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Notice of Exemption Appendix E

To: Office of Planning and Research From: (Public Agency): SWRCB
P.O. Box 3044, Room 113
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 1001 | Street
County Clerk Sacramento, CA 95814
County of: Placer (Address)

Project Title: Iruekee River Tributaries Sediment Reduction Project (D1713602)

Project Applicant: '_I‘ruckee River Watershed Council

Project Location - Specific:
Existingroads, trails, and legacy erosion siteson USFS landsin Jackass, Cabin, Deep, Pole, Silver, and Bear
Creek areas along Hwy 89.

Truckee Placer

Projeothocation: City:
Description of Nature, Purpose and Beneficiaries of Project:

., ThisProjectis for the purposeof improving dirt roadsand legacy erosion siteson USFSIands in key tributaries
= =~of the main stem of the TruckeeRiverand conducting public outreachto landoewnersand membersof the
public to support the TruckeeRiver TMDL.

Project Location - County:

; ﬂName 7 Pubhc 'Agency Approving Project: State Water Resources Control Board

Name of Person or Agency Carrying Out Project: Truckee River Watershed Council

Exempt Status: (check one):
o Ministerial (Sec. 21080(b)(1); 15268);
o Declared Emergency (Sec. 21080(b)(3); 15269(a));
o Emergency Project (Sec. 21080(b)(4); 15269(b)(c));

m Categorical Exemption. State type and section number: 15301 815333

o Statutory Exemptions. State code number:

Reasons why project is exempt:

Projecthas2 elements:(1) CatEx15301-Improvingroad drainage on up to 35 miles of existing USFS roadsand
. trails;and (2) CatEx15333-Improyeterrestrial habitat by regrading, restoring and revegetating legacy erosion

sites’in Cabin Creek and former Deer Park SkiResort. Eachsiteis under 5 acres in upland areas, no waters of
“US or waters of the state: SeeUSFS DecisionMemo for Truckee River2016 Tributaries Project dated

3/10/2017.

Lead Agency  Jeanie Mascia ) 916-323-2871
Contact Person:__: Area Code/Telephone/Extension:

If filed by applicant:
1. Attach certified document of exemption finding.
2. Has a Notice o mption been filed by the public agency approving the project? .oYes o No

Signature:/@”f , @V/«a Date: 10/23/2020 140 Assistant Deputy Director

o Signed by Lead Agency o Signed by Applicant

Severmors Offiee of Planning & Research
Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21110, Public Resources Code. Date Received for filing at OPR:
Reference: Sections 21108, 21152, and 21152.1, Public Resources Code. : ﬂﬂ%? % {”yr\ rz@?ﬁ
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" Decision Memo
L For
~ Truckee River 2016 Tributaries Project
. USDA Forest Service
Tahoe Natlonal Forest
_ Truckee Ranger District
s ' T P!acer and Slerra Counties Calrfornia

The Truckee River 2016 Tributaries Project (T RT Pro}ect) originates from sedlment assessment .
\ership with the Truckee Rlver Watershed Counul The Mlddie

urces, and Preliminarv Recommendatmns of the project ared, .- = .

greements with the La hontan Water D,uahty Coantmi Board and prouides the 'means to
priorstlze probiem areas, create inventory and trackmg and promute |mplementation to be
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- ”m the prOJeet ;eee-rd a'nd avaltable upon request} describes Subwatershed Characterlsttes, o

. freek Deep .
undeﬂned areas alongthe main stem of -




accomplished as funding and opportunity allows. Actions that do nothing more than malntain

- road surfaces and the existing road template do not require NEPA and are consldered
“administrative maintenance”. Some improvements, depending on the extent of change to the
exlsting road design could be Interprated to require a decision memo. This document is created
primarily to track these proposed improvements and allow for changes to road deslgn where
minor changes to the existing road template may be needed to achleve objectives,

I. Decislion and Rationale

~ As the Truckee District Ranger it Is my decislan to approve the Proposed Actlon as presented In
Sectlon K Propused Action.

: ]

My decislon is based on a review ofthe record that shows a thorough review of relevant
scientific information, & consideration of respensibla opposing views, and the acknowledgment
of Incomplete or unavallable information, sclentific uncertainty, and risk,

In-summary,itds my:dacislonto implement the Tru ckee River 2016 Tributarles Project for the .. _'
following reasoris; R

e The.Proposed Actions are the product of extenslve fialdwork and professional
- - recomnmendations that were developad from sediment assessmant surveys
w4 ey sconducted inipartnership with the Truckee River Watershed Council. The Migddie
-+ Truckea River Sediment Source Assessiment Project Report and associated
documents (Includead In the project record and avallable upon request) describes
- Sub-watershed Characteristics, Sediment Sources, and Praliminary
Recommendations of the project area.

#  Our Interdisciplinary team worked collaboratively to design effactive actions, In
- some cases resource speclalists required restrictions or limitations to recommended
2. kestorative, actlons. My intent is to authoriae the actions Identifled as appropriate for
- this Deglision, Memo, and eontlnue to plan, analyze and authorize additional actlons
.~ {referred to as ‘Phase It Actlons’ in the Project File} for Implementation as possible In
- future projects. For the ‘Phase  Actions | ain authorizing, Resource Protectlor:
Measures have been identified by resource specia]ists that will be Implemented in
conjunction with the project. :

» This project, Including the ‘Phase |’ actions 1 am authorizing, addresses processes as
Identified in the TMDL agreements with the Lahontan Water Quality Control Board,
This project provides the means to prioritize problem areas, create inventory and
tracking and promote implementation to he accomplished as funding and

" opportunity allows.

s Some actions within suitable habitat for Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog, Rang
Sterrae (RASI) and deslgnated Critlcal Habitat will be implemented. Although short-
term, minor disruptions to thelr habitat during préject implementation may oceur, it

Truckee River 2016 Tributaries Project 2




_ Is anticipated that in the long term, the Praposed Action will reduce sediment to
a streams because It Js improving dralnages, mod'ifying road surfaces, and réstoring
access routes that are interrupting overland flows These will result In Iong—term
habitat improvement for RASI

i} Progect Need and Purpose

Need

The Truckee R:ver2016 Tdbutori_es Project (TR Tnbutaries Project) Is needed to reduce negative
! !s/logglng systems and !egacy s!tes to water and 50I| quality, and

y 'La honta n,-Reglon LRVYQCB) One strafegy to"meet these requirements is to Identify .
; edimentat:on and rosion nrlglnaﬂng from Tahoe Nat:onal Forest o

eas’ mcfudsng road/stream cap‘ture and increased sorl Ioss, sedsment prod uet:on and
—f"delivery to waterway A 'roject targetmg reductlon f* 'dament from the source throngh

- {USDA 2004) prowdes dlrectron for mamtalnlng water guality and quantlty and protectlon of
' streams Iakes wetiands and specnai aquatic features it guades pro]ects to maintain and _
réstore the hydi olomc connectivity of streams: meadows, weﬂands and other spec:al aquat:c _' b
features by lmplementmg corrective actions with roads and trails that intercept; divers,or
dlsrispt natural surface and subsurface water flow paths (Standard and Guide: (58G)’ 10 0r -
those that degrede Water qualliy ot hab:tat for aquatic and rIpanan dependent specles (SRG
116). ‘SRG 49 guides districts 1o take action To prevent the introduction ang: astablishiment.of
noxlous weed Inifestation ahid to control emstmg infastatians. S&G 69 prohibits wheeled vehice
travel off of. dealgnated routes, trails, and’ ﬂmited off- h!ghwa\f veh;cle (OHV) use areas
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ll. Proposed Action

1.5, Forest Service, Tahoe National Forest, Truckee Ranger District proposes to Implement
actlans as described balow, and as displayed on Maps 1, 2 and 3, and detalled In Appendices 1,
2 and 3. Implementation would be expected to occur In the dry season from 2017 through
2038, .

- The Truckee River 2016 Tributaries Profect (referred to as the TRT Project) areas are located in
the Truckee Ranger District of the Tahoe National Forest in certaln watersheds that empty Into
the Truckee River between Tahoe Clty and the Truckee, California. The legal description for the

. ce-projects Is contained In portlons of section 33, T16N, R16F and section 4, T15N, R16E In Bear

Creek wa‘tershed sections:29, 32, 33 In TL7N, RAGE In Cabin Creek watershed, sactions 17, 18
and 20, TNIEN, R1EE, In Pole Creek watershed, Section 33 In T16N, R16E in the Highway 89

... corrldor, from the Mount-Diablo Base Merldian. The P(‘osser Creek proposed restoration sites

occur in sections 30, 34 and 32 of T8N, R17E, from the Mount Diablo Meridian. See the
attached maps.

;;;Tma following Append{cgs are mcorporated by referen e, and provide detall regarding the
Proposed Actlon: . J .

& Appendix 1 Sub-watershed focus area action tablel provides an overview about the
actions proposed for each watershed and focus are

oo, o Appendix 23 FS System Route_maintenance actions table

¢ Agpendix 3: Treatiment préscriptin-s and methods

* Appendix 4: Maps include Map %: Truckes River Tributarles Project Proposed Actlon, Mep 2:

Prosser Area, Map 3: Deer Park Subwatershed Focus Map
» Appandix 5: Erosion Conitrol Plan

.
!

i
|

.. The following secttons describe the four componants of the Proposed Actlon.

- A Watershed remediation actions: Focus areas have baen Identified within sub-watersheds of

the Truckee River to geographically emphasize places that would benefit from targeted actions,

Focus areas are detafled below {Section A), and are shoi:vn on Map 1 and on sub-watershed
maps that are avallable in the project record.

B. Prosser Area route obliteration actlons; Eight route-speclﬁc obliteration actions have been
[dentified In the Prosser Area, These actions are detalled below {Section B) and shown on Map
2: the Prosser Area Map.

