







https://dot.ca.gov/caltrans-near-me/district-3/d3-programs/d3-environmental/d3-environmental-docs/d3-el-dorado-county
https://dot.ca.gov/caltrans-near-me/district-3/d3-programs/d3-environmental/d3-environmental-docs/d3-el-dorado-county
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mailto:Meeks.Creeks.Bridge.Replacement@dot.ca.gov












































































































































































































































































































https://dot.ca.gov/programs/environmental-analysis/standard-environmental-reference-ser/volume-1-guidance-for-compliance/ch-16-climate-change
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/environmental-analysis/standard-environmental-reference-ser/volume-1-guidance-for-compliance/ch-16-climate-change









































































































































































































https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/document/scopingplandocument.htm
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/sustainable-communities-program/regional-plan-targets
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/sustainable-communities-program/regional-plan-targets
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/ab-32-climate-change-scoping-plan/2022-scoping-plan-documents
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/ab-32-climate-change-scoping-plan/2022-scoping-plan-documents
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/topics/climate-change
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/topics/climate-change
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/ghg-inventory-data
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/gmc/
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/mineralresources/
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=43333&inline



https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/03beab8511814e79a0e4eabf0d3e7247/
https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/03beab8511814e79a0e4eabf0d3e7247/
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/2019-climate-change-vulnerability-assessments/ada-remediated/d3-technical-report-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/2019-climate-change-vulnerability-assessments/ada-remediated/d3-technical-report-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/2019-climate-change-vulnerability-assessments/ada-remediated/d3-technical-report-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/public-affairs/mile-marker/summer-2021/ghg
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/transportation-planning/division-of-transportation-planning/state-planning-equity-and-engagement/california-transportation-plan
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/transportation-planning/division-of-transportation-planning/state-planning-equity-and-engagement/california-transportation-plan
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/transportation-planning/division-of-transportation-planning/state-planning-equity-and-engagement/california-transportation-plan
https://storymaps.arcgis.com/stories/f190b9755a184b268719dac9a11153f7
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/esta/sustainable-caltrans



https://www.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=67a43dff3039422a84281c8b7864ead3
https://www.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=67a43dff3039422a84281c8b7864ead3
https://opr.ca.gov/planning/environmental-goals/
https://resources.ca.gov/Initiatives/Expanding-Nature-Based-Solutions
https://climateresilience.ca.gov/overview/index.html



https://www.opc.ca.gov/climate-change/sea-level-rise-2/
https://www.opc.ca.gov/climate-change/sea-level-rise-2/
https://calsta.ca.gov/subject-areas/climate-action-plan
https://calsta.ca.gov/subject-areas/climate-action-plan
https://resources.ca.gov/CNRALegacyFiles/docs/climate/ab2800/AB2800_Climate-SafeInfrastructure_FinalNoAppendices.pdf
https://resources.ca.gov/CNRALegacyFiles/docs/climate/ab2800/AB2800_Climate-SafeInfrastructure_FinalNoAppendices.pdf
https://www.eldoradocounty.ca.gov/Land-Use/Planning-and-Building/Planning-Division
https://www.eldoradocounty.ca.gov/Land-Use/Planning-and-Building/Planning-Division
https://www.eldoradocounty.ca.gov/Land-Use/Planning-and-Building/Planning-Division/Adopted-General-Plan
https://www.eldoradocounty.ca.gov/Land-Use/Planning-and-Building/Planning-Division/Adopted-General-Plan
https://www.eldoradocounty.ca.gov/Land-Use/Planning-and-Building/Planning-Division/Adopted-General-Plan
https://www.eldoradocounty.ca.gov/Land-Use/Planning-and-Building/Planning-Division/Adopted-General-Plan
https://www.eldoradocounty.ca.gov/files/assets/county/v/1/documents/government/air-quality/guide-to-air-quality-assessment.pdf
https://www.eldoradocounty.ca.gov/files/assets/county/v/1/documents/government/air-quality/guide-to-air-quality-assessment.pdf
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/sustainability/resilience/



