STATE OF CALIFORNIA

CONTRACT # AM.NO.

STANDARD AGREEMENT  _ ,pprovED BY THE ATTONEY GENERAL | CTA-05024 1
TAXPAYER'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: (Set forth 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-05024, 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 acquisition of various interests in real property
necessary for the Angora 3 Erosion Control Project as provided under Paragraph 1 - Scope of Agreement and
Paragraph 12 — Costs and Disbursements, is increased by Forty Three Thousand Six Hundred Twenty-Eight
Dollars ($43,628) to a total of One Hundred Twenty-One Thousand Eight Hundred Thirty-Eight Dollars
($121,838).

CONTINUED ON SHEETS, EACH BEARING NAME OF CONTRACTOR AND CONTRACT NUMBER.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this agreement hereto, upon the date first above written.
STATE OF CALIFORNIA CONTRACTOR
CONTRACTOR (If other than an individual, state whether a corporation,
AGENCY 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
$43,628

(OPTIONAL USE)

PRIOR AMOUNT
ENCUMBERED FOR THIS
CONTRACT

$78,210 ITEM CHAPTER STATUTE FISCAL YEAR

TOTAL AMOUNT
ENCUMBERED TO DATE

OBJECT OF EXPENDITURE (CODE AND TITLE
$ 121,838 ( )

1 hereby centify upon my own personal knowledge that budgeted funds TBA.NO. BR.NO.

are available for the period and purpose of the expenditure stated above.

SIGNATURE OF ACCOUNTING OFFICER DATE
X

] CONTRACTOR {0 STATE AGENCY [3J DEPT. OF GEN SER. {0 CONTROLLER 0



2. Paragraph 2 - Incorporation of Documents by Reference is amended as provided below:

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.

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

3. The final date for submittal of invoices as set forth in Paragraph 4b and 4c — Costs and
Disbursements, is amended as follows:

Final Invoice Date for

Funding Increment: This Funding Increment
$ 78,210 June 30, 2010
$ 43,628 June 30, 2012

4. All other terms and conditions of the original Agreement numbered CTA-05024 shall
remain unchanged and in full force and effect.

CTA-05024.10
El Dorado County Angora 3 (Acq.)



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
Lake 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
e 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
e 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.

[ ]



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 EIDP, 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. If 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



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
* Adequacy of design

e Comprehensiveness

o Cost-effectiveness

¢ 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
year 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 either 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 ¢ritical 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 Tahoe
Scott Cecchi

El Dorado County and City of South Lake Tahoe
Penny Stewart

Program Manager
Rick Robinson

Phone: (530) 543-6015

Phone: (530) 543-6013

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.”

“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
égreement."

I 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.

>

e

Patrick Wright
Executive Officer



ATTACHMENT 3

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

o Srant Type 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 Planning $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 Valley 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 Subtotai: $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
Poliutant 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

R i e

T

1 The above table contains funding information for Erosion Control Projects only and therefore does naot 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

December 2010

Final Monitoring Reports

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
[rrigation 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 $ 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 $ 24,897
Design and Administration  $ 30,918 $ 33,023 $ 63,941
Road Vacations $ 0 $ 2,250 $ 2,250
Contingency $ 8710 $ 5090 $ 13800
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.



Staff 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.

(61
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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_

()13131-22 Revegetation
033-442-17 Pipe, flared end, rock dissipater, grass lined swale, flow

L o 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
‘___u‘ i spreading, revegetation

g (033-443-02 Pipe, flared end, rock lined channel, rock dissipater, rock bowl,
o 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

| 033-485-06 Flow spreading, revegetation

' 033-5303-02 Rock bowl, revegetation

| 033-511-02 | Revegetation B

033-552-06 ' Grading, revegetation







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 casements 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
Fahoe 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.

1D



Project Schedule:

Activity

Date

Final Plans, Specifications and Permits
Begin Construction

End Construction

Final Monitoring Reports

Project Funding - Site Improvement Grant:

March 2008

July 2008

October 2008
December 2010

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
[rrigation 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 ) 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 b 0 $ 16,950

Appraisal, Negotiation,

Escrow and Administration  $ 21,632 $ 3,265 $ 24897
Design and Administration $ 30,918 $ 33,023 $ 63,941
Road Vacations ) 0 $ 2,250 $ 2,250
Contingency $ 8710 $ 5090 $ 13800
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
analvzed 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, statf
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.
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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 |

1033-442-17 Pipe, flared end, rock dissipater, grass lined swale, flow f

1 o spreading, tree removal, revegetation |

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

| spreading |

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

; e |spreading, revegetation

‘r 3-443- ()2 Pipe, flared end, rock lined channel, rock dissipater, rock bowl,

f revegetation

I ()2? 143-03 Rock slope protection, revegetation )

L 033-454-10 | Rock lined channel, revegetation, tree and stump removal J

‘ 033-455-05 Rock lined channel, rock dissipater, flow spreading, |

. revegetation, rehabilitate existing channel

?}»7()33‘—4@5—()6 Flow spreading, revegetation

| 033-503-02 Rock bowl, revegetation i
033-511-02 | Revegetation j

.3\ -552-06 | Grading, revegetation







ATTACHMENT 6.2

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

TGO Doz Pizrming And Rasearch FROM: California Tahce Conservancy
B 43 14C0 - Tenth Street, Room 212 1261 Third Street
Saonrento, Cadforma ©8814-2C44 South Lake Tahce. Califormia £5130

SUBJECT: Firg of Notize of Determiration in cempharce with Secton 21108 or 21152 of the Public
Fescurce Code

Froject Title:  Arzora 3 Ercsicn Control Project T

Statz Clearinghouse Number  ContactPerson  Telephone Number
20351220050 Pznny Stewart (530) 543-6013

Tre Angera 3 Projectis in El Dorado County and is tounded by Lake Tahce Boulevard, View Circle, and Angora
r22x an the north, North Upper Truckee Road to the south, Mountain Meadows Drive to the east, and Mt.
Ranier Drive and Pyramid Circle on the west.

Proiect Lecation:
-
t

Froject Description:

£ Dorade County proposes to construct and maintain storm water facilities and implement erosion control
practcas i the Mountain View Estates subdivisions, as identified in the Lake Tahoe Environmental improvement
Frogram

ms 16 15 advisa That the Gaformia Tanoe Conservancy. acting as a responsible agency, has approved the above
1zscricad project on March 18, 2008 and has made the following determinations regarding the above described

1 Tne project will not have a significant effect on the environment.
*Mtgatad Negative Declaration for the project was prepared and approved by the El Dorado County Beard

cf Supersisors on March 21, 2006 and a Notice of Determination was filed March 29, 2006. An Addendumto
M.tigated Negative Declaration for the Angora 3 project was prepared and approved by the El Dorado

unty Board of Supervisors on November 27, 2007 and a Notice of Determination was filed on

amner 30. 2607 The Notice of Determinations, Mitigated Negative Declaration, Addendum, and record of
crop2ct approval may be examined at the EI Dorado County Department of Transportation, 9248 Emerald Bay
2-ad Scuth Lake Tahoe, California 96150. The California Tahoe Conservancy previously reviewed and
cans asred the Mitigated Negative Declaration that was prepared by El Dorado County prior to project

agoreval and a Netice of Determination was filed by the Conservancy on May 31, 2006

3 Alvgansn measures were made a cendition of the approval of the project by EI Dorado County and the

Cuanformia Tanoe Conservancy

4 A 3raizeent of Overnding Cens.derations was not adopted for this project.

2 inas that no substantal cnanges are procosad in the preject, and no substantiai changes
2d sth respect to the circumstances under which the project is taken that would affect any
nmantat 2ffects Furthermcre, trere are no changes regarding the proect inat
Znt mitigation measurss

e

5f F.sh and Game Fee was paid for ihis groject. A copy of the Fee payment wii o8

See above ———

-

od Grame Foes:
T ;
Das2 Received for Filing: QC_(:E‘\!ED o[U &/\,\J
| . i
WAL LT Patrick V/rignt
E

xacutive Officer

¢ STATE CLZARING =OUSE
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NOTICE OF DETZERMINATION

TO! Office Of Planning And Research FROM: Caifornia Tahoe Conservancy

PO Box 3044, 1400 - Tenth Stree!, 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.
Project Titie: Angora 3 Erosion Control Project and Fisheries Enhancement Project ;
State Clearing House Number  Contact Person "~ Telephone Number

2005122039 Penny Stewan (530) 543-5013

broject 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 thal 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 El 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 El
Dorado County Department of Transportation, 9248 Emerald Bay Rd., South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150. The
California Tahoe Conservancy reviewed and considered the Mitigated Negative Declaration that was

prepared by the El 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 ahove

Date Received for Filing: \¢, %/3\0

Steve Goidma
Program Manager
(May 19, 2006 Board Meeting)
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

El Dorado County Department of Transportation -- Tahoe Engineening Division (EDOT)
prepared this Initial Study (IS) based on a conceptual project design to comply with the
requirements of the California Favironmental 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 seck a
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Project. This document evaluates environmental
impacts based on conceptual Project design and s 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. [n
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 identified 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 [.ake 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. [t occupies
portions of Sections 18 and 19, Township 12 north, Range 18 cast, Mount Diablo Base, and
Meridian. 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 clevation 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 arca is located within an existing residential development bounded to the north by
[ ake Tahoe Boulevard and portions of View Circle, to the northwest by the parcels west of Mt
Rainier Drive and Pyramud Circle, to the south by North Upper Truckee Road, and to the cast by
parcels cast of Mountain Meadow Dnve (Figure A). Other streets in the Project area include
Dixie Mountain Drnive, the southern portion of Lake Tahoe Boulevard, Mt. Shasta Circle, Mt.
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Diablo Circle, Mt Olympia Circle, Snow Mountain Drive. and Pyramid Coun.

2.1 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING AND S1T'E CHARACTERISTICS

The Project area includes private residential parcels, undevcloped parcels owned by the CTC and
U.S. Forest Service - Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit (LTBMU), as well as. El Dorado
County Right-of-Way (ROW). Proposed actions for this Project include impruvements on
publicly owned parcels, private casements, and County ROW. Existing subdivision
improvements include 25 to 30-toot wide paved roads, County ROW, overhead and underground
utthties, and hmited 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 nidgeline divides the Project
area nto 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 arca 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 ot 3 to 10 percent.

Groundwater: For most of the year groundwater is present close to the ground surface in the
lower clevations of the Project area. In the summer, groundwater provides baseflow in several of

the culvents along Mt. Rainier Drive and supplies water to the meadow. The presence of
perennial baseflow helps maintain vegetation in the existing drainage channels and the meadow.

Soils/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 arca: Jabu, Meeks, Celio, loamy
alluvium, and marsh. Loam 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 clevations of the project arca such as the vicimity of Snow
Mountain Road and Pyramid Circle. Mecks and Celio soil types are found in the lower
watershed, ncar 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
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rocks are all believed to be part of the Late Jurassic-Cretaceous Sierra Nevada batholith, which
extends from northwestern Nevada to southern Cahifornia (Schweickert et al. 2000). The Project
site 1s 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 L.ate Jurassic-Cretaceous granitic rocks of the Sierra Nevada batholith,
including Echo Lake granodiorite composing Twin Peaks to the cast and the mountain ridge to
the southwest, and Keiths Dome quartz monzomte and Bryan Meadow granodiorite farther to the
south and west.  The northem portion of the Project site 1s underlain by stream sediments
associated with Angora Creek. These sediments are likely composed primanly 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]l 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 arcas 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 identified 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 triquetra), was
encountered on an undeveloped CTC owned parcels near the interscction of Mt. Rainier Drive

and North Upper Truckee Road in the Project area.

Land Use; The Project area 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; Hentage studies previously conducted by Lindstrom and Rucks (2001)
assembled and analyzed baseline information on the paleoenvironment and prehistoric/Native

e e e —_
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Amencan and istone Furoamernican land uses in the Angora Creek area. Findings based upon
in-depth archival, ethnographic, oral history, and paleoenvironmental rescarch provided a
comprehensive understanding of the archeological context of the area. A pedestrian survey of the
Project site was completed m August 2005 by an ENTRIX archeologist. The 2005 sunvey repont
states:

“No newly discovered herituge resources were located within the Project
Area of Potential Effect (APE). All visible ground suwrfaces were examined
for the presence of historic or prehistoric archaeological site indicators.
Iwo previously recorded sites adjacent to the Project APE were re-located.
Site C4 ELD-530. the remains of a log svucture within the meadow west of
Angora Creck, appears to be in relutively the sume condition as the 1985
site form indicated. The structure is not within the Project APE and no
impacts are expected. The second site adjacent to the APE, temporarily
assigned the designation AC-1 by Lindstrom in 2001, appears to have been
completely dismantled and removed. A 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 (Anas platyrhynchos) and American robin (Turdus migratorius). In
2000, the most widely distributed species were mallard, northern flicker (Coluptes auratus),
Stellar’s jay (Cyunocitta stelleri), mountain chickadee (Poecile gambeli), and American robin

(TRPA 2002).

Two protocol surveys were conducted in June and July of 2005. ENTRIX biologists surveyed for
potential northern goshawk (Accipiter gentiles) (FSC (nesting), CSC (nesting), MIS, FSS and
TRPAY) nesting habitat, as well as willow flycatcher (Empidonax truillity (FSC (nesting), CE,
MIS, FSS) nesting habitat and activity. The Project arca 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 specics and at least threc introduced species are found in the nearby Upper
Fruckee 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 egregins). Lahontan speckled dace (Rhinichthys osculus robustus),
Lahontan stream tui chub (Gila hicolor pectimfer), Tahoe suckers (Catostomus tahoensis),
mountarn sucker (Catostomus platvrhynchus), Paiute sculpin (Cottns heldingi). and mountain
whitefish (Prosopium williumsoniy. Introduced species include rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus

1anuary 2000
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mykiss), brown trout (Sufmo trutta), and Eastern brook trout (Sulvelinus pontinalis). In 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 Creck

have been conducted.

Road crossings and associated hydraulic infrastructure are one of many impediments to fish
movement within the streams of the Lake Tahoe Basin. A properly sized and constructed road
crossing should not impair movement of fish to or from spawning areas or at other imes of the
year when fish may need to disperse. On August 25, 2005, an ENTRIX engineer and fishery
biologist inspected Angora Creck in the vicinity of the Lake Tahoe Boulevard crossing.
Following the site visit, the culvert was analyzed using a program developed to aid in the
analysis of fish migration through culverts (EDOT 2005a). [t 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 altematives
process and provide the public with an opportunity for input on Project environmental concerns.
EDOT presented concept altematives 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 mceting 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 Altemnatives Memo (FAM) and
Concept Altenatives Report. Subsequently, EDOT met with the PDT again on October 7, 2005
to discuss the preferred altemative; October {4, 2005 to present the geomorphology and fish
passage report; and on November 21, 2005 to discuss the preferred alternative.

3.0 PROPOSED PROJECT

RN RECLAIM SEZ PURPOSE AND NFED

Two SEZ locations within the Project area are currently covered by fill matenal. Both areas are

Angora § Erosiun Control Project and Fishenes Enhancement Project 5
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located along Mt. Rainier Drive. The first is north of Mt. Raimier Drive and [Lake T'ahoe Bivd.
T'he need to reclaim restore SEZ in El Dorado County was identified in EIP 3650 and is located
north of the intersection of 1.ake Tahoe Blvd. and Mt. Rainter Drve (Figure A). This area is
currently covered by fill material that matches the elevation of the road and slopes down to
natural ground e¢levation to the north. The second is near the intersection of 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

runotT, stabilization of soils, and unproved 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 scparate design schedule from
the crosion control Project. The second till area described above will be reclaimed as part of the

eroston control Project.
32 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 arca 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 Drive near its intersection
with North Upper Truckee Road. The fill mound is approximately ten feet deep and nearly at the
same grade as Mt. Rainier Drive. The natural floodplain surface is below this mound. Potential
wetland has been identified adjacent to this mound. The proposed 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 material, that matenal would taken to an approved
site and properly disposed of consistent with Lahontan Regional Board and TRPA regulations.