€. Forest Service system route drainage improvements: This Proposed Action would
implement road dralnage Improvements In exlsting Forest System routes within the Tributarles
Assessment area (see Map 1). Route detalls are included in Appendix 2,

Truckee River 2016 Tributaries Project 4
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D. Resource Protect:on Measures. A sulte of s!te-specific resource protection measures and
best management practlces been identified by our resaurce spacialists that must be
mplemented In con]unction with the watershed actions.

A, Watershed remed:ataon actions

.g__a _Focus areas have been .ldenpiﬂe_d W|thin sub—watersheds to geographicaliy emphaS|ze places

';productlon bui mév have some equwa!ent eroslon over the ﬁrst vﬂars f(J!lowmg L
._restorataon until it attains vegetatlve s‘tablhzanon _
‘Because cornplete. restoration of this site is expens:ve to. res;ore a degree of the.

A a‘tural slopes’ an aiternatwe mcludes the remforcement ‘of existing. erosmn'control S
structures and instaliatlon of more structLres in areas that are iackmg Thfs wou!d
have short term’ reduced lmpacts and- requ:re longer—term monitorlng and

‘ mamtenance. S R

Truckee River 2016 Tributarles Project . 5
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o The declslon would be to approve both optlons and as either the existing
condition deteriorates to significant levels or, funding for restoration becomes
available either action could be initiated.

SuB-WATERSHED: BeaR CREeK - Baar Creek Focus Area 2 {shown in Majp 1}

o Concerns that Initiate action: Logging practices have heavlly affacted drainage.
Reads and tralls capture channel, '
o Watershed actlons: The Bear Creek Area Consists of Providing Road Drainage
" Improvements and malntenance over Forest Service roads-and trials, In
- . -particylar the area above the Alpine community along the Alpine Crags Road
Sy captures runoff from discharge from glaclal till and assoclated dralnages.
Approximately 1.7 mlles of road will be!tmproved in this area with another 0,34
miles of the adjacent Bear Creek trail being lmpraved
: i
o Area-specific resgurce protectfon measuras: Actions may only oceur within the
- road prism. Archeological surveys musii completed before work can be planned

.......

o V-beyond the existlng prism.

|
1
|

SUB-WATERSHED LippER BEAR CREEK ~ Alpine Special Use ﬁireas Focus Area {Alplne Meadaows SUP
Mountam Roads] 2 {shown in Map 1) |

An apportunity has been identified to coordinate wtth Alpine Meadows Ski Resort Special Use
Permit (SUP) permitee to improve conditions on Forest System Route 5001-005 (a!so known as
the Ward Peak route) and on the Scott Peak road {which provides access to the Scott Lift
Tower). Both of these routes are under the responsibility of the authorized permit holder, and
require coordinatian with the permitee to contro! sediment source areas. Agreed upon actions

can- be incorporated into. the-SUP operating plans, Not FS roads/tralls with intended long tarm

use are cow:recl by prescriptions in Map 1. \

. The presence of private In- holdlngs and Special Use pe m|tted lands will require added
- coordlnation before movlng forward, However, appropriations of funds are available this area,
- and could be included for lmprovements with the couﬁerators support, This area Is Included
-+ within this proposed action should timing, coordination and opportunities apen within the
effective period of this Decision Memo. An addltional 3.9 miles of road drainage improvements

could be attained.

SUB-WATERSHED: BS CORRIDGR ~ Focus Area 1 2 {showit in Map 1)

This area has a legacy abandoned hench cut that runs water and sediment downslope.
Additional dralnage Improvements and narrowing of the road wilt be conducted if the segment
Is Intended to be retained for horse trall use, This trail/road is currently undesignated, but doas

Truckee River 2016 Tributaries Project I




recelve Incidental use from the Alpine Meadows Horse Stable SUP. A determination on the
stable routes Is to be decided soon. Coordination between SUP trall designations will allow
elther narrowing and trail design on this route or cumplete e!ImInation of the route Elther
method will provide reduced sediment transport and delwery o

‘S'ue'-w;treasam Fqc_us AREA Dn_mmes.lwaovsmms Y

: -gradteht:slope above faiiure _ :
-3 _Pcie Creek. Fecus Area 3 Properly dram exasting road and re-ortent present drainagn

g structures

bée eh ldent:ﬁed for e
:Prosser Area map detai?s the Iocation of these unauthonzed

o ‘1,'2-._mlies of exsstmg unauthor:zed routes in Prosser Area East w:li be decommissmned/dosed
Routes to be treated for mamtenance in the Prossar: Area East inchude 2. 6 miles of existlng
;routes as. presented in the map | and in Appendlx 1FS System Route mamtenance actions table :
- ‘Malntenance would mciuofe prescripttms AandD. These presartptions WDuId be :mpiemented -
using methods detarﬂed in Appendlx 3. o : B _
Thers Is'an extenslve infestation of noxfous Weeds throughout the Prosser Area. The Resuurce

Protsction Measures section below detalls Fequirementsto. survey the entire area for musk
thistle and other noxious weeds because of the high Ilkehhocad of them belng present o

Truckee R-Fuer'ZOI_S Tributaries Project B L L A




Tabla 1: Prasser Unauthorized Route Closyra/Obliteration

Route ID Miles | Feet Prascription®
R-1 0.01 | 7638 ' BEC
R-2 0.08 | 435.17 B&C
R-4 0.09 | 469.00 . B&C
RE | o.08 | avo.00 T OB&C
R, | 007 | 368.8 . B&C
Iy 0.35 | 1850.23 1 B&C
RS | o038 | 200904 B&C
Rio | 045 | 81745 I BAC
Grand Total .21 212: o4 H Bhe

rescripﬂon injormatior} fsavallable in Appandix 3 Tréatment prescripfions and methads

|

. Forest System Route Drainage improvements
- Road drainage improvements-identified throughout fchlal project area would generally tnvolve ‘

e wark within the axisting road right-of-way. Each routa identified for maintenance activitles i -

identified in Appendix 2: FS Systerm Route malntenance actlons table. The maintenance
actlvities are summarized in Tables 2 and 3: Road and Route Improvement summary below.
Routes targeted for improvements are shown on Map 1. Routes would be treated with
prescriptions and methods described in Appendix 3; Treatment prescriptions and methods.

Roads are Included for dralnage improvements within these watershed areas and inc!udes a
total of 69.7 miles. ‘ :

East iift’h’é’%’ruckge Rivet Road and Boute Sugments ;ﬂ;ﬁs:\fstem E‘:;i:ziher Total Miles
| Bear Creek S a : 17 | 0.3 20
Bear Créék: Alpine Meadows SiI Area . 2.4 1.5 38
84 Corridor Area 1 0 0.3 ER
Pole Creek to Upper Deep Craek 15.2 0.4 15.6
pole Creek to Sliver Creek - : 32 1.1 43
Daep Creek - 2.8 0 3.3
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Cabin Creek to Jackass - h ' | _- | _ 128 24 ' 1 153

nnamed o o ar 0

CTotal [ 409 . {6 469

Table 3; Road and Route Improvement Sumimary West of the Truckee River -

; 'h"'i‘rﬁckéé*i"' d'andﬂéui_a'sezments M"e’s"s“m {Milles Othet - { o) witkes
R I oads | Features -~ - T

OSSawt:oth Area/Deer Ct:e'lek o '_ ; 215 . BN S 22.8

g .fpresent

i bé ampiemented to prevent. and control the spread of noxmus
atecl nOXlOUS weeds,r such as: mu:,k thistle) iy the project area .

A CE 35# C!eaning of Equfpment Contractor shail ensure that aH equipment th t_has .
operated off roadsiy areas infestecl with noxlous / invasive:exotic weeds, that. ;be]ng'
moved onte Na‘ﬂonalfwesi tandis free of soli, weeds, seeds, vegetative matter or
other debils that tould hold or containseeds,

B. Anhy equlpment that was operated off roads in'the Prosser area; need to be c}eaned
before itis méved to any other sites because of the hi gh likelihood that it raay be
carrying musk thistle seeds, since there Is 2 high amount of musk thistle in the arez,

C. Revegetate hfghiy imwacted areas w!th locally LO"ECtEd native seed-or seedlings. A
contractor may need to be h:tred to collect enough seed, Recommendation;s incliide

Truckee River 2016 'Tfibbftag‘ies_ Projact




planting with the same species which are found to be present in adjacent areas. Dry
sites In the Prosser area can be seeded or planted with Bitterbrush, mountain
sagebrush, bottlebrush squirreltail (Elymus elymoides), or Nevada blue grass (Poo
secunda). The more molst sftes in the Highway 89 corrldor may be planted with blue
wild rye (Elymus glaucous)in tmoist areas or Bromus emarginota In drier areas, See the
“Seeding Guldelines for the Tahoe Natlonal Farest” for a list of those plants that should
be avolded. In additlon avoid planting any type of Canary reed grass (Phalaris spp.).