https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/sustainability/initiative/
https://oceanservice.noaa.gov/hazards/sealevelrise/sealevelrise-tech-report.html
https://oceanservice.noaa.gov/hazards/sealevelrise/sealevelrise-tech-report.html
https://coast.noaa.gov/slr/
http://www.climateassessment.ca.gov/
https://www.trpa.gov/rtp/
https://www.trpa.gov/wp-content/uploads/Adopted-Regional-Plan.pdf
https://www.trpa.gov/wp-content/uploads/Adopted-Regional-Plan.pdf
https://www.trpa.gov/wp-content/uploads/2024-ATP-PUBLIC-DRAFT-FULL-PLAN.pdf
https://www.trpa.gov/wp-content/uploads/2024-ATP-PUBLIC-DRAFT-FULL-PLAN.pdf
https://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/
https://www.transportation.gov/mission/sustainability/corporate-average-fuel-economy-cafe-standards
https://www.transportation.gov/mission/sustainability/corporate-average-fuel-economy-cafe-standards
https://www.transportation.gov/priorities/climate-and-sustainability/climate-action
https://www.transportation.gov/priorities/climate-and-sustainability/climate-action



https://www.epa.gov/regulations-emissions-vehicles-and-engines/final-rule-revise-existing-national-ghg-emissions
https://www.epa.gov/regulations-emissions-vehicles-and-engines/final-rule-revise-existing-national-ghg-emissions
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https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/inventory-us-greenhouse-gas-emissions-and-sinks
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evaluation similar to a Biclogical Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.

If a Federal agency determines, based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation, that
listed species and/or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition, the Service
recommends that candidate species, proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7
consultation, including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered
Species Consultation Handbook™ at: https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/
endangered-species-consultation-handbook.pdf

Migratory Birds: In addition to responsibilities to protect threatened and endangered species
under the Endangered Species Act (ESA), there are additional responsibilities under the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA) to
protect native birds from project-related impacts. Any activity, intentional or unintentional,
resulting in take of migratory birds, including eagles, is prohibited unless otherwise permitted by
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service {50 C.F.R. Sec. 10.12 and 16 U.S.C. Sec. 668(a)}. For more
information regarding these Acts, see Migratory Bird Permit | What We Do | U.S. Fish & Wildlife

Service (fws.gov).

The MBTA has no provision for allowing take of migratory birds that may be unintentionally
killed or injured by otherwise lawful activities. It is the responsibility of the project proponent to
comply with these Acts by identifying potential impacts to migratory birds and eagles within
applicable NEPA documents (when there is a federal nexus) or a Bird/Eagle Conservation Plan
{when there is no federal nexus). Proponents should implement conservation measures to avoid
or minimize the production of project-related stressors or minimize the exposure of birds and
their resources to the project-related stressors. For more information on avian stressors and
recommended conservation measures, see https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/threats-birds.

In addition to MBTA and BGEPA, Executive Order 13186: Responsibilities of Federal Agencies
to Protect Migratory Birds, obligates all Federal agencies that engage in or authorize activities
that might affect migratory birds, to minimize those effects and encourage conservation measures
that will improve bird populations. Executive Order 13186 provides for the protection of both
migratory birds and migratory bird habitat. For information regarding the implementation of
Executive Order 13186, please visit https:/www.fws.gov/partner/council-conservation-

migratory-birds.

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Code in the header of
this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project that you submit
to our office.

Attachment(s):

= Official Species List
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Additional information can be found using the following links:

* Eagle Management htips://www.fws.gov/program/eagle-management

= Measures for avoiding and minimizing impacts to birds https://www.fws.gov/library/
collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-incidental-take-migratory-birds

= Nationwide conservation measures for birds https:/www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/
documents/nationwide-standard-conservation-measures.pdf

= Supplemental Information for Migratory Birds and Eagles in IPaC https:/www.fws.gov/
media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur-

project-action
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WETLANDS

Impacts to NWI wetlands and other aquatic habitats may be subject to regulation under Section
404 of the Clean Water Act, or other State/Federal statutes.

