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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

A brief explanation is provided for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately
supported by the information cited in the parentheses following each question indicating that
an impact simply does not apply. All answers take account of the whole action involved,
including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct,
and construction as well as operational impacts.

"Potentially Significant Impacts" indicate that there is substantial evidence that an effect may be
significant. Such impacts require analysis in an Environmental Impact Report (EIR). "Negative
Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the incorporation
of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less
Than Significant Impact." If this is the case, the proposed mitigation measures will be described
and an explanation of how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level will be
provided. A list of references for all supporting information sources cited in this checklist is
provided.
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I. AESTHETICS. Would the project:

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

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

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

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

EXPLANATION

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Potentially Significant Impact. The two major scenic resources within view of the South Lake
Tahoe area are Lake Tahoe and the Carson Range. Both resources are visible from various points
within the city. Other scenic resources include natural open space corridors associated with
stream environment zones (SEZs) for the Upper Truckee River, Trout Creek, Heavenly Valley Creek,
Bijou Creek that consist of natural creek and meadow landscape conditions between residential
and commercial land uses, as well as other features designated as important by the Tahoe
Regional Planning Agency under its thresholds and Scenic Quality Improvement Program (SQIP).
While the proposed General Plan update will direct development in the General Plan Area to
protect existing visual resources, intensified development and increased building heights could
pose some impacts. This impact will be further evaluated in the EIR.

b) Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

Potentially Significant Impact. See discussion above under (a). According to the California
Department of Transportation, US-50 from Echo Summit to the South Lake Tahoe city limit and
CA-89 from the Alpine county line to the Placer county line are both designated as state scenic
highways1. Portions of both of these roadways are within the General Plan Area. This impact will
be further evaluated in the EIR.

1 California Department of Transportation. California Scenic Highway Program website accessed July 14,
2009. http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LandArch/scenic/schwy.htm
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c) Would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site
and its surroundings?

Potentially Significant Impact. See discussion above under (a). The proposed General Plan update
would alter existing urban development, which have the potential to change the existing visual
character of the area that is expected to be beneficial. This impact will be further evaluated in
the EIR.

d) Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely
affect day or nighttime views in the area?

Potentially Significant Impact. Improvements associated with the proposed General Plan update
may result in additional light and glare associated with increased vehicle trips, street lighting,
and new residential and commercial development. This impact will be further evaluated in the
EIR.
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II. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES. In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land
Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997), prepared by the California Department of
Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would
the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland,
or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

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

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

EXPLANATION

a) Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping
and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

No Impact. The General Plan Area does not include any designated agricultural lands and no
lands designated as prime farmland, unique farmland, or farmland statewide importance. This
impact will not be addressed in the EIR.

b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

No Impact. The absence of agricultural land within the General Plan Area precludes any conflict
with a Williamson Act contract. This impact will not be addressed in the EIR.

c) Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment, which due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use?

No Impact. The General Plan Area does not include any designated agricultural lands. As such,
the project will not result in the conversion of farmland to non-agricultural uses. This impact will
not be addressed in the EIR.
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III. AIR QUALITY. Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality
management or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following
determinations. Would the project:

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

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

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

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people?

EXPLANATION

a) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

Potentially Significant Impact. Subsequent land use activities under the proposed General Plan
Update would consist of focusing development and providing improved opportunities for
alternative forms of transportation that would benefit air quality. The EIR will address the
proposed General Plan Update’s consistency with federal, state and TRPA air quality standards
and improvement efforts. In addition, the EIR will discuss impacts associated with the
implementation of the project on greenhouse gas emissions and global climate change.

b) Would the project violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an
existing or projected air quality violation?