33 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 identified erosion,
runotf, and disturbance resulting from developments such as subdivision roads within the Project
area as pnmary 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.

‘ ’mén 3 Eroston Cantrol Project and Fisheries Enhancement Project 6 January 2006
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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 1s the Mt. Rainier portion

ot EIP Project 193,

T'he purpose of the Project is to improve the water quality of runoff to Angora Creck 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 Altematives Memorandum and the
Preferred Alternative Report in which a preferred altemnative was identified. As part of the
planmnyg process, the following problems were tdentified in the Project area:

* Eroding cut slopes;

* Eroding roadside ditches;

= Reduced infiltration;

* Road sand/cinder accumulation along roads; and

» 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
Sediment production from soil instability SC | Soil erodes from sparsely vegetated and
sloped areas.
Sediment production trom exposed shoulder SC | Soil erodes from compacted shoulder and
roadside parking.
Sediment production from sanding operations SC | Cinders wash off road surface with high

concentrations at intersections.

Inadequate conveyance under roads HD | Culverts are undersized and damaged.
HD | Undersized or nonexistent roadside ditch;

inadequate placement of culvents.

Inadequate conveyance along roads

[ HD | Insufficient slope, channel or berms.

T Natural source problem.

f.ack of infiltration and treatment T " Compacted and poorly vegetated open areas
, | and drainages unable to provide infiltration

; { and treatiment.

Ponded water along roads

[ron seepage from groundwater

Provlem Type SC - Source Control; HD Hydrolegic Design. and T - Treatment

Tanuary 2006
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34 EROSION CONTROL CONCEPT ALTERNATIVES

The process of formulating alternative solutions to address water quality issues in the Project
arca conforms to the Stormwater Qualhity Improvement Committee (SWQIC) 2004 Guidcelines
tor Water Quality Projects. The two main steps implemented to develop altermatives are: (1)
descnibe baseline (existing) conditions and (2) formulate and evaluate alternatives. 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 avanlable through the EDOT.

EDOT and the CTC met in early june 2005 to discuss a broad range of draft concept altematives
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, -addittonal opportunities for SEZ and
water quality improvement were identified outstde of the crosion 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 characterized 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 (o absorb the water’s cnergy and prevent
erosion 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 15 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 serics 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 areas where nuisance ponding and flooding
has been identfied. 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 eliminate
erosion in the swale located between Mt, Olympia and Mt. Diablo. Rock bowls are propuosed at
currently ponding or overflowing culvert inlets w 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 comer of
the intersection of Lake Tahoe Boulevard and Mt. Rainier Drive is suggested to provide
wreatment of flows exiting sections of Lake Tahoe Boulevard and Mt. Raintier 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 croded 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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runoft.  All drainage conveyance is via vegetated swales to provide increased infiltraunon 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 intiltrating flows using a combination of
urban and organic options and taking advantage of publicly owned lands tor BMP placement.
Incorporating comments from the June meeting, 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 restonng soils, where appropriate, is proposed to stabilize the
area and prevent erosion on all sparsely vegetated and eroded areas greater than 100 square feet
and located on publicly owned parcels. 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 inftltration.
3.4.4 CONCEPT ALTERNATIVE #4 — BLENDED-

This alternative builds upon Altemative 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 nlling, sloughing and resuiting 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 croding shoulders to provide source control and tacilitate infiltration.

Hydrologic Design: Curb and gutter 1s 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 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 15 removed to clhimimate unnecessary impervious coverage and to
allow for construction of a vegetated swale or wetland basin to collect runotf from Culvert 21
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.

Treatment; 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.

s 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 altemative similar to that of Alternative 4 is the
preferred alternative. The preferred altemative improvements will also include biospreaders as

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

Lake 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 1s
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 cast of the current erosion
control Project. The purpose of the Angora Creek SEZ project is to relocate the stream channel
back into the original floodplain of Angora Creek between its crossing at Lake Tahoe Boulevard
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.

Califormia 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 Creek 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

' Aﬁi&'{z Erosion Controf Praject and Fisheries Enhancement Project (1 January 2t%io

imtial Study Mitigated Negarive Declaration



Angora Creck. The fishenes enhancement work proposed in the Angora Project herein also
builds upon the fish passage improvement etforts trom of this SPR project.

The current twin culverts that carry Lake Tahoe Boulevard across Angora Creck create passage
impediments for fish and obstruct sediment transport downstream on Angora Creek.  Fish
passage through the culverts is currently impaired during high flow periods from excessive water
velocities and duning low flow penods trom 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 1s gencrally based on a function of the species present, the size of passing
fish, and the hydraulic conditions (velocity and depth of tlow) at the site duning the period
passage occur. Passage for Angora Creek at the Project area is most cntical dunng spawning
season, when fish are trying to reach spawning habitat upstream of lLake Tahoe Boulevard.
Passage is important for spring spawntng fish duning high flows and for fall spawning fish during
low 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 (rutta), and Eastern brook trout (Salvelinus
fontinalis). Also, larger lake-run trout are known to move from Lake Tahoe into tributary streams
for spawning. Most of the native fish and the rainbow trout are spring spawning fish whereas
brown trout, the native mountain whitefish, and brook trout are fall spawning fish. Most of the
native fish are primarily small-size fish reaching maximum lengths of 2-4 inches. The native
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 smalt
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 Creck is
provided in the Angora 3 Erosion Control Project - Assessment of Geomorphic Stability and
Fish Passage at Angora Creck (EDOT 2005a) and 1s available through EDOT.

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

3.7 ANGORA CREEK FISHERIES ENHANCEMENT PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

The Angora Creck Fisheries Enhancement Project proposes to demolish and remove the two

‘Angora ¥ Erosion Control Project and Fisheries Enhancement Project 12 Jaruary 2006
imnal Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration



custing corrugated metal culverts under Lake Tahoe Boulevard and replace them with a single
concrete culvert span within the same footprint as the existing span. Angora Creck 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 cofferdam would be installed upstream of the construction area. Inflow would be diverted
at the cofterdam 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 Creek Road west of the creek to
lift 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 alternative 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 alterative 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 alterative would replace the two existing culverts with a single culvert that would convey a
100-year event for Angora Creek. The culvert would be a three-sided box culvert with a low
flow channel in the center. The culvert would be designed to minimize the total width and

therefore, only pass the 100-year event under a head.

Angora Fisheries Alternative #3

This altermative would replace the two existing culverts with a single culvert that would convey a
100-year cvent for Angora Creek. 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 Fishertes alternatives developed for EIP #406 provide solutions that
address the passage ol fish on Angora Creek at Lake Tahoe Boulevard.

Evaluation Criteria

The three alternatives were evaluated based on two cnitena: 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 s 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 penods, 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 critena 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 head but the velocity over a range of flows is less than 3 fu'sec, then the
alternative ranked “Good™. 1f the depth and velocity were similar from downstream, through the
culvert, to upstream, then the alternative was ranked “Best™. The cutoff of 3 ftsec represents the
upper limit of the sustained swimming specd of many fish specices.

The condition criteria were evaluated by comparing the depths previously computed with the
freeboard in the culvert for the typical range of low. A lack of freeboard may indicate a
tendency to become blocked with debnis 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. Rnnking of the Angora Fisheries (EIP # 406) Alternatives
”Xlternative - Criteria ) i
Velocity/Depth 4 C;)‘;dition
“;\ltemative 1 Poor ) Poor
Alternative 2 Good Good
Alternative 3 Best Best

3.7.3 ANGORA FISHERIES PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

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

creating a barrier.

Alternative 2 improves the hydraulic conditions and puts a new culvert and headwall in place.
However, Alternative 2 will also operate under a head for higher flows, which means a potential
fish passage bamer or delayed passage during those flows. Also, changing the channel
hydraulics at the culverts may induce headcutting downstream of the culvert similar to what 1s
present at the current culvert and others nearby.  Because Alternative 2 is still a constriction in
the floodplain, debris may become trapped at the culvert. The altemnative 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 tloodplain conditions and therefore 1s not an encroachment into the floodplain.
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Based on this evaluation, a design that mumics the natural tloodplain characteristics. as in
Alternative 3 15 the preferred alternative.  This alternative will be refined further with detailed

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

Every effort has been made to locate proposed improvements within the County right-of-way
(ROW) or on 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 owaer. For USFS parcels, either a Special Use Permit or
direct transfer of USFES 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, Pette

33-453-13 Hallam

$33-442-21 Machado

F3 3-442-26 Brown

' 33-466-12 Bobo

[33-451-04 Gainor

| i _ .

5.0 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 ensure that mitigation
measures are implemented as proposed.

A full time construction inspector provided by the County and'or contractor will montor
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 in the
same manner. Throughout the construction of the Project, the agencies will be invited to weekly
“tatlgate” meetings and conduct periodic visits to the Project sites (o 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 establishment will include imigation and
replanting, if necessary. The County will inspect all Project improvements during the spring and
fall of each year during the twenty-ycar maintenance period as required by CTC erosion control
grant guidelines. County engineering staff will direct maintenance stalf 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 monttor 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 professional judgement and experience 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 Lahoatan 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 disturbances 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 identified for additional
ficldwork.  In addition, every effort is being made o completely avoid direct and indirect
impacts on these potential wetlands during final design. f it is determine during final design that
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avoudance is not possible. delineation work will be completed in the spring betore designs at
those locations would be finalized. Currently, plant identitication and delineation documentation
1s bemng prepared for the erosion control Project. A Clean Water Act Section 404 pennit
application would be prepared and submitted to the U.S. Amiy Corps ot Engineers based on the
final ¢rosion control Project design and its impact on wetlands and junsdictional waters (1.e.
Waters of the U.S)).

EDOT would apply for a Section 1602 Streambed Alternation Agreement with the CA
Department of Fish and Games for the culvert replacement as part of the fishenies enhancement

work.
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CEQA Checklist



F! Dorado County Department of Transportation
Environmental Checklist Form

I. Project title:  Angora 3 Frosion Control Project and Fisheries Enhancement Project JN 95160
2. Lead agency name and address:
__E1 Dorado County Departinent of Transportation
9248 Emerald Bay Road

South |.ake Tahoe, CA 96150
3. Contact person and phone number:  Alfred Knotts §30-$73-792)

4. Project location: - El Dorado County, South Lake Tahae,

5. Project sponsors name and address:

__El Dorado County Department of Transportation ~ _
9248 Emerald Bay Road ___

___South L.ake 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: Bricfly describe the Project surroundings:

____See attached mitigated negative declaration for description of Project surroundings.
10, Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g.. permits, financing approval, or
participation agreement.)

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, California Tahoe Conservancy, California Department of
Fish and Game, California Regional Water Quality Contrel Board - 1.ahontan Region, U.S. Forest
Service ake Tahoe Basin Management Unit

s e e 2 - ot st i i e ool e
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

I'he envirommental factors checked below would be potentially aftected by this project. involving at
least one impact that is a Potentially Signiticant Impact as indicated by the checklist on the
following payes.

(J Aesthetics ) Agriculture Resources J Air Quality

[ 2 Biological Resources (7] Culural Resources O Geology Soils

[ Harards & Hazardous (] Hydrology. Water Quality (7] Land Uses Planning
Materials

) Mineral Resources (J Noise ] population. Housing
(] public Services {7 Recreation (] Transportation. T rattic

(] Gtilities - Service Systems [ ] Mandatory Findings of Signiticance

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

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequutely 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

‘Angora 3 Erasion Controi Project and F sheries T " January 2006
Fnhancement Project
Draft Initial Swudy Mitigated Negative Declaration



ENALUATION OF ENVLRONMENT AL IMPACTS:

{1 A brief explanation is required for all answers except No Impact answers that are adequately supported
by the infurmation sources a lead ageney 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 ie.g. the project falls outside 4 fault rupture zone). A No
Impact answer should be explained where it is based on project-specitic factors as well as general
standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors 10 pollutants, based on a project-specific
screening analysis).

%) AN answers nust take account of the whole action invalved, 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.

1) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist
answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially signiticant, less than significant with mitigation,
or less than significant. Potentially Signiticant Impact is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that
an effect may be significant. 11 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 effect from Potentially Signiticant 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 icvel (mitigation measures from Section XVII, Earlier
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 earlicr EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c) (3) (D).
In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

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

b} Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were
within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an 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 are Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures

[ncorporated. describe the mitigation measures, which were incorporated or refined from the
earlier 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 to information sources for
potential impacts (e.g.. general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside
document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is

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

8) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are frec 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 format is selected.

9y The explanation of each issue should identify.
a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any. used to evaluate cach question: and

b) The mitigation measure identified. if any. to reduce the impact 1o less than s'gnificance

_Egofa 1 Erosicn Control Project and Fisheries 3 "J;{ﬁﬂéﬁ?ﬁ(’)?
Enhancement Project
Draf} Initial Study. Mitigated Negative Declaration



[ R Hmn

: |
i TR LTy g — I Stgniticamt : ‘
! . AESTHETICS -- Would the project: L Porentially With s than |
i ? \ug_nnuam Mitigation Signiticant No !
! e l hpact {» fnmqmmunn lnmuct L dmpact ’
| a) Have a substantial adverse dhu on i seenic \lsld ! ) i
! I O | ! A
! S - , - —
Y Substantxalty ddmnbe scenic resources, |mlud|ng but not | (] ; g
} " limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings ’ | ! ,
[ within a state scenic highway? ,' / ;
: e e ——— e e e e e o S r . §_ ]
r ]
| ¢} Substantially de;,rade the uzstmg wsual character or D f E] @ l' ] !
! quality of the site and its surroundings’ ; i
. + —_
- d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare. which ] 0J = . ?
J would adversely atfect day or nighttime views in the area? | |
A —————

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 seditnent 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 affect views in the area.

Angora 3 Crt:i;ﬁ?fl:ﬁ('rdl'F"rojcct and Fisheries 4 T R - January 2006
Enhancement Project
Draft Initiat Study Mitigated Negative Declaration



T AGRICUL TURE RESOURCES:  In Jetermining

Cenvironmental effects, lead agencies inay refer o the
California  Agricultural  Land  Evaluation  and  Site

by Conflict with

Whether impacts 10 agricultural resources are signiticant |

i

Assessinent Mode! (1997) prepared by the California Dept.
of Conservation as an optional model 10 use in assessing
impacts on agriculture and farmland.  Would the project:

a) Convent Prime Farmland, Unigue Farmland, or
Farmiand of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on
the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency. 1o
non-agricuiturat use?

existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract?

—— .-

—

I ess Fhan

Signifivant
Putentially With
Signilicant Mitigation

mpact | {ncorporation

P G S

¢) Involve other changes in the existing environment which,
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland. to non-agricultural use?

foss Mhan |
Signiticant |
_lmpagt - bnpuct

0 ®

No

Ia) 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 Jand in the Project area is currently under a Williamson Act contract.

¢) See response If a).

Kh'gb;;f f.rosion Control Project and Fisheries
Enhancement Project
Draft Innial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

lanuary 2006



CiH.

' determinations. Would the project:

~ay Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
. guality plan?

i
i

——

—

AIR QUALITY -~ Where available. the sign:ficance cruteria |
estabhished by the applicable air quality management or air :
poliution contro] district may be relicd upon to make the following

o —— R s o

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

— ——

¢) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant tor which the project region is non-attainment
under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard
(including releasing emissions, which exceed  Juantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)?

Potentialiy

Signticant |
Impact

0
0
—

R S

Less Than
Nigndicant
W th
Mitigution

| Incomoration

o ——

N

a
=t

!

Less Than
i Sigmficant No
_‘i__hnpgcry L_[ﬂllzau
X 0O
dJ JJ
|
o |
Ji
~

substantial

receptors pollutant

&) Expose sensitive 10

concentrations?

(3

t

UJ

) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of

O

O

[

people? J j
I a) Compliance with £l Dorado County Air Quality Management District (EDCAQMD) and TRPA
regulations will ensure that the project will not vonflict with or obstruct implementation of the air
quality improvernent plans for this area.
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 violations of existing air quality standards. The project is
expected to have a less than significant impact 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

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

from the site after construction.