For more information please contact the Regulatory Program of the local U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers District.

Please note that the NWI data being shown may be out of date. We are currently working to
update our NWI data set. We recommend you verify these results with a site visit to determine
the actual extent of wetlands on site.

RIVERINE
= R2UBHx
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IPAC USER CONTACT INFORMATION

Agency: California Department of Transportation District 3
Name:  Sarah-Jane Gerstman

Address: 703 B St.

City: Marysville

State: CA

Zip: 95901

Email sarah-jane.gerstman@dot.ca.gov

Phone: 5307205869

14 of 14
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CNPS Rare and

Endangered Plants

ScientificName CommonName CRPR CESA FESA

Astragalus austiniae Austin's astragalus 1B.3 None None

Bruchia bolanderi Bolander's bruchia 4.2 None MNone
flat-leaved

Utricularia intermedia  bladderwort 2B.2 None None

Muhlenbergia jonesii  Jones' muhly 4.3 MNone MNone

Utricularia minor lesser bladderwort 4.2 None None

Scutellaria galericulata  marsh skullcap 2B.2 MNone MNone

Botrychium

minganense Mingan moonwort 4.2 None None

Carex limosa mud sedge 2B.2 MNone MNone

Engellaria obtusa obtuse starwort 4.3 MNone MNone

Botrychium

crenulatum scalloped moonwort 2B.2 MNone MNone

Eriophorum gracile slender cottongrass 4.3 None None

Phacelia stebbinsii Stebbins' phacelia 1B.2 MNone MNone

Eurybia merita subalpine aster 2B.3 None None

Rorippa subumbellata  Tahoe yellow cress 1B.1 CE MNone
thread-leaved

Bulbostylis capillaris beakseed 4.2 None None
three-ranked hump

Meesia triquetra Moss 4.2 MNone MNone

Botrychium ascendens upswept moonwort 2B.3 MNone MNone

Botrychium

montanum western goblin 2B.1 None None
western waterfan

Peltigera gowardii lichen 4.2 None None
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Appendix D. Predicted Sound Level
Contours During Roadway and
Bridge Construction
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Attachment 1 - Nighttime Limit Map - Bridge Work

Meeks Bay Restoration Project -
Bridge Work
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Attachment 2 - Lmax Contour Map - Bridge Work

Meaks Bay Restoration Project -
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Attachment 3 - Leg Contour Map - Bridge Worle

Wesks Bay Restoration Project -
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Attachment 4 - Nighttime Limit Map - Roadwav Work

Meeks Bay Restoration Froject -
Roadway Woaork
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Attachment § - L max Contour Map - Roadwav Work
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Attachment 6 - Leq Contour Map - Roadwavy Work

Meeks Bay Restoration Froject -
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Appendix E. Section 4(f)

Initial Study / Proposed Negative Declaration
03-4J090 Meeks Creek Bridge Replacement Project November 2024



Initial Study / Proposed Negative Declaration
03-4J090 Meeks Creek Bridge Replacement Project November 2024



Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, codified in federal law
at 49 United States Code (USC) 303, declares that “it is the policy of the United
States Government that special effort should be made to preserve the natural beauty
of the countryside and public park and recreation lands, wildlife and waterfowl
refuges, and historic sites.”

Section 4(f) specifies that the Secretary of Transportation may approve a
transportation program or project . . . “requiring the use of publicly owned land of a
public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or
local significance, or land of an historic site of national, state, or local significance
(as determined by the federal, state, or local officials having jurisdiction over the
park, area, refuge, or site) only if:

e There is no prudent and feasible alternative to using that land; and

e The program or project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the
park, recreation area, wildlife and waterfowl refuge, or historic site resulting
from the use.”

Section 4(f) further requires coordination with the Department of the Interior and, as
appropriate, the involved offices of the Department of Agriculture and the
Department of Housing and Urban Development in developing transportation
projects and programs that use lands protected by Section 4(f). If historic sites are
involved, then coordination with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) is
also needed.