D. Avold contributing to the spread of non-hatlve, Invasive plant specles. Musk thistle Is

known to exist In the Prosser Routes and Tralls obllteration area, on adjacent private
. and Natlonal Forest system Jands. All sites plannet for restoration shall be surveyed for
00Xious weaeds and. no)glous weeds found to bé present should be identifled, mapped
*and removed before construction actw!ties begin Mapped occurrences should be
reported to the Forest Service and vavistted and removed every year until 3 years after
site Is found to be clear of “A” or “§" rated noxlous weeds, Any disturbed ground would
make fertile bed for stray weed seeds that are typically distributed by Wmd and thosa
that are spread along the roadway. ;|
aPlan ovefalbivorksite management to imit the, mtroduction and spread of invasive
plants: Integrate cleaning BMPs, Designate cleaning areas for tools, equipment, and
vehicles. This involves working the areas known to be infested last or wash when
s oz neving from infested areas to un-infested sltes, Educate all worksite users about
preventing invasive plant spread. ?i - -
F. Usa aweed-free sources for imported project materlals. Gravel pits used to provide
gravel and rocks should be inspected annually, so that materials can be certified as free
from noxious weed seeds and parts. Use native plant seed that was collected locally in
relatively weed free areas. Usa locally produced chips to cover landing, and bare ground
-that Is going to be challenging to revegetate, A\iold using straw unless it can be weed
free certified and locat chip sources are unaVaIIabIe.

w2 G Preventinvasive plant contamination of project materials duting transport by checking

the travel routes. 4£

- H.-Preventinvasive plant contammauon of stoclcpjled profect materials. If materlals need
“to Be stockplled and stored, make sure that pilas are covered during storage periods to
prevent them from becoming a contaminated source.
. All known noxlious weed sites shali be controlled by elther hand pulling or othar
approved method. All known weed sites should be mapped and monitored for recurring
‘oUthreaks until seed source has been clear for at least five years, Report all weed sita
mapping to the Forest Service for fong term tracking,

3) Heritage and Cultural Resource Profection Measyres:

Truckee River 2016 Tributaries Project ' , | 10




A. Access is Ilmited to the current road prism in all road maintenance action areas. Post-
project mon}toring to ensure protectlon measures were met S

B. There are three hlstorfc properties that represent “areas of concern.” The project -
proponent rmust consuft with the archeologlst. about each of these sites prlor to
Emplementation A map Is available in the project record.

yiProsser focus area road R-8, an unauthonzed route. Closmg the -

on-th e-ground reveew wiii be comp?eted prfor to any actlwt!es
_ 'the site to: determme the exact proposa! at the Iocatlon that best
meets the needs to"brotect the site and close the road. . :

‘8 Two srtes ing_the Deer Creek area (actua!ly south of Deer Creek) appear to he Iocated )

] ??he Botamst_wili fiag no}Nn occurrences of 'species In areas that could be chsturbed by
proj t activities. Eﬁort _ \mlt be made to-prevent effects to these ﬂagged areas.

the same year) to verlfy use of thefPAC,'.If northern goshawks are not presentor are ; estlng '
- greater than¥% mile from the project areas; project Jmp!ementatmn may-com menc i
goshawks are snesting withm % mile of thie pI‘OjECt areas a restrict!on {such as a t:m:ted
Operatmg Period) wouEd be lmptemented e S -

To protect California spotted owls Momtormg conducted pr:ot to project Jmplementa*non
{in the same year) to verlfy use of these PACS: If California spotted ‘owls are not present or
afe nesting greater than % mille from the pro}ect areas, progecl Impiementdtion fnay

Truckee River 2046 Triputaries Profect . - _ ' ' S 11




commence, if spotted owls are nesting wltb]n % mile of the project areags, a restriction (such
as a Limited Operatihg Period) would be implemented.

* Any detectlons of Threatened, Endangered, or Sensitlve (TES) species prior to or during
project implementation will be reported to the District Wildlife Biologist for develapment of
a recommendation regarding appropriate managament and protection, In accordance with
management direction for the Tahoe Natlonal Forest.

roject implementation wil be reported to the District Wildlifa Blologist for davelopment of
, ©e e - arecommendation regarding appropriate managefent and protection, in accordance with
R LT  management direction for the Tahoe Natlonal Forest.

Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog, Rana Slesrae [RASI) and aquatics resources

.. Slerra Nevada Forest Plan Amendmaent (SNFPA) standards and guldes (S&Gs) and best
management practices (BMPs) are incorporated In the TRT project to reduce the potanttal
. effects of road/ trail maintenange. Implementation of-these BMPs and 5&Gs would reduce the
potential-for affects to.RAS ,;since they reduce the potential for the species to be exposad 1o
-'--‘rcohtaminates, sedlmentatron, and ensure passage foriaguatic species.
BMP.2,5:-This sets forth specific criteria for Jocation of drafting sites, procedures to be followed
- during draf‘tlng operations, as well as approaches and drafting pads to protect hydrologic values

: and indlvldual creatures,
Sttt s e-- BMP2Br-Wilkminimlze water, aquatic, and rierian rasource disturbances (that may

“{ . e o affect Individual frogs) and related sediment production when constructing,
' . reconstructing, or maintaining temporary and permanent water crossings.

o BMP 2.11: Threats to skin-resplring amphibians from equipment refueling and servicing
can be controlled by preventing fuels, lubricants, cleaners, and other harmful materials
from discharging Into nearby surface waters or Infiltrating through solls to contaminate

- groundwater resources. Sixtean criterla for holxk: 10 prevent these effects to amphiblans

- and other resources are included. i
o e S&G:101Culverts-and stream crossings will not create barriers for aquatic species,
-2 S&G99: Fuels and other toxlc materials wil be stored outside of RCAs to limit the
exposure of RAStto some of the toxic materla!g : :

i

- Road and trail maintenance potentially may affect theflaquatlc habitats usad by RASL The TRT
- Projectis proposed to address existing hydrologle issuds that are currently affecting water
quelity and Improper dralnage. To reduce the potential effects to habitat, the following $8.Gs

are Incorporated Into the TRY project:
o 5&G 92: ensures that approprlate design criteria are developed for the project to

minlmlze [mpacts to aquatic habitats including hydrologle changes.
s S&G 100: Corrective actions are implemented when needed to restore hydrologic
connectivity of aquatic systems that are disrupted by roads.

Truckee River 2016 Tributaries Project 12




o 5&G 101:Stream flows, stream pools, meadows, and other special aquat:c habltats of
the species wlli benefit by culvert and water drafting management actions that maintain
“and restore the timlng, varlablllty, and duration of floodplain inundation and water table
__elevation.
e S&G 118: protects the hydrologic processes in bogs and fens, hlch particularly beneﬂts
the specias where they ¢ occur.in these hab?tats. P

_ '_katlo_n and the potentaal effects to habltat the fol!owlng BMPs and S&Gs

to he TRT project : -

8. BM ] gonstruction will be deslgned to minimize erosion, and sedlment

" '"delivary rom‘roadé ciurmg thase actions. T ANt
L BMP 2, 13 mandates deve!opment of a pro;ect-s;:ecufsc erosion control plan This plan Is -

among manv Iocai agenc;es and envaronmenta] groups

W, Raasams ﬂ’or Cat@gcr:caﬂ!y i‘-‘mcﬂuding This ﬁf\{‘.ﬂ{m :

AR environmental analysis was condutted for this proposet) action, Asa resuit of that analysu,
B determ!nation has been made tna‘r the proposaﬁ isin categories of actions that are éxcluded
“from further documentation in an Environmeiital Assessment or ah Environmental Impact”
Statement, These categories of exclusion, which require preparation ofa project or case file
-and decision memo, is established In 36 CFR 220. 6(9) Their. applicah!iﬁy to Truckee Rlver 2016

Tributaries Pro;ecz are as m!lows

' Truckee Rlyer 2016 Tributarles Project - ) : S | 13




{18) Restoring wetlands, streams, riparian areas or other water bodles by removing, replacing,
ar modifying water control structures such as, but not fimited to, dams, levees, dikes, ditches,
culverts, pipes, drainage tiles, valves, gates, and fencing, to allow waters to flow Into natural
channels and floodplains and restore natural flow regimes to the extent practicable where valid
exlsting rights or special use authorizations are not unifaterally aftered or cance!ed Examples
include but are not limited to:

{1} Repalring an existing water control structure that Is no longer functioning properly with
minimal dredgling, excavation, or placement of fill, and does not Involve releasing hozardous
substances; ‘

i) instaliing a newly-tesigned structure that rﬁpr’aces an existing culvert to fmprove aguatic

- .organism passage and prevent resource ond property damuge where the road or trail

maintenance level does not change; 4

(Hi) Removing o culvertand Installing a bridge to r‘mpmve oquatic-and/or terrestrial organism

passage or prevent resource or properly damoge where the road or trall malntenance fe val does

not change; ond, i

(v} Removing a small earthen and rock fill dam with a low hazardpoten tial clossification that is

no longer needed.. . ; {

Cite this category as 5'6 CFR 220.6(e){18} {
) : !

Extraordinary tt:ﬁrcumsta-mes Evajuation '|

-+ The interdisciplinary.team which developed and analyied this project included resource _

. - specialists fram theTahoe National Forast. That team ic:vonsi‘sizﬂd of a botanlst, archaeo]ogist
soil specialist/hydrologist, aguatics blelogist, wildlife blotogist and transportation, and fuels
specialists. These resource speeialists did not identify any significant Issues during project
review, and all concerns were addressed by inclusion as part of the project proposal, Thair
reports are avallable in the project record located in the Truckee District office anc avallabla
uporn request. :

!
© It was also determined through the environmental ana‘lysis that there were no extraordinary

- circumstances or condﬂ:lons, as listed In 36 CFR 220. S(b) refated to this proposal that might
“causethe-action to have signlficant effects. Speciﬂcallv this determination is based upon the

- .+ absence, among others, of adverse effects on the following

. 1) Federally listed threatened or endangered species orj designated critical habitat, species
proposed for federal listing or proposed criticol habitat, or Forest Service sensitive species.

