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational

impacts.

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist
answers must indicate whether the impact is potentinlly significant, less than significant with mitigation,
or less than significant. Potentially Significant Impact is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that
an effect may be significant. 1f there are one or more Potentially Significant Impact entries when the
determination is made, an EIR is required.

4) Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an ¢ffect from Potentially Significant impact to a Less
Than Significant Impact. The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how
they reduce the effect to a less than signiticant level (mitigation measures from Section XV, Farlier
Analyses, may be cross-referenced).

5) Earlier analyses may be used where. pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an
effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063c) (3) (D).
In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify 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 carlier document pursuant to applicable
legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based

on the carlier analysis.
¢) Mitigation Measures. For effects that ure Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures

Incorporated, describe the mitigation measures, which were incorporated or refined from the
carlier document and the cxtent to which they address site-specific conditions for the

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

substantiated.
7)  Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached. and other sources used or individuats
contacted should be cited in the discussion.

8) This is only a suggested form, and lcad agencies are free to use different formats; however. lead agencies
should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project’s environmental
effects in whatever farmat is selected.

) I'he explanation of each issue should identify.
a) The significance ¢riteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate cach question; and

bi The mitigation measure identified. if any. to reduce the impact to less than significance

“Angora 3 Erosicn Control Project and Fisheries 3 o T January 2006
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[. AESTHETICS -- Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on i scenic vista?

Potentially
Nignilicant
_tmpaet

O

S g
Less {han

Srgniticant
With
Mitigation

Incorparation

O

_Impoct

tess Than
Sigoviticam

O

oo tmpact |

b) Substantially Jamage scenic resources. including, but not
limited to. trees, rock outcroppings. and historic buildings
within a state scenic highway”

]

O

O

¢} Substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of the site and its surroundings?

|

g

X

No

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which
would adversely atfect day or nighttime views in the area?

O

d

X

la) None of the proposed improvements 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 construction of proposed erosion control improvements such as sediment basins or

inlet/outlet structures would not substantially 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

would adversely aftect views in the area.

Angora 3 Erosiun Control Project and Fisheries
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I AGRICULTURE RESOURCES:  In Jetermining ;;

{

Whether impacts to agricoltural resources are signiticant
environmental effects, lead agencies nay refer o the
Califomia  Agricultural  Land  Evaluation  and  Site
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept.
of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing
impacts on agriculture and farinland.  Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on
the maps prepared pursuant 1o the Farmland Mapping and

——t e

Monitoring Program ot the California Resources Agency, 1o
non-agricultural use?

——— R e e
:

Putentially
Signiticant
mpact

O

L_Incorporation

T . M

!ess Fhan
Signiticant
With
Mitigation

(3

1 ess Man
Signiticant
_lmpuct Impuct

O 0

No

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use. or a
Williamson Act contract?

O

B

¢) Involve other changes in the existing environment which,
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of

Farmland. to non-agricultural use?

O

d

I1a) Land within the Project area is located in TRPA Plan Area Statement (PAS) 132 and has a land
use classification of Residential under 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 management. No land within the Project area is currently used for

agriculture nor is it listed as a permissible use within this PAS.

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

¢) See response |l a).

<.I\tho‘r:3‘trosion Control Preject and Fisheries
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LI AIR QUALITY - Where available. the significance criteria
| established by the applicable air quality management or air
pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following
. determinations. Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?

———re o

Putertially
Signiticant

_mpact

L R . S

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an
existing or projected air quality violation?

{ess Phan
Sigaicant
With
Mitigution

| Incomuranon

Less Than
Signilicant No
Jmpact | Impace

¢) Resuit in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment
under an applicable federal or state ambient air yuality standard
! (including releasing cmissions, which exceed guantitalive
thresholds for ozone precursors)?

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of

O

d) Expose sensitive receptors 1o substantial  pollutant 0O ] %
concentrations?

O

&

people?
[

i

Hl a)

quality improvement plans for this area.

Compliance with E} Dorado County Air Quality Management District (EDCAQMD) and TRPA
regulations will ensure that the project will not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the air

b) Emissions from the project site, subsequent to 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 to viotations of existing air quality standards. The project is

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

The proposed project will not result in a cumulatively significant increase in any criteria pollutant.
Air quality impacts from the proposed project are expected to be well below established significance

c)

levels because construction takes place over a short time and no increase in emissions is expected

from the site after construction.

d. and e) The Project would not have any long term impacts to air quality in the Project area.
Construction equipment may emit odors and tumes for the short term during construction
This short-term activity would not result in a cumulative increase of criteria potlutant for
which the Project region is in non-attainment nor would it expose sensitive receptors 1o
substantial pollutant concentrations. or create objectionable odors affecting a substantial
number ot people. Comnpliance 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 Project
would have a less than significant impact on air quality with the following mitigation measures:

Impact AQ-1: Construction reluted uctivities cun creae Short wrm impacts to air quuliny through
dust generation and equipment exhaust, svhich withow mnngation, could cause air quality stundurds

10 he viofated
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Vitigation Vieasure AQ-lu: The constiruction contractor shatl implement Best Munagement
Practices as they related 1o air qualiny from the TRPA Code of Ordinances and Handbook of Best
Management Praciices.

Mitigation Measures AQ-1b: The construction comractor shall water exposed soil twice daily. or
as nevded. to control wind borne dust. Al haul-dump trucklouds shall be covered securely

Mitigution Measure AQ-Ic: 41 a muiimum of three times per week. remove from all adjucent
streets, all dirt and mud which has been generated frum or deposited by construction equipmient
going 1o and from the consiruction site.

Mitigation Measure AQ-I1d: On-sire vehicle speed shall be limited 1o 15 miles per hour on

unpuaved surfaces.

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

Mitigation Measure AQ-1f: Construction equipment idling shull be kept ta a minimum when 1 is
not in use.

Mitigation Measure AQ-1g: The construction contractor shall post a publicly visible sign on the

project site during construction aperations that specify the telephone number and person’ugency o
contact for compluints and/or inquiries on dust generation und other air quality problems resulting

[from project construction.
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V. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:

a substantial adverse cffect, either directly or through
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate,
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and Game or LS. Fish and Wildlife Service?
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b) Have a substantial adverse effect an any riparian habitat or vther

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?
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¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
tincluding, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal. ctc.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any nalive resident
or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridars, or impede the usc of
native wildlife nursery sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biologival resources, such as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adoptcd Habitat Conservation
Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved
local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

1V a)and d)
Special Status Wildlife

The Project area is a developed residential area interspersed with open undeveloped lots and
surrounded by undeveloped lands. Permissible uses include resource inanagement, 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
Rasin Management Unit (L TBMU), was consulted for additional local information and records on
the following species in and adjacent to the Project area: California wolverine (CGulo ¢ula, bald
cagle (Huliueetus leucocephafus), Sierra Nevada snowshoe hace (Lepus amertcanus tahoensis),
American pine maeten (Muartes umericana), Pacific fisher (Martes pennanti pacifica), yreat gray
owl (Strix nebulosa), Yosemite toad (Bufo cunorus), Sierra Nevada red tox (Fulpes vulpes necator),
osprey (Pundion haliactus ), bank swallow (Ripuria riparia). golden eagle Clguilu chrysaetos), Mt
Ly ell salamander (/fvdramantes plutycephalus). and American badger (Tavidia tuvus). Information
from Mr. Lyons has been incorporated into Appendix E. No established native resident, migratory
wildlife corridors, or native wildlife nursery sites are lacated in the Project area.
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Surves s for *our special status wildlife species (willow Hycatcher. Empndonax vrarilif; nocthern
goshawk, Accpirer gemtilis mountain yetlow-legged trog, Rung mucosa; and leopard trog. Rana

piprens) were conducted in 2005 for the Project.

Willow Nycatcher - Protocol surveys of willow flycatcher potential habitat and willow tlycatcher
activity was conducted in June July 2005. No willow flycatcher was found at potential habitat in or
near the Project area. Survey results and sumimary forin are provided in Appendix G.

Northern goshawk - Known nest locations in the Project vicinity for northern goshawk were
identified through a search of the California Natural Diversity Database and consultation with

L TBMU wildlife biologist. A survey was conducted in 2005, No northern goshawk activity was
found near the Project area. Survey results are provided in Appendix H.

Mountain yellow-legged frog and leopard frog -- Surveys for mountain yellow-legged frog and
feopard frog were conducted along reaches of Angora Creek in the Project area. No mountain
yellow-legged frog or leopard trog or tadpoles of either were found. Survey results are provided in

Appendix |,

Based on the information gathered as part the CEQA Initial Study. it is determined that the ¢rosion
control Project would have a less than signiticant impact on wildlife in the Project area with the

following mitigation measures.

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

Mitigation Measure B-1: EDOT will contact the USFS LTBMU ruptor biologist two weeks prior 1o
the commencement of construction activities to verifv that no new northern goshawk nests have
been identified in the Project vicinity, If any active nests are identified within the area, consultation
with USFS would be undertaken regarding regulation and timing of construction activities. Any
active nests will be avoided through implementation of a one-quarter mile buffer during the
hreeding season (March | through August 15) or unild the young have fledged. Waterfowl shall be
removed and relocated to suituble 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

I ahontan redsides (Richardsonius egregius). Lahontan speckled dace (Rhnichthys vsculus
robustus ), Lahontan stream tui chub (Gilu hicolor pectinifer), Tahoe suckers (Catostomus
tahoenyis), mountain sucker (Catostomus plutyrhynchus), Paiute sculpin (Contus beldingi). and
mountain whitetish 1 Prosopium williamsoni). Imroduced species include rainbow trout
(Oncorkynchus mykiss), brown trout (Safmo trutta), and Eastern brook trout (Salvelinus fontinalis).
Also. larger lake-run trout are known to imove 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 rative Tahoe sucker and
native mountain whitefish can reach iengths of 8-20 inches. Rainbow and brown :rout can reach
lengths of 18-24 inches. Brook trout usually grow to about 8-14 inches in length,
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I'he construction area of the Angora Fisheries component should be dewatered and isolated with
block nets. All fish in the dewatered reach would be removed and relocated in other flowing
reaches of Angora Creek down stream from the Project. A small cotferdam would be installed
upstream of the construction area. Inflow would be diverted at the colferdam into a by pass pipe that
would carry low around the construction site and discharge flow back into Angora Creek
downstream of the site. Approved Best Management Practices { BMPs) would be employed 1o
contain construction activity next to the stream channel. Upon containment, mechunized equipment
would be used to remove the road surface and till over the culverts.  Low impact hand equipment

would also be utitized where appropriate.

Impact B-2: During construction reluted dewatering of the affected reach. native fish may become

stranded.

Mitigation Measure B-2: 4/l fish in the dewatered reach would be removed and relocated to other
Slowing reaches of Angora Creek down stream from the Project urea. Personnel conducting the
relocation will nbtain and possess a scientific collecting permit firom the California Department of
Fish and Game during fish remaval und 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
land within the Project area. Vegetation communities in the Project area identified 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 wetfand habitat (fen) that supports special status
plant species was encountered in one location in the Project area.

A special status plant, three-ranked hump mass, Meesia triquetra, was encountered in a fen north of
the intersection of Mt. Rainier Drive and North Upper Truckee Road. A California Natural
Community Ficld Survey form and map depicting the location of the fen is included in Appendix J.

Impact B-3: One special status plunt theee-ranked hump moss, (Meesia triguetra). was identified in
a newly recorded sensitive natural communiry (fen) in the Project urea.

Mitigation Measure B-3: Each concepr alternative proposes 1o install erosion controf fucilities at
or near the vicinity of the fen. The preferred alternative will be redesigned and relocated to avoid
impact to this natural community und the special status plant within jt. The extent of the fen hus
heen muapped during wetlund delineation fieldwork to precisely idennfy it on Progect plan drawings

Jfor protection.

Mitigation Measure B-3: The Counpy is in the process of hirme a fen specialist to ensure this
special status plant species and habitat are not impacied.

¢) Wetland delineation fieldwork in the Project area is ninety-eight percent complete as of the first
snowfall of 200S. The remaining areas ot potential wetland have been identitied for.additional
fieldwork. [n addition. every effort is being made 10 avoid direct and indirect impact on these
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potential wetlands during final design. [ it were determine during final design that avoidance is not
possible, delineation work will be completed in the spring betore designs at those locations would
be finatized. Currently, plant identitication and delineation documentation is being prepared for the
erosion control Project. A Clean Water Act Section 404 permit application would be prepared
based vn the final erosion control Project design and its impact on wetlands and Waters of the U.S. ‘
and submitted to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE). The intent of the ¢rosion control :
Project is to reduce erosion, improve water quality, and increase stormwater infiltration for sediment “

removal.

Impact B-4: Wedund delineation is not complete ut this time. Progect dexign and constriction may
potentially impact wetlunds and‘or Waters of the U.S. (WOUS).

Mitigation Measure B-d4a: Lpon completion of wetland delincation, Project design will be
modified. us needed, 10 avoid impuacts to the fen and avoid or minimize impacts to other wetlunds
and/or WOLUS. Should direct or indirect impacts 1o wetlands or WOUS be identificd during final
dexign, a Section 404 permit application wonld be completed and submined to the USACOE und
appropriate mitigation measures implemented. This will include hand or low impact equipment,
temporary BMP 's such us filter fence, coir logs, and vrange construction limit fencing to denote
protected ureas where work is not intended to be performed.

Mitigation Measure B-4b: Should any construction work be required in or adjacent to wetlands, it
shall be conducted from existing puvement and 'vr confined to the smallest area possible to complete

the work.

Mitigation Measure B-4¢: 4l excavated material not required to complete the work shall be
remaoved from the wetland areas and contained by appropriate BMP meusures.