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

Construction equipment may emit adors and fumes for the short term during construction
This short-term activity would not result in a cumulative increase of criteria pollutant for

which the Project region is in non-attainment nor would it expose sensitive receptors 1o

substantial pollutant concentratians. or create objectionable odors affecting a substantial
number of people. Compliance with EDCAQMD and TRPA regulations will maintain the

levels at a less than significant level.

Based on the information gathered as part the CEQA [nitial Study, it is determined that the Project
wouid have a less than significant impact on air quality with the tollowing mitigation measures:

tmpact AQ-L: Construction reluted uctivities can croate short wrm impracts 1o air qualin: throweh
dust gencration and equipment cxhanst, which without mitigation, could cause air qualine standiards

o he violated

“Angora 3 Ercsion Control Project and Fisheries 6
Enhancement Project
Dratt Initial Study- Mitigated Negative Declaration
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Mitigation Measure AQ-la: The comstruction contractor shall implement Best Management
Practices as they related 1o air qualine from the TRPA Code of Ordinance's and Handbhook of Best
Manavement Practices.

Mitigation Measures AQ-1b.: e construction contractor shall water exposed sodd pvice daily, or
as needed, 1o control wind borne dust. A haul dump truckivads shall be covered securely
Mitigation Measure AQ-le: 4t a monumum of three times per weck, remove from all adjacent
streets, all dirt and mud which has been generated from or deposited by consiruction equipment
gong 1o and from the construction sie.

Mitigation Measure AQ-Id: On-sue vehicle speed shall be limited 10 15 miles per hour on
unpaved surfaces.

Mitigation Measure AQ-le: Consiruction activities shall comply swith EDCAQMD Rule 223-
Fugitve Dust, so that emissions do not exceed hourly levels.

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

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

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

Jrom project construction.

7 T lanuany 2006
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v ""—‘_Y\"" -

- —— v

i T T - T ! ‘ l-c\\ Than
(V. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES -+ Would the project: Npnficant |
Potentially Wih tess Than
Sigmificant Mitigation S:gnificant

I

i o
_ — o hwpaet ] decorporation | lmpat G et
a) Have a substantial adverse ettect, either directly or through | ] £ i U 0
i habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, !
| sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, ,
policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish ’ 5
and Game or L.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

.

b) Have a substantial adverse ctfect on any riparian habitat or other 0 = 0 O
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, ’ ’

policies, and reyulations ar by the California Department of Fish
and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

¢) Have a substantial adverse etfect on federally protected 0O | ] 0
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act -

{including, but not limited 0. marsh, vemnal pool, coastal, etc.)
| through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other

means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any nalive resident 0 0 59 n
or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites?

¢) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting o -
biologival resources, such as a tree preservation policy or O 4 ] X

ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation 0 0J O @
Pian, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved
focal, regional, or state habitat conservation plan? 1 } J

1V a)and d)
Special Status Wildlife

lhe 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 ot the California Nutural 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: Caiifornia wolverine (CGulo wulo, bald
cagle (Huliveetus lencocephulus). Sierra Nevada snowshoe hare (Lepus americanus tuhoemiys,
American pine marten (Murtes umericana), Pacific fisher (Martes penmanti pacifica). great gray
owl (Strix nebulosa), Y osemite 10ad (Bufo cunorus), Sierra Nevada red fox () ulpes vulpes necator).
ospeey (Pandion haliactus), bank swallow (Ripuria ripuria). golden eagle (. {quila chrysaenv), Mt
Lyell salamander (/s dromamey pluty cophalus). and American badger (Tuxidia tuxus). Information
from Mr. Lyons has been incorporated into Appendix E. No established native resident, atigratory
wildlife corridors. or native wildlife nursery sites are located in the Project area.

\ngora 3 Erosicn Control Project and Fisheries . 8 © January 2006
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Surveys tor four special status wildlife species (witlow tycatcher, Empidonax trarflli; northeen
goshawk, Acaprrer gentdis mountain yellow-legped trog. Runu mucosy; and leopard trog, Rung
rpreny) weee conducted in 2005 for the Project.

Willow flycatcher Protocol surveys of willow fly catcher potential habitat and willow Hycatcher
activity was conducted in June July 2005. No willow flycatcher was found at potential habitat in or

near the Project arca. Suevey results and summary fornn 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
LTBMLU wildlite 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
leopard frog were conducted along reaches of' Angora Creck in the Project area. No mountain
yellow-legged frog or leopard frog or tadpoles of either were found. Survey results are provided in

Appendix 1.

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

following mitigation measures.

impact B-1: dppropriate northern goshawk protocol surveys were conducted in the Project area
with negative results, Project construction activities can potentially impuact northern goshawks
shauld new nests establish in the Project vicinity prior to construction initiation.

Mitigation Measure B-1: EDOT will contact the USFS LTBMU ruptor biologist two weeks prior to
the commencement of construction activities to verifv that no new northern goshawk nests have
been identified in the Project vicinity. lf 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 implemcniation of a one-quarter mile bufjer during the
breeding season (March | through August 15) or until the young have fledyed. Waterfowl shall be

removed und relocated 1o suituble habhitars.

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
l.ahontan redsides ( Richardsanius egregius). Lahoman speckied dace (Rhinichthys osculus
rabustus), Lahontan stream tui chub (Gila bicolor pectinifer), Tahoe suckers (Catostomus
tuhoensis), mountain sucker (Catostomus platyrhynchus), Paiute sculpin (Contus beldingi), and
mountain whitefish 1 Prosopium williamsont). Introduced species include rainbow trout
(Oncorhynchus mykiss). brown trout (Salmo trutta). and Fastern brook trout (Salvelinus fontinalis).
Also. larger lake-run trout are known to inove 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 simall-size fish reaching maximum lengths of 2-4 inches. The native Tahoe sucker and
native mountain whitetish 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.

“Angora 3 Erosion Contral Project and Fisheries o January 2006
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I'he construction area of the Angora Fisheries companent should be dewatered and isolated with
block nets. All tish 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 instalied
upstream of the construction area. Inflow would be diverted at the cofferdam inta a bypass pipe that
would carry Now around the construction site and discharge flow back into Angora Creek
downstream of the site. Approved Best Management Practices (BMPs) would be employed to
contain consteuction activity next to the stream channel. Upon containment, mechunized equipment
would be used to remove the road surtace and till over the culverts. Low impact band equipment

would also be utilized where appropriate.

Impact B-2: During construction related dewatering of the affected reach. native fish may hecome
stranded
Mitigation Measure B-2: 4/l fish in the dewatered reach would be removed und relocated to other

flowing reaches of Angora Creek down stream from the Project area. Persomnel conducting the
relocation will obtain and possess a scientific collecting permit from the California Department of

Fish und Game during fish removal und relocation

Special Status Plants

A special status plant species survey and concurrent naxious weed survey was conducted in July
and August 2005, to determine whether any of the species exist on county, state or federally-owned
fand 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 wetland habitat (fen) that supports special status
plant species was encountered in one location in the Project area.

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

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

Mitigation Measure B-3: Euch concept ulternutive proposes tao install erosion control fucilities at
ar near the vicinity of the fen. The preferred alternative will be redesigned and relocated to avoid
mmpact to this natural community und the special status plant within it. The extent of the fen hus
heen mapped during wetlund defimeation fieldwork to precisely idennfy it on Project plan drawings

tor protection.

Mitigation Measure B-3: The County is in the process of hiring a fen specialist to ensure this
speciad status plant species and habitar are not impacicd.

¢) Wetiand delineation ficldwork in the Project area is ninety-eight percent complete as of the first
snowfall o 2005, The remaining areas of potential wetiand have been identitied for additional
fieldwork. {n addition. every effort is being made 1o avoid direct and indirect impact on these

UG Y -
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potential wetlands during tinal design, [ it were determine during final design that avoidance is not
possible, detineation work will be completed in the spring before designs at those locations would
be tinatized. Currently. plant identitication and delineation documentation is being prepared tor the
erosion control Project. A Clean Water Act Section 404 permit application would be prepared
based on the final erosion control Project design and its impact on wetlands and Waters of the U S,
and submitted 10 the LS, Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE). The intent of the erosion control
Project is 1o reduce erosion, improve water quality, and increase stonnwater infiltration for sediment

removal.

Impact B-4: Herland delineation is not complete at this time. Progect design and construcnon may
potentiatly impact wetlands and‘or Waters of the US. (WOUS).

Mitigation Measure B-4a: Lpon completion of wetlund delineation, Project design will be
modified. as needvd, 10 avord impacts to the fen and avoid or minimize impacts to other wetlands
andfor WOUS. Should direct or indirect impacts to wetlunds or WOUS be idenrified during final
design, a Section 404 permit upplication would be completed and submitted to the USACOE und
appropriate mutigation measures implemented. This will include hand or low impact equipment,
temporary BMP s such us filter fence, coir logs, and vrange construction limit fencing 1o denote
protected ureas where work is not intended to be performed.

Mitigation Measure B-d4b; Should any construction work be required in or udjacent to wetlands, it
shall be conducted from existing pavement and/vr confined to the smallest area possible 1o complete

the work.

Mitigation Measure B-d¢: 41/ excavated material not required to complete the work shall be
removed 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.

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

Both Projects are considered environmental improvements and are identified in the Lake Tahoe
Environmental fmprovement 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 types 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 a and b) For the Project. an archaeological records search and an archaeological survey of the
Project area were conducted in August 2005. Neither previously identitied 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 oaly 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 area.

Mitigation Measucre C-1: Prior to construciion. a ciltural resource survey of the 4ngora Fisheries
component north of Angora Creek must be conducted  Should any cultural resource is identified
during the survey, it will be evaluated for significance 1o determine Project impucts.

If the resource is determined significant, then impacts shouwld be avoided. lf impacts 1o a
significance tmpact cannot be avoided, then additional mitigation measures to reduce impucts to
less than significant must be developed in consultation with the lead ugency.

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

Vitigation Measure C-2: Should uny archacvlogical materials be uncovered during construction
activities, EDOT contracting documents have standard language 1hat requires contractors to mfirm
the EDOT lead engineer in writmg. Also all work shall stop m the immediate area of the culiural or
archaeologieal resomrce and EDOT will comact a qualified archaeologist. at EDOT s expense. to
mispect the finds und determine upproprrate nreasures (o juke.

) ‘-\-ngora Y Erasion Controf Project and Fisheries R .7 T Janu}q 2006
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¢) The Project area does not have any anique paleontological resource. site, or unique geologic

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

tmpact C-3: Project construciion related earth-moving activitics have the potential 1o encounter

unexpected human remains.

Mitigation Measure C-3: Should any human remiaing is uncovered during construction activities,
EDOT contracting documents has stundurd language that requires contractors 1o inform the EDOT
lead engineer in writing  Also all work shall stop in the immediate area of the remaims. s required
by California law, EDOT wil contact the County Coroner. at the County's expense, 1o inspect the
Jindings and determine appropriate measures 1o take.
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iv) Landslides?

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

¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that
would become unstable as a result of the project, and potentialty
result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or coltapse?
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d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-8 of the
Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks 1o life or

property?

0

%N

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic
tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are
not available for the disposal of wastewater?

8

4

V a)i} - iv) The Project areas are not located within a seismic 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 topsotl.

impact G-1: Praoject construction related carth-moving activities have the potential to cause

temporary soil erosion in the Project area.

Mitigation Measure G-1: EDOT will prepare a Storm Water Pollutiom Prevention Plan (S PPPy

as required by TRP.A und Lahontun Regional Board. The SWPPP will include appropriate

moasures to minimize sl ercsion during construction

Mitigation Measure G-1a. EDOT will ulso conduct daily inspections of BMP measures to ensure
they are properly mamtained and properly placed por maximum henefit. As part of this process,

DOT and or contractor will complete firmal inspection forms for subnutial to reguiatory ugencies
1o demonstrate deficiencres and that corvective action has heen takon,

i ﬁgbm Y Erosion ('ch;BTPrnjL;:d and Fisheries
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¢) Project related impravements would not be tocated on a geolagic or >oil that is unstable. The
nature of the erosion control improveients and tisheries restoration would not potentially resultin

on- or oftf-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence. liquetaction or collapse.

&) The Projects would not be located on expansive soils und would not create substantial risk to life
or property.

¢) No septic tanks or wastewater disposal system is proposed in the Projects,

January 2006
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d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hasardous O O O *i R
I

materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the

pubdlic or the environment?

¢) For a project located within an airport land usc plan or, where J 0
such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airpart, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the project arca?

U
04
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f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area? .

g} Impair implementation of or interfere with an adopted O 0 D |
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

hi Expose people or structures 1o a significant risk of loss, injury 0 0 0] | ]
or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are ’

adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed “
with wildlands? ;-

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
equupment,

Mitigation Measure H-la: The construction contracior will he required to prepare und submit a Spill
Contingency Plan subject to review and approval by El Dorado Couny, { pon approval, the Spill
Contingency Plan will be pormally amended into the Storm Weater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP;
und submitted to TRPA und the Lahontan Regional Board  In addition. cleaning of vehicles or
construction equipment shall not be permiticd 1o occur on site unless conducted in a pre-approved
concrete washout location.

Mitigation Measure H-1b: Spill provention kus shall alsays be in close proximity when using hazardons
muterials (e g . in crew prucks and other lugical locatons)
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Mitigation Measure H-1¢: Vo fucling shall be done vn or near Angora Creck, wetlands. or immediare
Hoodplams  For stationary cquipment that musi e fucled on site near these areas, contamment shall he
provided in such a manner that accidental spl of fuel shall not enter water, contaminate sediments that

may come i contaet with water affect wetland vegetation
¢) The 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 Government Code Section 639625

¢) and 1) T'he 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.

) 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 atfect the risk to wildland tires.

“Angora 3 Erasion Control Project and Fisheries. 7 T Tanuany to06
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d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern 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 off-site?

al

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

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

4 , ]

) Place housing within a 100-y ear flood hazard arca as mapped on O 0 0
a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or -
other flood hazard delineation map? |

| "h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures. which | » "

| would impede or redirect flood flows? 1 D D [] @
W E?xposc people or structures 10 a significant risk of loss, - ’ -

i injury or death involving flooding, including flooding as a | [j D D X
result of the failure of a levee or dam? !x :

) Inundation by seiche. tsunami, or mudflow? = T T ‘T_v B
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V{1 a) The purpose of propesed improvements for the Project is intended to improve the quality of’
stormwater and snowmelt runott from County roads through the use of infiltration. detention, and

settling basins.

Impact WQ-1:

during storm evemiy or accidental fuel spills from consruction
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Mitigation Vieasure WQ-1a: LDOT will prepare a wemporary srosion control plan tir
construction BMP s und drainage plans tor the project i aceordance with TRPA und Lahontan
Regional Bourd requarements for storm water poliution prevention. The plan will include a Starm
Water Pollutton Prevention Plan. Dust Suppression Plun, and Dewatering Plun to he submitted to

Lahemtan Regional Bourd and TRPA for review and approval.

Mitigation Vieasure WQ-1b: Duily inspections will he conducted vn all existing BMP s in the
project area. Should any deficiencies be noted. remedial action by DOT staff and or Contracior
will ke initiated tmmoediately. In addinon, mitigation measures H-1a through H-1¢ would address

acardental fuel spills from construction equipment

Mitigation Measure WQ-1¢: EDOT staff will mentor seather reports on a daily basis and
notfied 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 Jdirt aund mud which has been generated from or deposited by construction equipment
going to und from the construction site. In addition, mitigation measures H-1a through H-1c would

address accidental fuel spills from construction equipnent.

Mitigation Measure WQ-le: EDOT will prepare a Sumpling and Analysis Plun (S4P) o 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 wuaters during siorm
events 1o identify threats to water quality.