Blofogical Evaluations/Blological Assessments were prepared for terrestrial and aquatic
animal species, and for plant species, and are incorporated by reference and avallable upon
request. Sections below summarize the conclusions of the sensltive terrestrial and aguatie
rasources, and sensltive plant and fungi analyses.
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Terrastrial Wiidlife

The Terrestrial Wildlife BE determined that the TRTP project will not affect the Paclfic marten,
bald eagle, willow flycatcher, western bumblebee, greater sandhill crane, California wolverine,
Great gray owl, Pallld bat, Townsend's big-eared bat; or fringed myotis. The Proposed Actjon
will not alter suitable habitat, or there areno known occurrences of these specles in the project
area. g :

. "I_dl fe BE determined that the TRIP pro}ect may affect indlvldua!s, butls not -
ltkely to resultin.a trend, toward Federa fisting or foss of viablity for the Califorrila spotted owl
and northern goshawk. The Proposed Action may affect these sensitive wildlife species or therr
eraH ant:crpated direct and indirect effects rangefrom; slrghtly
: votent f avoldance by individual wildiife durlng tmplementatlon) to
nd le ng term {e.g. reduced erosion and. sed:mentation} Given the
‘:‘:_tensrty, and duratron of eff‘ects no extraordinary crrcumstances

-----

, Lapontan Laae tui chub Hardnead Lahontan cutthroat trout or
The TPJ project will ot affect these species since the'project area Is
historie range, there Isno su:tabl'e habltat present, and/or the -

§ spec!es m not present, B ,,-'au_se the Lahontan cutthroat trout s desrgnated as:a threatened

jer the. Endangered Spec:es Act, more mformation ahout this determlnatron s

et

irrcluded belovir The Aquatlcs BE/BA found that the TRTP may have short-term, minor effects to_;--

_the Slerra Nevada veltow-iegged frog, background and determmatron Informatlon is below

SRS e 'kn'o_\rvrr popuiations of LCT withm the p!ann!ng area CDFW momtors thls SN
' popuﬁation reguiﬁady and it appears to be stabie e : .

Theré.aretwo focus areas wrthin the Po!e Creek sub-watershed (Areas 2 and 3 see Map 1 of
TRTP Proposed Action), Withl‘n Focus Area 2, the emstlng road lacks drainage structures ani

erosion of the road bed width has occurred.. The erosion has tacreased the width of the road B _
102 polnt where it no longer meets minimum road width staridards, Soll that Is’ !ost Is currentiy :

dumpling. drrect}y into Pole Creek.. The TRTP would ni) prove this situation by wrdenlng the road
on the upslope site, and piace dra:nage features aiong the segment of the road to prevent '
further erosiors o L :

Existing roads within Fotus Area 3 current!v haVe poor dramage that has resulted n eroslon
within the meadow. Channels are being cut through the meadow, alterlng natura? dralnage
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patterns. The TRTP would address this by correcting dralnage issues on the road and re-
orienting culverts to match natural drainage features,

LCT Determination: The aquatlcs blologlst fledd reviewed thase areas, determined that all
actions would be an improvernent to existing canditions. Currently, sadiment Is entering
stream channels. The results from this project would reduce degradation to LCT habitat. The
proposed activities would have no direct or Indirect effects to LCT or its habltat, Therefors, the
.- Aquatics BE/BA tetermined that the TRTP project will not affect Lahontan cutthroat trout,
- Oncothynchus clarki henshawl, No Critical habitat has baen deslgnated for the specles;
therefore, none wil be destroyed ar modified. |

e el s STerra Nevade yellow-fegged frog: background and de%g!s:rmlnaf!an

Overview: The Slerra Nevada yellow-legged frog is a USFS Reglon 5 Sansitive spaciesand Js a -
.. USFWS listed Endangerad species under the Endangered Specias Act. On April 29, 2014, the
* USFWS published a final rule in the Federal Register to list the Slarra Nevada yeltow-legged frog
_as endangered with extinction, The rule went Into effagt on june 30, 2014. On August 26, 2016
‘the-FSFWS publlshed thefinal rule In the Federal Register to designate Critical Habftat for the
g. The USFWS Issued tqfe Programmatic Biologlcal Oplnion (BO)

£ 1A ine National Forests in te Sierra Nevada of California for the

‘NeVada Yellow-}egged Frog, Endangered Northern Distinct Population

_ Segment of the Mountaln Yellow-legged Frog, and Threatened Yosemite Toad on December 19,
2014 (USDI 2014). 4 :

- ( : ©The USFWS rendered the oplnion that the projects consldered in the appended BA and
subsequent BO, as proposed, are not likely to Jeopardize the continued existence of tha SNYLE,
The determlnation was based on the conditions of: (1) the Implementation of the conservation
measures exactly as described in the BA and the BO; and (2) the USFWS-approved scientific and
statistically robust monitoring plan to measure and evaluate the succass of the conservation
. measures that will be developed and implemented by the Forest Service, The Truckee River
.+ - Tributaries Projectwas appended to the Programmati¢;Blologleal Assessment {BA) (USDA 2014)
and Inc!uded with ) ubmitted batches Because thls Project was appended to the BO, It must _
- n adhare to the cunservatlon measums as outlined in the BO for the Slerra Nevada yellow-lagged
ntie et frog Required conservation. mbésures are Included in the Resource Protection Measures at tha _
—— - end of the Proposed Actlon of this document, ! : -

-~ Project-gffects: Project activities would occur within ap’proxlmate!y 67 acres of riparian
- conservation areas, 12 acres within designated RASI Critical Habitat, and approximately 6 acres
of sultable habitat for RASI, Surveys for RAS! have not been conducted within the project
analysis area, so utllizatlon of avallable habitat Is unimown. A revigw of known aceupancy -
and/or historical records show that the species has ocourred In three of the subwatersheds,

Given that malntenance activities are limited to existing roads and tralls and are of short
duration, the scope and magnltude of effacts from road and trall maintenance are likely Jow,
There are also beneficial effects to ensuing that roads and tralls are maintalned, Although RAS)
move among different sites during the summer and will travel overland, they are hghly aguatic
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and thus, at relatively low risk of direct mortality from road and trail associated activities, The

i : restorative actions proposed would be beneficial to the species and its habitat since it will
reduce or eliminate current sediment entry issues, and return the stream channels to a more
natural hydrologlc function. The project would be implemented during the dry season,. This
would be outside of the timing for typical migrational movement patterns and eliminate the
potential for egg masses to be disturbed, Iffrogs are datected, procedures as out[ined in the
Programmatic BO wuuld be followed.

Jesources: E/BA, determimed that effects to the specles and habltat wil[ haVe a iow |

ducument' B

( - Sens!tive p!ams and fuwgi _ - o _ .
. The Botanical Bio}oglcafr Evaluatton (iﬂcorpos'ated by reference and a\:aliah!e Upon request)
made determinations as summarfzed n rab!es below. :

L Table 3: Blofcgkaf Ewalue&!nn Szammaw of Determinations to sensitive p!ant spec!es fcr the Propcsed K
'Actnon - g R A, _ :

i Eﬁ{eq@gms_ma 'P‘R’_ma:r '!.mp'actsj 'b_fAk;’tipiiAj_tférﬁﬁﬁ‘ie o] o TE
! R - i sensitiveplants
Fedsrally Listed e L T o
ackepa loyieat -"Ndhabltat spz_esen_tcn the ea,.tside of the ' e
S U . S Tahoe NE, e . _NO"E.f.f_egt -
.. ' lvesio webber Silght chance thatthis specles couid befound in LT e
B L theProsser afea. Surveys should be conducted In NoEff i
spring of 2017 whnn aquick: suppiement can be &
prepared : IR
_ Foves! Seﬂ!!ce Sensmve Plants
Astragalus lemmonil,
Astrogalus pulsiferae var. _ _ |
coronensis, Astragalus webber), Mo habltatls present In projectarea = No Effect i
Cypripedium fasclculatum, _ B : o 1
Cypripedium montaniiy, '
Truckes River 2016 Tributaries Project - T Car




SPECIES HABITAT AND OR DETECTIONS NEAR PROJECT Impacts of Actlon Alterhative to
- ) sensltive plants

Erigeron miser, Fritillaria
eastwoodiae, Lewisld .
cantelovil, Lewlsla kelloggh
spp. Hutchisanll, Lewlsla
kellogoli spp. Kelloagl, Lewisla
longipetaly, Lewisia serrata, , 0
Monardella follettl, Penstemon ¥ : ]
personitus, Phacello stebbinst,
Plnus alblcaulls, Poa sierrae .
3 Pyirocomd lucida, Tauschia 4 N
H howellf ) N o
Boechera rigldissimo var. '
demote, Bolrychium N
ascendens, Botrychium : !
crenwlatum, Botrychium

. Junaria, Botryehium Marginal potential hablta is present In the | _ L
s "profect area, GIS review fesults have not Low rlsl of caustng direct effects

‘thinganesnse, 8o 4 ; ik
i tan G, EoaoH Hderitifled anyiprevlously known océurrences In or to this species or its distribution,
f near the proposed ImplemerT ation project areas |

%ﬂrﬁffeﬂdtufib var. torreyanum, }
Ivesla aperta var, aperta, vesia b i
aperia var, caning, Juncus .;

fuciersts 5 |
s T T T e et e L Potantial hahitat Is presentiin the project area S$tHl a low rlsk of cawsing direct
{ S A near Prasser Creek, GIS review results have effects {o this spacles or fis
ldentlfted known occurrences around Prosser - distilbution,
Ivesia sericoleucd Reservolr near that portion of the proposed
implementation aress, Sltes In the Prossar area
should be surveyed In the spring of 2017 aftet
which a short supplement td the BE/BA ¢an be
- prepared , ,
Mahonid sonniel .- 1 7 Removed from list (USDI 2003) No Effact T
- e e e i ,7; Nﬂn va$cu'ar€ Plants .
|- Bruchio bolanderl, Helodhjm. | ...." Marginal potential habitat|is present In the Low rlsk of causing direct effacts | -
blandowii . | .. projectares. GIS review Fesults have not to this specles or its distribution. - -
i - identified any previously known oceurrences In or o O
- near the proposed Implemesitation project areas . '
Peltigera gowardil, Meesla- | - GIS review results have not identified any Low risk of causing direct effects |
iliginosa previously known occurrences In or near the to this specles or its distributton,
proposed Implementation project areas
Miefichhoferla elongata "No habltat {s present in project area © MoEffect

2) Flood plains, wetlands, or municipal watersheds.
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“The TRT Project Soll and Water Resources Report found that the routes and areas
P identified by this project currently adversely affect the water quality of this area by
creating soH eroslon and sediment transport and deposition. The Proposed Action Is
designed to reduce road-water interaction and to improve hillslope connectivity with
natural drainage patterns. It s deslgned to Improve sofl retention by providing mulch
and cover over previously bare soll aréas to prevent raindrop splash, Assuming the road
... ... maintenance an functional routes reduces sediment production to: some degree, itis

Area) by approxlmately 10%

d:sturbance fo soii (dralnage improvement msta!lation, re- :

‘ e'associated with flood plains) wet!amds, and munlcipai
and | fmr,ed uce the potential for sediment increases above the. existmg _
mi ‘Eerm to the long«term i SRR

.3} Congressionaﬂy des.i Jnated areas, such as w:lderness wﬂderness study aregs, of natfonai
" recregtion areas:

'~ This projectis not. with!n .8 w:lderness or w:!demess study area There are no Nat:onal
Recreatwn Areas on the Tahue Nationa! Forest, -

_ _4) Inventoried roadiess areas _ S
his project is not wfth!n any invenioried roaciless area,

: 5} Research natural areas, o - ' -
s, This pro}ect Is not. wz’fhm & Reseafch Nammmrea

- 6) Amerlcan incﬁans ana’ A}aska Nﬁ'tive rehgiaus or cuftuml wtes & 7} Archaeo!ag!ca! site.t., or .

hIstoric properties Or areqs.