For the Angora Fisheries Enhancement component at Lake Tahoe Blvd. 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
focal, regional, or state habitat conservation plan covers the Project area.

Both Projects are considered environmental improvements and are identified in the Lake Tahoe
Environmental improvement Program.

¢) The TRPA Code of Ordinances (Chapter 71.2A) prohibits cutting of any live, dead or dying tree
greater than or equal to 30 inches diameter at breast height (dbh) in westside forest ty pes on lands

classified by TRPA as conservation, recreation, or Stream Environment Zone. Both recreation and
Stream Environment Zone lands apply to the Project area. In these areas. removal of trees equal or

greater than 30 inches dbh would be avoided.

January 2006
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V aand b) For the Project. an archaeological records search and an archaeological survey of the
Project area were conducted in August 2005. Neither previously identified cultural 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 requests for copies of

the report from reviewing agencies.

Based on the information gathered as part the CEQA 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.

Impact C-1: The Angora Fisheries Enhancement Project component may potentially impact
cultural resources in the Project urea.

Mitigation Measure C-1: Prior o construction. u 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 significance 10 determine Project impucis.

If the resource is determined significant, then impacts should be avoirded. If impacts 1o a
significunce impact cannot be avoided, then additional mitigation meusures 1o reduce impacts to
less than significant must be developed in consuliation with the lead ugency.

Impact C-2: Project construction related carth-moving activities have the potential to encounter
unexpected subsurface urtifacts.

Mitigation Measure C-2: Showld any archacological materials be uncovered during consiruction
activities, EDOT contracting documents have standard language that requires contractors to inform
the EDOT lead engineer in writing. Also all work shall siop in the immediate area of the cidiural or
archaevlogical resowrce and EDOT will contact a qualified archaeologist at EDOT s expense. (o

inspect the finds and determne appropriate nreasures (o take.

sanuary 1006
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¢) The Project area does not have any unique paleontological resource. site, or unique geologic

feature,
Jd) No known human remains are located in the Project area.

tmpact C-3: Project construction related earth-moving activitics have the powential to encounter

unexpected human remaing,

Mitigation Measure C-3: Should any human remaing is uncovered during construction activines,
EDOT contracting documems has stundard language that requires contractors o inform the EDOT
lead engineer in writing. Also all work shall stop in the immediate area of the remains. As requircd
by California law, EDOT will contact the ( ‘ounty Coroner. at the County's expense, 1o unspect the

Sindings and determine appropriate meusures to fuke.

13 January 2206
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| etfects, including the risk of loss. injury. or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known carthquake fault, as delincated on the
most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning \Map
issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of
Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.
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il Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquetaction?

iv) Landslides?

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

0(0|0|0lc
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¢} Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that
would become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially
result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse?

0O
O
g
X

d) Be located on ¢xpansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the
Uniform Building Code { 1994), creating substantial risks to life or

property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic 0 D D = -

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

- i e A

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

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

Impact G-1: Project construction related carth-moving activities have the potential to cause
temporary soil erasion in the Project urea.

Mitigation Measure G-1: EDOT will prepare a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP)
as required by TRPA and Lahontan Regional Board. The SWPPP will include appropriute

measures to minimize soil erusion during constriichion.

Mitigation Measure G-la: EDOT will ulso conduct duily inspections of BMP measures to ensury
they are properly mamained and properly placed for maximum benefit. As part of this process,
DOT and or contractor will complete formal inspection forms for submuttal to regulatory ugencies
10 domonsirate Jeficiencies and that corrective aotion has been taken.
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¢) Project related improvements would not be tocated on a geolagic or soil that is unstable. The
nature of the erosion control improvements and tisheries restoration would not potentially result in
on- or oft-site fandslide, lateral spreading, subsidence. liquetaction or collapse.

d) The Projects would not be located on expansive soils and would not create substantial risk to life

ur property.

¢) No septic tanks or wastewater disposal system is proposed in the Projects.
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. a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the envirenment 0] %] 0 .
' through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials? '
B e e - ; | R I
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment D D @ L—.] (
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions ! !
! involving the release of hazardous materials into the envirenment? L J
¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely (] O] 0 ‘ ‘X |
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter nile
of an existing or proposed school? |
= -+ fomar e . e 4
d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of huzardous 0 0 a =
materials sites compiled pursuant to Govemment Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?
¢) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where 0 0 O =
such a plan has not been adopted, within two mites of a public

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

f) For a praject within the vicinity of a private airsirip, would the 0 D ] X
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in

the project area? .

g) Impair implementation of or interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan? - O O X
h) Expose people or structures 1o a significant risk of loss, injury 0 0 ] = 1

or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are
adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed

with wildlands? ‘[ J

VIt a) and b) The Contractor will be required to prepare and submit a Spill Contingency Plan subject to
review and approval by E! Dorado County.

impact H-1: During Project construction, there exists a risk of accidental fuel spills from construction
equipment.

Mitigation Measure H-1a: The construction contractor will be required to prepare und submit a Spill
Contingency Plan subfect to review and approval by El Dorado Couwnty. Upon approva, the Spill
Contingency Plan will be formully umended into the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP)
and submitted to TRPA and the Lahontan Regional Bourd  In addition, cleaning of vehicles or
construction equipment shall not be permitted to occur on site unless conducted in a pre-approved

concrete washout location.
Mitigation Measure H-tb: Spill prevention kits shall always be in close proximity when using hazardous
muarerials (e g in crew trucks and ather loical focations).
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Mitigation Measure H-I¢: Vo fueling shall be done 1 or near Angora Creck. wetlands, or immediate
Hoodplains - For stationary cquipmont that must be fucled on site near these areas, contamment shall he
provided in such a manner that acaidental spil of fuel shall not enter water, contanunate sedments that

may come mocomact with water. affect wetland vegetation
¢} I'he Project areas are not focated with one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school.

d) The Project areas are not located on a site that is on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant 1o Govenunent Code Section 65962.5

¢) and 1} The Project areas are located within two miles of a public airport. However, the Project
would not result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the Project area.

8) Construction of the proposed improvements would not prohibit access of resident or emergency
vehicles through the Project area even where traftic controls are implemented.

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

" Angora 3 Erosion Control Project and Fisheries
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b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or intertere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be a
net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table level {e.g., the production rate of pre-cxisting
nearby wells would drop 10 a fevel which would not support
existing land uses or planned uses for which permiits have been

granted)?
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¢) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site orf
area. including through the alteration of the course of a stream or
river. in a manner which would result in substantial erosion of

siltation oa- or off-site?
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No
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d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattemn of the site or
area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or
river. or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff
in a manner, which would result in flooding on- or ofT-site?

b

¢) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the
capacity of existing ot planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of poliuted runoff?

O

_mpact

e

L e med

[T') Otherwisc substantially degrade water quality?

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard arca as mapped on
a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or
other Mlood hazard delineation map?

! ®

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures. which
would impede vr redirect flood flows?

Tffxposc people o structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving flooding, including flooding as a
result of the faiture of a levee or dam?

—

|
0! O

| j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami. or mudflow?

d

S S

J

|

V11 a) The purpose of proposed improvements for the Project is intended to improve the quality of’

stor
settling basins.

mwater and snowmelt runoft from County roads through the use of infiltration. detention. and

Impact WQ-1: lreject comsiruction related activitivs may camse short-term swater qualine impacts
during storm evenis or acordental fitel spills from construction equpment
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Mitigation Measure WQ-1a: KDOT will prepure a temporary erosion control plan tar
comruction BMP's und drainage plans tor the project in accordance with TRPA and Lahontan
Regional Board requirements for storm water poliution prevention. The plan will include a Storm
Water Pollutien Prevention Plan. Dust Suppression Plun. and Dewatering Plun to be submitied to

Lahintan Regional Bourd und TRPA for review und upproval.

Mitigation Measure WQ-1b: Duily inspecrions will he conducted on oll existing BMP s in the
praject urea. Should any deficiencies be noted. remedial action by DOT staff and. or Contractor
will be initiated immediately.  In addition, mitigation measures H-1a through H-1¢ would address

accrdental fuel spills from construction equipment

Mitigation Measure WQ-lc: EDOT staf will monntor weather reports on a daily basis and
notified the contractor of any forecasted adverse weather conditions.

Mitigation Measure WQ-1d: At a minimum of three times per week, remove from all adjacent
streets, all dirt und mud which has been generated from or deposited by construction equipment
going to and from the construcition site. In addition, mitigation measures H-1a through H-1c would
address accidental fuel spills from construction equipment.

Mitigation Measure WQ-le: EDOT will prepare a Sumpling and Analysis Plun (SAP) 10 be
included as part of the Storm Wuter Pollution Prevention Plan. The SAP will identify sampling
locations and procedures to measure storm run-off and nearby by surface waters during storm
events fo identify threats to water quulity.

b) Proposed improvements will not effect or interfere with groundwater recharge or cause a net
deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level. Some of the proposed

improvements will spread flow to increase infiltration,

¢) and d) The proposed Project improvements would alter the drainage pattern of road and some
surface runofT in the Project area through the following: flow previously conveyed in roadside
ditches will be conveyed in concrete 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 flow conveyance with
considerations to flow, slope, and velocities. Replacement of roadside ditches with cancrete curb
and gutter would alter the amount of surface runotY infiltration. However. infiltration would be
increased through the propoesed installation of sediment basins. rock bowls, and flow spreaders.
Changes to the drainage pattern would not result in on- or off-site flooding.

Construction of the Fisheries Enhancement Project would require temporary diversion of Angora
Creek to dewater. remove the existing culverts, and install new headwalls and concrete span. The
replacement of existing culverts with a single concrete span within the same footprint would not
permanently alter the course of Angora Creck. A small cotferdam would be installed upstream of
the construction arca. Inflow would be diverted at the cofferdam into a by pass pipe that would carry
How 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 agencies would be deployed to mitigate construction activity next to the stream
channel. Mechanized equipment would be used 1o remove the road surface and till over the culverts.
A crane would be placed on dead-end portion of Angora Creck Road west of the creek 10 Jift and
remove the culvents. The channel bottom below the culverts would be shaped with a low Now
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channel. Two new concrete headwalls would be installed to anchor a new pre-formed concrete span.

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.

Impact WQ-2: Construction reluted activities for the fisheries enhancement project including
diverting Angora Creck, mstalling the bypass pipe. and removal of the old and installation of the
new culvert could potentially cause erosion und impact water quality.

Mitigation Measure WQ-2a: EDOT will requive the construction contractor 1o implement BMP s
that specifically addresses threats (o water quality and temporary crosion control medsures bused
on FRPA BAP s consistent with Mitigation Measures WQ 1. la, 1¢ und le.

Mitigation Measure WQ 2b: EDOT stuff und-or contractor will have access to a Huch meter at ull
times to conduct trbidity readings 1o ensure compliunce with water quality stundards Jor turbidity.
Should turbidity data indicated non-compliance. DOT staff undsor contractor will initiate remedial

acrion to address the threat to water quality.

Mitigation Measure WQ-2¢: Stream flows will be monitored und diversion activity will tuke place
when stream flows low.

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

f) tlazardous materials used during Project construction could accidentally spill and become a
poltution 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.

‘\ngora 3 Crasion Control Praject and Fisheries 0 ' ) *Tanuary 2006
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" IXN. LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the project:

' @) Physically divide an established community?

; b) Contlict with any applicabie land use plan, policy. or regulation
¢ uf an agency with jurisdiction over the project tincluding, but not
 limited to the gencral plan, specitic plan. local coastal program, or
i oning  ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
! mitigating an environmental effect?

[ e

i Potentially
COStpmiticant

(2

O

!

| .
e paa

PO

[ ess Than
Sipgnificant
With
Mitigation

Incorporation 1

U

a

Less Than
Stgntficant
hipact

o

¢} Conilict with any applicable habital conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan?

|
|

O

(]

0

1X a) The proposed Project improvements would not physically 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. Forgst Service --

Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit.

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

Project area.

No
| hpact
e

&

.

Ll
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P X, MINERAL RESOURCES -+ Would the project.
|

1

i
[ —— PRI - e e— —

i @) Result in the loss of availability of a known mincral resource

| that would be of value to the region and the residents of the state”

—

l Puatentially
Sigailicant

a

lipact
RO A B

o ——

Incorpen dtion

Lo Than
Sigimticant
With
Mtigation

O

Less Than
Spniticant

(J

No
Ampucr_|

X

b

bj Result in the loss of availability of a locally impostant mineral
resource recovery site delincated on a local gencral plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

d

A

O

O

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

state in the Project area.
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) ! P oless tvan | ‘
! ! Signtticant i
- XL NOISE - Would the project result in: i Potentiaily With | Less Than
| ' Sigmficant | Mitigation Signiticant | No
’ e L mpuat |
!
i

]

) Exposure of persons 1o or generation of nuise levels in excess of |
! standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance,

- or applicable standards of other agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne |
vibration or groundborne noise levels?

l'¢1 A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the .
Lprojcct vicinity above levels existing without the project? L.

S R

g
e

0 o
|
Df
0l
L.'

g

_Jr —

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise

—
J

i levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the
project?

f
|
!

wmmwmwwwkmw

oy

e — 4

1
4‘
|
!

|

L
i

¢) For a project located within an airport land use plan or. where ]
such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public ]

o

airport or public use airport, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the 0 ] 0 E
project expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels? l

S

X1 a), b) and d) Construction related activities would generate a short-term increase in ambient
noise levels. The Noise section of the TRPA Code of Regulations regulates construction-related
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
Noise 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 generate short-rerm noise levels excess of
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance.