Potentially Significant Impact. See discussion above under (a).

c) Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project region is in non-attainment under an applicable federal
or State ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions that exceed
quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Lake Tahoe Air Basin (LTAB) is currently designated non-
attainment for the State PM10 standard. The LTAB is designated either attainment or unclassified
for the remaining Federal and State Ambient Air Quality Standards. As identified under (a), the
EIR will address the proposed General Plan Update’s consistency with federal, state and TRPA air
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quality standards and improvement efforts. In addition, the EIR will discuss impacts associated
with the implementation of the project on greenhouse gas emissions and global climate
change.

d) Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Potentially Significant Impact. Future development has the potential to expose sensitive
receptors such as schools and residences to substantial pollutant concentrations. A full analysis
will be provided within the EIR.

e) Would the project create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed General Plan update does not include development
of any new facilities commonly known to produce odors (i.e., wastewater treatment facilities,
chemical manufacturing, painting/coating operations, feed lots/dairies, composting facilities,
landfills, and transfer stations). Construction-related activities associate with the proposed
General Plan update could create objectionable odors; however, those impacts can be
regulated through compliance with the El Dorado Air Pollution Control District’s nuisance
regulations. Compliance with these existing regulations will ensure that potential impacts are less
than significant.
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IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications, on
any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies or regulations, or by
the California Department of Fish and Game
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

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

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

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

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

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

EXPLANATION

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status
species in local or regional plans, policies or regulations, or by the California Department
of Fish and Game (CDFG) or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)?
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Potentially Significant Impact. Numerous special-status plant and wildlife species have the
potential to occur within the General Plan Area, including 19 plants and 34 wildlife species.
While the proposed General Plan Update would result in the concentration of development into
existing developed areas and is anticipated to minimize biological resource impacts, this impact
will be further evaluated in the EIR.

b) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies or regulations, or
by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Potentially Significant Impact. Numerous sensitive habitats have been identified within the
General Plan Area, including: CDFG-designated sensitive natural communities such as aspen,
wet meadow, and sphagnum bog; the riparian corridors within the General Plan Area like those
found along Truckee River, Trout Creek, and Bijou Creek; potential jurisdictional wetlands and
waters of the U.S. as regulated under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA); and areas
protected by TRPA such as stream environment zones (SEZs), waterfowl habitat, and deer
habitat. Potential impacts to these habitats will be further evaluated in the EIR.

c) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands, as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal wetlands, etc.), through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption or other means?

Potentially Significant Impact. Numerous sensitive habitats have been identified within the
General Plan Area, including: CDFG-designated sensitive natural communities such as aspen,
wet meadow, and sphagnum bog; the riparian corridors within the General Plan Area like those
found along Truckee River, Trout Creek, and Bijou Creek; potential jurisdictional wetlands and
waters of the U.S. as regulated under Section 404 of the CWA; and areas protected by TRPA such
as SEZs, waterfowl habitat, and deer habitat. Potential impacts to these habitats will be further
evaluated in the EIR.

d) Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

Potentially Significant Impact. Implementation of the City of South Lake Tahoe General Plan
would result in the concentration of development into existing developed areas and is
anticipated to minimize interference with the movement of native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the
use of wildlife nursery sites. However, this issue will be further evaluated in the EIR.

e) Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Tahoe Regional Planning Compact charges TRPA with
attaining and maintaining environmental threshold carrying capacities (“thresholds”) in order to
protect environmental values in the Tahoe Basin. TRPA has determined environmental threshold
carrying capacities for vegetation, wildlife, and fisheries, among other things, and presents them
in the TRPA Code of Ordinances. Potential conflicts with existing TRPA Regional Plan, thresholds,
and ordinances will be further evaluated in the EIR.
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f) Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional or state habitat
conservation plan?

Less Than Significant Impact. The City is not located within an adopted Habitat Conservation
Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan. Potential conflicts with existing TRPA Regional Plan,
thresholds, and ordinances will be further evaluated in the EIR.
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as
defined in ? 15064.5?

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

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

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

EXPLANATION

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource as defined in § 15064.5?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Office of Historic Preservation Directory of Properties identified
five historic buildings/structures within the General Plan Area sphere of influence that are listed in
the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and the California Register of Historical Resources
(CRHR). Impacts associated with historic resources will be further evaluated in the EIR.

b) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to § 15064.5?