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.

c¢) and d) The proposed Project improvements would alter the drainage pattern of road and some
surface runoff in the Project area through the following: flow previously conveyed in roadside
ditches will be conveyed in concrete curb and gutter; flows that were discharged in a concentrated
fashion 10 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 concrete curb
and gutter would alter the amount of surface runofY infiltration. However., infiltration would be
increased through the proposed 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
Creck 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 smal! cotferdam would be installed upstream of
the construction area. Intlow would be diverted at the cofferdam into a by pass pipe that would camry
flow around the construction sile and discharge tlow buck into Angora Creek downstream of the
site. Best Management Practices (BMPs) recommended and approved by federal, regional, state.
and local regulatory agencies wouid be deployed to mitigate construction activity next to the stream
channel. Mechanized equipment would be used to remove the road surface and till over the culverts,
A crane would be placed on dead-end portion of Angora Creek Road west of the creek to litt and
remove the culvents. The channel bottom befow the culverts would be shaped with a low Row
mﬂgora 3 Erusion Control Project and Fisheries 9 Jé},'.;;,;fij.j(;'
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channel. Two new concrete headwalls would be installed to anchor a new pre-forined conerete span.

EDOT would apply for a Section 1602 Streambed Alternation Agreerment with the CA Department of Fish
and Games for the culvert replacement as pact of the fishenes enhancement work.

Impact WQ-2: Consiruction related activities for the tisheries enhancement project including
diverting Angora Creck, installing the bypass pipe, and removal of the old and installation of the
Avw culvert could potentially cause erosion und impact waler guality.

Mitigation Measure WQ-2a: EDOT will require the construction contracior to implement BAIP s
that specificatly addresses threats to water quality and emporary erosion control meastires based
on [RPA BAIP s consistent with Mitigation Measures WQ 1. a, 1o und ]e.

Mitigation Measure WQ 2b.: EDOT stuff und-or contractor will have access to a Hach meter ar all
times (o conduct trbidity readings 1o ensure compliance with water quality stundards for terbidiry.
Should turbidity data indicated non-compliance, DOT staff undior contractor will iitiate remedial

action to address the threat w water quality.

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

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

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

related water quality impacts to less than significant.

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

L.ake Tahoe Basin Management Unit.

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

Project area.
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X, MINERAL RESOURCES -- Would the project.
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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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i i) Exposure of persons to or generation uf nuise levels in excess of
1 slandards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance,
" or applicable standards of other agencies?

by Exposure of persuns to or generation of excessive groundborne D
vibeation or groundborne noise levels?

<1 A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the 0 0
project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

' d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise 0] r]
! levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the - -

project?
¢) For a project located within an airport land use plan or. where 0 D [] Z
such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public

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

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the ] n O =
project expose people residing or working in the project arca 10
[ excessive noise levels? 1 | l

X
L

0
U

j

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-term noise levels excess of
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance

Mitigation Measure N-la: Per TRP.A Coude und permit conditions. the construction contractor
would be limited to maximum workday hours benveen 8 00 am. and 6.30 pm Use of cracking
agenis will be specified in the construction contract.

Mitigation Measure N-1b: {ll power equipment and vehicles used for Project construction will
have proper muffler devices  EDOT will advise potentially atfected residents of the proposed
construction activities including duration, schedude of activities, und comtacts Jor filing noise
complaints. EDOT staff and-or contractor will attempi to respond to all noise complains received
within one workmng duy and resolve the issue as soon us possible

¢). ). and 1) The Projects would not result in the peemanent increase in ambient noise levels. The
Project would not subject residents in the Project area to excessive noise.
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a1 Induce substantial population growth in an area. either directly
cfor example, by proposing new homes dand  businesses) or
. ndirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other
; mfrastructure)?

. by Displace substantial numbers of existing housing. necessitating
4 the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

. ——

.’

Potentially

i
i

a

1
I

Signilicant
Jmpuct

am—— - .

|
|
i
i
|

I ess Than
Sigmificant
With
Mingation

g

|

4 avoipuration |

Lesy Uhan ;

~gnificant | Noo
o I fmnact
Ctmpaet o tmpact

O

i
)

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

b Ol

i

pome e e

RN

O | =

X1 a). b), and c) The proposed erosion control improvements and fisheries restoration would not
directly or indircctly induce or displace existing or future housing.

Azgora 3 Erosion Control Project and Fisheries 24
Enhancement Project
Drafl Initial Study Mitigated Negative Declaration
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3
XML PUBLIC SERVICES

i
L m—— e e

b

a)r Would the project result in substantial adverse phy sical impacts
associated with the provision of new or physically  altered
governmentat facibties, nced for new or physically altered
guvernmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant ¢nvironmental  impacts, in order  to inaintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or uther performance
objectives for any of the public services:

Fire protection?

e T

S licam
Potentually With
Sipmticant ( Mitgaten
“"E‘“‘....i lvorporation

Vess Than

e e 2

1 ess Then
Significant No

Inpact© Impact
pact L mpaet

Police protection?

Schools?

U U NP P Y

Parks?

00,0 0

Other public facilities?

a

0|0|0|0,0

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.

ta
‘"

Angora 3 Erosion Control Project and Fisheries
Fnhancement Project
Drafl 'nitial Study Mitigated Negative Declaration

Janvary 2406



TN

/ ‘ ] Signilicant
X1V, RECREATION .- Porentiatly With
Signiivant Mingation
e e e AP Incomuration
a) Would the project increase the use of ¢xisting neighborheod and | 3 4 D
regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial
‘ physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be
| accelerated?
by Does the project include recreational tacilities or require the 0 0 '
construction or expansion of recreational facilities, which might .
have an adverse physical effect on the environment? 1
. USRNSSR

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

\;gcka.f“Emmdh ¢ ontrol Pr?jccf and Fisheries
tnhancement Project
Draft Initiat Study:Mitigated Negative Declaration

- —~
Loss Tham

Losy than

Negniticant No

tmpat 1 Bpact

g 4

~January 20C6

e



SNV, TRANSPORTATION TRAFFIC - Would the project:

. a) Cause an increase in raftic, which is substantial in relation to
" the existing tratfic load and capacity of the street system (ie.
| result in a substantial increase in either the number of vehicle trips.
i the volume to capacity ratio on roads. or congestion  al
- intersections)?

' b) Exceed, cither individually or cumulatively. a level of service
standard established by the county congestion management agency
for designated roads or highways?

¢) Result in a change in air traffic patterns. including either an
increase in traffic fevels or a change in location that results in
substantial safety risks?

Potentally

G

Sigiticant
lmpact |

< e mp— e+

1ess Phan

St licant

W :th
Mitigation

Incorporation L Tmpact 1 Inrpact
{

dy Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g.,
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (€.8..
farm equipment)?

e = s g
¥

T
! .
1 Less Phan

LoStgmitican No

e

i) O

S

-

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

(]

I f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?

a

]

a

X

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting
alternative transportation (€.8.. bus turnouts, bicycle rachs)?

ad

0

O Y

XV a), ¢) and ) Construction of the Angora Fisheries component (replace culvert on Lake Tahoe
Blvd. over Angora Creek) would require the temporary closure of l.ake Tahoe Blvd. between
_ Angora Creek Circle and Mt. Rainier Drive for up 1o eight weeks. During the construction period,

traffic would be rerouted to View Circle.

The current average daily traffic (ADT) and peak traffic hour on Lake Tahoe Blvd (100 feet north of
N. Upper Truckee Road) and Angora Creek Drive are 2286 (EDOT, 2004) and 198, respectively.
The most recent ADT and peak hour traffic on View Circle are 554 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 raad closure would canse a short-term increase in traffic
congestion on other neurby intersections on the vxisting strect sysiem.

Mitigation Measure F-la: The comractor will be required to prepare a traffic
management/control plan for TRPA und El Dorado County review and approval. Elements of the
plan will include appropriate use of signage. fluggers. traffic calming, and ulternutive routes to
accommodate local and through traffic. In addion. EDOT would advise local residents regarding
schedules for construction traffic detours through press releases and distribunion of flvers in ared

netghborhoods well in advance of construction initation

A ngorv;i‘sfrin"os.i;; Contol Project and Fisheries
Enhancement Project
Draft Initial Study \litigated Negative Declaration
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{1 no time would access for emergency velncles or local residents and school buses with no
dlternate means 1o aceess homes or bus stops be proivbied  Tratfic controls wowdd be implemenied

during work haurs and onlv when o is necessary o perform work. Parkimg i drivewavs may be
restricted por a 24-hour period after proposed curbs and gutiers are installed. During construction

strect parking in the Pregect area swould by limited,

Mitigation Vieasure T-1b: Comtruction related workfurce would be encouraged 1o carpouol 1o the
work sue to reduce traffic 1o and with i the Project arca.

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

¢) The proposed Projects would not attect air traffic patterns,
d) The proposed Projects would not change road geometry.

) The proposed Projects would not contlict with adopted policies. plans, or programs supporting
alternative transportation.

“Angora J Ercsion Control Peoject and Fisheres SR ' ' T Junuany 2006
Enkancement Project
Draft Initial Study. Mitigated Negative Declaration



NVE UTHLETTES AND SERVICE SYSTENMS -
Would the project:

T

a) Exceed wastewater treatinent requtrements of the applicable
Regional W ater Quality Control Board?

PR

bi Require or resull in the construction of new witer or wastewater
treatment  facilities or  expansion of existing  facilities.  the
construction of which could cause significant environmental
ceffects?

c) Require or result in the construction of new storin water
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental
effects?

R

. ——— . N

Fess Than
Sgiicant

Potemially |

Signiticant Mitigat:on

e b .
~ lmnm._l_' ! Ircorporation

(]

]

Wath

g

|

|

i
i
§
|

ceid

E

m . Ap—— -

i Sgrilicant

Less Than

'
,.l"'f""",‘ ; limpact .

O @ N
o«

= | O

| SR

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project
from existing entitiements and resources, or are new or expanded

cititlements needed?

O

d D24

¢) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider,
which serves or may serve the project that it has advquate capacity
to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the
provider's existing commitments?

[ X

1) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

O

O

O Y

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

O

O

O <

XV1a) b), d). e), and ) The proposed Projects would not have short or long impacts on waster
walter treatment facilities, water supplies. or landtill disposal capacities.

c) The proposed Project does include the installation of new storm water drainage facilities to
supplement existing tacilitics and to improve water quality treatment features. The design of the
new tacilities proposes 10 convey storm water through vegetated channels, rock-lined channels, and
detention basins. This Project is identified in the L.ake Tahoe Environmental Improvement program
and is intended to improve the environment by address existing storm water deficiencies and

erosion.

Enhancement Project
Draft tnitial Study Mitigated Negative Declaration
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— pe—

- ¢ ———

- I - i P hess Than g ‘
} C Nigniticant ! ! 3
S XV MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE -- b Potentially J Wth | bews Plar |
: P Signsticant . Mitigation | Semiticant | No o
e A g Mmpact L bwoporauen | _Impact | mpact |
. @) Does the project have the potential to deyrade the quality of the . t < | 0 0 !
~environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife | [ ‘ ;
. species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop helow seif- i j !
, sustaining levels, threaten (o eliminate a plant or animal | f “
- community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or [ i !
, endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the j ! i
{ major periods of California history or prehistory”! P ‘! (
b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited. but 0 ] % 0 i
cumulatively considerable? (Cumulatively considerable means that ;
the incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed f i
i connection with the ¢ffects of past projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of probable future projects)? f
¢) Does the project have environmental etfects, which will cause D 0J K 0 —i
substantial adverse effects on human beings, cither directly or
indirectly? I j J

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

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

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

Argora 3 Erosion Control Project and Fishertes 30
Enhancement Project
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APPENDIX C

Impact and Mitigation Summary



-\ppendn C \ummary nf lmpants and Mitigation Measures

—m —— v-

' Mmgnlon \1cawres

, Vlmgunon Measure AQ-1a: [he comstrnciion contractor

Cshall implement Best Management Practices as they
related to ar qualite from the TRPA Code of Ordinances
and Handbook of Best Management Practices.

Impacts

RS —- a—

Impact AQ-L: Canstruction refated
GCHIVIETES Cut reate SHorn term inipacs o
arr qualine chrough dust generatint and
cqriipment exhaust, which withowt
nitigaion, could canse wir ity . Mitigation Measures AQ-1b [he construction |
stundurds to be viotuted contractor shall water exposed sorl bwice daily, or as
needed, 1o control wind borne dust Al haul dump

Uirnckloads shall be covered securely

Mitigation Measure AQ-lc: A1 a minimum of three tntes |
per week, remove from all adjacent streets. all dirt und !
mud which has heen generated from or deposited by
comstruction equipment going 1o und from the construction

site.

Mitigation Measure AQ-{d: On-site vehicle speed shall
be limued to 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-If: Construction equipment
idling shall be kept 1o a minimum when it is not in use.

Mitigation Measure AQ-1g: The construction contructor
shall post a publicly visible sign on the project site during
construction uperations that specify the welephone number
and personfagency o contact for complaints and-or
inquiries on dust generation and other air quality
pmb/ems resulting from project construction.

Impact B-1: Appropriate northern Mitigation Measure B-1: EDOT will contact the (,S’f S
goshawk protocol surveys were conducted | LTBMU raptor biologist two weeks prior 1o the

m the Project arca with negutive results, commencement of constructon activiries (o verify that no

Project construction activities cun new northern goshawk nests have heen wdentified in the

potentially impact northern goshawks Project vicinity  If any active nests are identified within

should new nests establish in the Project the arca, consultation with USFS would he undertaken

vicnity prior 10 construction initiatron. regarding regulation and timing of construction activities |
Any active nests will be avorded through implementation

of a one-quarter mile buffer during the hrecding season

{ (Muarch 1 through August 15) or until the young have

C fledged. Wagerfind shall be removed and relocated 1o

U switable hubitats

R - S0 O

“Angora 3 Frosion Control Project and Fisheries R T ~January 2006
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i lmpacts

Impact B-2: During construction reluted
devatering of the affected reach, native
tish may become stranded

|
i
i
|

e e e i}

C Impact B-3: One special status plunt
- three-ranked hump moss, (Meevia
trquetray, was identified in a newly
recurded sensitive natural community (fen)
in the Project area.

| Mitigation Measures

| Mitigation Measure B-2: 4!/ fishin the dewatered reach
wondd be removed und relocated moother flowing reaches
Fof dngora Creek down stream from the Project arca.

j Persannel conducting the relocation swill obtain und
possess a scivaific collecting pevnt from the Califorma

| Department of Fish and Game durmg fish removal and

' relocation,

r»‘\litigation Measure B-3a: Fuch concept ulternutive
proposes to install erosion control fucibities at or near the
| viciniy of the fen. The preferred alternative will be
redesigned and relocated (o avoid impact 1o ths natural
community and the special status plant within 1. The
extent of the fon has been mapped during wetland
delineation fieldwork to precisely identify it on Project
plun drawings for protection.

Mitigation Measure B-3b: The County is in the process
of hiring a fen specialist to ensure this special status plant
specte and habitat are not impacted

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

Anyera 3 trosion Control Project and Fisheries

Fnhancement

P

Mitigation Measure B-4a: Lipon complenon of wetlund
delineation, Project design will be modified. us needed. 1o
avoid impacts to the fen and avoid or minimize impacts 1o
other werlunds andior WQOUS. Should direct or indirect
impacts to wetlundy or WOUS be identified during final
design, a Section $04 permit application would be
completed and submitted to the USACOE and appropriate
mitigation measures implemented. This will include hand
or low impact equipment, temporary BAMP s such as filter
Jfence, coir logs. and orunge construction limit fencing to
denote protected areas where work is not intended to be

performed.

Mitigation Measure B-db: Should any construction work
he required in or adjacent to wetlands, it shall be
conducted from existing pavement and or confined to the
smallest area possible to compliete the work.

Mitigation Measure B-dc: A/ cxcuvated material not
required to complete the work shall be remaoved from the
woetland arcas and comtained by appropriate BAIP
measires

Draft fnitial Study Mitigated Negative Declaration
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. Mitigation Measures
Mitigation Measure C-1: Pricr to construction, a |

. lmpacts

—_— . .
“lmpact C-1: The Angora Creek tivheries |
s restoration Project may affect cudtiral |
resources inits Praject area.

i component novth of Angora Creck must be conducted. ‘

cadivral resource survey of the Angora Fisheries

Should any culteral resource iy wdentified during the
survey: 1wl be evaluated for siguficance to determine
Project impucts |
I the resonrce is determined significant, then impacts

should he avoided. If impacts to u sigmficance impact

cannot be avended, then additional mitigation measures to
reduce impacts 1o lexs than sigmficant must be developed
in consultation with the lead agency.