Mitigation Measure N-1a: Per TRPA Code und permit conditions, the construction contractor
would be limited 1o maximum workday hours between 8 V0 um. and 6.30p.m Use of cracking
agents will he specified in the construction contract,

Mitigation Vieasure N-1b. .4/ power equipment and vehicles used for Project construction will
have proper muffler devices. EDOT will udvise potentially atfected residents of the proposed
construction activities mcluding duration. schedule of activities, und comtacts for filing noise
complaints. EDOT staff aund-or contractor will attempt 1o respond 1o all noise complains recenved
within vne working day and resoive the issue us S00n ay possible

¢). ). and ) The Projects would not result in the permanent increase in ambient noise levels. The
Project would not subject residents in the Project area to excessive noise.
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XIf a). b). and ¢) The proposed ¢

rosion control improvements and fisheries restoration would not

directly or indirectly induce or displace existing or future housing.
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Enhancement Project

Draf Initial Study. Mitigated Negative Declaration

" January 2006

R S - —— e G
i I ess than i
; i Swgnilicant i
L XIL POPULA FION AND HOUSING - Would the project: Potentially With Less Vhan f
Significant Mitigation significant Noo !
[ L Mvpuer | lncorpuration | tmpadt _tpact_J
! 41 Induce substantial population growth in an ar¢a. either directly O] 0 D X
‘for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly ifor cxample, through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)? |
B S . P . - I
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing. necessitating 0 O 0O R
the construction of replacement housing elsewhere? ’ ;
¢) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the O } O ﬁ O %
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? | |
NS — i S S



| | Pess Than

j i S ficat l |
CXHE PUBLIC SERVICES Potentially With 1oLess Than ! _ H
Nigniticant Mitgation | Significant | No ’

! .
, e lmpaet | ncorporation | Impact ¢ Impadt

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts
assoctated with the provision of new or physically  altered
governmental facilties. nced for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental  impacts,  in order  to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or other perfonmance
objectives for any of the public services:

Fire protection?

Police protection?

Schools?

m@@@i

Parks?

ojoio oo
alisiiululls
alislisiisiiu}

Other public facilities?

X

X111 a) The proposed Project improvements would have no long term impact on fire protection,
police protection, schools, or parks. The Project will positively improve existing storm runoff

facilities in the Project area.
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XIv. RECREATION .-

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood an
regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial

physical dcterioration of the facility would uvccur or he
accelerated?
b) Does the project include recreational tacilities or require the

construction of expansion of recreational facilities, which might

L

—

Less Than
Sigmticant

Porentiatly With
Sigmiticant Mitgation
mpagt | Ingorpuration

]

-

Lesy Than
Stenidicat
Impact

have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

d

ey s s g e

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

26
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! Less Than ;

: | Suantlicant
XV, TRANSPORTATION. TRAFFIC -- Would the project: Patentzally Wth Less Than ,
Sigmiticant Mitigation Sigmiicant No
N e pMmpact | Incorporation | Impact | lmpact
i a) Cause an increase in traftic, which is substantial in relation to f |
the existing tralfic load and capacity of the street system (ic.. G 2 [ o
result in a substantial increase in either the number of vehicle trips.
the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at
| intersections)?
| b) Exceed, cither individually or cumulatively. a level of service 0 (] = O

standard c¢stablished by the county congestion management agency
for designated roads or highways?

increase in traffic fevels or a change in location that results in
substantial safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., » 0J O =
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g..
farm equipment)?

¢) Result in inadequate emergency access? 0 N = w

g

f) Result in inadequate parking capacity? J 0 =

) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting ] ] 0O |
alternative transportation {e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? l

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
Angora Creek Circle and Mt. Rainier Drive for up 1o eight weeks. During the construction period,

trat¥ic 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 are 2286 (EDOT, 2004) and 198, respectively.
The most recent ADT and peak hour tratfic on View Circle are 334 and 25 (EDOT, 2002),
respectively.  During the construction period traffic would be detoured to View Circle and drivers
would experience greater than usual congestion during peak hours.

Impact T-1: Construction related road closure would cause a short-term increase in traffic
congestion on other neurby intersections on the existing street sysiem,

Mitigation Measure T-1a: The conractor will be required to prepare a iraffic
munda@emeni‘control plan for TRPA and El Dorado County: review and approval. Elements of the
plan will include uppropriate use of signuge. fluegers. raffic calming, and alternutive routes to
accommaodate local and through iraffic. In addition. EDOT would advise lacal residents requrding
schedules for construction traffic detours through press releases and distribution of flvers in area
netghborhoods well in advance of construction imttiation

"ii;vgb};.?wﬁms&on Control Project and Fisheries 27 o J;rTu;r) 2006
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o time would aceess for emergency velncles or local restdents and school buses with no
altornate means (o decess homes or bus stops be prolubited  Traffic controls w ould be imple
during work hours and only when it is necessary (o perform work, Parkmg in drivewavs may be
restricted for a 24-hour period afier proposed curbs and gulters are instulled. During construchion
strect parking in the Project area would be Limited,

mented

Mitigation Measure T-1b: Construction related workfurce would by encouraged 1o curpouol to the
work site to reduce traffic to and with in the Project area.

b) The Projects would not cause a long-term increase in vehicle trips or volume to capacity ratios
that would exceed the current level of service.

¢) 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.

“Angora 3 Erasion Conteol Project and Fisheres” T8
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; , { Fess Mhan
,’ ! [ Swnilicant ,
f NNVLUTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS - | Potentialty | With | Less Than :

; Would the project: Signwticant Mitigaton | Sigmlicant | o
Sy Tpart f Irorporgtion | Jmpit - bmpact
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable [j D | D | QS]

. Regional Water Quality Controt Board? : ‘E
i- T e b R R T | S,
- b) Require or resuit in the construction of new water or wastewater D D ' D :‘ M

treatment  facilities or  expansion ol existing facilitics, the |
construction of which could cause significant environmental :

effects?

¢) Require or result in the construction of new storm water D D r@ | I:] 4{
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the - - '
construction of which could cause significant environnental
effects?

d) Have sufficient water suppiies available to serve the project D D D g
from existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded

cntitlements needed?

¢) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, 0 0] ] X
which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity
lo serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the

provider’s existing commitments?

1) Be served by a fandfill with sufficient permitied capacity to 0] J 0 X
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal. state, and local statutes and regulations

related to solid wastc? D D l D S

XVl a). b), d). e), and f) The proposed Projects would not have short or long impacts on waster
walter treatment facilities, water supplies. or landtil] disposal capacities,

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

erosion.
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" a) Does the project have

b e

XVIL MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE -

e - s

the potential to degrade the quality of the
environment. substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to climinate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or prehistory?

VbTDoes 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 prubable future projects)?

ol

I Potentally
Nigndlicant

)

Ampact

|

TR S

1t ess than

Nignilicinl
With

Mitigation

_Iworporation

X

e g e

1

Less Thap

Segniticant |
a Impac

mpact { Impact |

O

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

indirectly?

a

O

(]

|
= . .

X

XVil a) Overall the Project intends to result i
and indirectly the Upper Truckee River and L

Angora Creek.

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

n beneficial impact to water quality in Angora Creek
ake Tahoe and beneficial effects for fish passage on

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

indirectly.
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Appendix C Summary uf lmpauts and \lmgamon \Ieasures

e e —_— — - +

lmpacls

; Impact AQ- l Construction uluud
GULIVITTES cait creale short e impdals 1o |
air qualiy through dust generation and |
cquipment exhaust, which without [
muitigation, coudd catse arr quality '
stundurds tu be violuted. *

L amd Mamdbook of Best Management Practices.

-

'Vliﬁgatmn V!easures

ngallon ‘Measure \Q 18 The consr Hd1on Conlractor
shail implement Best Management Practives as they
related to air quality from the TRP A Code of Ordinances

oo 4

Mitigation Measures AQ-1b. [he consiruction

contractor shall water exposed sorl twice daily, or as
needvd. 1o control wind borne dust. Al haul. dump
iruckloads shall be covered securely.

Mitigation Measure AQ-1c: A7 a minimum of three tinmes
per week, remove from all adjacemt streets, all dirt and
mud swhich has been generated from or deposied by
construction equipment going to und from the construction
site.

Mitigation Measure AQ-ld: 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-Fugitive Dust, so that
emissions do not exceed hourly levels.

Mitigation Measure AQ-1f: Construction equipment
idling shall be kept to @ minimum when it is not in use.

Mitigation Measure AQ-1g: The construction contractor
shall pust a publicly visible sign on the project site during
construction operations that specify: the telephone numher
and person/ugency to contact for complaints andor
inquiries on dust generation and other air quality
problems reculting from project construction.

Impact B-1: Appropriate northern
goshawk protocol surveys were conducred
in the Project area with negutive results,
Project construction activities can
potentially impact northern goshuwks
shouldd new nests establish in the Project
vicinity prior to construction initiation.

N

Any active nests will be avoided through implementation

Nedged. Waterfowl shall be removed and relocated 1o

Mitigation Measure B-1: EDOT will contact the USFS
LTBMU raptor biologist nwo wevks prior to the
commencement of construction activities 1o verify that no
new northern goshawk nests have heen identified in the
Project vicinity If any active nests are identified within
the arca, consultation with USFS would be undertaken

regarding regulation and timing of construction achivities

of a one-quarter mile buffer during the brevding season
(March 1 through August 15) or until the young have

suitable habitats

\ngura 3 Erosion Control Project nd Fisheries
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i lmpacts

- Impact B-2: During construction related
f dewatering of the affected reach, native

L tish may become stranded

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

|
|
|

r

R —

H

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measure B-2: !l fishin the deswatered reach
would be removed und retocated in other flowing reaches
vf Angora Creek down stream from the Project arca,
Persunnel comducting the relocation will obtain und
possess a scientific collecting permt from the Califorma
Department of Fish and Game during fish removal and
relocation.

Mitigation Measure B-3a: Fuch concept ulternative :
proposes 1o install erosion control facibities at or near the
viciniy of the fen. The preferred alternative will be
redesigned and relocated o avoid impact to this natural
community and the special status plant within u. The
extent of the fen has been mapped during wetland
delineation fieldwork to precisely identify it on Project
plan drawings for protection.

e e —

Mitigation Measure B-3b: The Counry is in the process
of ‘hiring a fen specialist to ensure this speciul status plant
specie and habitat are not impacted,

Impact B-4: Werland delineation is not
complete at this time. Project design and
construction may potentially impact
wetlunds andior Waters of the U S,
(WOUS).

t .
- T o s e e et e Al e e ot

|
|
!

L werland areuas and contained by uppropriute BAIP
L medsurey |

Mitigation Measure B-4a: Upon completion of wetlund
delineation, Project design will be modified, as necded, 1o
avoid impucts to the fen and avoid or minimize impacts to
other wetlunds andior WOUS. Should direct or indirect
impacis to werlunds or WOUS be identified during final
design, a Section 404 permit application would be
completed and submitted 10 the USACOE and appropriate
mitigation measures implemented. This will include hand
or low impact equipment, temporary BAMP s such as filter
Sence, coir logs, and orange construction limit fencing 10
denote protected areas where work is not intended 1o be
performed,

Mitigation Measure B-4b: Should any construction work
he required in or adjacent to wetlands, it shalf be
conducted from existing pavement and’ur contined to the
smallest area possible to complete the work,

Mitigation Measure B-4c: 4/ cxcuvared material i
required to complete the work shall he removed from the

Angera 3 Erosion Control Pr'o] cct and Fisheries
Fnhancement
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i Impacts

Impact C- l The tngoru( reck fnlwrwv
restoration Project may affect cultural
resources in its Project area,

|

\litigatwn “casures

\hﬂgaﬂon Measure C-1: Prir 1o constr uction, d

cudtral resowrce suevey of the Angora Fisheries
component north of Angora Creck must be conducted.
Should any cultural resource 1s wdemified durmg the
swrvev: iwill be vvaluated for significance to determine
Project impacts

If the resaurce is determined significunt, then impacts
should be avoided. If impacts to a significance impuact
cannot be avorded, then additional mitigation measures (o
reduce impacts to less than sigmificant must be developed
n consultation with the lead agency.

Impact C-2: Project construction velated
carth-moving activities has the potential to
encounter unexpected subsurface artifacts.

Mitigation Measure C-2: Should any archacological
materials is uncovered during construction aetivities,
EDOT contracting documents has standard language that
requires contractors 0 inform the EDOT lead engineer in
writing. Also all work shall stop in the immediate arca of
the cultural or archavological resource and EDOT will
contact a qualified archavologist. a1 EDOT 's expense. to
inspect the finds und determine appropriate measures 1o
take.

-4

Impact C-3: Project construction reluted
eurth-moving activities has the potential 1o
' encounter unexpected human remains.

Mitigation Measure C-3: Should uny human remains is
uncovered during construction activities, EDOT
contracting documents has standard lunguage 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, at the County’s expense. (o
mspect the findings and determine appropriate measures
10 take.

impact G-1: Praject construction related
earth-moving activities have the potential
1o cause soil erosion in the Project area.

Angora 3 Erosion Control Project and Fisheries.
Enhancement
Draft Initial Study Mitigated Negative Declaration

u)rrec tive action has ht'e’ﬂ Iu/n'n

Mitigation Measure G-1a: £DOT will prepare a Storm
Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) as required by
TRPA and Luhontan Regional Board. The SWPPP will
include uppropriate measures to mimmize soil erosion
during construction.