Potentially Significant Impact. Implementation of the South Lake Tahoe General Plan update
could result in significant impacts to archaeological resources and this impact will be further
evaluated in the EIR.

c) Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site
or unique geological feature?

Potentially Significant Impact. A search of the University of California, Berkeley Museum of
Paleontology (UCMP) collections database did not identify any previously recorded
paleontological resources within the General Plan Area. However, implementation of the
General Plan update could result in the discovery of previously unknown
paleontological/geological resources; therefore this impact will be further evaluated in the EIR.

d) Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

Potentially Significant Impact. A sacred lands search for the General Plan Area conducted by
the Native American Heritage Commission did not identify any sensitive cultural resources within
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its boundaries. However, implementation of the General Plan update could result in the
disruption of yet unidentified human remains; therefore this impact will be further evaluated in
the EIR.
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VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury or death, involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of a known fault?
Refer to Division of Mines and Geology

Special Publication 42.

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?

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

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

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or
property?

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

EXPLANATION

a) Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury or death, involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial evidence of a known fault?

Less Than Significant Impact. There are three faults located in the center of the General Plan
Area, with a fourth located at the southern end. These fault traces, associated with the Tahoe
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Valley Fault Zone, are not known to be active, and present a low risk of a large earthquake and
fault rupture. The relatively minor and inactive faults running through the General Plan Area have
shown no history of fault ruptures and do not meet the criteria for building restrictions under the
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act.

The greater Tahoe Basin is located in a region of active and potentially active faults. Numerous
other faults are located in the vicinity of the General Plan Area including the West Tahoe fault
and the active Genoa fault. Nonetheless, the risk of fault rupture is considered relatively low. The
EIR will consider the potential impacts of seismic activity on geology and soils in the General Plan
Area.

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

Less Than Significant Impact. The General Plan Area is located in International Building Code
(IBC)/California Building Code (CBC) Seismic Hazard Zone D. The Zone D designation indicates
earthquakes in the region have the potential to make standing difficult and to cause stucco
and some masonry walls to fall. Structures must be designed to meet the regulations and
standards associated with Zone D hazards set forth in the IBC and CBC. As described above, the
General Plan Area is located in a region of California characterized by historical seismic activity.
However, the IBC/CBC recognizes no active seismic source in the General Plan Area vicinity
(International Conference of Building Officials 1997). The EIR will consider the potential impacts of
seismic activity on geology and soils in the General Plan Area.

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

Less Than Significant Impact. While no potential impacts to soils or geology have been identified
as part of the TRPA Regional Plan, which mandates annual evaluation of the Lake Tahoe areas
earthquake related hazards such as liquefaction and reviews similar studies by related federal
agencies, the EIR will consider the potential impacts of seismic activity on geology and soils in
the General Plan Area.

iv) Landslides?

Potentially Significant Impact. A geomorphology map of the General Plan Area provided by
TRPA indicates that there are several areas with eroding hill slopes within the western portion of
South Lake Tahoe, and along the southern and southeastern portions of the City at the base of
the north-facing steep mountains. The TRPA geomorphology map also shows areas of rock slide-
rock fall in unincorporated El Dorado County just west of US-50 and southwest of the airport,
along the steep cliffs on US-50 on the eastern slopes to Echo Summit, and along steep mountain
slopes near the base of Heavenly Valley. The TRPA geomorphology map does not indicate the
age of these geomorphologic features, or whether they currently present a hazard to
development. The EIR will consider the potential impacts of seismic activity on geology and soils
in the General Plan Area.

b) Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Potentially Significant Impact. The rate at which erosion occurs is largely a function of climate,
soil cover, slope conditions, and inherent soil properties such as texture and structure. Erosion
potential is generally identified on a case-by-case basis, depending on the aforementioned
factors. The EIR will analyze and identify any appropriate mitigation measures to ensure that
developments associated with the General Plan update do not occur at the expense of
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creating impacts to the soil, topography, native geologic structures, or increasing erosion of soil
instability. This will include TRPA Code of Ordinances requirements.

c) Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

Potentially Significant Impact. The varied topography within the General Plan Area makes many
areas susceptible to landslide hazards, especially on steep mountain slopes with loosely
consolidated rock. There is no evidence that this basin has experienced subsidence from
groundwater extraction. Liquefaction potential within the General Plan Area exists in low-lying
areas composed of loose, unconsolidated, saturated, clay-free glacial material, and certain
areas with a high water table. The EIR will analyze and identify any appropriate mitigation
measures to ensure that developments associated with the General Plan update do not occur
at the expense of creating impacts to the soil, topography, native geologic structures, or
increasing erosion of soil instability.

d) Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform
Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

Less Than Significant Impact. Soil units mapped within the General Plan Area contain soils with
low to high shrink/swell potential. However, this impact will be addressed further in the EIR.

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

No Impact. The proposed General Plan update does not include the use or construction of
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems. This impact will not be addressed in the
EIR.
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VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through the routine
transport, use or disposal of hazardous
materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials
into the environment?

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances or waste within one-quarter mile
of an existing or proposed school?

d) Be located on a site which is included on a
list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code §65962.5 and,
as a result, would it create a significant hazard
to the public or the environment?

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

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

g) Impair implementation of, or physically
interfere with, an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

h) Expose people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent
to urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

EXPLANATION

a) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
the routine transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials?
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Potentially Significant Impact. Only relatively small quantities of hazardous materials and
hazardous wastes are stored, generated, and transported in the General Plan Area because of
limited heavy industrial land uses and lack of interstate transportation routes in and around the
city. This greatly decreases the risk of hazardous materials spills or incidents.

Construction-related activities could involve the use of small amounts of hazardous materials
(i.e., equipment maintenance, fuel, solvents, etc). Any use of hazardous materials would be in
compliance with all applicable local, state, and federal standards associated with the handling
of hazardous materials. This issue will be further evaluated in the EIR.

b) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment?

Potentially Significant Impact. See (a) above. This issue will be further evaluated in the EIR.

c) Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

Potentially Significant Impact. Implementation of components of the General Plan update could
involve uses within one-quarter mile of an existing school that utilize hazardous materials. This
issue will be further evaluated in the EIR.

d) Would the project be located on a site that is included on a list of hazardous materials
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code § 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create
a significant hazard to the public or the environment?

No Impact. See (a) above.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Lake Tahoe Airport is located within the South Lake Tahoe city limits.
Portions of South Lake Tahoe and the General Plan Area are within the flight path of the Lake
Tahoe Airport. The City has an adopted Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP) for the Airport
which limits development because of potential noise and safety impacts. The potential for
aircraft crash hazards within the General Plan Area is low; however, any such incident could
result in a substantial hazard to the residents and visitors of the South Lake Tahoe area and this
will be further evaluated in the EIR.

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

No Impact. There are no private airstrips within the General Plan Area. This impact will not be
addressed in the EIR.

g) Would the project impair implementation of, or physically interfere with, an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
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Potentially Significant Impact. As a result of future development within the General Plan Area, the
existing emergency response plan may or may not be suitable to future needs. This issue will be further
evaluated in the EIR.

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

Potentially Significant Impact. The latest Draft Fire Hazard Severity Map, created by CAL-FIRE in July
2007, shows that the vast majority of lands within the South Lake Tahoe city limits and the General
Plan Area are in very high fire severity zones. Development as a result of implementation of the
General Plan update would have a potentially significant impact for the exposure of people or
structures to wildland fires. This issue will be further evaluated in the EIR.
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VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements?

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit
in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table level (e.g., the production
rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop
to a level which would not support existing
land uses or planned uses for which permits
have been granted)?

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or
river, in a manner which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

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

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

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water
quality?

