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2017 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN/SUSTAINABLE COMI

INITIES STRATEGY

Impact of Project on Air Quality N Comments The 2017 RTP/SCS IS/IEC analyzed potential impacts to Air Quality and found impacts to be less than significant. The analysis found that the plan is in conformance with federal and state air quality regulations. Furthermore, the

Indicators/Targets/Other Factors (Y/N) 2017 RTP/SCS implements projects and programs that are designed to reduce air pollutant emissi gas were also analyzed and impacts were found to be less than significant. The combination of improved
vehicle fuel efficiency, which would reduce per vehicle GHG emissions and the travel efficiency offered by the transportation projects included in the RTP would result in an overall reduction in GHG emissions.

Impact of Project on Water Quality N Comments The 2017 RTP/SCS IS/IEC analyzed potential impacts to Water Quality and found that majority of impacts would be less than significant as a result of implementation of the Plan. Beneficial water quality impacts would also result due

If /Targets/Other Factors (Y/N) to the upgraded stormwater infrastructure and other site specific improvements.

Impact of Project on Soil Conservation N Comments The 2017 RTP/SCS IS/IEC analyzed potential impacts to soils and found that the impacts would be less than significant as a result of implementation of the plan. The RTP does not include provisions to alter or revise regulations

Indicators/Targets/Other Factors (Y/N) pertaining to grading and soil disturbance. Furthermore, implementation of transportation infrastructure projects would improve conditions related to soil retention on project site.

Impact of Project on Vegetation N Comments The 2017 RTP/SCS IS/IEC analyzed potential impacts to vegetation and found that the impacts would be less than significant. The RTP/SCS does not include provisions to alter or revise regulations pertaining to native vegetation

i /Targets/Other Factors (Y/N) protection during construction, vegetation removal or groundwater management, new vegetation, unique, rare, or endangered species of plants, stream bank or backshore vegetation, or tree removal.

Impact of Project on Fisheries N Comments The 2017 RTP/SCS IS/IEC analyzed potential impacts to biological resources, including fisheries, and found impacts to be less than significant. Projects contained within the 2017 RTP/SCS would not affect fisheries, and for sites where

Indicators/Targets/Other Factors (Y/N) infrastructure projects include stormwater retention improvements, the water quality would be improved for receiving water bodies that provide fish habitat.

Impact of Project on Wildlife N Comments The 2017 RTP/SCS IS/IEC analyzed potential impacts to biological resources, including wildlife, and found the impacts would be less than significant. The RTP/SCS does not include provisions to alter or revise regulations related to

Indicators/Targets/Other Factors (Y/N) wildlife habitat, monitoring and disturbance during construction.

Impact of Project on Recreation N Comments The 2017 RTP/SCS IS/IEC analyzed potential impacts to recreation and found the impacts would be less than significant for some impact areas, and beneficial to others. Projects in the 2017 RTP/SCS would further result in improved

Indicators/Targets/Other Factors (Y/N) capacity of the recreational system through more frequent transit, traffic management and information technology, as well as pedestrian and bicycle amenities that will enable residents and visitors to more easily access and
connect to recreation locations and experiences.

Impact of Project on Scenic Resources N Comments The 2017 RTP/SCS IS/IEC analyzed potential impacts to scenic resources and found the impacts would be less than significant. The RTP/SCS does not include provisions to alter or revise regulations related to design standards and

Indicators/Targets/Other Factors (Y/N) scenic attainment. Furthermore, the 2015 Threshold Evaluation found that scenic resources at a regional scale were shown to improve as a result of development of recreation and bike trails. Construction and operation of new
transportation projects would be required to comply with design, shielding, and lighting standards.

Impact of Project on Noise N Comments The 2017 RTP/SCS IS/IEC analyzed potential impacts related to noise and found the impacts to be less than significant, although the noise models in the IS/IEC estimated minor increases in traffic noise levels. Because

Indicators/Targets/Other Factors (Y/N)

implementation of the 2017 RTP/SCS would not result in substantially louder traffic noise levels in 2040 than the baseline levels and 2035 levels presented in the 2012 RTP/SCS EIR/EIS, this would not be a significantly more severe
impact.