Mitigation Measure G-tb. EDOT will ulso conduci
daily inspections of BAMP measure to cnsure they are
properly maintained und properly placed for maximum
henefit. As part of this process, DOT und. or contractor
will complete formal inspection forms tor submittal 1o
regulatory agencies to demonstrate deficiencies and that

3 lanuar) 2006



i Impacts

8 : e —

Ctmpact H-1: During Project

f construchion, there exists a risk of

L acctdental fuel spills from construction

vnipment

. - —— —
- Mitigation Measures |

e e e o [, . —
i Mitigation Measure H-1a: The construction contractor !

will he required 1o prepare and submt a Spill Conpmgency: i
Plan subject to review and upproval by El Dorado Couny
Upon approval. the Spll Contngency Plan will be formally
amended e the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWEPP) and submitied to TRPA aund the Lahontun
Regronal Board. In addition, cleaning of vehicles or
construction equipment shall not be permitted to vccur on
siute unless conducted in a pre-approved concrete washout
location.

Mitigation Measure H-1b: Spill prevention kits shall
abwayy be in close proximity when using hazardous
matertals (e g, 1n crew trucks and other logical locations).

Mitigation Measure H-1c: Vo fueling shall be done in or
near Angora Creek, wetlands, or immediate floodplains.
For stationary equipment that must be fueled on site near
these areas, containment shall be provided in such a
manner that accidental spill of fuel shall not enter water,
contaminate sediments that may come in contact with
water, affect wetland vegetation.

Impact WQ-1: Project construction
related activities may cause short-term

equipment.

V -\ngora 3 Erosion Controi Project and Fisheries 4
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water quulity impucts during storm events
or uccidental fuel spills from construction

U

Mitigation Measure WQ-1a: EDOT will prepure a
temporary erosion control plan for construction BMP 's and
drainage plans for the project in accordance with TRPA
and Luhontan Regional Board requirements for storm
waler pollution prevention. The plan will include a Storm
Water Pollution Prevention Plan, Dust Suppression Plan,
and Dewatering Plan to be submitted to Lahontan Regional
Board and TRPA for review und upproval,

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 hy DOT
staff andior Contractor will be initiated immediately. In
addition, mitigation measures H-1a through H-1¢ would
address accidental fuel spills from construction equipment
Mitigation Measure WQ-tc: E£DOT staff will monitor
weather reports on a daily basis and nonfied the contractor
or any forecasted adverse weather conditions,

Mitigation Measure WQ-1d: A1 u minimum of three times
per week, remove from all adjacent streets, all dirt and mud
which has been generated from or deposited by

construchion equipment going to and from the construction |
site I addition, mitigation measures H-1a through H-1¢ |
would address accidental fuel spills from construction :
L equipment. '

T e o e ——— e e e ...
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; limpacts

Impact WQ-2: Construction refated
activities for the fisheries enhuncement
project including diverting Angora Creek,

mstalling the bypass pipe. and removal of

the old und installution of the new culbvert
could potentially cause erosion and
impuct water quality

i Mitigation Measures i
ﬁmg;n;m Measure WQ-Ie—:_i.‘D()I' will prepare d ‘
Sumphing und Analvsis Plan (SAP) to be included as part of
the Storm Water Pollunon Prevention Plan. The SAP wil
idennfy vampling locations and procedures to neasure
storm run-oftand nearby by surkace waters during storm
events o sdentify threats 1o water quality.

Mation Measure WQ-2s: EDOT will require the
construction contractor to implement BMP's that
specifically addresses threats to water quality and
temporary erosion control measures based on TRPA

BMP s consistent with Mitigation Measures WQ 1. la, und

le.

Mitigation Measure WQ 2b. EDOT stuff und or
contractor will have access to a Hach meter at ull times 1o
conduct turbrdity readings to ensure compliance to warer
qudlity standards for turbidity. Should turbidity data
indicated non-compliunce, DOT staff andior contractor will
initiate remedial action to uddress the threat to warer

quality.

Mitigation Measure WQ-2¢: Stream flows will be
monitored and diversion activity will take place when

stream flows low.

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

Mitigation Measure N-la: Per TRPA Code and permit
conditions, the construction contractor would be limited to
maximum workday hours berween 800 a.m. and 6:30 p.m.
Use of cracking agents will be specified in the construction
contract.

Mitigation Measure N-ib: All power cquipment 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 atteinpt to
respond to all noise complains received within one working
day and resolve the issue as soon as possible.

AtniJl} 3 Erosion (:m(r:ﬂ?m}eu and Fisheries

t.nhancement
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Impacts

Impact T-1; Construction related roud
cosure woudd cause a short-term
merease i traffic congestion on other
nearhy intersections on the existing street
svsfem.

: Mitigation Measure T-1a: The contractor will be

— —— ——- e —

Mitigation Yleasures

reguired (o prepare a traffic management control plun for
TRPA und £l Dorado Couniy review and approval. )
Elements of the plan will include appropriate use of !l
signage, flaggers, traffic calming, and alternunive routes to
accommodate local und through wraffic. In addivion, EDOT
would advise local residents regarding schedules for
construction raffic detours thraugh press refeases and
distribution of flyers in arca neighborhoods well in advance

of construction tnitiation

At no time wowldd uccess for emergency vehicles or local
residents and school buses with no alternate means 1o
access homes or bus stops be prohibited. Traffic comirols
would he implemented during work hours and only when it
1s necessary to perform work. Parking in driveways may be
restricted for a 24-hour period afier proposed curbs and
gutters are installed. During construction street parking in
the Project area would be limited,

Mitigation Measure T-1b: Consrruction related workforce
would he encauraged to carpool (o the work site to reduce
traffic in the Project area. N

Angora 3 Erasion Control Project and Fisheries 6

Lnhancement
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APPENDIX D

Response to Comments from
12/08/05 through 1/06/06 Public Comment Period
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Special Status Wildlife
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Angora 3 Erosion Control Project
Willow flycatcher Survey Report

Willow flycatcher (Empidonax trailliy) is a Calitornia listed Threatened species. and is also on
the U.S. Forest Service Region § Sensitive list in California.  The subspecies present in the
Tahoe Basin is E.1. hrewsters, “little willow flycatcher.™  In June of 2005, four locations were
identified in the Angora Creek Project area as potential witlow flycatcher (nesting) habitat. A
survey for willow flycatcher was conducted by ENTRIX biologists in June and July ot 2003,

following protocol from Bombay. et al (2000).

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

Because of the late winter in 2005, the survey periods chosen to be most appropriate for the
Angora 3 Project area were Survey Period 2 (between June 15-25) and Survey Period 3 (June 26

- July 25).

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

I. Ang-l-Mountain Meadow
2. Ang-2-North Upper Truckee
3. Ang-3-Mt. Rainier Drive

4. Ang-4-Little Mountain Lane

At each of the potential habitat areas (sites), survey points were established and mapped on an
aerial at an average distance of 50 meters (m) apart. depending on height of vegetation, etc. The
number of survey points corresponds to the amount of potential habitat in or adjacent to 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 willow flycatcher songs were
broadcast at specific intervals, alternating with listening for responses, with 6 minutes spent at
each survey point. per protocol.

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

area. Unfortunatcely, brown-headed cowbirds were detected at all four locations.

Data forms from the protocol are attached including map of cach survey location and Form 3 -
Results Summary for each habitat location.

Reference
Bombay. Ritter. and Valentine. 2000. A Willow Flycatcher Survey Protocol tor California.
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Form 3 Willow Flycatcher Survey Summary- Results Summary

Site Name __ Auni MM Observers) HanZ, [ Strahon
, Lre - /\\. '

Name of Manager / Owner ~ County &f LCinetty

Eavwrala ?)a? TMs 389527 nont;

USGS Quad Name
120°1, 38 _eas
Locstion T_L2A RUBE. sec (T 14 NC 116 MV
survey visit # Date survey time WIFL # singing sowbids
(mm/dd/lyy (present'absentiacoaf.) WIFLs presert?
) )
. 2100
survey'__ [ /21 fos | San e, , ,{u_‘{_;,«.{/- o [f.g
followup* Stop:_ 2 740
suvey_ A | opafos | sun LB Steo e f — and
followup:_____ Stop_L038 3¢ -
survey:. Suart:
followup:______ Stop:
survey: Start:
followup: _____. Stop:

Total # of presumed breeding territories after all visits completed (no wigraats)

s

willow flvcatcher locations
Jates WIFL | WIFL location
present | ¥

detection types*

T.R,sec,i/4.1716
latlong

UT™M
_T.R.sec.m,uu
_ladlong

UT™M
t'r,&sec.m.ms

latlong

U™

T R, sec, 17,1716
latlong

( UT™
;_"Y‘,il‘,sec,n,J.zfla
¢« ‘fatlong

U ]
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Form 3

Site Name AZ Vi /U A

Name of Manager / Owner [/ SIES/ b & (.ounw.d.f.zl..__m
USGS Quad Vme_ﬁmﬂﬂw&‘ UTMs:_ . _  _._.nork;

Location T .2& ,RZZ/:. sec /7. a4 H 116

Willow Flycatcher Survey Summary- Results Summary

Obxwu{SM (k ‘éA'_‘b_

survey visit # Date survey ime WIFL » singag cowburds
(mm/dd/yy (present'absentuncoaf.) WTFLs present?
) ,
. . . G3S5e
survey'___/ 0623/ s San:_0 S35é _,//L-b/‘:I«Jn 2 . 74
followup: . Srop:_Q_Z}_Q
SWVCYI_..;'Z:_. y Start: 52_6__'2_?: I
oWafos | 30 Azt Lo
followup: Stop:. p735
survey: Start: .
followup'______ Stop:
survey’ St

followup:____

Stop:

Total # of presumed breeding teritories after all visits completed (no migraats)

willow flycatcher locations

dates WTFL

WTFL location

)

detection types®

oresent | ¥

latlong
-iUTM

IT.R, sec,1/4,1/16

“han
atlong
lum™

R.sec,1/4,1/16

{avloog
U™

TR sec,1.4,1/16

lat/long
Clum

TR, 5ec,1/4,8:46

latTong

M

iT,R,5ec,1/4,1116
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Form 3

Willow Flycatcher Survey Summary- Results Summary

Site Name A‘Nﬁ 7 MRD Observer(s /4
Name of Mazager / Owner () orS Couaty fl‘ AI’W{'O
U'SGS Quad Name___ Lomsa Bﬂy____ UTMs: sorty;
cast S ‘,ll =% »
e —— s N W KL Eﬂ 7 1)
Location T {28, R IBE, sec___, 14 116 &% Sou
survey visit # Date survey time WIFL ¥ snipng cowbirds
(v ddryy (present/absent'urconf.) WTFLs present?
) —
survey_ [ . loe/u San:_(2736 /
.urvey L (31 /o5 L2236 lestr ot — Hpo
followup: _____ Stop (3 Y 7
— B
. A . 2
survey orfrfes |San LE2Y | ot —_— Ly
followup: Swop: R 7/8
mrvey: . | Start:
followwp:____ Stop:
survey: — Start:
followup: ] Stop; |
Total # of presumed breeding tervitories after all visits completed (8o migraats)
willow flycatcher lacations
dates WTFL | WIFL location detection types®
present | ¥
T.R.3ec,174,1/16
Lajlavlong
LJT.R.sec.i4,116
_laleng
- UT™
T.R,sec,1/4,i216
:lamcog
UM
T.R,sec,1/3,1/16
latlong
UM
T.R,sec,1:4,1116
_Mavlong
Y l .
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Form3} Willow Flycatcher Survey Summary- Results Summary

Site Nane / e L. /7’;] e Observer(s) /ﬁﬂ/izl—h f_f Yeotetlon
Name of Manager / Owzer _____ (" e Counfy._._f:ﬁ.igﬁﬁtfd
USGS Quad Name__jom il 3&1 UTMs: 78°52, S8 north

»'\‘29 4 [ { 2 lm 4
Location T/2ZN , R/BE , sec 1D, 14t/ Wine 3¢

survey visit # Dsata survey time WIFL # supng cowbirds

(mm/dd/yy (present/absent/unconf’) WTFLs present?
) .

sverL_ | o6/3ifog | S 0833 | 4 fyont- R
followup: Sropr_*.)_é'_""_’:_

) L0735 — ,
survey: 2 o/ lfoy | St o 5) ;v/f%fw-v/ - P9
followup: Stop: _/2__6_?___
survey: Start:

‘ollowup” Stop:
survey’ Start:
followup: Stop:

Total # of presuwied breeding territories aRter all visits completed (o migrants)

willow flycatcher locations

dates WIFL | WIFL location
cresent | #

detecticn types®

TR scc,1/4,1/16
lavlong
UTM

[T,R,sec,1/4,1/16
latlong
U™

L X

TR, sec, 14,1416
1aToag
UM

T.R,tec,1/4,1/i6
lavlong
_IUTM

[

TR, scc,)/4,1/18
ﬁhulon.
U™
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Angora 3 Erosion Control Project
Northern goshawk Survey Report

Northern goshawk (Accipiter gentiles)
FSC (nesting). USFS-SS. CSC (nesting). and TRPA o

Northern goshawk is a raptor of mid to high elevation mature coniferous  forest
throughout the Sierra Nevada, and is a year-round resident specics in the Lake I'ahoe
Basin. Goshawks also occur in the foothills during winter, in northern deserts with
pifion-juniper woodland. and in lower clevation riparian habitats. Optimal nesting habitat
for goshawk is dense forest with a closed canopy (>50%) for protection and thermal
cover. and open spaces to allow mancuverability in flight. Nesting territories are often
characterized by dense stands of large diameter trees with interconnected canopies, along
drainages. Nests trees are usually 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 platformns.
Nurthern goshawks are susceptible to human disturbance such as recreational activities

and urbanization.

TRPA has designated twelve areas as northern 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 arca. The other two are near the Apalachee Project area.
The last update of these occurrences in the CNDDB was 1995, with fast known activity at

the nests in 1981.

Qccurrence 125 is along Angora Creek, about 0.28 miles west of Angora 3 project
boundary. and two young were fledged there in 1981 (see attached figure).