The project was classified as a Screened Under’cakmg (Cfass B) according to the provisions

of the Regional PA 2013 as documested in Repart # R201705 1760040 (mcorporated by
reference and. avaviab!e upen request), The: projact, may be vmplementea without further _
review or consul‘tat:on. Herltage resources will be managed consistent with the jsrovisions of
the Programmatic Agreament between the Forest Service, the State Historic Presérvation
Officer, and the National Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, and thereby will comply
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.- All management practices and activities of the proposed action are consistent with

o the discusslons and: ana—ly;es. Specifically, this DM and s assoclated documents identify

.- The Soll and-Watershad Report found that the proposed action Incorperates road restoratlon to
improve existing: condttlons and meset Riparian Conserv tion Objectives #1: protacts beneficial

with Section 106 of the National Historic Prasesvation Act and its Implamenting regulations, 36
CFR 800, and the Tahoe Natlonal Forest Plan. Surveys were conducted and completed. The ‘
Proposed Action was modified for severa) routes to prevent and avold effects to herltage

rasources.

Findings Required by Other Laws and Regulations
Natlonal Forest Management Act

managamant direction, including standards and guldelines, In the Tahoe Natlonal Forest I.énd
and Resource Management Plan (June 14, 1990) as amendad by the Sierra Nevada Forest Plan |

3 A_mendment Recard of Decislon (LRMP; January 2004), which were deve?oped in accordance o
< with the: Matlonal Forest Managemant Act of 1976, 16 YSC 1604(i) and 36 CFR 218, 1G(e) i

- - -This Declslon Memo {DM), its appendices and documefits incorporated by 'reﬁerence and

avalfahlé upon request consider the best avallable sclence to Insure the scientific integr Ity of

s_pieptlflc soutces relled on, discuss responsible opposing views, and
unavallable nformation per 40 éFR 1502.9 (h), 1502 22,1502.24,

1

Riparian Canservation ObJECffVES (RCO}

use, #2: restores hydrologle connectivity stream flow patterns and sediment regime, and #6
identifies and Implements restoration actions (SNFPA, ROD pg. 32-34),

Solls
The LRMP provides direction for malntaining long-term soll prcductwsty through standards and

- . guidelines for three soll. characteristics: sofl porosity, soul cover {eresion control), and soit SRR
- organic:matter (LRMP, pages V-36 through V-38). The TRT Solls and Watershed Report found SO
S

conslstency with this direction as summarized below. [

= :Re-eontouring and de-compacting soils can result in shp}rt-term erosion susceptibiiity over the
..o Afirst two to five years as the site stabilizes. Ground cow.f;a; provided to control erosion will be
. implemented as reguired in the Erosion Control Plan (Appendix 5). Fallow up monitoring will

identify areas where actlons may be needed to improve cover in order to control erosion on the
disturbed areas. The forest standards for goundcover and productivity measured as compaction
will be met for these areas.

tmproved roads decrease sediment and transport delivery. Sediment and erasion on up-
gradient and downgracient slopes, and In drainages is reduced. Final configuration of the site
with drainage improvements and re-vegetation on cut slopes and below roads (where road
wash oceurs) reduce existing erosion levels to maintain adjacent area solls productivity,
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Management Iﬁdicatc’:r Specles (Mis}

Providing the wildlife habitat and other ecologlcal conditions necessary to maintain well-
distributed viable populations of Management Indicator Specles (MIS) In the project area and

bloregional scale, and maintain diversity of plants and animals (Tahoe Natlonal Forest LRMP as '

. .amended by the Slerra: Nevada. Forests Management Indicator Specres Amendment (SNEMIS
] -'Amena'menr) Record_ of' Decrsfon {USDA December 200?})

: The Managementl {

'icator Specfes Reports (bncorporated by reference and avallable upon

He southern and eastern sides of. Boca Reservolr where the s
rest are known tc occur. The forestServIce botanv crew has _—' s

- co'rrreactlon of the solls thm the road pnsm

The Weed Report devcrlbed thet there is a Iow probabrhty th at additmnai non- native anasrve
ptant species would become estafbiushed due to project actions because of the required
Jmplementation Best Management Practices (BMPs). The highest concern Is that weeds couid_
be. lntroduced when heavy equlpment arrives on site.and that noxious waeds could be:
transported from areas of known high concentrations to areas with-fewer weeds, BMPs Which -
reglilre deaningof heavy equipment before it arrives on Natlona! Forest system | lands would
heip to minimize the risks of weed Introductlon into the project area, While “C” rated weeds
are already present in many areas, cheatirass {Bromus tectorumy and wooly mullein

- {Verbascum thapsus) were the only reported to oceur in several areas whera most of the pre-
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project disturbances occutred. These weeds could increase In cover after project
implementation and may decrease overtime as native vegetatlon cover Increases over time.

“Partners In Flight North Amerfcan Landbird Conservation Plan
Under the National Forest Management Act (NFMA), the Forest Service Is directed to, “provide
for diversity of plant and anfmal communities based on the sultabillty and capabllity of the
spedific land area in order to meet overall multiple-use oblectives.” (P.L. 94-588, Sec 6 (g) (3}
- (B)} The January 2000 USDA Forest Service (FS) Landhird Conservation Strateglc Plan, followed
by Executive Order 13186'in 2001, in addition to the Partners In Flight (PIF) specific habitat
Conservation Plans for birds and the January 2004 PIF North American Landbird Conservation

... Plan-ali yefarence goals and objectives for integratmg bird conservation Into forest

management and planning.
Opportunltias to promote conservation of mrgratary blrds and their habltats in the project area
were consldered during development and design of the TRT Project, and the wildlife biologist .
complatad a Migratory Lan dhird Conservation Report to assess the effects of the Project on
migratory birds. This report is Incorporated by referenc_:ge and avallable upon reguast.
Clean Water Act {1872) ‘
“Thils project:zomplies with the Clean Water Act through use of "Bast Management Practices"
== dasigned-tominimlze or: pravent the discharge of both bolnt and nan-point source pollutants
from Forest roads, developments and actlvities.

i .
There wouid"b’e rio irrevergible or irretrievable water cﬁ:aﬂty impacts from the proposed
treatments, and the existing conditions leading to uncontrolled eroslon and sediment delivery
to streams will be Improved over roads, routes and tralls, The requirements for the '
maintenance of water quality as established by the Lahontan Reglonal Water Quality Control
Board {LRWQCB) and the Federal Clean Water Act would be met. Water quality will not be
adversely affected with implementation of resource protection and mitigation measures,

l
f:—ln._addition, thisiprojactalsols consistent with the TM DL Management Agency Agreement
(MAA): betweenithe State- Water Board and Forest Serwce (USFS) where the USFS identfies,

. implements, maintains,-and monitors best manageme t practices (BMPs) to protect water
- -zquatlity. This project sets forth-a means to implemaents ’ﬁhe strategy, it identifies problem areas

: {related tosedimentation and erosion) on the Tahoe National Forest (TNF} lands for dirt roads
and legacy site restoration and is supplemental to the areas previously prioritized for
Implementation to control sadiment dalivery from NFS lands for non-polnt sources,

Clean Alr Act (1877)
implementation of this decision will not cause any air pollutants-to be added to the atmosphere

beyond the threshold of concern for any specific pollutant such as particulate matter or
nltrogen oxide, the precursor to, and Indlcator for ozone,
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Documents i_n.écrpora'ted by Reference and Available Upon Request

Aquatlc Resources BE/BA
Biological Evaluation/Assessment Terrestrial Wildlife
Biologlcal Evaluation for Sensitive Plants
Weed Risk Assessment _
- Truckee River Tnbutary Project Watershed and Soils Effents Anaiysns and Eroslon COntro!
e —P]an : _ : . ‘
R Cultural/Herltage Report # R2017051700040

W

e

merits mcorporated by. Reference and Availa e Upon o

shed focus area acﬂon table prowd es’ an overview about the

o VH Admm:strative Revaew and 5mplemen‘taﬁon Date

the p oposa! 'Ia]ﬂs within a category of actlons Ixsted in the Forest Sewice _
) 2 exclyded from documentation in an Environmental Assessment
em‘ent (EIS) and there are no extraordlnary circumstances.
ategorv (FSH 1909 15 Chapter 31) Thls category of exdusion
pro _ject or case ﬂle and decislon mermo, is estabhshed ln 36 CFR

T lementetaeﬁr Th!s dec:smn IS,ﬁﬂOt sub;ect to' admmistra’cive appeal revlew or stay, and may
be mplemented ammedaateiy upon approvai by the Distrlct Ranger. :