Responsibility for compliance with Section 4(f) has been assigned to Caltrans
pursuant to 23 USC 326 and 327, including determinations and approval of Section
4(f) evaluations, as well as coordination with those agencies that have jurisdiction
over a Section 4(f) resource that may be affected by a project action.

The activities associated with the project would occur near recreational facilities
located along the project limits. Consultation with USDA Forest Service is ongoing;
the draft Section 4(f) analyses are on the following pages.
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E.1 INTRODUCTION

This section of the document discusses de minimis impact determinations under
Section 4(f). Section 6009(a) of SAFETEA-LU amended Section 4(f) legislation at
23 United States Code (USC) 138 and 49 USC 303 to simplify the processing and
approval of projects that have only de minimis impacts on lands protected by Section
4(f). This amendment provides that once the U.S. Department of Transportation
(USDOT) determines that a transportation use of Section 4(f) property, after
consideration of any impact avoidance, minimization, and mitigation or enhancement
measures, results in a de minimis impact on that property, an analysis of avoidance
alternatives is not required and the Section 4(f) evaluation process is complete.
FHWA'’s final rule on Section 4(f) de minimis findings is codified in 23 Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) 774.3 and CFR 774.17.

Responsibility for compliance with Section 4(f) has been assigned to the Department
pursuant to 23 USC 326 and 327, including de minimis impact determinations, as
well as coordination with those agencies that have jurisdiction over a Section 4(f)
resource that may be affected by a project action.

E.2 DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED PROJECT

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) proposes a fish
passage/terrestrial wildlife connectivity and bridge scour repair project on State
Route (SR) 89 between Post Miles (PM) 24.4 and PM 25.3 in El Dorado County. The
project proposes to remove Meeks Creek Bridge (Bridge No. 25-0019), construct a
new bridge on SR 89 to provide fish and wildlife passage, repair scour damage,
provide bicycle and pedestrian access, add Transportation Management Systems
(TMS) elements with a Maintenance Vehicle Pullout (MVP), and restore Meeks
Creek channel within Caltrans right of way.

Purpose

The purpose of this project is to address existing fish passage barrier, improve
terrestrial wildlife connectivity, reduce potential for channel clogging at the upstream
side, repair scour downstream of the bridge within the right of way, and improve
safety by replacing Meeks Creek Bridge (Bridge No. 25-0019). This project also
improves pedestrian and bike facilities by adding Class Il bicycle lanes and
sidewalks on the replaced bridge.
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Need

The existing Meeks Creek channel below the existing bridge is currently
experiencing a barrier to fish passage due to a vertical drop caused by a channel
incision. The existing bridge creates a hydraulic bottleneck that causes backwater in
the meadow and accelerated erosive flows downstream. In addition, the current
width and length of the bridge catches debris that contribute to the bottleneck effect.
The existing bridge railings are in poor conditions and the bridge requires scour
damage repair. The roadway lacks pedestrian/bicycle facilities connecting
trails/campgrounds in the vicinity of the project.

This project has one Build Alternative and one No Build alternative.

Build alternative (Preferred Alternative)

The scope of work includes the following:
Vehicular Bridge

e Replacement of Meeks Creek bridge No. 25-0019 with a single span 90.5 foot
length bridge to accommodate two 12-foot lanes, two 8-foot standard
shoulders, 6-foot concrete sidewalks on each side and concrete bridge railing
with painted formliner that closely resembles the existing stone railings.
Temporarily diverting Meeks Creek flow for the bridge construction and
channel restoration would be required.

e Restoration of Meeks Creek channel within Caltrans right of way.

e Full closure of SR 89 from PM 24.9 to PM 25.3 in order to replace bridge.
Detours would be required during the closure period.

e Placement of embankment along roadway approaches to the bridge as
needed.

e Restriping of lanes and shoulders with new 6-inch traffic stripes.
e Placement of class Il bicycle markings.

e Relocation of overhead and underground utilities that are in conflict with
bridge replacement activities.

e Acquire temporary construction easements (TCE) as needed.
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Wildlife Crossing Improvement

e Improve wildlife terrestrial crossing by widening the creek channel width
beneath the new bridge.