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

Ihe third record. occurrence number 126, is about * mile southeast of the Apalachee
projects. along Trout Creek.  Per CNDDB. this nest was active in 198! but was

abanduned because of a land use change.

”:»N\r'gora 3 Erosion (:(A)Ari'l‘r'b‘i'Prtr)j;ct»;snd Fisheries o
Enhancement Project
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In June and August of 2005 ENTRIX biologists consulted with U SFS avian bivlogist
Victor Lyon. about goshawks in the project area. |he following intormation is from Mr.

Lyvon.

Several known goshawk nest sites are in the riparian corridor of Angora Creek. west of
the project area. One. or maybe two. known territories are within a one-mile radius of the
project boundaries. [n 2005, an active northern goshawk nest was less than half a mile
northwest of the Angora project arca, ncar Mule Deer Circle.  However, no project
activities are planned within 0.5 miles of that arca. The next nearest recently active nest
location was 0.57 miles 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.

Results

In June and July of 2005, ENTRIX biologists assessed the project area for potential
goshawk nesting habitat. Although there is marginal potential habitat in the form of
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
2005. The activities of the erosion control 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 1S and September 15, EDOT should contact the USFS LTBMU raptor biologist
regarding any newly active northern goshawk nest sites within 0.5 mile of the Project
area. |f any active nests are known within the area, consultation with USFS should be
undertaken regarding regulation and timing of construction activitics.

Argora 3 Erosion Control Pr(yeuandfztﬁl‘enes— J;t;uary 2006
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APPENDIX ]

Mountain Yellow-legged Frog and
Northem Leopard Frog Surveys Report



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

This report summarizes tocused surveys along Angora Creek within the Angora 3
Frosion Control Project (Project) area in the lLake Tahoe Rasin (Basin) to detect
populations of two special status frog species. Surveys were conducted for the mountain
yellow-legged frogs (Rana muscosa). a federal candidate for listing under the Endangered
Species Act, and the northern leopard frog (Rana pipiens). a California 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 clevations in the Sierra Nevada
(Zweitel 1955), but it is apparently very rare in the Basin. This species has been recorded
historically from only five localities in the El 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 Creck
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 from 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 northern 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 bcen 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 ot 2004 as part of
the pre-construction activities for EI Dorado County's Angora Stream Environment Zone
Restoration Project (ENTRIX. Inc. 2004). Results from that survey determined that the
upstream portion of this recach was composed of terraced beaver (Castor canadensiy)
ponds and lacked habitar features for either trog species. Below the beaver pond segment
of the reach the biologists determined that the available stream habitat was generally too
narrow and shallow to support either trog species. The biologists found no frogs or
tadpoles of either species anywhere along the reach of Angora Creek between Lake
Tahoe Boulevard and View Circle. Otherwise. the most recent documented surveys in
the Basin lor cither frog species were apparently those of Zweifel (1935), which also

) Januar:\ ZFO(; )
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included most of the Sierra Nevada.  he most recent records for the northern leopard
frog from the l'ahoe Basin originated in 1971 (Table |).

Methods

The 2005 Angora Creek survey in the Project arca covered only those reaches of the
creck that are bordered by public land. including the reach upstream of Lake Tahoe
Houlevard approximately one half mile to the first contluence. the beaver pond reach
downstream of 1.ake Tahoe Boulevard, and an approximately *4 mile reach tfrom View
Circle downstream. Angora Creek upstream of Lake 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 both frog species are most
active (Zweifel 1955; Jennings and Hayes 1994). The survey team walked 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 (sometimes in large numbers) in shallow, fully
exposed pools. and in those situations they are considerably easier to find than adult
mountain vellow-legged frogs (S. Barry. pers. obs). The habitat of Tahoe Basin leopard
frog tadpoles is unknown but is presumed to be warm, quiet water in the same waterways

where adults would be encountered.

Resuits

Angora Creek. The reach of Angora Creek upstream of Lake Tahoe Boulevard is narrow
(<Im for most of its length), shallow (<20cm for most of its length), and covered with
brushy willows and other dense riparian vegetation. No 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 cnd of the surveyed
reach, but no dams or ponds had yet appeared. Frogs and tadpoles were absent from the
entire reach. The rcach 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 tadpoles of either species were tound. 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 stream habitat of any surveyed
for this report. Several pools were found, but no frogs or tadpoles of cither species were
found. No beaver activity was noted anywhere along this reach.

Summary

Surveys of Angora Creek in the Angora 3 Project area in £l Dorado County. for mountain
sellow-legged frogs and northern leopard trogs tailed 1o yvield trogs or tadpoles of either

“Angora 3 Erosion Control Project and ? T Januany 2096
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species. The habitat along the surveyed reaches of Angora Creek lacked most of the
features usually considered necessary to support mountain yellow-legged frogs. but the
reach downstream of View Circle includes some seemingly suitable spawning and
foraging habitat. Northern leopard frogs were not tound along Angora Creek or in
meadows associated with the stecam.  The absence ol frog observations may not indicate
the absence of frogs. but the absence of tadpoles at the time in the season, when they tend
to be most abundant very likely indicates that these frog species are absent from the

reaches associated with this Project.

References

ENTRIX Inc. 2004. Angora Creek Amphibian Survey, July 2004. ENTRIX, Inc..
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California Natural Community Field Survey Form

Mal ro:
Natural Diversity Dstabase

For off ce use only

Quad Code_____

Source Code

Californie Dept. of Fish and Game

1416 Ninth Street
Sacramento, CA 95914 Community Code . _ OccH e
(916} 324-.6857
Map index ¥ —— Update Y N
Piease provide as much of the following

inlormation as you can. Piease attach a
map (if possible, based on the USGS 7.5 minute saries) showing the site’s location and boundaries. Use the back il

needed.
?'cn

Community nama:

Raporter; 1 v N E-mail Address: Phone |i6) iB” i<x¥

Atfitiation and Address \malm K509 ’tmg_at+émmmxh (A 2584

Date of field work; " | 1 u‘\ County: 1) - v
Location (Please attach/submit map):

Quad name: L ho ke T -~ R_+ N Ve of ' Y sec_ '’ Maeridian

UTM Zone __ __Nothing 3_ % . 3 2 3 HEastingl 2 0 _ U ,2_

Landowner/Manager: { ilitunia Tabue Comservimey Photographs: sided print ]
Aspect: > Slope (indicate % or * ) Drainage:

Elevation. %)
Steacreage: ___
Evidencs of disturbance or threats:

Arca imdy be <lated tor upcoming cresion controi work by Fl Doradu County
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BACKGROUND/ILQCATION

The Proyect is located within the L ake Tahoe Basin in eastern E! Dorado County H
occupies portions of Sectons 18 and 19, Township 12 north, Range 18 east, Mount
Diablo Base, and Mendian. [t is located n Mountan View Eslates Unit #'s 1,2.3, 4 and
5. The Project area Is shawn on the Echo Lake U.S. Geologic Survey (USGS) 75
muinule quadrangle. The elevatian of the Project area ranges trom 6.290 teet at Angora
Creex nesar Mountain Meaduw Drive lo 6,475 feet near Pyramid Circle. The Project area
is located withn an existing residential development bounded 10 the north by Lake
Tahoe Boulevard and portions ot View Circle, o the northwes\ by the parcuis west of Mt
Rainier Drive and Pyramid Circle, to the south by North Upper Truckee Road, and 10 the
east by parcels east of Mountain Meadow Drive (Figure A). Other streets in the Praject
area nclude Dixie Mountain Drive, the southern portion of Lake Tahoe Boulevard. Mt
Shasta Circle, Mt Diablo Circle, Mt. Olympia C.rcla. Snow Mouatan Drive, and Pyramud

Court.

El Dorado County Department of Transportation — Tahoe Engineeting Division (EDOT)
prepared an Iniliat Study (1S) in Fall 2006 based on a conceptual project design to
comply with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act and (CEQA)
and to qualify for Califomia Tahoe Conservancy (CTC) grant funding for the Angora 3
Erosion Conlrol Project and Fisheries Enhancement Projact (Project). El Dorado County
previously approved a Mitigated Negative Declaration {(MND) for the Project. This
document evaluated environmental impacts based on conceptual Project design and
was supported by a complated enviranmental checklist. This document was originally
released for public review between December 8, 2005 and Jaruary 6, 2006. However.
based on comments received from pariner agencles, EDOT agreed to recirculate the
document 10 provide for additional review by the public. The recirculated document was
approved on March 21, 2006 by the El Dorado County Board of Supervisors (State
Clearing House # 2005122039) for the Project which was filed with \he Record-Clerk's a
Notica of Determination was fied on March 24, 2006, cansistent with the CEQA
Guidelines. Since that time, the Project area has experienced a change in conditions
due to the effects of the Angora Fire which was ignited on United States Forest Service
fand on the afternoon of June 24, 2007. Uue lo *he conditions that currently exist in the
Praject area. the EDOT must prepare an Addendum to the previously approved IS/MND
to accurataly depict the existing conditions that currently exist in the Project area as well
as update any othar pertinent information related to the project. Based on avaluations of
the burn area. EDOT believes the current condition of the Project area poses a grealer
risk to public heaith and safety, County infrastructure, and the ratural anvironment than

those posed by implementing the Project.

This Project I8 identified in the Tahos Regonal Planning Agencys (TRPA)
Environmental Improvement Program (EIP) project list. Last updated in 20014, the EIP
includes a master list of projects for each threshald which are necessary t0 achieve and
maintain environmental threshoids for the Lake Tahoe Basin. it is important to note that
the goals of tha Project remamn the same as ntially proposed which are intended to
address erosion, stormn runoff, and water qualty problems that have been identifed in
the Project boundaries Addressing de~fied water quality problems s anticipated to
rave a direct henefit to the quality of nearby waterways and ultimately | ake Tahoe.

Angora 3 Erosion Control and F sneres £ hancement Projact
Adcendum lo Mitigated Negatve Declaraton
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Pro Pr

Erosion Control Project Purpose and Need

Pursuant to the requiraments of Section 208 of the Clean Water Act, the TRPA prepared
a Water Quality Management Plan (208 Plan) for the Lake Tahoe Basin. This plan
identifiad arosion, runolf, and disturbance ‘esuitng from developments such as
subdivision roads within tha Project area as primary causes of the decline of Laks
Tahoe's water quality The 208 Plan also manddtes that capital improvement projects
such as the Argora 3 Project be implemented 1o bring all £! Dorado County roads into
compliance with Best Managemeant Pracltices (BMPs) by the year 2008 to assist In

achieving water quality objectives.

This Project is one of three capilal \/mprovement projects designated as Project 193
“Mountain View" in the TRPA EIP list. The three capital /mprovement projects that
compnse Project 193 are as follows 1) View, 2) Mt. Rainter, and 3) Cochise. This

Project is the Mt. Raimer portion of £EIP Project 193.

The purpose of the Project is 1o improve the water quality of runoff to Angora Creek and
ultmately to Lake Tahoe by reducing erosion and sediment originating in the Project
area. The methods available to improve water quality include source contral, hydrologic
design, and treatment. Various methods of improving water quality were assessed as
part of the planning process, specifically the Formulating and Evaluating AHernatives
Memaorandum and the Preferred Alternative Report in which a prafarred alternative was
idgentihed. As part of the planning process, the foliowing problems were identified in the

Project area:
s Eroding cut slopes;

* Eroding roadside ditches:

= Reduced infiltration;

* Road sand/cinder accumulation alang roads; and

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

Typical drainage and water quality 'ssues identified within the Project area fall into
general categories shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Typical Dninaie and Water Quality Issues within the Project Area
e e —

Problem  Type' | Description

e B~ - .t t -

Sediment producton frcm soil instabihly | SC ! Soit erodes from sparsely vegetated and

I | sloped areas.

Sediment  production from exposed | SC | Sow erodes from compacted shoulder
shaulder | and readside parking.

Sadiment production  from sarding sC Cinders wash off road sudace with high

Angora 3 Ercsion Control and Fishar @8 Eahancement 5m‘ecx
Addendum ig Mit gatcd Negalive Declaraton
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operations i i concentrations at ntersections.

inadequate conveyance under roads HO | Culvents are undersized and damaged

| i
Inadequate conveyanca along roads ' HD ; Undersized or nonexistent roadside
! ditch, inadequate place ment of culverts.
i .
Ponded water along roads ; HD nsufficient slope, channe| or berms.
jron seepage trom groundwater | T Natyral source problem.
Lack of infiltration and treatment | Compacted and poorly vegetated open
areas and drainages unable to provide
infiltration and treatment.

" Provyem Typs SC - Souice Control, HO - Hydrologic Design: ara T - T-eatmant.

E O it v

The pracess of formulating alternative solutions to address water quality issues in the
Project area conforms to the Stormwater Qualty Improvement Committee (SWQIC)
2004 Guidelines for Watar Quality Projects. The two main sieps implementad to
develop alternatives are: (1) describe baseline (existing) conditions and (2) formulate
and evaluate alternatives. Basaline data for the Project area has been collacted and
presented in the Exisling Conditions Raport (ECOT 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 eary June 2005 to discuss a broad range of draft concept
alternatives far erosion control. As a result of the meeling. the draft concept alternatives
ware reduced lo four modified concept alternatives. Dunng the June site visit, additionat
opportunities for SEZ and water quality improvement were identified outside of the
arosion control Project area.

The PODT selacted a preferred alternative at a8 meeting on November 21, 2005. The
preferred alternative consists mostly of Allernative 4, described below, and includes

some proposed biospreadars in Alternatives 2.

Ganeral items in the preterred altarnative include:
All Project area culverts not abandoned or removed will be assessed during

altemalive analysis and will be recesigned if size or positions are inadequate for
conveyance and water quality protection.