_ Forest Serwa:e Contac& To ohtam addzﬂona! :nformation concernlng thrs decaslon, p}ea?se '-
contact Karie Wlltshnre at the Truckee D;stnct Oﬁ“ ice (phone 530- 587~3558 e-mail
_kwﬂtsh}re@fs fed us),
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Slgnature and Date

3-)0/7

AN NE ROUBIQUE . Date
District Ranger '

I aceordance with Federal oivl rights lew and U,5. Depariment of Agriculiura (USDA) ol rights regulations
nd policies, this USDA, lls Afencres. offices, and amployaes, and Institutions parielyating in or admintstering
SDA programe: are proliblted from discrininating based on race, color, natlonal orlgin, religlan, sex, gender

{dentily {including gender expression), sexuat orentation, disablity, age, marltal status, famlly/parental status,

" Income darlved from a publio asslstance program, political beliefs, of reprisal or refaliation for prior oivil rights

acivily, n any: progran er activity conductud or funded by USDA (nof all buses apply fu al prograrms),

Remedies and complaint flling deadtines vary by progran o Incldent,

Personswith disabillfes who requlre altermative means of commuricallon for pragram Infermatiar (.9, Brallle,
large print, audlotapa, Amerizan Sign Language, #lo.) shiatld aontast tha responsible Agency or USDA"
TARGET Canter ot (202) 720-2600 (Vdice and TTY) or contact USDA threugh the Fedaral Ralay Servicaal
800) B77:8339.-Additidnally,, program information maﬁ ba mada Ea ailable In fanguages othet than English,

‘0 flle & program gdisorimination complalnt, candplete the USDA Program Dlsarimination Complaint Form, AD
027 taund.onlineat hﬂp:ﬂw;.mascr.usda.govfourr\plnlnE_ﬂllng_-,l csr.mmf aindk at any USDA offfes orwrilea
Haraddressed-to USDA and provide In the: lalter all of the Information requested [n the form, To requesta -
apyofthe complalnt form, ik (466) 632-9992. Submit youresmpleted form or letterto LESDA by (1) mall
.8, Department of Agrisultare, Office:fthe Assistant Segrstary for Clvil Rights, 1400 Indeperdsnce Avenue,
SW,- Washinglon, 0.¢, 20280-0410; (2) fax; (202) 690-7442; ar (3) small: progrant.intake Qusda.gov .

US04 |5 an equal oppetiunity provider, employer dnd lender, -
: ' |
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Appendix 1 Sub-watershed focus area actlon table

———

Tahle 1: Watershed Focus Areas have more complex road and route dralnage tssues.
Implementation will be conducted to Improve Focus Areas. Note that areas are cross
referenced where appropriate in the Roads table Appendax 2

Watershed FucusAr_ea or Concernsthat ’ WatershedActlon
._E' ershe - SitelD .. | . inittateActlon | .. Recommendations _ R
: - Abanden'eéi G’ra’ded S

| Be-contout skl areaslopesand |
remeve Infrastructure SheWn on. .-
-map 3} : :

'Skl Slopes generate
}'sediment. Long- term
| potentialimpatts, -

.;. beelré Park

lmproveroaddrafnage(5001—02 . ST T
i |-5001-02-02; and Bear Creek Trall = f ~ . o i

= Logglng pr actices a"d-" ='16E 06), Reta!n appmprlate deslgn

Infrastructure have. for segments of designated traIls. Per
: heavily affected. :
: arch quo only actions inthe roadbed
drainagé: Roads and Bk

: xan ocFur - survey needed formore '
_extens}ve actions Conslder future

o trallscapture i

‘ :in"aplementlngread dramage o

DL s -,ImPrDVEments RIS [UTN :._ e 120
SpeclalUseAres and:“ Aréasidentified as productng T e T R D
|-FSroadwith - " | sedimi nt can be reduced with - R A i
. Intended long term o Impro\jed drafnage stractures and _ ot
- “use: have areas:c '_cem'dln?ition between usersfor 2
1 producing, sedlment =-Sediment source areas. i
: d ;- : R I
goad be failure - .Improveroad dramage leroad o
1 .does not meet ; 1
3 “|awidth by excavetlng cutinto up- .. -
minlmum road WIdth“' radlentslo & above failure, Non~Fs
: _fromlackofdralnage 15 p

: system’ rnute/closed ]n future

g UnuSed-r_ ddralns
meadow Channel
- fermatmn through

| meadow,” Used road
divarts drainage.

) ‘_Praparvdraln existing | road and e[ PR
orient present dralnage’ structures to R L

hatural drainage features Fs: system - S C
08 road. '

1 S Areas Identlﬂed as produclng
FSroad has areas  -| sedment can ba reduced with
producing sediment. | Improved dralnage structures in

: ~ | upper meadow, FS 88-15 road,

Deep Craak Area 4




Appendix 1: Sub-watershed focus area action table

(
~ w hed Focus Area ar Concerns that Watarshed Actlon
atershe Site ID Inltlate Actlon Recommendations
. Skid tralls and road | Obliterate road and sidd tralls.
.. |CobinCreek . | . 1 channelized flow are | Reduce Impacts at the junction of

causing erosion,

the 01-08 roads.

channelized flow are
causing ercslon,

Sediment delivery to Obliterate unauthorlzed read
stream from

segment and add proper drainage
unauthorized structtires to existing routes
route{skid/road) & '
skid tralls and road Areas {(Len_tlﬂed as produclng

sediment can be reduced with
Impraved dralnage structures, FS 01-
06 road. -

H

Obliterate or narrow
route width with

¥
N
Obliterate or narrow route witth and

89 Corridor 1 dralnage improve dralnage.
improvements
Multlple
o unauthorlzed routes Obliterate routes identified: Improve
. exlst creating '
. - | Prosser Area ~ Area Map unnecessary roadldrainage on retalned road
] potential sediment se?_ ents. Shown on Map 2,
G i sourcas. '
- : ES road/routes/tralls Arg?s Identified as producing
e : ith Intend sediment can be reduced with
All other Routes | - ftoutes with intended long Improvéd dralnage structures. Focus
SEETUTEE L Appandix 2 term use have areas ; '

producing sedimant,

isln afr:eas with impalred or at-risk
ratings (shewn on Map 1),




Appendix 2: FS System Route Maintenance Action Table: Truckee River Tributarles Assessment Phase |

The following tables include  subset of some lengths of road as they are reported In the engineering

table. Some of the segménts omitted ware dug to roads outside or beyond the survey area. Some are
due to source of information (GIS length verses survey miles) also, segments are shortened where the
forest service does not have primary responsiblity for road maintenance,

Bear Cresk Routes
FS Road/T raiI/Route . _Foeus Area ' 1 Mlles
5001-02 ' 7| Bear Creek 2 : t IR 1
{ 5001- 02-02 | Bear Creek 2 0,44
Bear Creek 16E 06 Bear Creek 2and3 0.34
e § — Tdtal Miles | 2,03

Upper Bear Craek ?ii
7S Road/Trail/Route FocusArea T Wiiles
L s Afipine skl Area ;1 1262
| scott: Tower* e syp_ 41.24 .
: A | thalMIles 3.68.

Unnamed to Sllver'Cre'ek Route’s

8ubset A Pole Creek to Upper Deep Creek '

:“-.lbe galned, Work wotild only proceed with permittee Involvement.'

| Focus Area

: FS Road/Trall/Route | Miles
g .. .| Pole Creek Area 3 {indl. Trail/Rd MVUM) 7.
| 0806 | Pole Creek Area 3 0.84
08-04 - | 3.36
08-04-01 - - : ! 23
080402 . | b 0.8 -
- {08-04- 010 Lo e 062 R
- [URGTthoriz “Pole Creek Area2 1036 [closed)pmpose ‘
R P -1 0.{decom)
; Total Miles | 154
Subset B-Pole Creek to Silver Creek
FS Road/Trali/Route Focus Araa Mites
08-002 1 PolaCraek Area 1 1.74
08-002-02 Pole Creek Area 1 0.44
08-01 NfA 0,22
08-02-02-01 Pole Creek Area 1 0.12
Un_08-01 A&B ' 0.83 (closed)/(propose
0.1{decom) with 0.73
- closed)
Total Miles | 3.33

o R R




Appendix 2: FS System Route Malntenance Actlon Table: Truckee River Tributaries Assessment Phase {

Subset C-Deep Creek

FS Road/Trail/Route Focus Areg Miles
89-15 Deep Craek Area 4 - [ 3.84
quset D-Unnamed
FS Road/Trail/Route Focus Area Miles
010802 - 1 N/A 0.69
| 01-06 0.84
01-06-12 0.23
- E Total Miles | 1.74
Cabln Craek, Landflit, Jackass Area to Unnamed Creek
FS Road/Trail/Route Focus Area Miles
01 UL i !E 2.95
01002 '} i i | 0.4
01-002-02 i i 0.32
01-03 § 1 0.68
01-06-02 i : -, it f 13
01-06 Cabln Creek Area 4 3,35
01-08 .., Cghin Creek Area 1; Arga 2; 2.59
01-08-02 ! Cahin Creek Area 1 ! 1.26
Un Auth © Cabin Creek Area 1; Area 2; 2.41 (closed) propose
0,1({decom) '
Total Miles | 15.3
06-Sawtooth and Deér Creek
[ FS Road/Trail/Roiite | Focus Area o Miles
06 3o ‘.-“W-" v N/A ] l\; 715
0602 ' . ¥ 0.26
0603 . 0 ) 0,02
06-04 - } 09
06-06 3 ' i 1
06-08 1.02
06-08-02 1.25
06-10 0,05
06-11 0.03
06-12- 0.2
06-14 0.2
06-16 14
06-13 .13
06-22 2.66
06-24 0.6




Appendix 2: FS System Route Maintanance Actlon Table: Truckee River Tributaries Assessment Phase |