Transportation Management System (TMS)
e Installation of one Closed-Circuit Television (CCTV) pole.
¢ Installation of one Changeable Message Sign (CMS).

e Installation of MVP with guardrail for access to CCTV and CMS electrical
cabinet.

¢ Placement of maximum number and size of conduits for future use in each
bridge rail.

Full Closure/Detour

Most of the project's work will be carried out under standard traffic control, which
involves a one-way lane closure, except for the main bridge construction. A full
closure of SR 89 from PM 24.9 to PM 25.3 in El Dorado County would be required in
order to replace the bridge. The proposed full closure is intended to take place
during the off-peak season. This closure is anticipated to last three to seven days
and involve continuous twenty-four-hour activities. All abutment cast-in-drilled-hole
(CIDH) piles drilling, concrete pouring, and other activities would be conducted
under temporary one-way lane closures prior to the main bridge construction
activities.

During the full closure, a detour would be established for travelers using SR 28 to
SR 50 as the primary alternative routes. The detour route spans 53 miles and
requires approximately 1 hour and 35 minutes to traverse (Attachment A).

Temporary Construction Easements

No permanent acquisition or easement would be required for the project. Temporary
Construction Easements (TCE) from the United States Department of Agriculture
(USDA) Forest Service, Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit (USDA Forest Service
or LTBMU) would be needed on each side of the bridge. The TCE would be for
possible construction equipment access, water diversion, and any access needed to
conform to the creek during the creek restoration under the bridge.
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No Build Alternative

The No-Build Alternative would maintain the facility in its current condition and would
not meet the purpose and need of the project. Under the No-Build Alternative, no
alterations to the existing conditions would occur and the proposed improvements
would not be implemented.

E.3 SECTION 4(F) PROPERTIES

E.3.1 Study Area

The study area for public parks and recreation areas is a 0.5 mile buffer around the
project site. There are no wildlife refuges in the study area; therefore, refuges are
not discussed further.

E.3.2 Description of Section 4(f) Properties

There are three, publicly owned, officially designated recreational areas identified
adjacent to State Route 89 near the project limits: Meeks Bay Trailhead, Meeks Bay
Resort, and the Meeks Bay Campground. These areas are considered as Section
4(f) properties because the properties are formally designated, managed, and
operated as recreational areas; open to the public; owned by the public; and the
properties are considered as “significant” under the terms of the Section 4(f)
regulations because the land is managed to serve as an important role to provide
the public the opportunity for recreational enjoyment.

The Meeks Bay Trailhead, Meeks Bay Resort and Meeks Bay Campground are
located on the western shore of Lake Tahoe. Attachment B shows where the
recreational areas are in relation to the proposed project. Table 1 describes the
potential Section 4(f) properties.
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Table 1. Potential Section 4(f) Properties

Name Description Distance from Section 4(f)
Project Footprint | Resource?
Feature: Parking, picnic tables, trail to Meek
Creek Falls, and access to federally
Meeks Bay designated wilderness area Desolation Adjacent Yes
Trailhead Wilderness.
Agency with Jurisdiction: LTBMU
Feature: Campsites, RV sites, cabins,
Meeks Ba accessible sites, parking, picnic area, grills,
y restrooms, showers, water spigots, beach, and | Adjacent Yes
Resort venue for private events.
Agency with Jurisdiction: LTBMU
Feature: Campsites, picnic area with grills,
g/leeks Bay d parking, restrooms, and beach. Adjacent Yes
ampground | Agency with Jurisdiction: LTBMU

E3.3 Section 4(f) De Minimis Determination

Table 2 demonstrates the proposed project would result in a Section 4(f) use of the
Meeks Bay Trailhead, Meeks Bay Resort, and Meeks Bay Campground. These
resources are discussed further below.