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

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area
structures that would impede or redirect flood
flows?

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

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow?
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EXPLANATION

a) Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

Potentially Significant Impact. Future development pursuant to the proposed General Plan
update would include construction-related activities that could expose soil to erosion during
storm events, causing degradation of water quality. Also, after construction, the runoff from
urban uses may contribute to the degradation of water quality in the area. However,
development will be regulated by City, RWQCB, and TRPA water quality requirements. These
impacts will be further evaluated in the EIR.

b) Would the project substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially
with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a
lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing
nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support existing land uses or planned
uses for which permits have been granted)?

Potentially Significant Impact. The City receives the vast majority of its drinking water from
groundwater via pumping from a network of wells operated by South Tahoe Public Utility District
(STPUD), Lukins Brothers Water Company, and Tahoe Keys Water Company. Lakeside Park Water
District serves a small neighborhood in the northeastern corner of the City by pumping surface
water from Lake Tahoe. It is unknown at this time how implementation of the General Plan
update will impact groundwater supply and recharge. These impacts will be further evaluated in
the EIR.

c) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner, which
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Potentially Significant Impact. Future development pursuant to the proposed General Plan
update would increase the amount of impervious surfaces in the General Plan Area and would
contribute to an increase in runoff, which may alter the existing drainage pattern; result in
erosion and flooding; and degrade water quality. However, development will be regulated by
City, RWQCB, and TRPA water quality requirements. These impacts will be further evaluated in
the EIR.

d) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in flooding
on- or off-site?

Potentially Significant Impact. See (c) above. This impact will be further evaluated in the EIR.

e) Would the project create or contribute runoff water, which would exceed the capacity
of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff?

Potentially Significant Impact. See (c) above. This impact will be further evaluated in the EIR.

f) Would the project otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Potentially Significant Impact. See (c) above. This impact will be further evaluated in the EIR.
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g) Would the project place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?

Potentially Significant Impact. Portions of the General Plan Area are located within the 100-year
floodplain as delineated by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). The majority
of the floodplain surrounds the Upper Truckee River. The Bijou Creek area is susceptible to
flooding and located within the 100-year floodplain. It is not anticipated that the General Plan
update would locate housing within the 100-year flood hazard area; however flood hazards and
floodplain status issues will be further evaluated in the EIR.

h) Would the project place structures within a 100-year flood hazard area that would
impede or redirect flood flows?

Potentially Significant Impact. Refer to (g) above. It is not anticipated that the General Plan
update would locate any structures that would impede or redirect flood flows within the 100-
year flood hazard area; however flood hazards and floodplain status issues will be further
evaluated in the EIR.

i) Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving flooding, including flooding as a result of a failure of a levee or dam?

Potentially Significant Impact. There are two dams in the General Plan Area that could cause
potential flooding damage if breached – Echo Lake Dam and the Emergency Effluent Holding
Dam. Portions of the General Plan Area are located within the Echo Lake Dam Failure
Inundation Area and if breached, Echo Lake Dam could cause flooding damage to the
residents within the General Plan Area. The Emergency Effluent Holding Dam is used to treat
effluent from the wastewater treatment plant, however, is empty approximately 90 percent of
the year. When the dam is holding water, the potential for dam failure exists. Potentially affected
properties include residences directly below the dam wall and the South Tahoe Public Utilities
District (STPUD) office. This impact will be further evaluated in the EIR.

j) Would the project be subject to inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow?

Potentially Significant Impact. Seiches are earthquake-generated waves within enclosed or
restricted bodies of water. Major and even moderate earthquakes, miles away from South Lake
Tahoe, can produce oscillations or waves in Lake Tahoe which could cause water to inundate
surrounding areas. The 1974 Natural Hazards of the Lake Tahoe Basin report indicates that the
beach area below elevation 6,239 feet is subject to seiche inundation. On non-glaciated slopes
in the General Plan Area, soils are generally immature and are readily susceptible to erosion,
especially when exposed bare on steep slopes. During periods of intense precipitation the
potential for mudflows at these locations increases. These issues will be further evaluated in the
EIR.
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IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community?