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

Mitigation Measure C-2: Should uny archuenlogical !
muterials is uncovered during construction activities.
EDOT contracting documents has standard language that
requires contractors to inform ihe EDOT lead engineer in
writing. Also all waork shall stop in the immediate arca of
the cultural or archavological resource and EDOT will
contact a qualified archacologist, at EDOT s expense. to
inspect the finds und determine appropriate measures 1o
take.

Impact C-3: Proyect construction reluted
eurth-moving activities hus the potential 1o
encounter unexpected human remains.

Mitigation Measure C-3: Shauld uny human remains is
uncovered during construction activities, EDOT
contracting documents has stundard lunguage that
requires contractors to inform the EDOT lead engineer in
writing. Also all work shall stop in the immediate area of
the remains. Ay required by Califorma law, EDOT will
comtact the County Coroner, at the County's expense, tn
nspect the findings and determine appropriate nreasures
1o lake.

tmpact G-1: Project construction related
carth-maving activiiies have the potential
10 cause soil erosion in the Project area.

,»ing&ra 3 Erosion Control Iir\Q_jccl and Fisheries
t nhancement
Draft [nitial Study . Mitigated Negative Declaration

Mitigation Measure G-1a: £D0OT will prepare a Storm
Wuter Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) as required by
TRI'A and Luhontun Regional Board The SWPPP will
include uppropriute measures 1o minimize soil erosion
during construction.

Mitigation Measure G-1b. EDOT will ulso conduct i
darly mspections of BMP measure to cnsure they ure !
i

i properly mainmtamed and properly placed for maximum
| henefit. As part of ins process, DOT and or contractor
Wil complete formal inspection forms por submirral to '

regularory agencies to demonstrate deficiencies und that |
corrective action has heen taken, |

lanuary 2606
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i
IS

Vconstrucnon, there exists a risk of

!

i
{

Impucts ;

tmpact H-1: Dwring Project i

accidental fuel spills from construction
vurpment

CSWRPPy and submitied 1o TRPA and the Lahontan

Mitigation Measures

———

st e e—— B - ——— .
Mitigation Meusure H-la: The construcoon contractor

will be required to prepare and submat a Spilfl Conprrgency
Plan subject to review and approval by £l Dorada Couwnty |
Upon approval. the Spil Contingency Plan will he formally |
amended e the Storm Water Poltution Prevention Plun |

Regional Bourd. In addition, cleantng of vehicles or
construction equipment shall not be perntitted to occur on
stte unless conducted in a pre-approved concrete washout
location.

Mitigation Measure H-1b: Spill prevention kits shall
alwayys be in close proxumity when using hazardous
materialy (e.g., in crew trucks and other logical tocations).

s
H
|
|
|
|
'
i
i

Mitigation Measure H-lc: Vo fueling shall be done in or
near Angara Creek, wellunds, or immediate floodplamns.
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 contuct with
water, affect wetlund vegetation.

Impact WQ-1: Project construction
related activities may cause short-term
water quality impacts during storm ¢vents
or accidental fuel spills from construction
eyliipment.

Ank(ﬁa 3 Erosion Controi Projéti;n{i Fisheries

Enhancement

Mitigation Measure WQ-1a: £DOT will prepare a ]
temporary erosion control plan for construction BMP s and
drainage plans for the project in accordance with TRPA
und Lahontan Regional Board requirements for storm
waler pollution prevention. The plan will include a Storm
Water Pollution Prevention Plun, Dust Suppression Plan,
and Dewatering Plan to be submitied to Lahontan Regional
Bourd and TRPA for review and approval.

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

Should any deficiencies be noted, remedial action hy DOT
stuff undior Comtractor will be initiated immediately.  In
addition, mingation measures H-1u through H-l¢ would
address accidental fuel spills from construction equipment,

Mitigation Measure WQ-1c: EDOT staff will monitor
weather reports on a daily basis and nonfied the contractor
or any forecasted adverse weather conditions,

Mitigation Measure WQ-1d: A1 g minimum of three times |
per week vemove from all udjacent streets, all dirt and mud |
which has been generuted from or deposited by |
construction equipment going (o and from the construction |
site I addition. mitigatiem measures H-1a through H-1¢ '

would address accidental fuel spills from construction

o S MIPRIERT . !

— RSO |

' Janu a‘r)—f no6
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:' Impacts

Impact WQ-2: Construction related

L activities for the fisheries enhancement

t project mefuding diverting Angora Creek,

instatling the hvpass pipe. and removal of

 the old and installation of the new culvert
could potentialh cause erusion and

i

|

| impuct water quality
{

|
;
L

!_u ,

| Mitigation Measures

f .\mgatio.n Measure WQ-le: LDOT will prepare u '
) Sampling und Avalvsis Plun (SAP) 1o be included as part of |
the Storm Water Pollutton Prevention Plan. The SAP will
dentify sumpling locations and procedures to nicasure
storm run-off and nearby by urface waters during storm

CYCIS [0 1dentify threats to water guality, !

|
J

Wea(ion Measure WQ-2a: EDOT will require the |
construction contractor 1o implement BAMP s that
specifically addresses threats to water gualin: and ’
temporary erosion control measures bused on FRPA
BMP s consistent with Mitigation Measures WQ 1, la, und

le,

e

Mitigation Measure WQ 2b. EDOT stuff und or
comractor will have access to a Hach meter at ol times 10
canduct erbidity readings to ensure compliance (o waier
quality standards for wrbidity. Should wrbidiey data
indicated non-compliance, DOT staff andior contractor will
initiate remedial action to address the threat to water

quality.

Mitigation Measure WQ-2c: Stream flows will he
monitored and diversion activity will take place when
stream flows low.

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

Angora 3 Erosion Control Project and Fisheries

Enhancement

Mitigation Measure N-1a: Per TRPA Code and permit
conditions, the construction contractor would he limited to
muximum workday hours between 8 00 am. and 6.30 p.m.
Use of cracking ugents will be specified in the construction
contract.

Mitigation Measure N-1b: All power cquipment and
vehicles used for Project construction will have proper
muffler devices. EDOT will advise potentially uffected f
residents of the proposed construction activities inchding |
duration, schedule of activities. and contacts for filing roise "
!
!

f 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 possihle.

January 2006
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; Mitigation Vleasures
,\liiEation Measure U-1a: The comtractor will be

requred 1o propare a traffic management-control plan for
TRPA and El Dorado Counny review and approval, j
b Elemoents of the plan will include appropriate use of
sysfom. stene, Hageers, traffic calming, and aliernative rontes (o
' U accommodate local and through traffic. In addion. EDOT
" sould advise tocal residents regarding schedules for
Ccomstruction wraffic detours through press releases and
distribution of flyers in area neighborhoods well in advance |

© Impacts
[

Impact T-1: Constriection related roud
Filosure would cause « short-term
Cancrease in traffic congestion on other

Vnrearhy intersecttons on the existing street

of construction initiatton.

At no tme wouldd accesy for emergency vehicles or local
residents and school buses with no alternate means 10 l
access hames or huy stops be prohibited. Traffic controls |
would be implemented during work hours and only when it \
Is necessary to perform work. Purking in driveways muay be
restricted for a 24-hour period afier proposed curbs and
gutters are installed. During construction strect parking in
the Project area would be limited,

Mitigation Measure T-1b: Construction related workforce
would be encouraged to carpool (o the work site to reduce

i wraffic in the Project area.

e — e e —— — e r——— i e - —s

\ ng:ri i Erosion (-TnlmlFr—m“t and Fisheries 6
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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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APPENDIX G
Willow Flycatcher Survey Report



Angora 3 Erosion Control Project
Willow flycatcher Survey Report

Willow flycatcher (Empidonax trailliiy is a Calitornia listed Threatened species. and is also on
the U.S. Forest Service Region § Sensitive list in Calttornia.  The subspecies present in the
Tahoe Basin is E.t. hrewsteri. “tlittle willow flycatcher.”™ In June of 2003, four locations were
identified in the Angora Creek Project area as potential willow flycatcher (nesting) habitat. A
survey for willow flycatcher was conducted by ENTRIX biologists in June and July of 2005,
tollowing 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 20035, 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-1-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

arca. Linfortunately. brown-headed cowbirds were detected at all tour 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.

Angora 3 Erosicn Control Project and Fisheries )
[ nhancement Project
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Form 3 Willow Flycatcher Survey Summary- Results Summary
Auni MM Observer(_AaaZy [ fgghons

Site Name

Name of Manager / Owner cre County J.‘.'L_LM
USGS Quad Name LE:thaia/ &? e 38°2 52,7 wonk:
120°1,. 33 _eas
Location T_I2N RUBE . sec (T . 14 NC 116 M/W
survey visit # Date survey ime WL 4 sungog cowbuds
(mxvdd/yy (present'absent/uaconl.) WIFLs present?
) ¢ e - PSS WU ——
2/ fos | Sarr_27C0
survey [ | ¢/21/e ~Lree 2t ind - —_— L2
followup____ Stop:. 2 TR0
. . |
S\uvey._;g ‘7//2/@’ swt_C '3 3 _,//L-',/"{e’r"’ L/, —_— é)%
followup: Swp'_Qﬂ_}_Q
survey, Sart:
followup:___ Stop:
survey* Start: —-
followup: Stop:

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

v

willow flveatcher locadons
Jates WTFL | WIFL location

present | #

detection types®

T.R,sec,i/4 1716
latlong

UM
T.R,sec,1/4,1716
latlong

UT™

TR 5ec,)/4,i/16
lavloag

UT™M
IT.R,3ec,1/¢,1716
latlong

UT™M

g [ ARASEE 40706
L latlong

{ L UM

|

January 2606

Angora 3 Erosion Centrol Project and Fisheries 3
£ nhancement Project




[!-i Dorado County Departiment of rapsportation I Suney Lucation —’]
vingora Erusion Contndt Project Phase 3 ‘ "\\T(T\,Tﬁ ’

{ . 10 {

Willaw Flycatcher Potentiunl Hahitut and Nurvey Locatinas ] e — }
| Site \ag-2-North t pper Truckee ' ‘
{ — — i
' January 2006

» .ngri 3 Eros ilih_(—'dnrrbl'srﬁojécﬁl_.ﬂ)&r Fisheries 4

Enhancement Project



Form3 Willow Flycatcher Survey Summary- Resuits Summary
Site Name ["/ ] yonya Obscrvez{i).ﬂ&x. /éi'é/"_‘b_
Naze of Manager / Owaer L/“tﬁz &&km (,oumy/_[_.éﬁ.____) tate

JTM

T.R.sec,ie,l/16

[, T,R,sec,ia,l/
q‘ljnﬂong
L S

i
r

USUS Quad Name &7 .:25 P50 z:zt.; . 2;& iade UTMs: - —.nonk;
R {1}
Location TR R/ZE . see (7, 18 i), 1116
survey visit ¥ Date | survey tme WIFL A sinpag cowbirds
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, .
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2 e
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0‘//2 o3 /(,érﬂ‘r&// Vi)
followup: / Stop: 27T < /
swvey_ Start:
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survey’ Start:
followup: Stop: 1
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oresemt | ¥ [
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—ra NWY <,
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) e m e ]
. eV EI .
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fallowup: _ _._ Stop- (08 Y 7
survey 2o 73 fox Sm'_cj__é;_%qf(. 501{“22"'*%' — e
followup: Stop:. 2 778
urvey: - Start:
followup- Stop:
survey:, Stast:
followup: ] Stop___ |

Total # of presumed breediug tervitorias after all visits completed (B0 migraots)

willow flycatcher locations

dares WTFL

WIFL location

Jetection types®

present | ¥
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Angora 3 Frosion Controt Projcct
Northern goshawk Survey Report

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

Northern goshawk is a raptor of mid to high clevation mature coniferous forest
throughout the Sierra Nevada, and is a ycar-round resident specics in the Lake Fahoe
Basin.  Goshawks also occur in the foothills during winter, in northern deserts with
pifion-juniper woodland. and in lower elevation riparian habitats. Optimal nesting habitat
tor 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 California.
Chey prey mostly on birds, using snags and dead trectops as observation platforns.
Northern goshawks are susceptible to human disturbance such as recreational activities

and urbanization.

TRPA has designated twelve arcas 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 |5 - 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 last known activity at

the nests in 1981.

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

Occurrence, 127, is approximately 500 feet northwest of the 1.ake Tahoe Airport. about a
mile northwest of Apalachee projects. That nest fledged three young in 1981,

I'he third record. occurrence number 126, is about *4 mile southeast of the Apalachee
projects. along Trout Creck.  Per CNDDB. this nest was active in 1981 but was

abanduned because of a land use change.

Argora 3 Erosion Contrul f’rt;jéct and F )—sh-eries T | in U
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In June and August of 2005 ENTRIX biologists consulted with USFS avian biologist
Victor | yon, about goshawks in the project area. The following information is trom Mr.

[.yvon.

Several known goshawk nest sites are in the riparian corridor ot 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, near Mule Deer Circle.  However, no project
activities are planned within 0.5 miles of that arca. The next nearest recently active nest
tocation 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
gushawk nesting habitat. Although there is marginal potential habitat in the form of
torested 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 |5 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. If any active nests are known within the area. consultation with USFS should be
undertaken regarding regulation and timing of construction activities.

Argora 3 Erosien Control "'riytcl'and Fisheries 1 January ¢
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APPENDIX I

Mountain Yellow-legged Frog and
Northern Leopard Frog Surveys Report



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

Chis report summarizes tocused surveds along Angora Creek within the Angora 3
Frosion Control Project (Project) area in the lake Tahoe Basin (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 Calitornia Species of
Concern within its natural California distribution. although it is widely believed to have
been introduced into the Basin (Jennings and Hayes 1994).

I'he mountain vellow-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 Leat (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 ). 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 yecllow-legged frog. but
paradoxically, the northern leopard frog has been recorded from some of the same highly
aquatic Basin habitats as the mountain yellow-legged frog (Table 1). These sites are
unusual habitat for this species. which is normally associated with low clevation
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 Creck reach
(between [Lake Tahoe Boulevard and View Circle) during the summer of 2004 as part of
the pre-construction activities for EI Dorado County’s Angora Streamn Environment Zone
Restoration Project (ENTRIX. Inc. 2004). Results from that survey determined that the
upstream portion of this rcach was composed of terraced beaver (Custor canadensiy)
ponds and lacked habitat features tor 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 frog species. The biologists found no frogs or
tadpoles ot either species anywhere along the reach of Angora Creek between Lake
lshoe Boulevard and View Circle. Otherwise. the most recent documented surveys in
the Basin for cither frog species were apparently those of Zweifel (1955), which alwo

e e e e i, s L i ———
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included most of the Sierra Nevada.  The most recent records for the northern keopard
frog from the lahoe Basin originated in 1971 (Table 1),

Methods

The 2005 Angora Creek survey in the Project area covered only those reaches of the
creck that are bordered by public land. including the reach upstream of Lake [ahoe
Boulevard approximately one half mile to the first contluence. the beaver pond reach
downstream of 1 ake Tahoe Boulevard, and an approximately % mile reach from View
Circle downstream. Angora Creek upstream of Lake Tahoe Boutevard and downstream
of View Circle were surveyed on August 17, 2005 and the beaver pond reach ot 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
cdge of the waterway and used binoculars to try to find frogs at the base of cover turther
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 thuse situations they are considerably easier to find than adult
mountain yellow-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.

Results

Angora Creek. The reach of Angora Creek upstream of Lake Tahoe Boulevard is narrow
(<Im for most of its length), shallow (<20cm tor 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 end of the surveyed
reach. but no dams or ponds had yet appeared. Frogs and tadpoles were absent from the
entire reach. The reach of Angora Creek from its crossing at Lake Tahoe Boulevard to
the downstream limit of the beaver pond area included several types of shallow stream
habitat that was covered with dense grass and sparse riparian vegetation. No wide
shallow pouls were found. and no frogs or tadpoles of either species were lound. 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 either species were
found. No beaver activity was noted anywhere along this reach.