06-26
06-28-01
06-28-04
06-28-04-01
06-06
06-28-04-02-01
06-28-04-03
06-28-04-04

072
41
15
0.4
0.4
0.5
0.4

1.0.4

Non-system routes. - :o0 ooy

1.2

78

. Note: 89 Corridor Area 1 Is ot assoctated with a system ro

Prosser Area -

4
g
i

i
'

—otal Miles

d or ottt

g

: F'S'Rba'djTra‘llqupter_:__ ‘*_F@CUS ArBas

AR

< | Miles

0787010
0787-010-20..
0787-010-2

Prosser Area East -

NI
1069
1038

ossef Ar

eakast |

082 (prqpﬁsﬁé tg'z_§
| system) . -

T Total Mlles

:3.48 -




Appendix 3: Summary of prescriptions and Methods used for the Truckee River Tributaries
Assessment Project -

Prescription

1 tl
Category Prascription description

Pruvide drainage (culverts, drivable dips, waterbars and lead-outs,
e e turnplke_. French draln orsubdrains)lmprove or maintain exlsting
A drainage {replace culverts with drlvable dips), out-slope road bed,-
b e o) Import rock for outlet protection as needed, and as prescribed in road e T
e | logs' ciieveloped priorto Implemebtation. e

oo | Restore landscapa regrading areiés to promate overland flow and to
B decrease concentrated flows and to return area to the appropriate
drainage pattern, Revegetate seed and mulch,

]
wigd

T : gl S
- |-Re-contour selected areas, Break up compaction, provide drainage
| transplant vegetation, seed, and mulch as needed, Block with
boulders or a barrier system,

1mpbrt road base from approveé?gravel pit saurces, inspected for
weed infestations. Use to re-enforce areas with soft road base or to

{
B

D stabilize Instable segments, Where cost share road agreement
includes chip seal replace.chip seal after road base is stabllized.
E _Reve%etate/re—enforce slope witﬁ geotechnical mathods as neaded.

_ -_Restore channel drainage using ﬂffies/step -paols/log fill and other
stabliizmg methods.

mlmmum toad deslgn widths. -

cut into embankment to provldq fill for road surface that meets A
| . ;
|
]

Routes with a designated trall use, wlll incorporate the minlmum
deslgn standards according to trail use while incorporating drainage
H ahd topographic remediation’s that reduce sediment and reconnect
dralnage and dispersed flows. Surface stabllizing features will be
Incorporated as needed.

Each prescription category {A-H) is composed of the following detailed types of actions:

s Boulders or a barder system: The Proposed Action would instal! boulders or some formofa
barrier system to block the entrance to restored unauthorized route/skid trail areas,
Installation of 8"x8" pressure treated post barricades would require the use of a hobcat




Appendlx 3 Summary of prem;riptions and Methods used for the Truckee River Trlbutarres
- Assgssmant Project :

with auger or stmilar equipment. Boulder and post Iocations would range from 6-8 feet
wide Up to 75-100 feet wide. Boulders would be acqufred from the local area where not
restricted by natural resources protectlon measures, or would be acquired from a weed
. free certlfied source S R

Route decompactlon Unauthorized routes wou!d be de compacted using a dozer/backhoe 2 E
“gxcavator or similar equrpment The entire !ength of the route wolild. be decompacted, - '

 unless resource protection mégsures are Identrhed by resource specialists to protect

senmtrve resources along the route..

: 1 Durmg route decornpactmn, actlon could he taken to remove unstable fills and pull. back ) ;
: rroad shoulders, Means_ of de: compactlng the soll would be applled on the contour ' o

voild. adequately dlsrupt furrows so. that Water does’ not flow

the reclalmed road For lnstance furrows can be dlsrumed by'; | A

erla 5 connected across the hillslopes Reconnect
feetures ‘Re-establishicut areas wIth fill to'allow for Iong term

. These cou!d include erosion contro! fabric, waddles' rockgﬁre enforcernent and other
methods to stablllze the sIope 10 promote successful rev" getation : _‘_ LT
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Appendix &:
Erosion Control Pian

Truckee River Tributaries Project
: Phase | :

Potenﬁal Poﬂutant Sources _ ' -
Potential sources that are likely-to add pollutants- to storm water discharges from the
project slte Inclide areas of raw or un-vegetated soll résulting from equipment access,
re-contoured slopes from reémoval of road grades and areas with restored topography
. These-areasare, _moresusceptlble to erosion and sediment: production ‘The highest =
from these areas is where an acfive chiannel crosses disturbed soil,
such as where a channel crossing areas disturbed for re. BMPs described bélow will be
lize the potentiai risk fo waters of the Unlted States from a!l of .

' 'Non-Storm WaterDischarges S AR
... Not ;rm water dlscharges are not expected to be part of thrs project

and se

nt;planthat covers atl disturbecl areas, mcludmg borrow stockpile, : . '_: '
fuehng, _ LU

nd: stagmg areas used durlng construction actlvlttes

ow water year a]lows for’
tarting day may precede.

rlier. _imp!ementatlon (méets
dJune 15 date to take advanta

) the s

and WBZ, conditions are sufficishtly dry and stable to allow for ="
5 Tactivities to contmue without the threat ofsubstantlal soil oompactlon, eroszon, ST
a eed|mentatron or bifsite sed|ment transport ' _

: HS-S Mtnamrzo ground amt vegetatlon disturbance. Ground and vegetation
disturbanoe erl be minimized during implementatlon of the proposed action.
Activitios are.in most instances confined 1o desagnated marked : aceess. routes and

previously disturbed areas. The contractor will be Instructéd on the |mportance of .
avoiding disturbance of anything not necessary to'meet project. goals. Planned .
access roufes will consist of existmg roads road pullouts and prewousiy d|sturbed
areas. : R e _

"1

tons. During periods-of :nclementweather, ‘operations. will: be o 7




.. HS-8: Implement eroslon and sediment con

Appendix 5:
Erosion Control Plan

HS-4: Control operations. Stop operations during periods of Inclement weather and
implement temporary erosion control measures as needed untll the site is dry and
operable and that there is no potential for off site sediment transport. Work with
contractor to develop implementation plan to minimize disturbance.

HS-6: Site specific Best Management Practices (BMPs) to retain sediment on-
slte and prevent sediment from reaching waterways. BMPs to be used during
construction (temporary) and incorporated Into the final project (permanent) are

discussed throughout this document. |

Temporary construction BMPs likely to be tsed include mulching bare soil with
ative materials where available, slit fences, h'q'y hales, and straw wattles at any
sturbed site where runoff could potentially refich stream channels or reservoir,
These erosion cohtrof devices will be employed around ground disturbance resulting
from construction activities, access roads, construction spoils, or other places where
appropriate. _ ¥ '
Permanent BMPs include minimizing vegstation disturbance, re-vegetating with
-+ native plants where necessary, no restoration gctivities will be conducted within the
- stream channel or lake high-water mark. B K
| -
rol BMPs on temporarily delayed

o .. project elements. Appropriate erosion and sediment control BMPs will be applied

...t0.all. disturbed ground during temporary constrﬁ:ction delays caused by inclement

- weather or other.circumstances. Measures applied will vary with conditions, but are!
likely to includé (i) the placement of readlly avallable mulch materials (e.g., pine
needles, branches, coarse woody debris) and/or imported mulch materlals (e.g.,
cerlified weed-free rice straw) to protect disturbed surfaces from raindrop Impact,
reduce runoff velocity, and reduce erosion, and (il) the installation of straw wattles,
silt fences, and/or hay bales to reduce runoff velocity and intercept sediment.

ruction spoils. No excess spoll is expected to be generated during
Materlals will be moved and placedl in as one activity. Some rock could"
.- -be témporarlly stockpiled but these materlals would be free of solls upen delivery,
-Eroslon control pratfices will be instalied to preYent sadlment movement from an
-plles that threaten water quality that could pr_odit!me sadiment.
- H8-8: Avold loss of fopsoil during excavaiiqh. All bare areas wiil be mulched

and/or séeded as appropriate, Where nearby duff Is available scatter across
restoration site, . '

HS-9: Mulch and revegetate disturbed areas. Soils lacking adequate ground
cover because of exposure or other disturbances caused by the proposed action will
be mulched with available forest materials such as pine needles, tree bark, and
branches; or with Imported mulch such as certified weed-free straw. In addition,
areas Identified for re-vegetation be actively re-vegetated with appropriate native
plant specles, using plant materials (i.e., seed, contalner stock, transplant plugs, pole
cuttings) collected from local sources or appraved by our botanist, Slash and logs
from the site may also be distributed over the disturbed area to provide additional soil
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cover, retain sediment, provide a microclrmate to speed up the soli development and
revegetation prooess and dlscourage motorrzed use, See BMP 1,14 below.