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

placement of salvaged sod ar willows.
Concept Alternative #1 - Urban (Modified)

This aftarnative was initialty designed 1o strictly follaw an urban {reliance on hardscapes)
stralegy to address .dentified problems such as curp and gulter, drop inlets and piping.
Following the June meeting with EDOT-TED and the CTC, Alternative #1 was modified
by incorporating additonal organic opportunities, which can be characlerized as uthzing
the natural environment with litte modification to maximize water quality and wildiife

banefit.

Ar go_'S 3 Ercsion Control and Frsheries Enkancement Project
Acgendurr (0 Vitgated Negatve Oec.asation
| 3



rce Contrgl. Curb and gutter 1s proposed along all roadway drainages where the
exishing ditches are sarthen and eroding and hava insufficient groundwater (e.g.,
Pyramig Crrcle, Mt Qlympia, atc.j to support vegetahon  Curb and gutter installations in
these areas would prevent erosion along the roadway drainage and reduce shoulder
disturbance. A combination of rock-lined ditches with vegetation or a seres of
bigspreaders to absorb the water's energy and prevent erasion are proposed in areas
where existing vegetated ditches are currently showing signs of erosion of where eroded
dint ditchas flow perpendicutar 1o the roadways. Along sparsely vegetated and eroded
slopes. a combination of vegetation and r ock slope pratection is proposed o stabil:ze the

area and prevent additional erasion.

Hydrologic Design: A storm dram system installed within the ROW to avoid impacting
existing SEZ 15 propased along the length of North Upper Truckee Road in the Project
area. The storm drain is used to adequately collect and convey roadway runoff and treat
it through a series of pretrealiment vaults. The storm drain system would nitiate ot the
intersection of North Upper Truckee Road and Mt. Rainier Orive and terminate at a
vegetated swale in the State ownad parkiand below. Additional cuiverts are proposed in
areas where nuisance ponding and flooding has been identified. For example, a new
culvert is proposed at the corner of Mt. Ramier Drive and Mt. Olympia to prevent flow
and potential flooding across the roadway and eliminate erosion in the swale located
between Mt. Olympia and Mt. Diablo. Rock bowls are proposed at currently panding or
overflowing culvert inlets to slow flow and improve conveyance. The rock bowls will aiso
imprave source control by preventing erosion at the culvert intake. Regrading and
revegelating all roadway dramnages where there is ponding or flooding due to
inadequately sized or sloped channels is also proposed.

Tealment: Sediment traps or pretreatment vaulls are proposed upstiream of culvert
inlets that carry flow from rock-lined or earthen ditches. They are also proposed
upsiream of culverts and storm drains alongside the major roadway sections where
winler road sanding operations are concentraled. Sediment traps and pretreatment
vaults will allow for deposition and removal of coarse sediments. A combination of
sediment lraps and detention basin at the northeast comer of the intersection of Lake
Tahoe Boulevard and Mt. Rainisr Drive is suggested to provide treatment of flows exring
sections ot Lake Tahoe Boulevard and Mt. Ramnier Drive.

Concept Alternative ¥#2 - Organic (Modified)

This alternative was initially designed to follow an organic strategy for solutions to
address dentified problems and proposed no additional nardscape improvements it
allowed for replacement of the same number of culverts that currenlly exist. After the
June meeling, Alternative #2 was modified by the introduction of some urban options
For example, add:itional culverts were added whrere runoH floods the roadway and
sediment traps were installed at culvert iniets to capture road sand ard cinders.

Source Contral: Soil restoration. revegetation and coir log (biospreader) installation are
proposed for ail sparsely vegetated and eroded arcas 10 minimrize niling. sloughing, and
resulling sediment producton Revegetahon and blankeling 1s Jesignated for alf
regiaded channel sections 0 stabdize the channel and prevent erosion Biospreaders

Angcra 3 Erosion Cortral arc Fishe s Enharcement Project
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are designated at slopes dowrstream from cuvert oullets to slow flow and reduce
arosion

Hydrologic Design: A constructed. vegetated and bltanketed v-ditch an Pyramid Circle is
praposed 10 provide conveyance and reduce erosion. Constructed vegetated swales are
provided at Culverts 21, 20 and 19 to improve conveyance 0 the existing meadow and
reduce ponding immediately downstream  In areas where there i3 an exisling channel
with poor conveyance, regrading the channel’s size and slope is proposed o improve
conveyance. To alleviate ponding behind Cuivert '8 and provide more water to the
meadow, removal of a 200-foot section of pavement on Moumtain Meadow Drive and
construction of a meandernng vegelated swale is proposed o carry the flow north to the
meadow. Constructed step pool channels are provided at two culvert outlet locations
(Culverts 2 and 9) on steep slopes 10 slow the flow and promote overbanxing and

infiitration at key locations.

Treatmant: A constructed watland basin is proposed 3t the outlets of Culverts 28 and 32
to treat runoff. Al drainage conveyance is via vegetated swales to provide increased
infitratton and treatment. Sediment traps have been added at locations with high

concentrations of road sand and cinders

Concept Altarnative #3 - Blended

This alternative focusas on dividing, spreading, and infitrating flows using a combination
of urban and organic options and taking advantage of publicly owned lands for BMP
placement. Incorporating comments from the june meeting. a large portion of the
proposed curb and gutter was ramoved and existing drainages are relied on instead of

routing flow to dispersion areas on pubtic parcels,

Source Control: Vegetating and restonng soils, where appropriate, is praposed lo
stabilize the area and prevent erosion on all sparsely vegetated and eroded areas
greater than 100 square feet and located on publicly owned parcels. Biospreaders.
sometimas combined with vegetated swales, are proposed to siow water flow and
prevent erosion on sloped areas downstream of new culvert outiets Curb and gutter
sections provide a source control benefit by reducing erosion along roadway drainages
andg reducing shoulder d:sturbance caused by plowing operations and roadside parking.

Hydrologic Daesign Curb and gutter s proposed on Lake Tahoe Boulevard, North Upper
Truckee Road and sections of Pyramid Circle, Mt. Olympia, Mt. Diablo and Dixie
Mountain Orive to improve conveyance and direct flow to additional culverts for
dispersion onto public lands. In other areas the existing drainages are used to carry the
Taw to additional culverts to spread and infiltrate the flow onto public lands,

Ireatment: Sediment fraps will be used to provide coarse sediment removal proposed at
culvert inlets on North Upper Truckee Road and Lake Tahoe Boulevard and culvert
intets leading to detention basins located in areas of corcentrated road sanding
applications. Detention and wetland basns are propased at numerous culvert outlet
lacations lo pravide traatment through sedimentation and infiltr aton.

Argora 5 Erosion Contro. and Fisnefes Ernancerrant Project
Accendum to Mtigated Negative Declaration
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Concept Alternalive #4 - Blended-

This altemative builds upon Alternative 2 using field recommendations made during the
June 2005 meeting and assaciated sde visd.

Saurce Control: A combination of rock slope protecton and revegetation is proposed for
many sparsely vegetated and eroded areas to minimize nilling, slough.ng and resulting
sadimant production Laying back the s'ope and mulching is proposed for eroding slopes
that would be difficult to revegetale due to sml and moisture conditions. Ravegetation
and btanketing 15 designated for all regraded channel sections o stabilize the channet
and prevemt erosion. Rock bowls are proposed 4t culvert outlels where riliing is
occurring at the outlet and biospreaders are designated at slopes downstream from
culvert outiets to slow flow and reduce erosion. Porous pavement or bouiders combined
with revegelation are proposed in areas with heavily compacted and eroding shoulders

to pravide source control and facilitale infiit- ation.

Hydrologic Design Curb and gutter is propased in very specific areas where there is a
combnation of either steap slopes, evidence of snow plow disruption and eroding
ditches, Constructed vegetated swales are provided at Culverts 20 and 19 to improve
conveyance to the existing meadow and reduce ponding immediately downstream. A
section of the dead end street on North Upper Truckee Road is removed to eliminate
unnecessary impervious coverage and to allow for construction of a vegetated swale or
wetland basin fo collect runoff from Culvert 21. iIn areas whare there is an axisting
channel with poor conveyance, regrading the channel’'s size and siope followed by

revegetation is proposed to improve conveyance.

Treatment: Double sediment traps are proposed at Culvert 28 iniet and a single
sediment trap at Culverts 1, 9, 11, 24, 27 and 32 to treat runoff in areas of road sanding
operations. All drainage conveyance is via vegetated swales (0 provide increased

infittration and treatment.

Erosion Control Preferred Alternative - Blended

In reviewing and analyzing the altematives detailed above, EDQT, in cooperation with
the funding agencies and the PDT concluded that an alter native similar to that of
Alternative 4 is tha preferred alternative. The preferred alternative improvements will

also inciude brospreaders as described in Alternative 2

REVISED PROJECT AREA EXISTING CONDITIONS AND SCHEDULE

As previously stated, the IS'/MND was prepared at the canceptual design stage to satisty
CEQA and the CTC grant requirements Since that time, praject plans have been
developed and are consistent with the improvemnents described in the onginally
appraoved docuiment, however, the pro.ect area has experienced a change in existing
conditions due ot the effects of the Angora wdfira which was igrited an United States
Department of Agnculture-United States Forest Service (USDA-USFS) land in an areg
near Seneca Pond west of North Upper Truckee Road in El Dorado County on June 24,
2007 __ Prior_containmant of the Angora Fire _on July 2, 2007, the fire burned
Angora 3 Erosion Controd anc Fiskenes Enharcement Prgject T
Addengum o M.tgated Nega:.ve Ueclaraticn
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approximately 3.100 acres of fo-ested tand ard destroyed 254 structures and damaged
an adaitonal 17 struclurgs wiltkin Ire Mouniain Vew Estates Subdwision area of
Unincorporated El Dorado County. with a majority of the slructures being destroyed in
tre Angora 3 Erosion Controt Project Area  Of the 3.100 acres burned n the Angora
Fire, approximately 730 acres have been classified as low severity while 1,305 acres
and 1.065 acras have been classifed as mmoderataly and severely burned, respectively
(USDA-.USFS Burned-Araa Report-BAER (Reference FSH 2509 13). Adddtionally. it 18
unportant ta note that the areas classified as ‘noderately and severaly burned have been
determined to inhibit hydrophobdic soil charactenstics thereby making the soil essentally
water repellent and increasing run-off dunng storms as wek as erosion and gossible
mass wasting. [nitial estimates cited in the USDA.USFS BAER Report estimale an
arosion possibility of 10-34 tans per acre and 6.400 - 21,760 cubic yards of sediment

per square mile being generate from the bum area.

Upon assessment of the Angura Fwe by El Dorado County Department of
Transportation-Tahoe E ngineering Division (EDOT-TED) staff, it was detsrmined that the
conditions described above cufrantly pose a cons:iderable threal to personal safety,
personal property, El Dorado County roadway and storm water infrastructure. and the
natural environment including the waters of Lake Tahoe. In an effort to mitigate possible
impacts from the Angora Fire bum area, the County proposes (o axpedite
implementation of the Angora 3 Erosion Control Project in strategic locations consistent
with the proposed improvements and miligahon measures described mn the previously
certified Angora 3 Erosion Control and Fisheries Enhancement Project IS/IMND. The
fisheries component of the project will take place during future building seasans and be

implemented as previausly proposed.

ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

The proposed impravements being proposed as part of the Project will not require any
changes to the responses in the 2006 Initial Study Checklist and associated Mitigated
Negative Declaration, hence, no new significant impacts have been dentiied nor is

there any additiona! mitigation measures needed.

Twa protocol surveys were conducted in June and July of 2005. ENTRIX biologists
surveyed for potential northarn goshawk (Accipiter gentifes) (FSC (nesting). CSC
(nesting). MIS. FSS and TRPA) nesting habital, as well as willow fiycatcher (Empidonax
traithit) (FSC (nesting), CE, MIS. FSS) nasting habitat and activity. The Project area does
not contain sufficient appropriata nesting habitat for northern gashawk. Additionally. no
willow Aycalchers were detected at potential resting areas surveyed in the Project area
and vicinity,. Due to the devastation caused by the fire, additional degradation to
potential habitat has occurred further reducing the likelihood of sncountering sensitive

spacies.

The intent of this addendum is accurately reflect the change in existing conditons as
well as disclose 1o the public the County's intention to expedite impiementation of certain
elements of the Project.

Anqgora 3 Sicsion Gonlrol and Frsher es E shancement Project
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FINDING $/CONCLUSIONS

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 1562, as upphcabie to an !FS/MND DOT draws
the following conclusions ragarding the Angora 3 Erasion Control and Fisherigs
Enhancemant Project modificatons.

1) The proposed Project will not result N substantial chanyes that would lead to
the identihcation of new or previously undentfied significant environmentat
effects that require major revisions of the previous IS/MND.

2) There has besn no substantial change with respect to the circumstances
under which the Project 1s neing underiaken that would require a majpr
revision of the pravious ISIMND dus to the involvement of new significant

anvironmental effects.

3) No new infarmation of substantial importance, which was not known and
could not have been known with the axerc:se of reasonable diligence al the
lime the IES/MND was adopted, shows that the Project will have one or more
significant effects not discussed in the previous IS/MND. Furthermore, the
mitigation measures adopted in the | SIMND remain the same.