Summary

Surveys of Angora Creek in the Angora 3 Project area in £I Dorado County. for mountain
vellow-legged frogs and northern leopard trogs failed 10 yield frogs or tadpoles of cither

Angora § Erosion Control Project and : January 2006
tishenes Enbhancement Preject



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 Creck or in
meadows associated with the stream.  The absence off trog 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.
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Calfomia Natural Community Field Survey Form

Mau ta:
Natural Diversity Datsbase

Source Code

Far ut! -ce use oniy

Quad Code___

Caifornie Dept. of Fish and Game
1418 Ninth Street
Sscramenta, CA 95914 Com munity Code . ... OccH o

(916) 324-6357

Updats Y N

Map index ¥

Piease provide as much of the following

intormation as you can. Plemse attach a
map (if possidle, based on the USGS 7.5 minute series) showing the site's location and boundaries. Use the back if

needed.

Community ngmae: ben —
Raporter; i} Shuta E-mail Adocess: ' .. : Phone (1116, 18" 1SX¥

at U
Atfitiation and Address _2iotA, nw___tg@;g(m 5505 Ak Ry b, Socramests (A 29841
Date of heid work: 118 County: _ 1> .
Location (Please attach/submit map):

Quad name: L hp Lake T - R_‘ U Yoof 2 Ve sec_ '’ Mendian
UTM Zone __ __Norhing 3 % . 3 2 4 hEastihhgl 2 0 __ v 2
Landowner/Manager: ¢ alifuni Tabve Conservimy Photographse: Sidel] Printlz]

Drainage:

Slope (indicate % or ° )

Elevation /40N 0 Aspect: >

Stte acresge: —
Evidence of disturbance ar threats:
Arca may he <lated tor upcormng croson controi work by B Dorsdo Counry  Tust NI af intersection of North Upper Traches Rd and Mt

Ranwer Dirve - ngious weeds on roasdside including Dipsavcas salfonam, Cisiam vulgare, snd A erbascum thapsus
Current land us&

Substrate/Soils:

Peaty. aende

Senem! description of communitly:
Mestly undsturhed, open fen i lodge pole prne comimurity. On doveleped Jor i Aagera Ceock commmurnity, bera zer hnmes ond roids v Night

slope. High plant diveraty
Any Special Ptants or Animals present:
Mecsia tnquetea, 2-ranked hump o, and Deoscrs rotendifoli; sun Jew

Succ essional status/Evidence of regeneration of dominant axa:

Ovarall site qualty: Excellent ] Good (] Fak I Poor OO Comments (below):

Basis for raport: Remote image 1 Binocular/ Teiescopic survey 0 Windshield survey (0 Brief walk-thrv @

Detailed survey I3 Other 0 —
Relevé: In Lhe space below . indicate sach spec @s cover % within the follow ing grow th form categoring

Treas 1, ! ingi

B S RPN ST M FOSORL IR o P LN ] ot ik it [RERUT. TR, RV S FRNTIG I I UIETTRNTRR TN U
srapcten s Tl gan et N VU i ek
Pove byieare” Ly Modheosp W e oy
FISTIRY FRPR SNEIVE R IUY SN TV TN TR I T
AR A R T ) N N P AN TVR BT
ol e

Continue on back it needed. Thank you for your contribution. FGINHDI1 748 Rev 2/0C
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Matii to. i
For QOffice Usa Only

GCalifcrma Natural Civersity Database
Depatment of Fish and Game {
1007 17" Stroer, Suite 202 Source Code Quad Code ) :
Secramanic, CA 95814 Elm Code Oce. No

Fax (918) 1240475 amsil’ WHUOABQJ#g. ca gov
€0 Index No. B Map index No.

DlhofFlddWorkrmmwn D‘I/l‘f/of j
Scnd.Fom\

Reset | Californla Native Species Fleld Survey Form T

[S-clcntmc Name: M .epaco W
Common Name: TIVuJ 'M W Voqs o

T‘) -
Species Found? ¥ [ Reporter: __.‘MM :
Yo Mo If et why? Address: ___ S5O 5 Qote. Roanrs- Lourse
Total No Indviduals ______  Subsequent Visit? ['i’yc; gno Soergrvim@ O ASYY/
[} isting NDOB rrence? k. ; 4
Is this an exiating o:cu nce T no unl €.matl Address: 2 g Q_ : | '
Collection? Ifyes: oo . e Tesee T T | | Phone: {4/¢) ¥82-35%)
Plant information Animal lnformation
Phenotogy: _/.QQ % I e * ¥ aduts § arvenias Visvee ¥ 909 masaee ® urkrown
) a o a o a 0o
braedng venientg burnw sAe rookery nashing other
Location Description (please attach map AND/OR fill out your choice of coordinates, below)
‘ N J
Caunty: P[ Dﬂ&&o Landowner /| Mgr.: M7
Quad Name. ___ Sedrs dalt/ Elevation. __ (g 4O > ¢¢
T_{ANR (¥ Sec 11 . SG Vol YW % Meridian: HO MO SO Source of Coordinates @Qopo map & type): v
%, Meridian: HO MO SO GPS Make & Mode _@W )

T___R __ Sec . Ye of \
NADS3J WGS84 [ Horizontal Accuracy metery/fegt

Datum: NAD27()
Coordinate System: UTM Zane 10 UTM Zone 11 ) OR  Gaographic (Latitude & Langltude) o]
Coordinates:  Easting/longitude ___(29° OA, 205 ° Nodhingilatiude___ 23% S22, 4 3w~

Habitat Description (piant commundies, dominanls. #330Cistes, subsirates/sois. aspecis/siope): .
P . WWW Stapss Lo SE. Ty iote pers
DY “%. wblaw 4 N W

M

P

Other rare 1axa seen at THIS site on THIS date:

. Site information  Overs! site quaidy: _J Exceilent ™ Good OFair 0 Poor

1
{ Cuvent/ surrounding land use: ¢ g2eclanZoR_/ , A e

| Visible disturpances.

Threats: /f/ poh o3~ «55/4“‘:“%4“'«-.7 _’Wuﬂ—cAa—nj W Lellt Thaltls
Commants: &DW M‘j LAt WW . {

Datermination: (check one or more. snd 44 n blankst P "°:,‘:£"‘ ‘f:‘" mi‘l""‘ one o more 5“5‘ F"[':']“ " digal
“gyed (cite relerenca) Maotat n
Zomoared with specmen housed at Bagnosiic feaiure 8 8 3

Compared with phota / deawing in.

gy anciher parson (name) _.Mw __5_.':..}__._ Moy wa oblain dupkcstes
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BACKGROUNO/LQCATION

1he Projact is located within the Lake Tahoe Basin in castern EY Dorado County It
occupwes portions of Sections 18 and '3, Township 12 north, Range 18 east. Mount
Diablo Base. and Mendian. It is located n Mountan View Estates Unit #'s 1, 2, 3, 4, and
5. The Project area is shown on the Echo Lake US. Geologic Survey (USGS) 7 5
minule quadrangle. The elevatian of the Project area ranges from 6.290 teet at Angora
Creex near Mountain Meadow Drive ta 6,475 feet near Pyramid Circle. [he Project area
is located within an existing residential development nounded 10 the north by Lake
Tahoe Boulevard and portions ot View Circle, to the northwes! by the parcels west of Mt
Rainier Drive and Pyrarmd Circle, to the south by North Uppar Truckee Road, and 10 the
east by parcels east of Mountain Meadow Drive (Figure A). Other streets in the Project
area include Dixie Mountain Drive, the southern partion of Lake Tahce Boulevard. Mt.
Shasta Circle, Mt. Diablo Circle, Mt. Olympia Ci.rcla, Snow Mountan Drive, and Pyramid

Court.

€1 Dorado County Department of Transporiation — Tahoe Engineering Division (EDOT)
prepared an Initiat Study (I1S) in Fall 2006 based on a conceptual project design to
comply with the requirements of the Califorma Environmental Quality Act and (CEQA)
and to qualify for Califomia Tahoe Conservancy (CTC) grant funding for the Angora 3
Erosion Conirot Project and Fishenes Enhancement Projact (Project). El Derado County
previously approved a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Project. This
documant evaluated environmental impacts based on conceplual Project design and
was supported by a completed environmental checklist. This document was originaily
released for public review between December 8, 2005 and Jaruary 6, 2006. However.
based on commanis received from partner agencies, EDOT agreed to recirculate the
document 0 provide for additional review by the public. The recirculated document was
appraved on March 21, 2006 by the El Dorado County Board of Supervisors (State
Clearing House # 2005122039} for the Project which was filed with the Record-Clerk's a
Notica of Determination was filed on March 24, 2006, consistent with the CEQA
Guidelines. Since that time, the Project area has experienced a change in conditions
due 1o the effects of the Angora Fire which was ignited on United States Forest Service
tand on the aftemaon of June 24, 2007. Due o *he canditions that currently exist in the
Project area, the EDOT must preparae an Addendum ta the previously approved IS/MND
10 accurataly depict the exishng candibons 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 greater
risk to public heaith and safety, County !nfrastructure. and the ratural environment than

those pased by implementing the Project.

This Project is identified 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 threshald which are necessary to achieve and
mamntain environmental threshoids for the Lake Tahoe Basin. {15 impartant to note that
the goals of ths Project raman the same as wtially proposed which are wntended to
address erosion. storm runoff, and water qualty problems that have been \dentifed in
the Project boundaries. Addressing denlified water quality problems s anticpated to
have a drrect banafit to the quality of nearby waterways and uitim ately | ake Tahoe.

Angora 3 Erosion Control 27d I sher es £ "hancement F’;ojecr'
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Erosion Control Project Purpose and Need

Puyrsuant to the requireaments of Section 208 of the Clean Water Act, the 1RPA prepared
a Water Quality Management Plan (208 Plan) for the Lake Tahoe Basin. This plan
identilied ecosion, runoff, and disturbance -esulting from developments such as
subdivision roads within the Project area as primary causes of the decline of Lake
Tahoe's water quality. The 208 Pian also mandates that capital improvement projects
such as the Argora 3 Project be mplemented 10 bring all £! Dorado County roads snito
comphance with Best Manageman Prachices (BMP3) by the year 200B to assist in

achieving water quality objectives

This Project is one of three capital /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 to imprave the water quality of runoft to Angora Creek and
ulimately to Lake Tahoe by reducing erosion and sediment originating in the Project
area. The methods available to i/mprove 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 AMernatives
Memorandum and the Prefarred Alternative Report in which a prefarred alternative was
identified. As part of the planning process, the following problems were identified in the

Project area:
s Eroding cut slopes,

¢ Eroding roadside diches:

Reduced infiltration;

Road sand/cinder accumulation along roads; and

* Improper hydraulic conveyance in untined ditches, leading to scour

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

Table . Typical Drainage and Water Quality Issues within the Project Area
e e m e —
Problem I Type' | Description

Sediment production frcm soil nstabilty  + SC | Sail erodes from sparsely vegetaled am;“
I | sloped areas.

Sediment  production from exposed SC | Sod erodes from compacted shoulder
shaoulder ‘ and roadside parking

i
Sediment production from sarding SC Cinders wash off road surface with high

Angora 3 Ercsion Control and Fignar es Enrancement F"(Qecl
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operations I concentrations at miersections.

Inadequate conveyance under roads f HO f Culverts are updersized and damaged

Inadequate conveyance along roads "HD | Undersized or nonexistent roadside
’ ditch; inadequate place ment of culverts.

Ponded water along roads | HD Insufficient siope, channel or harms.
lron seepage from groundwater | T Natural source problem
!
0 T Compacted and poorly vegetated open
}

Lack of infiftration and treatment
areas and drainages unable lo provide

L infiltration and treatment.

! probiam Type SC - Source Cantrol, HO - Hydrologic Design: ana T - Treatmant.

Er (o] It v

The process of formulating alternative solutions to address water quality issues in the
Praject area conforms to the Stormwater Qualty Improvement Committee (SWQIC)
2004 Guidelines for Watar Quality Projects. The two main steps implamented to
develop alternatives are: (1) describe baseline (existing) conditions and (2) formulate
and evaluate alternatives. Basesline data for the Project area has been callected and
presanted in the Existing Conditions Report (EDOT 2004). The Formulating Alternatives
Memorandum was prepared and reteased 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 for erosion control. As a result of the meeting, the draft concept alternatives
were reduced lo four modified concept alternatives. Dunng the June site visit, additionat
oppoftunities for SEZ and water quality improvement were identified outside of the
arosion control Project area. '

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

some proposed biospreadars in Alternatives 2.

General items in the preterred altarnative include:
Al Project area culvarts rot abandoned or removed will be assessed during

altemative analysis and wil be redesigned if size or positions are inadequate for
conveyance and water quality protechion.

All regraded channels with suffic.ent water to support vegetation wil be restared with
either a combination of seeding and blarketing, wilow cutting inslallations or

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

This atternative was initially designed to strictly Icllow an urban (reliance on hardscapes)
strategy to address .dentified problems such as curp and guiter, drop inlets and piping.
Fallowing the June meeting with EDOT-TED and the CTC, Alternative #! was modified
by incorporating additonal organic opportunities, which can be characterized as utihzing
the natural anvironment with little modification to maximize water quality and wiidlife

venefit.

Argo?a 3 Ercsmﬂ (I_c;l-!‘r;)faﬁ?asrefl;s Fr‘hancéfr;:nl Project
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Soyrce Cantrgl. Curb and gutter is proposed along all roadway drainages where the
existng ditches are earthen and eroding and hava insufficient groundwater (e g.,

Pyramig Crcle, Mt Olympia. atc ] to support vegetahon Curb and gutier installations in
these areas would prevent erosion along the roadway drainage and reduce shoulder
disturbance. A combination of ruck-lined ditches with vegelation or a series of
biospreaders to absorb the water's cnergy and prevent erosion are proposed In areas
where axisting vegetated ditches are currently showing signs of erosion or where erodad
din diiches flow perpendicul ar to the roadways. Along sparsely vegetaled and eroded
slopes. a combination of vegetation and r ock slope pratection is proposed to stacil: ze the

area and prevent additional er asion.

Hydrologic Design: A storm dran system installed within the ROW to avoid impacting
exisling SEZ i1s 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 pretreatment vaults. The storm drain system would initiate at the
intersection of North Upper Truckee Road and Mt. Rainier Drive and termmate at a
vegetated swale in the State ownaed parkland below. Additional culverts are proposed in
areas where nuisance ponding and flooding has been identified. For example, a new
culvert is proposed at tha corner of Mt. Ramier Dnive 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 ponding or
overflowing culvert inlels to slow flow and improve conveyance. The rock bowis will also
'mprave source control by preventing erosion at the culvert intake. Regrading and
revegetaling all roadway drainages where there is ponding or flooding due to
inadequately sized or sloped channels is also proposed.

Treaiment: 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 al'low for deposition and removat of coarse sediments. A combination of
sediment lraps and detention basin at the northeast comer of the intersection of Lake
Tahoe Boulevard and Mt. Rainier Drive is suggested to provide treatment of flows exrting
sections of Lake Tahoe Boulevard and Mt. Rainier Orive.

Concept Alternative #2 - Organic (Modified)

This alternative was initially designed to follow an organic strategy for sclutions to
address dentified problems and proposed no additional hardscape improvements |t
allowed for replacement of the same number of culverts that curranltly exist. After the
June ineeling, Alternative #2 was modified by the introducton of some urban oplions
For example, additional cuiverts were added where runo finods the roadway and
sediment iraps were installed at culvert iniets to capture road sand and cinders.