—_——

HS 10 Control concentrated runoff from modrﬂed access road surfaces to
reduce erosion, Methods to reduce erosion and dispersé: dralnage from off-site wil
~Include properiy spaced waer bars, cross drains, outsloping (10-12%), tilling the
road prism to break up the impervious surface and enable water infiltration and
revegetation. Mulch bare areas.::Runoff-from off—site will be controlled where
. »needed through.area disturbed during restoratlon to controi erosion and proteet the '

i centrated runoff from work sites. Contour aii work sltes to
ieet flow and. infrltratron into the soll; -Do not ooncentrate flow,
tate ,_ail bare sori Break up compacted soII areas except where

'3H8-12 Decommrsslon abandoned staging areas. Equrpment staging areas used- o
dunng construction and abandoned as a resuit of the propoeed work erI be restored _

ulchmg Wwith natwe andlor weed—free material uniess these R
e exlsting road and pullout nﬁtwork Expanded areas wril be e
_eduoed to thelr pl‘iOI‘ extent usmg these proced res s '

;.---HS 14; .Monitor for Predrcted Precipitation Events Where runoff producing _
weather predrctrons ‘excead 35% have amaterials avaliabie and a pian fo. oontrol
erosron on site for the exlst[ng operatronai condrtrons . :

. ,HS "='5*-’other Requirements Foiiow the requrrements Identmed below under 1) -
- Mitigation Measures sto protect Water Quairiy from Hazardous Materlals WQP-1~ - -

6- through HS-17

tarh dy Buffer Zone (WBZ] Requrrements HS-1

1} ent and re-vegetate wrt In WBZs Ground drsturbanoe wr]l :
ined to'the emsting disturbed areas’ to the' extent possrbl =
ulched with pative’ matenal or weed-free straw (e,
_ ._:-_,straw) and seaded With native speties, Where. needed ‘sites will have perimete :
'fcontalnment 1nstailed around:the site's lower perlmeter to contain‘any‘eroded” <+ v
material. Native vegetation would be transpianted where possible andwitha - -
' potentral for euccess Aii dlsturbed areas wril be revegetated wrth approved natwe
vegetatron ' S TR R

HS- 'i? Restoratiorr wrthin WBZ Restoratron adjacent to and Wlthln WBZ wrii foliow"_
requlremente setforth by the Lahontapn CRWQCB. - _ v
Use speoiﬂo appiioab!e zona widths for Class: l, iil and IV and V 85 described s

in AttachmentB of Board Order No. RT»QGGQ 0029 edopted May 14, 2009
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and as amended in R6T-2014-0030. The project will adhere to any
subsequent approved incorporated amendments by the CRWQCB,
+ Other operability requirements such as dry operable conditions identified by
the CRWQCB will be followed.
« There will be a project manager or representative on site at all times duiing
work around the WBZs,
+ Do not create new disturbance for staging areas within the WBZ. Choose
existing staging areas that are located outside of WBZs when possible,
. -t
: !
Mitlgation Measures to protect Water Quality from Hazardous Materials WQP-1
through WQpP-8 (BMP 7.4 and 2.11). X

- WQP-1: Specific plans for ail products and chemicals used on the project
sites, The only chemical that will be used In any of th® operation phases will be
. diesel fuel and re!ated equipment lubricants. Flrleling will take placs either offsite in
places away- from riparian, wetland, or stream thannels. Any diesel stored on-site
will be in appropriate containers and stored well away from any aquatic habitat,
.. Further detalls about precautions are inc!ucled i’ the sections below

Splll Nodification. procedure fn tha unllkely e ent of a diesel spil], the following
parties will ba hotlfied:

1. Call F8 Dispatch (530.477.5203) then: ;
Notify CO, COR contact. - % P
o {
2. Call 911: , -
« For spills that involve injury-requiring medical treatment
» For spills that involve fire or explosion hazards '
v For splils that are potentially life threatening
a

For spills that-oceur after work hours

- :3,Call Lahontan Regicnal Water Quality Control Board at; (530) 642-5400
e Immediately for a major spill |
“ Within 24 hours for a minor spil 4

g
-+ WGQP-2: Control fueling sites. Equupmentwﬂi hot be refueled within areas that can
: '_"_draln directiy waters of the US. Spedify fueling and fuel storage areas in a safe
lacation, Requhe emergency spill plan. Have an emergency splll remediation kit -
avallable at the site. Staging of materials and equipment will be fimited to existing
disturbed areas outside of WBZs (where soils are already compacted and vegetation
has been cleared). The equipment will be inspected dally for leaks.

WQP-3: Contain spills. Stict onslte handiing rules will be implemented to minimize
spllls and keep potentially contaminated matetlals out of the dralnage waterways.

WGQP-4: Properly dispose of wastes and petrofeum producis. Wastes and
paireleum products used during construstion will be colfected and removed from the
profect site in accordance with the Resource Corservation and Recovery Act
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, regulations and federal Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA)
i standards. o B ‘ :

WQP-5: Remediate contaminated soll. If contaminated ol and/or groundwater
are encounterad, or If suspected contamination Is encountered during project -
construction, work will be halted in the area, and the type and extent of the - . -
contamination shall be identified. A qualified professional, in consultation with the,
-appropriate federal, state, and/or local regulatory. agencies, will then developan - -
- -appropriate method to remediate the co tamination. .~ .

Monltorlng . g

 Implementation Monltoring |

- M-1: Schedule of BMP Inspections. All consiguction BMPs will be Inspected daly
' .tb-éﬁsii.'re'_'thét',th"éy'é"ié'working'prb_pe;]y_. A E O ERUE A

t effectiveness regularly Jn order to identify and provide an
lan for problem areas Whézg effectiveness can be improved,
|
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Additional BMP Requirements
RHCA boundaries sxtend beyond the WBZ boundaries for most cases,

BMP-1.14

Ground Cover Reguirements within the RHCAs

Multching will ocour over bare ground creafed by management activities within the RHCA
with particular aftention pald near the hydrologic feature. Upland areas of the RHCA will
ineet the General Ground Cover tequirements within the RHCAS, Decommissioned

o iemporary roads in. RMCAs wifl be mulched fo controf erosion, but multeh will not be
“placed in the 100 year floodplain.

- .-s_-On solls with Jow to moderate erosion hazam‘ ratings (0-26% slope), malntain
© " 60% ground cover.
- On-soifs with very high erosion hazard ratmgs (grealer than 25% slope), maintain
70% gmund cover. (Tahoe NF Land & Resource Management Flan S&G's)
..In.near stream zones for perenma! sfreams,and intarmittent streams or
' seasonaily wet areas with riparian and meadow features, approximately 70%
ground cover will be required. Large patches of bare ground will be mulched.

F

General Ground CoverReqwrements Quiside of RHCAs

8o W(thm Wafer Body Buffer Zones, graund cdver should meet an average or2
mches i depth and a maximum of 4 inche&

- . On soils with fow to moderafe erosion hazard ratings {0-26% slope), maintain
45% ground cover.

‘cover.

a0, Sollswith high, erosaon hazard raﬁngs (5—25«5 % Slope), maintain 556% ground

i

e  On soils with very h;‘gh hazard ratings {greater than 50% slopes), maintain 70%
ground cover.

Table 1: Forest Service SNFPA ROD (USDA 2004) RCA widths compared to LRWQCB

WBZ widths, i

WBEBiffer | RCA Water || | Width of the | Comments

Requiir ement Resonree Type Riparian
, Resaurce Type and | | Conservation

: Maunagement : | Area (RCA)
| Lone f - Ny

Class 1~ 1 Slope <30-%, | Perennial Perennial Most treatment
Perennial Fish | 75 feet Sttesms and © | Streams and areas are <
Bearing Slope 30 -50%, | Springs (up to | Springs 300 feet | 30% slope in
Streams and 100 feet 100 feet measured from | the larger
Springs (up to | Slope > 50%, downstream) riparian project area”
100 feet 150 fect Seasonal within | vegetation or and few are
downstream of 100 feet of fish | bank full edge. | within the 30 to
activity) bearing, 35% range.
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LRWQCEB WBZ Buffer | RCA Water .| Width of the Comments
WBZ Water, | Reguirement - 'Resmzrce'l‘ype - Riparian .
Resource_Typé | . Land: ‘| Conservation
ol _ Management "‘EArea RCA)
Class 11 - Flsh { Slope <30%, . - Seasonal flow | 150 feet _
Bearing within | 50 feet lregime - - | measured from,
11,000 feet Slope 30 -;0%,_ (Intermittent | | tiparian-
.| downstream of - | 75 feot Jand Ephememi vegetﬂtmn or ..
| activity Slope>50%, | non-fish - bank full edge -
oo | 100 feet | béarliig) | .
ClassTI-~1 - |-Slope <30EA:, - | Seasonal ﬂow‘ 150 foct . |-
1 watetbody - 25feet” 1l regime - { measured from'-
i capabls'of [ Slope >30%, 50 (fntermlttent riparian
‘..|-sediment | | feot } | end Ephemeral | vegetation or
| transport to © Inon<fish | bank full edge.
'ClassIor II. : ; 'bearmg> 1,000 ' o
| I i : A | feet from fish | 1
Bt | .. | beating Class, '
| o4 tendID) :
e ‘jClass TV Man ‘Slope'< 30%, .| The sameas |
niade water 25 feet desoribed by |
bodies - | Slope >30%, 50 typ:: lakesf | e
- i (
Unolassified- -Exclu_de R ;SMR (4) “Do not | Ubcommon,
notransportof | activities from | track up and down may include -
| sediment to channel zone - | drainage Pa”‘“'ays | smaller springs
: SR and mininize all -
higher order” _‘ ‘oquipment | and fens that
watelbody E l | movement mrougf . - dry-up
. i [ swaleg” I ;| downstream

) from feature

-.BMP2

Traffic Controf Dunnq Wel Penods

BMPS’I'IQ 24 2.5

Water sotirco

-Restoration operat:ons over alf natural surfaced roads would be- resfncted fo the dry
- season when roads are stable. Operable conditions would be determmed by the soll
sc!enﬂs:‘/hydmlog;sf and CO/COR. _

e - Use an gpproved waler source for obtalning water. Water drafting sn‘es in the
profect area will be established on permanently ﬁow!ng streams ihat have
sufficient flow fo avoid depletion of poo! habrtat
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Appendix 5:
Erosion Control Plam

Whero streams are the sole waler source, drafting would be allowsd until stream
flows reach 2 cfs. Below 2cfs, drafting would only be allowed in previotsly
developed off-stfe water impoundments and according fo guldelines as oullined
In the Tahoe National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan (TNFLRMP).
Install screens on waler intake lines to prevent entralnment of biota,

To avoid impacts to MYLF, identify all drafting sifes to bo used for the proposed
action, and report these to a fisherles biologist to allow the Implementation of the
mitigation measures listed In SMR 31. '

- .Do.not overfil tanks when collecting water as this can fead to increased

sedimentation to the stream channel, :
Do not hack waler trucks beyond the established access developed to access
the wafer source. 3 -

I use of waler.source ¢reates sediment mo_}‘vsmenf on access route. Apply clean

" crushed gravel or other means to control sediment, and maintain wator quality.