Table 2. Section 4(f) Properties Use Determination Summary
Name Use Constructive Use? Temporary Occupancy?
Meeks Bay Trailhead Yes No No
Meeks Bay Resort Yes No No
Meeks Bay Campground Yes No No

E3.3.1 Meeks Bay Trailhead

The Meeks Bay Trailhead is located on Forest Service land, adjacent to SR 89.
There is a small dirt parking lot on entrance road Forest Route 14N42 where hikers
can park. Depending on how long hikers plan on hiking the trail, they must acquire a
wilderness permit and/or an overnight permit.

Once on the trail after the trailhead entrance, hikers have the following options:

e Hike to Meeks Creek Falls. This part of the trail passes a small spring,
parallels Meeks Creek and continues upward into a forested valley. This hike
is approximately 4 miles out-and-back.
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e Hike to federally designated wilderness area Desolation Wilderness, which
includes trails to:

o Lake Genevieve — 4.6 miles one way

o Crag Lake — 4.9 miles one way

o Hidden Lake — 5.7 miles one way

o Shadow Lake — 5.9 miles one way

o Stony Ridge Lake — 6.3 miles one way; and

o Rubicon Lake — 8.1 miles one way.

Use of Meeks Bay Trailhead

No permanent or temporary acquisitions or easements from the resource would be
necessary. The stage construction area for three to seven day closure needed to
replace the bridge deck would end immediately before the road entrance to the
trailnead and its parking lot (Attachment C). Visitors that typically travel from the
southern end, or by the northbound lane of SR 89, would need to utilize the
temporary detour route around Lake Tahoe to access the trailhead. Though there
would be a detour in place, the trailhead entrance and parking lot would not be
blocked at any time during construction of the proposed project. Hikers accessing
the Meeks Bay Trailhead also park adjacent to SR 89. The road closure would block
some on-highway parking, though it would be temporary. Visitors would not
experience any loss of access or use of active recreational or parking facilities after
construction of the proposed project.

De Minimis Determination for Meeks Bay Trailhead

Although the proposed road closure on SR 89 stops adjacent to the entrance road of
the trailhead and would block some on-highway parking, the impact would be minor.
Access to the trailhead and its parking lot would be maintained during construction.
The transportation use of the Section 4(f) resource, together with any impact
avoidance or minimization measures incorporated into the project, would not
adversely affect the activities, features, and attributes that qualify the resource for
protection under Section 4(f) and would quality as a de minimis impact.

Measures to Minimize Harm for Meeks Bay Trailhead

Measures necessary to minimize harm (such as any avoidance or minimization
measures) are considered prior to determining an impact to be de minimis. The
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project includes the following elements to reduce impacts on the Meeks Bay
Trailhead.

e Maintain safe access to Meeks Bay Trailhead at all times.

e Coordinate SR 89 closure with the LTMBU throughout project development
and in advance of start of construction.

e Post notices at the trailhead and/or online regarding upcoming construction
activities.

e Return construction staging or any nearby areas disturbed by construction
activities to preconstruction or better conditions.

Additional minimization measures may be added in coordination with the LTBMU.

Coordination for Meeks Bay Trailhead

Prior to making Section 4(f) approvals, coordination with the LTBMU is required
regarding activities, features, and attributes that qualify Meeks Bay Trailhead as a
Section 4(f) resource. Caltrans will request LTBMU concurrence on the de minimis
finding under Section 4(f) after an opportunity for public review and comment
concerning the effects of the project has occurred.

Conclusion for Meeks Bay Trailhead

The proposed road closure on SR 89 that would block some on-highway parking
would not adversely affect the activities, features, and attributes that qualify this
trailhead for protection under Section 4(f). Accordingly, the project would have a de
minimis impact on Meeks Bay Trailhead. The final determination will be made
following the Initial Study/Negative Declaration (IS/ND) public comment period.