Squrce Control: Soil restaration revegetation and coir log (biospreader) installation are
proposed for all sparsely vegetated and eroded areas 1o minirize nlling, sioughing, and
resulling sedment production  Revegetation and blankebng is designated for alt
regraded channel sections 1o stabiize the channel and prevent erosion Biospreaders

Angcra 3 Etosion Cotrol arc Fishe ies Enhancamen Pro,eci‘
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are designated at slopes dowrstream from cuivert outlets 1o slow flow and reduce
arosion

Hydralogic Design: A constructed. vegetated and blanketed v-ditch an Pyramsd Circle s
proposed to provide conveyance and reduce erosion. Constructed vegetated swales are
provided at Culverts 21. 20 and 19 to improve conveyance ta the existing meadow and
reduce ponding immediately downstream. in areas where there is an existing channel
with poor conveyance, regrading the channel’s size and slope IS proposed to improve
conveyance. To allaviate ponding behind Culvert ‘8 and provide more water to the
meadow, removal of a 200-foot saction of pavement on Mountagin Meadow Drive and
construction of a meandering vegetated swale is proposed lo carry the flow north ta the
meadow. Constructed step pool channels are provided at two culvert outlet locations
(Culverts 2 and 9) on steep slopes 10 siow the flow and promote overbanking and

infiltration at key locations.

Treaimant: A constructed wetland basin is proposed at the outlets of Culverts 28 and 32
to treat runoff. All drainage conveyance 1S via vegetated swales to provide increased
infitraton 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 meeting, a large portion of the
proposed curd and gutter was removed and existing drainages are relied on instead of

routing flow to dispersion areas on public parcels.

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

Hydrologic Dasign Curb and gutter 18 proposed on Lake Tahoa Boulevard, North Upper
Truckee Road and sections of Pyramid Circle, Mt Olympia, Mt. Diablo and Dixie
Mountain Drive to improva conveyance and direct flow to additional culverts for
dispersion onto public lands. In other areas the existing drainages are used to carry the
flow lo additional culverts to spread and infiltrate the flow onto pubdlic lands.

freatment: Sediment traps will be used to provide coarse sediment remaval proposed at
culvert inlets on North Upper Truckee Road and Lake Tahoe Boulevard and culvert
inlets leading to detention basins located in areas of corcentrated road sanding
applications. Detention and wetiand basns are propased at numerous culvert outlet
locations to pravide treatment through ssdimentation and infiltr ation.

Argo'—;J E.;os;\‘(:omrg‘—gnd E1sru-er:‘::js Er'nanéie:;eﬁi Ero;::-;( T
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Concept Altenative #4 - Blended-

This altermnative builds upon Ailernahve 2 using field recommendations made during the
June 2005 meeling and assaciated site visil.

Saurce Control: A combination of rock slope protecton and revegetalion is proposed for
many sparsely vegetated and eraded areas fo mimimize nlling, slough ng and resuiting
sedimant production Laying back the slope and mulching is proposed for eroding slopes
that would be difficult to revegetate due to sl and moisture conditions. Revegetation
and blanketng is designated for all regraded charnnel sections o stabilize the channel
and prevent erosion.  Rock bowls are proposed at culvert nutlets where rnling 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 revegelation are proposed In areas with heavily compacted and erading shoulders

to pravide source control and facilitale infilt- ation.

Hydrologic Design Curb and gutter 18 proposed in very specific areas where there is a
combination of either staep slopes, evidence of snow plow disruption and erading
ditches. Constructed vegetated swales are provided at Culverts 20 and 19 to improve
convaeyance 1o the existing meadow and reduce ponding immediately downstream. A
saction of the dead end street on North Uppar Truckee Road is removed to ekiminate
unnecessary impervious coverage and to allow for construction of a vegetated swale or
wetland basin 10 collect runoff from Culvert 21. In areas where there is an existing
channel with poor conveyance, regrading the channel's size and slope followed by

revegetation is proposed to improve conveyancs.

Treatment: Double sediment traps are proposed at 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 vegetated swales to provide increased

infittration and treatmant.

Eroslon Control Preferred Alternative - Blended
In reviawing and an alyzing the aiternatives detailed above, EDQT, in cooperation with

the funding agencies and the PDT concluded that an alternative similar to that of
Alternative 4 1s the preferred alternative. The preferred alternative improvements wil)
also include biospreaders as described in Alternative 2.

REVISED PROJECT AREA EXISTING CONDITIONS AND SCHEDULE

As previously stated, the IS/MND was prepared at the ccnceptual design stage to satisty
CEQA and the CTC grant requirements Since that time, project plans have been
developed and are consistent with the improvements descrbed in the orginally
approved document, howevar, the proect area has experisrced a change in existing
cunditivns due ot the effects of the Angora wiidfira which was (gnited on United States
Department of Agnculture-United States Forest Service (USDA-USFS) land i an area
near Seneca Pond west of North Upper Truckee Road in El Dorado County on june 24,
2007 Pnor containment of the Angora Fire on July 2, 2007, the fire burned
Angora 3 Erosion Control anc Fishenes Erharcement Pro'ecl
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approximately 3,100 acres of fo-ested tand and destroyed 254 structures and damaged
an adaitonal 17 struclures within 1re Mountain View Estates Subdivision area of
Unincorporated El Dorado County, with a majority of the structures dbeing destroyed n
tre Angora 3 Erosion Control Projact Area  Of the 3.100 acres burned in the Angora
Fire, approximately 730 acres have been classified as low severity whie 1,305 acres
and *.065 acres have been classifed¢ as moderalsly and severely burned respectively
(USDA-USFS Burned-Arua Report-BAFR (Reference FSH 2509 13).  Additionally. it 18
amportant to note that the areas ciassified as moderatsly and severely burned have been
daterminad to inhidit hydrophobic soil characlenstics thereby making the soil essentiatly
water repellent and increasing run-off gunng storms as wel as erosion and possibie
mass wasting. lintial estmates ciled in the USDA-USFS BAER Report estimale an
erosion possibility of 10-34 tons per acre ang 6.400 - 21,760 cubic yards of sediment

per square mile being generate from the burn area.

Upon assessment of the Angura Fwe by ElI Dorado County Department of
‘Transportation-Tahae E ngineering Dwvision {EDOT-TED) staff, it was detarmined that the
conditions descnibed above curranlly pose a considerable threal to personal safaety,
personal property, E! 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 Counly proposes to axpedite
implementation of the Angora 3 Erosion Control Projact in strategic |ocations consistent
with the proposed improvements and mitigaton measures describad in the previously
certified Angora 3 Erosion Caonltrol and Fisheries Enhancement Project ISIMND., The
fisneries component of the proect will take piace during future buillding seasans and be

implemented as previously proposad.

ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

The proposed improvements being proposed as part of the Project will not require any
changes ta the responses n the 2006 Inilial Study Checklist and associated Mitigated
Negative Declaration, hence, na new significant impacls have been identfied nor is
there any additional mitigation measures needed.

Two protocol surveys were conducted in June and July af 2005. ENTRIX biologists
surveyed for potential northern goshawk (Accipiter gentifas) (FSC (nesting). CSC
(nesting). MIS. FSS and TRPA) nesting habitat, as well as willow fiycatcher (Empidonax
traifit) (FSC (nesting), CE, MIS. FSS) nesting habitat and activity. The Project area does
not contain sufficient appropriate nesting habitat for northern goshawk. Additionaily. no
willow fAycalchers were detected at potental resting areas surveyed in the Project drea
and vicinly. Due to the devastation caused by the fire, additional degradation to
potential habitat has occurred further reducing the likelihood of encountering sensitive

specios.

The intent of this addendum is accu-ately reflect the change in existing conditons as
well as disclose ‘o the public the County's inteniion to expedite implementation of certain
elements of the Project.

Anqora 3 Ercsion Conlrcl ang Frsher es E <kancement Project
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FINDINGS/CONCLUSIONS

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 1562, as apphcable to an [FS/MND DOT draws
the follcwing conclusions regarding the Angora 3 Eriasion Control and Fishenes
Enhancement Project modificatons.

1) The propased Project will not result in substantial chanyes that would lead to
the idenbtication of new or previously undentified sigmficant environmental
uffects that require major revisions of the previous IS/MND.

2) There has been no substantial change with respect to the circumstances
under which the Project is haing underiaken that would require a major
revision of the pravious (5/MND due to the involvement of new significant
anvironmental effects.

J)} No new information of substantial importance, which was not known and
could not have been known with the axercise of reasonable diligence al the
tirma the IES/MND was adoplad, 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 ISIMND
for the Project 1s unnecessary and ihat preparation of an Addendum is appropriate in
accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15164 DOT accordingly apgroves this
Addendum and the associated P roject modifications.

$lzslo7 {Z_D LD C}’Q
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Notice of Determination A | , o ’ Form C

To: () Offize of Planning and Research From: (Iubiic Agency) B¢ 7074do County =
PO Box 1044, 1300 Tenth Streer, Room 211 924 D Emera‘d Bay R4.
Secramenty, CA 95812.3044

south l.ake .dhue
\ Cuunty (lerk - F“! Eﬁ
J Y 380 Pairlare Court

Covaryof _ 22Y "2 T % - m— -

Placerviile, CA 93667 AUG 29 2007
- — s e = e WILLAM E. SCHULTZ, Recorder-Clrk

w \,; nc p : gg :__.. oy —
Subject:

Flling of Notice of Determination In compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public Resources Code.

J

Anqora 1 Ercsion Control and P.sheries rnhancament Project

ProjectTile
20051226139 -Addandum Alfred '(not:ts 530-573-7921
SIB;—EICOYIHRB‘O'U;; Number - Leud A gcmy B " Arca Code/T clcphone/[:xtensmn
1€ submited to Cleannghouse) ('ontact Peeson

El Dorado County-Bound by Angora Crk to the North and N.Upper Truckee Rd to the SQuch
Pro}oct Location (include county)

Projact Description:

The County proposes -0 construct and mainta:n gtorm watar facilities and implemant
erosion cortrol practicea i:n the Mtn. View Estates subdivision, as i1dentified ia the
Lake Tahce knvironmental Improvement Program. Also included in this project is a
fisheriegs enhancement project to improve fish passage and habitat. FErosior control
elements of the project are beming expedited to mitigate impacts from the Angora Fira.

This is 10 advise that the County of El Dorado ____has approved the above descnbud project on

T Tl Cead Agevy [ R csponsibie Agency

__ and has made the tollowing determinations regarding the above described project:

8/28/2007
(Dare)

L. The proyect |[ Iwill [Z)wiil not] have a signikican cffect on the environment

2. [2 An Environmental Impact Report was prepared for this project pursuan 10 the provisions of CEQA.
& A Negative Declaration was preparcd for this pro;ect pursuant to the pravisions of CEQA.

3. Mitigation measures [[/Jwere {Twere not] made a condition of the approval af the project

4. A statement of Qverriding Considerations [ Jwas JJwas not] adopied for this pro,ect

5. Findings '\Awerc [ were not] made pursuant 1o the provisions of CEQA.

This is to certify chatthe final EIR with comments and respenses 1rd recoed of project approval is availabic ts the General Puolic at
£1 Ceg, 9“4 Erera’d 3ay Road South Lake Tahce, CA 94150

S
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BACKGROUND/LOCATION

The Project 1s locatad within the Lake Tahoe Basin in eastern EI Dorado County. It
occupies portions of Sections 18 and 19, Township 12 north, Range 18 east, Mount
Diabio Base. and Meridian. 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. Geolagic Survey (USGS) 7 5.
minute quadrangle. The elevation of the Project area ranges from 6,290 feat at Angora
Creek 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
Tahaoe 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 parcaels east of Mountain Meadow Drive (Figure A). Other slreets in the Project
area include Dixie Mountain Drive, the southern portion of Lake Tahoe Boulavard, ML.
Shasta Circle, Mt. Diablo Circle, Mt. Olympia Circle, Snow Mountain Drive, and Pyramid

Court

El Dorado County Department of Transponation - Tahoe Engineering Division (EDOT)
prepared an Initial Study (1S} in Fall 2006 based on a conceptual project design 1o
comply with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act and (CEQA)
and to qualify for California Tahoe Conservancy (CTC) grant funding for the Angora 3
Erosion Control Project and Fisheries Enhancement Project (Project). El Dorado County
previously approved a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Project. This
document evaluated enviranmental impacts based on conceptual Project design and
was supported by a completed environmental checklist. This document was onginally
released for public review between December 8, 2005 and January 8, 2006, However,
based on comments received from pariner agencies, EDOT agreed to recirculate the
document to 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 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 addendum 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
currently exist in the Project area, the EDOT prepared an Addendum to the previously
approved I1S/MND to accurately depict the existing conditions that currently exist in the
Project area as well as update any other pertinent information related to the project.

This Project i1s idenlified 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 ang
maintain envirormental thresholds for the Lake Tahoe Basin. It is important o note that
the goals of the Project reman the same as inritially proposed which are intended to
address ersosion, storm runoff, and waler quality problems that have been identified in
the Project boundaries. Addressing identfied water quality problems is anticipated to
have a direct benefit to the quality of nearby waterways and ultimately L ake Tahoe.

Argora 3 Erosion Conlrot and Fisheries E~hanceren Project
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PROJEC SCRIPTIO
Proposed Project

Erosion Cantrol Proi P eed

Pursuant to the requirements of Section 208 of the Clean Water Acl, the TRPA prepared
a Water Quality Management Plan (208 Plan) for the Lake Tahoe Basin This plan
dentified erosion, runoff, and disturbance resulting from developments such as
subdivision roads wilhin the Project area as pnmary 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 into
compliance with Best Management Practices (BMPs) by the year 2008 to assist in

achieving water quality objectives.

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

Project is the MI. Rainier portion of EIP Project 193.

The purpose of the Project is to improve the waler quality of runcff to Angora Creek and
ultimately to Lake Tahoe by reducing erosion and sediment onginating in the Project
area. The methods available to improve water quality include saurce cantrol, hydrologic
design, and treatment. Various methods of improving water quality were assessed as
part of the planning process, specifically the Formulating and Evalualing Alternatives
Memorandum and the Praeferred Aitaernative Report in which a preferred alternative was
identified. As part of the planning process, the following problerns were idantified in the

Project area:
« Eroding cut slopes,

« Eroding roadside ditches;

s Reduced infiltration,

* Road sand/cinder accumulation along roads; and

« Impraper hydraulic conveyance in unlined ditches, leading lo 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

i e - O _— R

Pr_t_)be_m i i lType 1Doscr|puon
Sediment productlon from soul 'nstabmty ' SC ! Soil erodes from sparsely—\/;g;{éted and
) s!oped areas

. ——. s gt . . __ - ettt et
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Sediment production from exposed  SC Scil erodes from compacled shoulder

shoulder . i - and roadside parking.
i i

Sediment  production from sanding | SC Cinders wash off road surface with nigh
operations ( ' concentrations at intersections.
Inadequate conveyance under roads '1 HD Culverts are undersized and damaged.
Inacequale conveyance along roads | HD Undersized or nonexistent roads«e

. ditch; inadequata placement of culverts
Ponded water along roads ! HD | Insufficient slope, channel or berms.
Iron seepage from groundwater T ; Natural source problem
Lack of infiltration and treatment T ' Compacted and poorly vegetated open

areas and drainages unable lo provide

| infiltration and treatment,

' Problem Type: SC ~ Scurce Control; HD - Hydrologic Design; and T - Treaimant.

Erosion Control Concept Alternatives

The process of formulating altemative solutions to address water quality issues in the
Project area conforms to the Stormwater Quality Improvement Committee (SWQIC)
2004 Guidelines for Water Quality Projects. The two main steps impiemented to
develop alternatives are: (1) describe baseline (existing) conditions and (2) formulate
and evaluate allernatives. Baseline data for the Projact 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 eary June 2005 to discuss 3 broad range of draft concept
alternatives for erosion control. As a resuit of the meeting, the draft concept alternatives
ware reduced to four modified concept aiternatives. During the June site visit, additional
opportunilies for SEZ and water quaiity improvement were identified outside of the

erosian control Project area.

The PDT selected a preferred altemative al 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 praferred alternative include:

* All Proect arsa culverts not abandoned or removed will be assessed during
altermative analysis and will be redesigned if size or positions are inadequate for
conveyance and water quality protection.

» Al regraded channels with sufficient water to support vegetation will be restorad with
either a combination of seeding and bfanketing, willow cutting instattations or
placement of salvaged sod or willows

Concept Altemnative #1 — Urban (Modified)

This aiternative was nitially designed to strictly follow an urban (reliance on hardscapes)
slrategy 10 address .dentified problems such as curb and Gulter d-op inlets, and piping.