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but
not limited to, the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect?

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

EXPLANATION

a) Would the project physically divide an established community?

Less Than Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed General Plan update would not
divide an established community. While new development and redevelopment would be
located on vacant and underutilized parcels, those parcels would not be large enough to
physically divide areas within the City and would be surrounded by existing development.
Potential impacts would be less than significant.

b) Would the project conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy or regulation of an
agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to, the general plan,
specific plan, local coastal program or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed General Plan update is anticipated to be consistent
with existing and future update of the TRPA Regional Plan as well as the TRPA Code of
Ordinances and other related land use regulations. However, this issue will be further evaluated
in the EIR.

c) Would the project conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan?

Less Than Significant Impact. The City is not located within an adopted Habitat Conservation
Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan. Potential conflicts with existing TRPA Regional Plan,
thresholds, and ordinances will be further evaluated in the EIR.
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X. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally
important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

EXPLANATION

a) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would
be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

No Impact. There are no identified important mineral resources in the General Plan Area that
would be of value to the region or state. This impact will not be addressed in the EIR2.

b) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

No Impact. See (a) above. This impact will not be addressed in the EIR.

2 El Dorado County. El Dorado County General Plan. Figure CO-1, Important Mineral Resource Areas.
December 2003.
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XI. NOISE. Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise
levels in excess of standards established in
the local general plan or noise ordinance or
of applicable standards of other agencies?

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

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase
in ambient noise levels in the project
vicinity above levels existing without the
project?

e) For a project located within an airport land
use plan area or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or a public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise levels?

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

EXPLANATION

a) Would the project result in exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess
of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance or of applicable
standards of other agencies?

Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed General Plan update will allow development to
occur that could create periodic and short-term construction-related noise impacts, including
groundborne vibration and groundborne noise levels, which could exceed established noise
standards. Development according to the proposed General Plan update may also result in an
increase in noise levels in the long-term due to changes vehicular traffic and the addition of new
stationary sources of noise. Lastly, development in accordance with the proposed General Plan
update could occur adjacent to noise sources such as highways and major arterial roadways.
These are potentially significant impacts that will be further evaluated in the EIR.

b) Would the project result in exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?
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Potentially Significant Impact. See (a) above. This issue will be further evaluated in the EIR.

c) Would the project result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in
the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

Potentially Significant Impact. See (a) above. This issue will be further evaluated in the EIR.

d) Would the project result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

Potentially Significant Impact. See (a) above. This issue will be further evaluated in the EIR.

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan area or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or a public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

Less Than Significant Impact. Lake Tahoe Airport is located within the City of South Lake Tahoe's
city limits. The City has an adopted Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP) for the Airport which
limits development because of potential noise and safety impacts. Any future development as a
result of the proposed General Plan Update would consider the CLUP and its requirements. This
issue will be further evaluated in the EIR.

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

No Impact. There are no private airstrips within the General Plan Area. This impact will not be
addressed in the EIR.
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XII. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an
area, either directly (e.g., by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (e.g.,
through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

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

EXPLANATION

a) Would the project induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (e.g.,
by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (e.g., through extension of roads or
other infrastructure)?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed General Plan update would promote concentration
of new development in existing urban areas of the City that would increase commercial and
residential uses in the City. However, the extent of this growth is not expected to be substantial.
This issue will be addressed in the EIR.

b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed General Plan update would not displace substantial
numbers of existing housing or people. The update would alter existing housing density and
distribution and increase commercial and economic development in the General Plan Area,
which would increase demand for housing in the region. The EIR will analyze projected growth to
determine whether there are any significant environmental impacts.

c) Would the project displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Less Than Significant Impact. See (b) above. This issue will be further evaluated in the EIR.
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XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES.

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

i) Fire protection?

ii) Police protection?

iii) Schools?

iv) Parks?

v) Other public facilities?