Based on these findings, DOT has concluded that preparation of a subsequent IS/MND
for the Project is unnecessary and that preparation of an Addendum is appropriate in
accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15164 DOT accordingly approves this
Addendum and the associated P roject modifications.
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1€ submitted to Cleannghouse) C'onftact Person
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Project Description:

The County prupogses o construct and mainta:n gtorm watar facilities and implement
erosion cortrol practices in the Mtn. View Estates subdivision, as identified i3 the
Lake Tahoe Environmencal Improvement Program. Also included in thisg prolect is a
f:sheries enhancement project to improve fish passage and rhabitat. Erosiar control
=lements of the project are being expedited to mitigate impacts from the Angora Fire.
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ang has made the following determinations regarding the above described pro;ect:

Dare)

l. The project [ Twill [Zlwiil nat] have a signiticant cfTect on the enviranment

2. {2 An Environmental impact Report was prepared for this project pursuant :¢ the provisions of CEQA.
i/ A Negative Declaration was prepared for this pro;cct pursuant to the pravisions of CEQA.

3 Mitigation measures [[/lwere [ Iwere not] made a condition of the appruval of the project

4. A sratement of Ovemiding Considerstions [ Jwas fjwas not] adopied for this proect

5. Findings 'tfwere [ !were not] made pursuant to 1he provisions of CEQA,.

This is to certify that the Final EIR with comments and responses and record of pruject approval is availabic tu the (General Pubiic at
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October 2007



BACKGROUND/LOCATION

The Project 1s located within the Lake Tahoe Basin in eastern El Dorado County. It
occupies portions af Sections 18 and 19, Township 12 north, Range 18 east, Mount
Diablo Base, and Menidian It is located in Mountain View Estates Umit #'s 1, 2, 3, 4. and
5 The Project area 1s shown aon the Echo Lake U.S. Geologic Survey (USGS) 7 5-
minute quadrangle. The elavation of the Project area ranges from 6,290 feat at Angora
Creek near Mountain Meadaw Drive 10 6,475 feet near Pyramid Circle. The Project area
is located within an existing rasidential development bounded to the north by Lake
Tahoe Boulevard and portions of View Circle, to the northwest by the parcels west of Mt.
Rainier Drive and Pyramid Circle, to the south by North Upper Truckee Road, and to the
east by parcels sast of Mountain Meadow Drive (Figure A). Other slreets in the Project
area include Dixie Mountain Drive, the southern portion of Lake Tahoe Boulevard, Mt
Shasta Circte, Mt. Diablo Circla, Mt. Olympia Circle, Snow Mountain Drive, and Pyramid

Court.

El Dorado County Department of Transportation - Tahoe Engineering Division (EDOT)
prepared an Initial Study (IS) in Fail 2006 based on a conceptual project design to
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 3
Erosion Control Project and Fisheries Enhancement Project (Project). El Dorado County
praviously approved a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Project. This
document evaluated enviranmental impacts based on conceptual Project design and
was supported by a compieted environmental checklist. This document was onginally
released for public review between December 8, 2005 and January 8, 2006. However,
based on comments received from partner agencies, EDOT agreed to recirculate the
document to provide for additional review by the public. The recircutated document was
approved on March 21, 2008 by the El Dorado County Board of Supervisors (State
Clearing House # 2005122039) for the Project which was filed with the Record-Clerk's a
Notice of Determination was filed on March 24, 2008, consistent with the CEQA

Guidelines.

In August 2007, EDOT prepared and additional addandum to reflect a change in
conditions that resulted due to the effacts of the Angora Fire which was ignited on United
States Forest Service land on the afternoon of June 24, 2007. Due to the conditions that
currentty exist in the Project area, the EDOT prepared an Addendum to the previously
approved IS/MND to accurately depict the existing conditions that currently exist in the
Project area as well as update any ather pertirent information related to the praject.

This Project is dentified n the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency's (TRPA)
Environmental Improvement Program (EIP) project list. Last updated in 2001, the EIP
includes a master list of projects for each threshold which are necessary to achiave and
maintain environmental thresholds for the Lake Tahoe Basin. It is imporiant to note that
the goals of the Project reman the same as initially proposed which are intended to
address erosion. storm runoff, and water quality problems that have been identified in
the Project boundaries. Addressing identified water quality problems is anlicipated 1o
have a direct benefit to the quality of nearby waterways and ultimately L ake Tahoe.

Argora J Erosion Control and Fisheriss E~hancerent Project
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PROJ DESCRIPTIO
Praposed Project
Erosion Control Project Purpose and Need

Pursuant to the requirements of Section 208 of the Clean Water Act, the TRPA prepared
a Water Quaiity Management Plan (208 Plan) for the Lake Tahoe Basin. This plan
dentified erosion, runoff, and disturbance resulting from devclopments such as
subdivision roads within the Project area as prmary causes of the decline of Lake
Tahoe's water quality. The 208 Plan also mandates that capital improvement projects
such as the Angora 3 Project be implemented to bring all £ Dorado County roads inta
compliance with Best Management Praclices (BMPs) by the year 2008 to assist in

achieving water quality objectves.

This Project is one of three capital improvement projects designated as Project 193
“Mountain View' in the TRPA EIP list. The three capilal improvement projects that
comprise Project 193 are as follows: 1) View, 2) Mt. Rainier, and 3) Cochise. This

Project is the M(. Rainier portion of EIP Project 193.

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

Project area:
« Eroding cut slopes;

» Eroding roadside ditches;

¢ Reduced infiliration,

e Road sand/cinder accumulation along roads; and

s Impraper hydraulic conveyance in unlined ditches, ieading to scour.

Typical drainage and water quality issues identified within the Project area fall into
general categories shown in Table 1:

Table 1. Typical Drainage and Water Quality Issues within the Project
Area

e it

‘Problem
Sediment production from sail instabiity | SC ! Soit erades from sparsely vegetat:d a(r.wdg
,' sloped areas.

T ""——-—r—‘——-.-'—— ———— e —— e st g, e

—_
J'ype' | Description

- i~ - —— s . o i T —— i e

- L ——— 1 ————— o, _ it -

.
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Sediment production from exposed  SC
shoulder
Sediment production from sanding i sSC
operations
Inadequate conveyance under roads 'HD
Inadequate conveyance along roads ]! HD
Ponded water along roads ‘ HD
Iron seepage from groundwaters T
Lack of infiltration and treatment ‘ T

L

Soil erodes from compacied shoulder
~and roadside parking.

1 Cinders wash off road surface with high
f concentrations at intersections.

Culverts are undersized and damagead.

|
{ Undersized or nonexistent roads«ce
. ditch; inadequate placement of culverts

| Insufficient slope, channel or berms.
! Natura!l source problem

Compacted and poorly vegetated open
areas and drainages unabile lo provide
infiltration and treatment.

' Problom Type: SC - Source Control, HD -~ Hydralogic Design; and T - Traaimant.

_Erosion Control Concept Alternatives

The process of formulating alternative solutions to address water quality issues in the
Project area conforms to the Stormwater Quality Improvement Committee (SWQIC)

2004 Guidelines for Water Quality Projecis.

The two main steps implemented to

develop altermatives are: (1) describe baseline (existing) conditions and (2) formulate
and evaluate alternatives. Baseline data for the Project area has been collected and
presented in the Existing Conditions Report (EDOT 2004). The Formulating Alternatives
Memorandum was prepared and released in September 2005. All previous documents

are available through the EDOT.

EDQT and the CTC met in early June 2005 to discuss a broad range of draft concept
alternatives for erosion control. As a rasuit of the meeting, the draft concept alternatives
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

erosian control Project area.

The PDT selected a preferred altemative at a meeting on November 21, 2005 The
preferred alternative consists mostly of Alternative 4, described below, and includes

some proposed biospreaders in Alternatives 2.

General tems in the preferred alternalive include;

» Al Project area culverts not abandoned or removed will be assessed during
altemative analysis and will be redesigned if size or positions are inadequate for

conveyance and water quality protection,

+ Al regraded channels with sufficient water lo support vegetation will be restored with
either @ combination of seeding and Ytanketing. willow cutting instafiations or

placement of salvaged sad or willows
Concept Altemative #1 — Urban (Modified)

This alternative was 'nitially designed to strictly follow an urban (reliance op hardscapes)
strategy 10 address dentfied problems such as curb and Gulter drop inlets, and piping.

Argora 3 Erasion Contro! and Fisheries E~hancement Project
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Following the June meeting with EDOT-TED and the CTC, Alternative #1 was modjﬁed
by incorparating additional organic opportunities, which can be characterized as alilozmg
the natural environment with iittle modificaton ta maximize water quality and wiidlife

benefil.

Source Control: Curb and gutter is proposed along all roadway drainages where the
ewisting ditches are earthen and eroding and have insufficient groundwater (e g.,
Pyramnid Circle, Mt. Olympia, etc.) to support vegatation. Curb and gutter installations in
these areas would prevent erosion along the roadway drainage and reduce shoulder
disturbance. A combination of rock-hned ditches with vegetation or a series of
brospreaders lo absorb the water's energy and prevent erosion are proposed in areas
whare existing vegetated ditches are currently showing signs of erosion or where eroded
dirt ditches flow perpendicutar to the roadways. Aiong sparsely vegelated and eroded
siopes, a combination of vegetatian and rock siope protection is proposed to stabiize the

area and prevent additional erosion.

Hydrologic Design: A storm drain system installad within the ROW to avoid impacting
existing SEZ is proposaed along the length of North Upper Truckee Road in the Project
area. The storm drain is used to adequately collect and convey roadway runoff and treat
it through a series of pretreatment vaults. The storm drain system would initiate at the
intersection of North Upper Truckee Road and M. Rainier Drive and terminate at a
vegetated swals in the State owned parkland below. Additional culverts are proposed in
areas where nuisance ponding and flocding has been identified. For example, a new
culvert is proposed at the corner of Mt. Rainier Drive and Mt. Olympia to prevent flow
and potential flooding across the roadway and efiminate erosion in the swale located
betwean Mt. Olympia and Mt. Diabio. Rock bowls are proposed at currently ponding or
overflowing culvert inlets to slow flow and improve conveyance. The rock bowls will also
improve source control by prevenling erosion at the culvert intake. Regrading and
revegetating all roadway drainages where there is ponding or flooding due to
inadequately sized or sloped channels is also proposed.

Trealment: Sediment traps or pretreatment vaults are proposed upstream of culvert
inlets that carry flow from rock-ined or earthen dilches. They are also proposed
upstream of culverts and starm drains alongside the major roadway sections where
wintar road sanding operations are concentrated. Sediment traps and pretreatment
vaults will allow for deposition and removal of coarse sediments. A combination of
sediment traps and detantion basin at the northeast cormer of the Intersection of Lake
Tahoe Boulevard and Mt. Rainier Drive is suggestad to provide treatment of flows exiting
sactions of Lake Tahoe Boulevard and Mt. Rainler Drive.

Concept Alternative #2 - Organic (Modified)

This alternative was initially designed 1o follow an organic strategy for soiutions to
address identfied problems and proposed no additional hardscape improvements. It
allowed for replacemant aof the sama number of culverts that currently exist. After the
June meeling, Alternativa #2 was modfied by the introduction of some wban options.
Far example, addiional culverts were added where runoff floods the roadway and
sediment traps were inslalled at culvert iniets to capture road sand and cinders.

Angora 3 Erosion Control and F sheries E—;f{ancemem P?o;ec(
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Source Control: Soil restoration. revegetation and cor log (bospreader) installation are
proposed for all sparsely vegelated and eroded arcas to minimize rilling, sloughing, and
rasulting sediment produclion. Revegetation and blanketing is designated for all
regraded channel seclions to stabilize he channel and prevent erosion Biospreaders
are desgnated al slopes downstream from culvert outlets to slow flow and reduce

erosion.

Hydrologic Design: A constructed, vegetated and bianketed v-ditch on Pyramid Circle is
proposed to provida conveyance and reduce erosion Constructed vegetated swales are
provided at Culverts 21, 20 and 19 to improve conveyance to the existing meadow and
reduce ponding immediately downstream. In areas where there is an existing channel
with poor conveyance, regrading the channsl's size and slope is proposed to improve
conveyance. To alleviate ponding behind Culvert 18 and provide more water to the
meadow, removal of a 200-foot section of pavement an Mountain Meadow Drive and
ccnsiruction of a meandering vegetatad swale is proposed to carry the flow north to the
meadow. Constructed step pool channels are provided at two culvert outlet 'ccations
(Culverts 2 and 9) on sleep slopes to slow the flow and promote overbanking and

infiltration at key locations.

Treatment. A constructed wetland basin 1s proposed at the outiets of Culverts 28 and 32
to treat runoff. AM drainage canveyance is via vegetated swales to provide increased
infiltration and treatment. Sediment traps have been added at locations with high

concentrations of road sand and cinders.

Concept Alternative #3 — Blended

This alternative focuses on dividing, spreading, and infiltrating flows using a combination
of urban and organic options and taking advantage of publicly owned lands for BMP
placement. Incorporating comments from the June maeting, a large portion of the
proposed curb and gutter was removed and existing drainages are relied on instead of
rouling flow to disparsion areas on public parcels.

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

Hydrologic Design: Curb and gutter 1s proposed on Lake Tahoe Boulevard, North Upper
Truckee Road and sectons of Pyramid Circle, Mt. Olympia, Mt Diablo and Dixie
Mountain Drive !0 improve conveyance and direct flow lo additional culverts for
dispersion onto public lands. In other areas the existing drainages are used o carry the
flow to additional culverts to spread and infiltrate the flow onto public lands.

Treatment: Sediment traps will be used to provice coarse seciment removal proposed at
culvert inlets on North Upper Truckee Road and Lake Tahoe Boulevard and culvert
inlets leading to detention basins located in areas of concentrated road sanding
applications. Detentron and wetland basins are proposed at numerous culvert oullet
locations to provide treatment through sed.mentatiun and infiltration.

Argora 3 Erosior Contral ang Fisharies Enhancement Pro.ect
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Concept Aitarnative #4 — Blended-

This alternative builds upan Alternative 2 using field recommendations made during the
Juna 2005 meeling and associated site visit.