E3.3.2 Meeks Bay Resort

The Meeks Bay Resort is north of Meeks Creek. The resort is located on Forest
Service Land and is managed by the Washoe Tribe of California and Nevada. The
resort is a Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA)-designated scenic recreation
area and qualifies as a Section 4(f) property. The following recreational facilities are
available within the resort:

e Cabins e Campsites (for tents, small

. trailers, and RVs)
e Special events area

e Bicycling
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e Day use area (grills and picnic e Fishing

tables) e Kayak and paddle board rentals
e Parking e Swimming
e Beach

The Meeks Bay Resort typically open around Mid-May through Mid-October and can
be accessed through entrance road Forest Road 1418. There are 36 campsites,
along with showers and public restrooms. Lodging facilities include the Kehlet
Mansion, the Washoe House, lodges, and cabins. The Kehlet Mansion has a private
deck and a full event area for special events, like weddings or reunions.

Impacts on Meeks Bay Resort

No permanent or temporary acquisitions or easements from the resource would be
necessary. Visitors that typically travel from the southern end, or by the northbound
lane of SR 89, would need to utilize the temporary detour route around Lake Tahoe
to visit the resort (Attachment A). The full closure/detour would not result in any loss
of access to the resort. However, the road closure would block some on-highway
parking that visitors of Meeks Bay could use. The closure would be temporary as it
would last three to seven days of the total anticipated 200 working days to construct
the full project. After construction of the proposed project, visitors would not
experience any loss of access or use of recreational or parking facilities.

De Minimis Determination for Meeks Bay Resort

Although the proposed road closure would block some on-highway parking that
visitors could use, the impact would be minor as this would be temporary. Complete
access to the resort would be maintained during construction. The transportation use
of the Section 4(f) resource, together with any impact avoidance or minimization
measures incorporated into the project, would not adversely affect the activities,
features, and attributes that qualify the resource for protection under Section 4(f) and
would quality as a de minimis impact.

Measures to Minimize Harm for Meeks Bay Resort

Measures necessary to minimize harm (such as any avoidance and minimization
measures) are considered prior to determining an impact to be de minimis. The
project includes the following elements to reduce impacts on the Meeks Bay Resort.

e Maintain safe access to Meeks Bay Resort and its facilities at all times.
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e Coordinate SR 89 closure with the LTMBU throughout project development
and in advance of start of construction.

e Post notices in the Meeks Bay Resort and/or online regarding construction
activities.

¢ Implement Caltrans Standard Specification Section 14-8.02, “Noise Control,”
which states the following: (1) Control and monitor noise from work activities
and, (2) Do not exceed 86 A-weighted decibels (dBA) maximum sound level
(LMax) at 50 feet from the job site activities from 9 p.m. to 6 a.m.

Additional minimization measures may be added in coordination with the LTBMU.

Coordination for Meeks Bay Resort

Prior to making Section 4(f) approvals, coordination with the LTBMU is required
regarding activities, features, and attributes that qualify Meeks Bay Resort as a
Section 4(f) resource. Caltrans will request LTBMU concurrence on the de minimis
finding under Section 4(f) after an opportunity for public review and comment
concerning the effects of the project has occurred.

Conclusion for Meeks Bay Resort

The proposed road closure on SR 89 that would block some on-highway parking
adjacent to the resort would not adversely affect the activities, features, and
attributes that qualify the resort for protection under Section 4(f). Accordingly, the
project would have a de minimis impact on Meeks Bay Resort. The final
determination will be made following the IS/ND public comment period.

E3.3.3 Meeks Bay Campground

The Meeks Bay Campground is a TRPA-designated scenic recreation area and
qualifies as a Section 4(f) property. The campground is located south of the Meeks
Creek. It is on Forest Service Land and is managed by the Washoe Tribe of
California and Nevada. The following recreational facilities are available within the
campground:

e Beach e Parking
e Bicycling e Hiking
e Campsites e Water activities (non-motorized

e Picnic area boating, swimming, windsurfing)
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The campground is open to visitors Mid-May through Mid-October. The
campground has 40 sites that can be accessed through the entrance road known as
Forest Service Road or Manicina. The day use or picnic area at the campground has
picnic tables, grills, parking, and restrooms.