EXPLANATION

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

i) Fire protection?

Less Than Significant Impact. The South Lake Tahoe Fire Department (SLTFD) provides fire
protection and emergency services in South Lake Tahoe. The Fire Department also provides
local paramedic ambulance service. The Lake Valley Fire Protection District (LVFPD) services the
City of South Lake Tahoe Sphere of Influence (SOI). Implementation of the General Plan update
is not expected to result in a significant increase in the demand for fire protection and
emergency services.

ii) Police protection?

Less Than Significant Impact. The South Lake Tahoe Police Department (SLTPD) provides police
services to South Lake Tahoe. The unincorporated area that makes up the City of South Lake
Tahoe’s Sphere of Influence (SOI) and General Plan Area are under the jurisdiction of the El
Dorado County Sheriff’s Department. Implementation of the General Plan update is not
expected to result in a significant increase in the demand for police services.

iii) Schools?

Less Than Significant Impact. The City is served by one school district, the Lake Tahoe Unified
School District (LTUSD), which provides primary, secondary, and high school education services
to residents. There are also private schools located within the city limits. For the 2006/07 school
year the Lake Tahoe Unified School District had an enrollment of 4,291 students. Enrollment in
LTUSD has declined over the last decade, with enrollment decreasing between 14 and 312
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students per year since the 1997/1998 school year. Given the current facilities and declining
enrollment, LTUSD is not experiencing any capacity issues and does not expect any such issues
to occur in the future.

iv) Parks?

Less Than Significant Impact. The General Plan update provides for the development of key
missing neighborhood features, including neighborhood parks and social gathering spaces.
Impacts to parks are expected to be less than significant; however this impact will be further
evaluated in the EIR.

v) Other public facilities?

Potentially Significant Impact. Implementation of the General Plan update could increase the
demand on other public facilities which may necessitate the need for new or altered
government facilities. The potential reduction of services to the area may be a potentially
significant impact and will be further evaluated in the EIR.
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XIV. RECREATION.

a) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would
occur or be accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational facilities,
or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities, which might have an
adverse physical effect on the environment?

EXPLANATION

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would
occur or be accelerated?

Potentially Significant Impact. Future development pursuant to the proposed General Plan
update could result in a greater demand and potentially contributing to the deterioration of
existing parks and recreational facilities. Alternatively, the General Plan update provides for the
development of key missing neighborhood features, including neighborhood parks and social
gathering spaces, and the expansion of bicycle and pedestrian facilities. The addition of other
recreational opportunities will increase recreational facility capacity in the region and have a
beneficial impact on the environment and human population. The EIR will analyze the impact of
the General Plan update on existing neighborhood parks and on the recreational opportunities
in the General Plan Area.

b) Does the project include recreational facilities, or require the construction or expansion
of existing facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

Potentially Significant Impact. The General Plan update provides for the development of key
missing neighborhood features, including neighborhood parks and social gathering spaces. It
also incorporates additional bikeway connections and pedestrian facilities. This construction,
expansion, and maintenance of parks and recreational facilities, could cause significant
environmental impacts and this issue will be further evaluated in the EIR.
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XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:

a) Cause an increase in traffic that is substantial
in relation to the existing traffic load and
capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a
substantial increase in either the number of
vehicle trips, the volume-to-capacity ratio on
roads, or congestion at intersections)?

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

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns,
including either an increase in traffic levels or
a change in location that results in substantial
safety risks?

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

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans or
programs supporting alternative transportation
(e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

EXPLANATION

a) Would the project cause an increase in traffic that is substantial in relation to the existing
traffic load and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either
the number of vehicle trips, the volume-to-capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at
intersections)?

Potentially Significant Impact. Development pursuant to the proposed General Plan update
could alter current traffic patterns and volumes and result in changes to vehicle miles traveled,
the volume-to-capacity ratio on roads, and the congestion at intersections within the General
Plan Area. This will be further evaluated in the EIR.

b) Would the project exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard
established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads or
highways?