Source Control: A combinatian of rock slope protection and revegetation is propcsed for
many sparsely vegetated and eroded areas to minimize rilling, sloughing and resuiting
sediment production Laying back the slope and muiching is proposed for eroding siopes
that would be difficult to revegetate due to soil and moisture conditions. Revegstation
and blanketing is designated for all regraded channel sections 1o stabilize the channel
and prevent erosion. Rock bowls are proposed at culvert oullets where nlling is
occurring at the outlet and biospreaders are designated at slopes downstream from
culvert autlets to slow Now and raduce erosion. Porous pavemaent or boulders combined
with revegetation are proposed in areas with heavily compacted and erading shoulders

to pravide source control and facilitate infiltration.

Hydrologic Design: Curb and gutter is propaosed in very specific areas where there is a
cambination of either steep slopes, evidencs of snow plow disruplion and eroding

ditches. Constructed vegatated swales are provided at Culverts 20 and 19 to imprave
conveyance to the existing meadow and reduce ponding immadiately downstream. A
saction of |he dead end streat on North Upper Truckee Road is removed to eliminate
unnecessary impervious coverage and to allow for construction of a vegetated swale or
wetland basin to collect runoff from Cuivert 21. In areas where there is an exisling
channel with poor conveyance, regrading the channel's size and slope followed by

revegetation is proposed {0 improve conveyance.

Treatment: Double sediment traps are proposed al Culvert 28 inlet and a single
sediment trap at Culverts 1, 9, 11, 24, 27 and 32 to treat runoff in areas of road sanding

operations. All drainage conveyance is via vegelated swales to provide increased
infiltration and treatment.

Erosion Control Preferred Alternative - Blended

In reviewing and analyzing the alternatives detailed above, EDOT, in cooperation with
the funding agencies and the POT concluded that an alternative similar to that of
Altemative 4 is the praeferred alternativa, The preferrad alternative improvements will
also include biospreaders as described in Alterative 2

DISCUSSION OF PROPOSED MODIFICATIONS

To facilitate construction, the County has broken the Angora 3 Erosion Control and
Fisheries Enhancement Project into two phases which are noled as Angora Phase 3A
and Angora 3B8. Although the project has been phased, it is important 1o nate that the
overall project boundary has not changed and is still cansistent with the original CEQA
IS/MND. However. since adoption and certification of the original CEQA IS/MND (State
Clearinghouse #200512203) and August 2007 Addendum, the County has siightly
modified the project lo include additional state parcels and revise some of the proposed
improvements. The ravised figures showing the phased project area and the proposed
modifications are shown in Figure A and C-1, C-2, and C-3, respectively. Figures A and

s —ir o —— e
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8-1. B-2. and B-3 of the CEQA Initial Study depicting the project area and problem areas
remain unchanged and are also included as part of th:s addendum.

A list of these additonal parcels and associated modifications are detailed below:

In Phase 3A. two (2) CTC parcels and have been added. The Assessors Parcel
Numbers (APN) and associated improvemaents are as follows:

Qwner A Pro Improvemants
cTC 33-503-02 Rock bowl, revey
CcTC 33-552.06 Grading, raveg

In Phase 3A, modificalions have beer. made to the eight (8) CTC parcels The Assessor Parcel
Nurbers and associaled madificatiors are as follows:

Owner APN Pro Improvemaents

CTC 33-474-05 Pipe, FES, rock dissipalor, reveg

CTC 33-474-11 RLC. rack bowl, Sediment lraps, pipe, FES, grading, sign & Irce
removal, reveg

CcTC 33-484-16 RLC. rock bowl, bagin, pipe. FES. rock dissipaler, tree removal,
reveg

Cc1C 33-502-19 Rock bowl, GLS, rock chanrel protect on, gracing, sod sailvage.
reveg

CcTC 33-503-01 Pipe, FES, rock dissipator, GLS, sod salvage, tree ramoval, reveg

CcTC 33-511-21 Rock slope protection, reveg

CcTC 33-513-13 GLS, rock channel protection, grading, sod salvage, reveg

cTC 33-514-12 GLS. tree removal, rock bow!, sod salvage, reveg

in the Phase 3A, the foilowing easement has been added:

Qwner APN Proposed improvements
Hardal 33-517-01 Pipe remaoval, reveg

in Phase 38, five (5) CTC parcels and have heen added The Assassors Parcel Numbers (APN)
and associated improvemants are as follows:

Owner APN Proposed Improvements

cTC 33-441.22 Reveg

CTC 33.442-22 Pipe bwospreaders

cTC 33-443-08 P pa, FES, rock d ssipalor, b.ospreaders, reveg

CTC 33-455-05 RLC. rock dissipater. biospreaders, reveg, BMP existing
channai

CcTC 33-531-05 Grading. eveg

in Prase 38, 'modficatons have been made ‘o the six () CTC parce.s. The Assessor Parce!
Numbers anc assoc aled modficatiors are as folows:

;ﬂgo;a 3 Erosion Control ard Fisheries Erhancement Project
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Qwner APN Proposed Improygments

Pre, FFS rock diss.pater. GLS. biospreaders. i7ee reamoval.

CTC 33-442-17
reveg
CcTC 33-442-24 P.pe. FES. rock dissipator, biospreaders, reveg
CTC 33-443-02 Pipe, FES. RSP, RLC. rock dissipator, rack bowi, reveg
cTC 33-454.1Q RLC, reveg
CcTC 33.485 06 Hiospreaders, ‘8veq
cTC 33-511-0% Rock diss-pator/bowt, slope graning. RSP, -aveg

in the Phase 3A, the following easements have been added:

Qwner APN Proposed Improvement
Kach 33.442-20 Drainage easement
Brown 33-442.28 Drainage easement
Sears 33-442-27 Drainage easement
Rebit2 33-453-25 Reveg

ENVIR E L ANALYSIS

The praposed improvements being proposed as par of the Project will nat require any
changes 1o the responses in the 2006 [nitial Study Checklist and associated Mitigated
Negative Declaration, hence, no new significant impacts have been identified nor is

there any additional mitigation measures needed.

Two protocol surveys were conducted in June and July of 2005. ENTRIX biologists
surveyed for potentiat northern goshawk (Accipiter gentiles) (FSC (nesting), CSC
(nesting), MIS, FSS and TRPA) nesting habitat, as well as willow flycatcher (Empidonax
trgiltil) (FSC (nesting), CE. MIS, FSS) nesting habitat and activity. The Project area does
nat contain sufficient appropriate nesting habitat for northern goshawk. Additionally, no
willow flycalchers were detected at potential nesting areas surveyed in tha Projact area
and vicinity. Due to the devastation caused by the fire, additional degradation lo
potential habitat has occurred further reducing the likelihood of encountaring sansitve

species.

As the following addendum to the CEQA Checklist explanation details, the Project s
authorized and valid under the County Genaral Plan and the Tahose regional Planning
Agency's Ragional Plan for the Lake Tahoe Basir and will not result in the significant
increase (n traffic or water consumption.

Land Use and Planning

a) The determination of no impact under Land Use/Planning remains the
same. However the following explanation is added to the original
CEQA Checklist uncer Land Use and Planning.

e A A e o i - AT il 1 - AR et o e A

A‘Irgor;,? Erosior, Contra: and F sheries Enkarcemrent Projsct
Qctoner 2007 Acdencum to Mitigated \egative Oeclaration
g 8



€! Dorado County's General Plan conlains goals,
objectives, and palicies that guide growth and
development within areas under the County's jurisdiction,
including the project area. The 1996 General Plan was
set-asida in September *999 as a result of a
determination by the Sacramenta Caunty Supenor Coun
that, in cerdain respects, the County had not fully
complied with CEQA in preparing the EIR and fincings
for the General Plan. A hearing was held on the form of
the Writ to be issued, that included the scope of remedy
to be imposed while the County worked to correct these
CEQA violations. The court issued a Writ of Mandate that
governs the County's land use decisions during the
interim penod between the issuance of the Writ and the
completion of a new General Plan. The Project Is
authonzed under the Writ in that it does not have tre
effect of aliowing the commencement, expansion, or
intensification of any new use on property, does not
resut in a significant increase in traffic or water
consumption; and the Project approval and permitling
falls within the purview of the Tahoe Regianal Planning

Agency.

Vi, Transportation/Circulation

b) The determination aof “Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation
- Incarporation” for transportation/circulation from the Project IES/MND
remains unchanged; howsver the following items salisfy requiremenls

of the current CEQA Checklist for this topic:

FINDINGS/CONCLUSIONS

In 1998, vaters adopted Measure Y. Measure Y added
several new policies in the Circulation Element of the
General Plan. Specifically, traffic from residential
development projects of five or more units must not
result in level of service F or worse traffic congestion
during weekday, peak-hour periods on any highway,
road, interchange, or intsrsection in the unincorporated
areas of the County. The Project is consistent with the
provisians of Measure Y, since it is not a residental
development project and wil not permanently increase
traffic congestion,

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, as applicable 10 an IES/MND, DOT draws
the following conclusions regarding the Angora Phase 3 Erasion Cantrol and Fisheries
Enhancement Project modifications:

1) The proposed Proect will not result in substantiai changes that would lead to
the :dent fication of new or previously unidertified significant ervironmental
eftects that require major r2visions of the previous IS/MND.

Argora 3 Erosior Contrgi ard F sheres Enhancement Project
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2) There has bean no substartial change with respect 10 the circurnstances
under which e Project is being underaken that wouid require a majar
revision of the previous 1S/MND due o the invaivement of new sigmihicant

environmantal effects,

3) No new infaormation of substantal /mportance, which was not known and
cauld not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the
time the IES/MND was adopted, shows that the Project will have one or more
significant etfects not discussed in the previous I1S/MND. Furthermore, the
mitigation measures adopted in the IS/MND remain the same.

Based on these findings, DOT has concluded that preparation of a subsequent IS/MND
for the Praject is unnecassary and that preparation of an Addandum is appropriate i
accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15164. DOQT accordingly approves this
Addendum and the assaciated Projed mod fications.
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P.002

JAN-23-~2008 17:06 STATE CLEARINGROUSE
Notice of Determination Ferm C
To: (A Office of Plasning and Rosearch ' From: (Public Agency) Bl Dorado County DOT
PG Box 1044, 1400 Tenth Street, Room 212 924 @ Bwerald Nay Rd.
Sacramento, CA 958(2-3044
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96
O Caunty Clerk {Addrane)
County of
_ OV 29 2007

SCH
By
Sutyject:
Flling of Notice of Determinatien in cempliance with Section 21108 or 21132 of thy Pubfic Resourcea Code.

Angors 3 2rosion Control and Pisharies Enhancement Project (N 95160 and 95161)

Project Tite

200%112039-A4dendum Alfred Xmotts $30-573-79%21
Smis Clesringboore Number Lead Agency Aros Code/Telcphone/Bxiension
(If substritted fo Clenringhoups) Contact Perzon

Bl Dorado County-»ound by Angora Crk to the North and N, Upper Truckee Rd to the South
Project Lecatlon (includs county)

. Project Description:
The County proposes to construct and maintain etorm wvater facilities and implemant
erosian control practices in the Mtn. View Rstates subdivision, as identified in the
Lake Tahoe Environmental Impravemant Program. Also includsd im this project is a
figharies enhancement project to improve fish passage and habitat. Addendimm wag
propered due to the incluaian of new public parcels and minor design modifications.

This is to advise that the County of Bl Dorade has approved the above described project on
o) Lond Agency [J Retmongidle Agency
11/27/2007 and hay mude the following determinations regarding the above described project:

{Datc)
1. The projest (Thwill [Zwill not] have s significant effact on the onviromnent.
2. [JAn Environmesta! Impact Roport wes prepared for thi project pursunt ta the provisions of CEQA.
Z A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant te the provisions of CEQA.
3. Mitigation measures [[Pwere [Jwers not] mude s conditlon of the spproval of the projeet.
4. A statement of Overriding Considerarions ([Jwas (ZJwas act) adopied for this project.
3. Pindings ((Ziwere [Jwerc not] made pursusnt to the provisions of CEQA.

Thig it 20 cartify that the fina! EIR with commen and respoaxcs and record of project apprava) is available 1 the Gensral Public at:
Bl Dorado County offices, 924 Pmerald Bay Road, Scuth Lake Tahoe, CA 96:50

1./38/30a7 Principal Plaaner
Do Title

(Pudhic Agency)

’ Dare recerved for filing 2t OPR: -RE(‘FIVED Jurry 2004
NQV 8 0 2007

STATE GLEARING HOUSE

TOTAL P.002






Exhibit B-1

Angora 3

Revised Estimated Project Schedule and Budget

Funds Received

CTC Planning Grants

CTC Site Improvement Grant 2006
CTC Acquisition Grant 2006

CTC Site Improvement Grant 2008
CTC Acquisition Grant 2008
TRPA

Project Budget

Design and Administrtion
Construction

Construction Engineering
Irrigation and Plant Establishment
Monitoring

Contingency

Total Budget

Amount

$539,300
$2,528,150
$78,210
$1,647,024
$43,628
$374,497

Total Funding $5,210,809

$499,490
$2,713,527
$625,000
$90,000
$57,500
$189,657

$4,175,174

CTA-05023.10
El Dorado County — Angora 3 (si)






PROJECT SCHEDULE

The significant dates for this project are as follows:

Final Plans, specifications and permits
Begin Construction

Complete Construction

Complete Photo Monitoring

March 2008
July 2008
October 2008
December 2010

CTA-05023.10
El Dorado County — Angora 3 (si)






1.

EXHIBITE -1
REVISED MANDATORY INSURANCE PROVISION

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.

Commercial 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
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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.

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 result 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.

Page 2 of 6






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

Page 3 of 6






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:
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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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