Argora 3 Erasion Contro! and Fishenes Erhancement Project
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TED and the CTC, Allernative #1 was madified
ftunities which can be characterized as utilizing
fication ta maximize water quality and wildiife

Following the June meating with EDOT-
by incorparating additional organic oppo
the natural envirgnment with iittle moa
nenefit.

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 erosion along the roadway drainage and reduce shouldes
cisturbance. A combination of rock-lned ditches with vegetation or a series of
biospreaders to absorb the water's energy and prevent erosion 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 vegetatad and groded
slopes, a combination of vegetation and rock slcpe protection is proposed to statiize the

area and prevent additional erosion.

esign: A storm drain system installed within the ROW to avoid impacting
sed along the length of North Upper Truckee Road in the Project
is usad to adequately coliect 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
areas where nuisance ponding and flooding 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 acrass the roadway and gliminate erosion in the swale located
betwean Mt. Olympia and Mt. Diablo. Rock bowls are propased at currently ponding or
overflowing culver inlets to siow flow and improve Conveyance. The rock bowls will also
improve source control by preventing erosion at the culvert intake. Regrading and
revegelating all roadway drainages where there is ponding or flooding due to
inadequately sized or sloped channels is also proposed.

r i
existing SEZ is propo
area. The storm drain

Treaypent: Sediment traps or pretreatment vaults are proposed upstream of culvert
inlets that carry flow from rockdined or earthen ditches. They are also proposed
upstream of culverts and starm drains alongside the major roadway sections where
winter road sanding operations are concentrated. Sediment traps and pretrealment
vaults will allow for deposition and removal of coarse sediments. A combination of
sediment traps and detantion basin at the northeast comer of the Intersection of Lake
Tahoe Boulevard and Mt. Rainier Drive is suggested to provide treatment of flows exiting
sactions of Lake Tahoe Boulevard and Mt. Rainier Drive.

Concept Alternative #2 — Organic (Modified)

This alternative was nitially designed to follow an organic strategy for solutions to
address identified problems and proposed no additonal hardscape improvements. it
allowed for replacemant of the same number of culverts that currently exist. After the
June meeting, Alternative #2 was modified by lhe introduction cf some whban options.
Far example, additional culverls were added where runoff floods the roadway and
sadiment traps were instailed at culvert iniets to capture road sanc and cinders.

Angora 3 Erosion Comrol:n—& F.shenes Enhancement Project
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Sayrce Control; Soil restoration. revegetation and corr log (bospreader) installation are
proposed for all sparsely vegelated and eroded areas to minimize rilling, sioughing, and
resulting sediment produclion  Revegetation and blanketing is designated for ail
regraded channel seclions to stabiize the channel and prevent erosion Biospreaders
are desgnated 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 tao provide conveyance and reduce erosion Constructed vegetated swales are
provided at Culverts 21, 20 and 19 to mprove conveyance !o the existing meadow and
reduce ponding immediately downstream. In areas where there is an existing channel
with poor conveyance, regrading the channel's size and slope is proposed o improve
conveyance. To alleviate ponding behind Culvert 18 and provide more waler to the
meadow, remaval of a 200-foot section of pavement on Mountain Meadow Drive and
construction of a meandering vegetatad swale is proposed o carry the flow north to the
meadow. Constructed step pool channels are provided at two cuivert outlet locations
(Culverts 2 and 9) on steep slopes to slow the fiow and promote overbanking and

infiltration at key locations.

Treatment: A constructed wetland basin is proposed at the autlets of Culverts 28 and 32
to freat runoff. AN drainage conveyance is via vegetaled swales to provide increased
infiltration and treatment. Sediment traps have been added at locations with high

concentralions 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 commenis from the June maeaeting, a large portion of the
proposed curb and gutter was removed and existing drainages are relied on instead of
rouling flow to dispaersion areas on publi¢ parcels.

Source Conlirol: Vegetaling 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 pudiicly owned parcels. Biospreaders,
sometimes combined with vegetated swales, are proposed to slow water fiow and
prevent ergsion 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 1s proposed on Lake Tahoe Boulevard, North Upper
Truckee Road and sections of Pyramid Circle, M. Olympia, Mt Diablo and Dixie
Mountain Drive 0 improve canveyance and direct flow to addilionat 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 propased at
culvert inlets on North Upper Truckee Road and Lake Tahoe Boulevard and culvert
inlets leading lo detention basins located in areas of concentrated road sanding
applications. Detention and wetland basins are praposed at numerous culvert outlet
locations to provide treatment through sedimentation and infiltration.

Argora 3 Erosion Control ang Fisheries Enhancement fro,ect
October 2007 Adcendum to Mitigated Negalive Daclaration
5




Concept Alternative #4 — Blended-

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

Source Controt: A combination of rock siope protection and revegetation is propcsed for
many sparsely vegetated and eroded areas to minimize rilling, sloughing and resulting
sediment production Laying back the slope and muiching is proposed for eroding slopes
that would be difficult to revegetate due to soit 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 cuivert oullets where niling is
occurring at the outlet and biospreaders are designated at slopes downstream from
culvert autlets lo slow Now and reduce arosion. Porous pavement or boulders combined
with revegetation are proposed in areas with heavily compacted and eroding shoulders

to pravide source contral and facilitate infiltration.

Hydrologic Design: Curb and gutter 1s propased in very specific areas where there is a
combination of either stcep slopes, evidencs 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
saction of tha dead end streat on North Upper Truckee Road is removed ta eliminate
unnecessary impervious coverage and to alow for construction of a vegetated swale or
wetland basin to collect runoff from Cuivert 21. In areas where there is an existing
channel with poor conveyance, regrading the channel's size and slope foliowed 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.

rosion trol Preferred rnatjve - Bi
In reviewing and analyzing the alternatives detailed above, EDOT, in cooperation with
the funding agencies and the PDT concluded that an alternative similar to that of
Altamalive 4 is the preferred alternative. The preferred alternative improvements will

also include biospreaders as described in Altemnative 2.

DISCUSSION OF PRQPOS ODIFICAT!

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 38. Aithough the project has been phased, it is important to note that the
overall project boundary has not changed and 18 still cansistent with the original CEQA
IS/MND. However, since adoption and certification of the origiral CEQA ISYMND (State
Clearinghouse #200512203) and August 2007 Addendum, the County has siightly
modified the project to inchude additional state parcels and revise same of the proposed
improvements. The revised 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

Angara 3 Erosion Controf ana F sheres Ennhancement Project
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8-1. 8.2, and B-3 of the CEQA Initial Study depicting the project area and problem areas
remain unchanged and are also included as part of this addendum.

A list of these additonat parcels and assaciated modifications are detailed below:

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

Qwner APN Proposed Improvemaents
cTC 33-503-02 Rock bowl. reveg
c1C 33-552-C6 Grading. raveg

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

Owner APN Pr Improvements

CcTC 33-474-05 Pipe, FES, rock dissioalor, reveg

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

CciC 33-484-16 RLC, rack bowl, basin, pipe. FES. rock dissipater, iree removal,
reveg

cTC 33-502-19 Rock bowl, GLS, rock channel protect on, gracing, sud saivage,
reveg

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

c1C 33-511-21 Rock slope protection. reveg

Cc1C 33-513-13 GLS, rock channel protection, grading, sod salvage, reveg

cTC a33-514-12 GLS. tree removal, rock bowl, sod salvage, reveg

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

Qwner APN Proposed tmprovements
Hardal 33-517-01 Pipe removal, reveg

in Phase 38, five (5) CTC parce!s and have been added. The Assessors Parcel Numbers (APN)
and associated improvemants are as follows:

Owner APN Proposed improvementy

CTC 33.441.22 Reveg

CcTC 33.442.22 Pipe. biwospreaders

cTC 33-443-05 P pe, FES, rock d ssipator, b.ospreaders, reveg

CTC 33-455-0% RLC. rock dissipater, blospresders, reveg, BMP existing
channei

Cc1C 33-531-05 Grading, ‘eveg

in Prase 38, mod ficatons have been made ‘0 the six (6} CTC perce.s. The Assessor Parcel
Numbers anc assoc aled modificatiors are as lolows:

;\gora:’o Erosion Control ard Fisheries Erhancerment Project
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Owner APN Proposed Improvements
P e, FES rocx disspater GLS. biospreaders. ‘ree removal,

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 diss:pator. rack bowl, reveg
cTC 33-454.10 RLC. raveg
CTC 33-485 06 Hiospreaders, ‘eveg
CTC 33-511:05 Rock ¢iss-pator/bowl, slope grading. RSP, -eveg

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

Qwner APN Propoged Im am
Kach 33-442-20 Drainage easemaent
Brown 33-442.28 Drainage easemant
Sears 33-442-27 . Drainage easement
Rebitz 33-453-25 Reveg

ENVIR E L ANALYSIS

The proposed improvements being proposed as part of the Project will not require any
changes 1o the responses in the 2006 (nitial Study Chaecklist 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 biclogists
surveyed for potential northern goshawk (Accipiter gentiles) (FSC (nesting), CSC
(nesting), MIS, FSS and TRPA) nesting habitat, as well as willow flycatcher (Empidonax
traittii) (FSC (nesting), CE. MIS, FSS) nesting habitat and activity. The Project area does
not contain sufficient appropriate nesting habitat for northern goshawk. Additionally, no
willow flycalchers were detected at potential nesting areas surveyed in the Projact area
and vicinity. Due to the devastation caused by the fire, addilional degradation to
potential habital has occurred further reducing the likelihood of encountering sansitive

spacies.

As the following addendum to the CEQA Checklist explanation details, the Project is
authorized and valid under the County General Plan and the Tahoe regional Planning
Agency's Ragional Plan for the Lake Tahoe Basir and will not result in the sign:ficant
incraase n traffic or water cansumplion.

Land Use and Planning

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

A e e e i o S s e ! 4 e - o | e
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El Dorado County's General Plan contains goals,
objectives, and policies thal guide growth and
development within areas under the County's jurisdiction,
including the proiect area. The 1996 General Plan was
set-asida in Secptember 1999 as a result of a
determination by the Sacramenta Caounty Superior Coun
that, in certain 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 1ssued, that included the scope of remedy
lo 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 Projact Is
authonzed under the Writ in that it doces not have the
effect of allowing the commencement, expansion, or
intensification of any new use on properly, does not
resut in a significant increase in traffic ar water
consumption, and the Project approval and permitting
falls within the purview of the Tahoe Regional Planning

Agency.

Vi Transportation/Circulation

b) The determination of “Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation
Incorporation” for transportation/circulation fram the Projact IES/MND
remains unchanged; however the following items satisfy requirements
of the current CEQA Checklist for this topic:

FINODINGS/CONCLUSIONS

in 1998, voters adopted Measure Y. Measure Y added
several new policies in the Circulation Eiement of tha
General Plan. Specifically, traffic from residential
development projects of five or mora units must not
result in level of service F or worse traffic cangestion
during weekday, peak-hour periods on any highway,
road, interchange, or intersection in the unincorporated
areas of the County. The Project is consistent with the
provisions of Measure Y, since it is not a residental
development project and will not permanently increase
traffic congeslion.

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, as applicable to an IES/MND, DOT draws
the following conclusions regarding the Angora Pnase 3 Erasion Canirol and Fisheres

Enhancement Project modifications:

1) The proposed Pro,ect wil nat result in substantial changes that would lead to
the dentfication of new or previously umndertified significant environmental

effects that require major ravisions of the previous I1S/MND.

Argora 3 Erosion Conirol and Fshenes Enhancement Project
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2) There has baen no subslartial change with respect o the circurnstances
under which the Project is being undertaken that would requiré a major

revision of the prev.ous IS/MND due to the invoivement of new significant
environmental effects.

3) No new information of substantial importance, which was nol known and
could nol have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the
time the IES/MND was adopted, shows that the Project will have ane or more
significant effects not discussed n the previous {S/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/IMND
for the Project is unnecessary and that preparation of an Addandum is appropnate in
accordance wilh CEQA Guidelines Section 15164. DOT accordingly approves this
Addendum and the assaciated Projea mod fications.

NESUES @@QDM

Date ' ‘Department of Transportation
Representative

e ee e tE TV Soe Ctacks
Title
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JAN-23-3008 17:06 STATE CLEARNGHOUSE VUG

/

Notice of Determination Ferm C
To: (2 Office of Mazning and Roscarch ' From: (Public Agercy) Bl Dorado County DOT
PO Bax 3044, 1400 Tenth Street, Room 212 924 B Bwerald Nay Re.
Sacramenso, CA 958(2-3044
South Lake Tahoce, CA 96
O Cauncy Clerk (rddbas)
County of
NV 29 2007

WE
Sutyject:
Fliing of Notice of Determinatien in cempliance with Saction 21108 or 211352 of the Public Resources Code.

Angors 3 ®rosion Control and Pisheries Enhancement Project (JN 95160 and 95161)

Project Tite
200%122039-Add¢ndum Alfred Xmotts $30-573-7921
sSmis Clesringhouse Number Lead Agency Arca Code/Telcphone/Bxtension
(1 saboited fo Clesnnghouss) Contact Perzon
g1 Dozads County-»ound by Angora Crk to the North and N,Upper Truckee Rd to the South
Froject Lecation (includa county)

. Project Descrintion:
The County proposes to conatruct and maintain stoxm water facilities and implement
eroaian control practices in the Mtn. View Batatey subdivision, as idantified in the
lL.ake Tahoe Envirosmantal Improvemant Program. Also included in this project is a
fisharfies enhancement project to i{mprove fish passage and habitat. Addandum wag
prepaxed due to the inclusion of new public parcels and minor design modificationsa.

This is to advise that the County of 31 Dorade has approved the above dascribed project on
" Land Agomoy [J Retpongble Agency pre
11/27/3007 ané has mude the following deterrainations regarding the above described project:
(Datc)

1. The projost [CIwill {Jiwill not] have a significant effbot on the eaviromnent.

2. [J An Environmenta! Impuct Report wes pecpared for this project purraent to the provisiens of CEQA.
&Z A Negative Declaration was prepered for this project pursusnt te the provicions of CEQA.

3. Mitigation measures {Fiwere [ Jwere not] mude 8 conditlon of the apgroval of the project.

4_ A patemert of Overriding Coneiderations ([ Jwas (ZJwas not] adopied for this project.

3. Findings ({/Twere [ Jwerc not] made pursusat te the provisions of CEQA.

This is 0 certify that the final EIR with comments and respoaxcs and record of projest sppraval is available to the Geoenal Public at:
El Dorasdo County offices, 924 Ermerald Bay Road, South lLake Tahos, CA 96:50

1./38/3007 Principal Plaaner
Do Title

D e ived o fling  OPR RECFIVED
NV 3 0 2007

STATE CLEARING HOUSE

Jumrarry 2004

n

TOTAL P.002






EXHIBIT B-1
REVISED ESTIMATED PROJECT SCHEDULE AND BUDGET

Angora 3

REVISED ESTIMATED PROPERTY ACQUISITION SCHEDULE

Deliverables ' ' Estimated Completion

Date j
Finalize Acquisition Needs Septem‘ber 2007 ‘:
Requeet' Prelim Titles and“App'rauea’I‘s' - - September 2007 '
CcT1C Approve Prelim Title Reports and Apprausals ' i December 2007 i
jNegohatnons and Agreement of Sales ' ' ) ' : ' February 2008
CcTC. Approval of Instruments of Conveyance ‘Escrow Instructions, and - B :
EPurchase Agreements ! March 2008
‘Close of Escrow T T M_éy 20078743

REVISED ESTIMATED ACQUISITION BUDGET

. BudgetCategory | Amount
| . Property acquisition 1 $ 1 6950
] - Appraisal, negotiation, Q
__escrow and administration | $ 24897
_Design and Administration $ 63,941
- Road Vacations R $ 2,250
~ Contingency ~$ 13,800 1'
. Acquisition Total ; $121,838

CTA-05024.10
El Dorado County Angora 3 (Acq.)