Potentially Significant Impact. See (a) above. This impact will be further evaluated in the EIR.
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c) Would the project result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in
traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed General Plan update does not include any land use
changes that would interfere with air traffic associated with the Lake Tahoe Airport.

d) Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

Less Than Significant Impact. Development allowed under the proposed General Plan update
would not increase hazards due to design features or incompatible uses. Roadways proposed
for alteration would be subject to existing City design standards to ensure that no hazards would
result.

e) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

Less than Significant Impact. Development according to the proposed General Plan update is
not expected to result in inadequate emergency access to any property.

f) Would the project result in inadequate parking capacity?

Less than Significant Impact. Development according to the proposed General Plan update
would encourage shared parking and the development of a Parking Management Plan;
however it would also encourage development of parking garages to consolidate parking at
major commercial and civic centers. In addition, the proposed General Plan Update does not
propose alterations in current parking standards.

g) Would the project conflict with adopted policies, plans or programs supporting
alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

Less Than Significant Impact. Development under the proposed General Plan update would
encourage transit-oriented design features to support non-auto-oriented travel within the
Community Plan areas and would improve connectivity between the Community Plan areas
and the rest of the community. Transit services would be increased and new transit stops would
be located throughout South Lake Tahoe. In addition, the proposed General Plan update
incorporates additional bikeway connections and pedestrian paths. This issue will be further
evaluated in the EIR.
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XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of
the applicable Regional Water Quality
Control Board?

b) Require or result in the construction of new
water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

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

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

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

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

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

EXPLANATION

a) Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control Board?

No Impact. The City of South Lake Tahoe does not provide wastewater treatment services and
implementation of the proposed General Plan Update would not change the current
wastewater treatment services provided to the City by South Lake Tahoe Public Utility District.

b) Would the project require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

Potentially Significant Impact. New development in the General Plan Area could require new
water and wastewater services which could result in the construction or expansion of existing
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water or wastewater treatment facilities in order to ensure sufficient supplies, capacity, and
service levels are maintained. This impact will be further evaluated in the EIR.

c) Would the project require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

Potentially Significant Impact. New development in the General Plan Area could create new
impervious surfaces that would increase runoff to downstream areas and the need for additional
drainage facilities. This impact will be further evaluated in the EIR.

d) Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from
existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

Potentially Significant Impact. Future development in accordance with the General Plan update
could increase the demand for water that would result in environmental effects. This impact will
be further evaluated in the EIR.

e) Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider that
serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s
projected demand, in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

Potentially Significant Impact. Future development in accordance with the General Plan update
could increase the demand for wastewater services and impacting a provider’s capacity to
serve the City and resulting in environmental effects. This impact will be further evaluated in the
EIR.

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

Potentially Significant Impact. Future development in accordance with the General Plan update
would generate additional solid waste that may lead to potential conflicts with federal, state,
and local statutes and regulations related to the disposal of solid waste. This impact will be
further evaluated in the EIR.

g) Would the project comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related
to solid waste?

Potentially Significant Impact. See (f) above. This impact will be further evaluated in the EIR.
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XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

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

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

c) Does the project have environmental effects
that will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

EXPLANATION

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

Potentially Significant Impact. Development consisting primarily of infill and revitalization
pursuant to the proposed General Plan update has the potential to significantly impact
biological and cultural resources and, therefore, has the potential to degrade the quality of the
environment. These issues will be discussed in the relevant sections of the EIR.

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

Potentially Significant Impact. Development pursuant to the proposed General Plan update has
the potential to result in significant cumulative impacts when viewed in conjunction with other
projects in the region. These impacts will be further evaluated in the EIR.
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c) Does the project have environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Potentially Significant Impact. Increased development and growth in the region due to the
proposed General Plan update could result in significant direct and/or indirect impacts on
human beings. These issues will be further evaluated in the EIR.