Use of Meeks Bay Campground

Based on preliminary design for this project, no permanent acquisition or easement
would be required. Temporary Construction Easements (TCE) would be needed on
each side of the bridge near the campground. The TCE would be for possible
construction equipment access, water diversion, and any access needed to conform
to the creek during the creek restoration under the bridge. Caltrans will obtain
permission from the USDA Forest Service for these easements. The TCE areas are
not near the camping sites within the campground, and as such, the campground
visitors would not have any direct views of the project area.

Additionally, there would be extended periods of one-way traffic control on State
Route 89 in front of the campground driveway. During the three to seven day full
highway closure period for the new bridge deck placement, the campground
driveway would be reduced to two 11-foot lanes, one in each direction (Attachment
C). The reduction in the roadway entrance to the campground would be a minor
impact as the campground driveway would remain open throughout the project
construction. Visitors would not experience any loss of access or use of recreational
facilities after construction of the proposed project.

De Minimis Determination for Meeks Bay Campground

Although a TCE would be needed and the campground driveway would be reduced
during a portion of the project, the impact would be minor. Access to the
campground and its recreational facilities would all be maintained during
construction. The transportation use of the Section 4(f) resource, together with any
impact avoidance or minimization measures incorporated into the project, would not
adversely affect the activities, features, and attributes that qualify the resource for
protection under Section 4(f) and would quality as a de minimis impact.

Measures to Minimize Harm for Meeks Bay Campground

Measures necessary to minimize harm (such as any avoidance or minimization
measures) are considered prior to determining an impact to be de minimis. The
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following avoidance and minimization measures would be implemented to reduce
impacts on the Meeks Bay Campground.

e Maintain safe access to Meeks Bay Campground and its facilities at all times.
A traffic control flagger would be used to control and direct traffic at the
campground driveway to SR 89 as needed.

e Coordinate SR 89 closure with the LTMBU throughout project development
and in advance of start of construction.

e Post notices in the Meeks Bay Campground and/or online regarding
construction activities.

¢ Implement Caltrans Standard Specification Section 14- 8.02, “Noise Control,”
which states the following: (1) Control and monitor noise from work activities
and, (2) Do not exceed 86 dBA LMax at 50 feet from the job site activities
from 9 p.m.to 6 a.m.

e Prepare a noise control plan to minimize construction noise including back up
alarms.

e Conduct noise monitoring the first time each construction activity is performed
and to investigate noise complaints that are attributed to a particular
construction operation.

e |[f feasible, schedule operation of hoe ram, concrete saw, pneumatic tools and
other demolition equipment to daytime hours. If demolition occurs during
nighttime hours provide shielding between the demolition operation and
campground.

e Unnecessary idling of internal combustion engines should be prohibited.

e Stationary equipment, such as compressors and generators, should be
shielded and located as far away from residential and campground uses as
practical.

e Locate equipment and materials storage sites as far away from residential
and campground uses as practicable.

¢ Notify residents within 500 feet of the project area at least two weeks prior to
the start of nighttime construction.

Additional minimization measures may be added in coordination with the LTBMU.
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Coordination for Meeks Bay Campground

Prior to making Section 4(f) approvals, coordination with the LTBMU is required
regarding activities, features, and attributes that qualify Meeks Bay Campground as
a Section 4(f) resource. Caltrans will request of LTMBU concurrence on the de
minimis finding under Section 4(f) after an opportunity for public review and
comment concerning the effects of the project has occurred.

Conclusion for Meeks Bay Campground

The temporary construction easement and reduction in the campground entrance
road for the bridge deck replacement would not adversely affect the activities,
features, and attributes that qualify this park for protection under Section 4(f).
Accordingly, the project would have a de minimis impact on Meeks Bay
Campground. The final determination will be made following the IS/ND public
comment period.
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Attachment B: Vicinity Map
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Attachment C: Preliminary Stage Construction Exhibit
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