0 RESHOLD ATTA A
Applicable Indicator Reportil
1D Threshold Category C:t’;l;:rye ndicator REporting | \ame of Standard Status (2015) Trend (2015) Confidence (2015) Adopted TRPA Threshold Standard (TRPA Resolution 82-11) TRPA Indicator Unit of Measure Source
Moderate First and second highest CO 2015
Considerably Bett: Maintait b d trati t or below 6 part:
1 Air Quality Carbon Monoxide (CO) 8-hour Carbon Monoxide onsiderably Better || brovement Moderate aintain carbon monoxide concentrations at orbelow & parts | o ation measured at Stateline, | Parts Per Million (ppm) Threshold
Than Target per million (7 mg/m3) averaged over 8 hours. N .
NV monitoring station Evaluation
Moderate 2015
C derably Betts Highest CO trati d at
2 Air Quality Carbon Monoxide (CO) 1-hour Carbon Monoxide onsiderably Better Improvement Moderate No Adopted Standard - State standard '8 e,S concen ra'lun measured a Parts Per Million (ppm) Threshold
Than Target Stateline, NV monitoring station )
Evaluation
Reduce traffi I the U.S. 50 Corridor by 7 t
© 'uce rafticvolumes on the orridor by 7 percen Percent increase/decrease from 1981
Considerably Better Moderate during the winter from the 1981 base year between 4:00 p.m. winter (December through March) 2015
3 Air Quality Carbon Monoxide (CO) Winter Traffic Volume o a0y Bette Improvement Moderate and 12:00 midnight, provided that those traffic volumes shall er (December through Ma Percent (%) Threshold
Than Target . traffic volumes enumerated on .
be amended as necessary to meet the respective state 3 Evaluation
Highway 50 at Park Avenue
standards.
Moderat: Highest 1-h 2015
y At or Somewhat Better ocerate . Maintain ozone concentrations at or below 0.08 parts per ighest .ouraverage ozc?ne .
4 Air Quality 0Ozone (0;) 1-hour Ozone Improvement High o concentration measured within a year |Parts Per Million (ppm) Threshold
Than Target million averaged over 1 hour. ) ° ’
at any monitoring station Evaluation
Moderate Highest 8-hour average ozone 2015
‘ Somewhat Worse Than ) ) A )
5 Air Quality Ozone (0,) 8-hour Ozone Target Improvement High No Adopted Standard - State standard concentration measured within a year |Parts Per Million (ppm) Threshold
8 at any monitoring station Evaluation
Moderate 2015
Considerably Better Maintain oxides of nitrogen (NO,) emissions at or below the " - -
6 Air Quality Ozone (03) Oxides of Nitrogen y Improvement Moderate gen (NO,) Nitrogen Dioxide Annual Average | Parts Per Billion (ppb) Threshold
Than Target 1981 level. .
Evaluation
3-year average of the 4th-highest dail
Moderate ) I ve: bt ghest daly 2015
. " At or Somewhat Better Federal: The 3-year average of the 4th-highest daily maximum | maximum ozone concentration in -
7 Air Quality Ozone (05) Ozone 3-year Average Improvement Moderate ) L Parts Per Billion (ppb) Threshold
Than Target must not exceed concentration standard of 0.075 ppm. parts per million (ppm) at any Evaluation
monitoring location.
Considerably Better Moderate California: highest one-hour, not to exceed 0.18 ppm; 2015
8 Air Quality Ozone (0;) Ozone highest one-hour concentration Than Tar ety Improvement Moderate Nevada/Federal: highest one-hour NO2 concentration not to |highest one hour NO2 concentration  [Parts Per Million (ppm) Threshold
8 exceed 0.10 ppm. Evaluation
Considerably Better California: Annual average NO2 concentration not to exceed 2015
9 Air Quality Ozone (05) Ozone Annual concentration v Little or No Change Moderate . 8 annual average NO2 concentration Parts Per Million (ppm) Threshold
Than Target 0.030 ppm, Evaluation




Achieve an extinction coefficient of 25 Mm™ at least 50 percent
of the time as calculated from aerosol species concentrations

2015
. " . it . At or Somewhat Better | . i itoring si i Extinction coefficient and distance of ~ |Lj incti )
10 Air Quality Regional Visibility Bliss State Park 50% Little or No Change Moderate measured at t.he Bliss State‘ Park rf'\omtorlng site (visual range of P nghl extln}ctlon (Mm™) and Threshold
Than Target 156 km, 97 miles); Calculations will be made on three year visibility Miles or Kilometers Evaluation
running periods using the existing 1991-1993 monitoring data
as the performance standards to be met or exceeded.
Achieve an extinction coefficient of 34 Mm™ at least 90 percent
of the time as calculated from aerosol species concentrations 2015
. " . it . At or Somewhat Better | . i itoring si i Extinction coefficient and distance of L incti )
11 Air Quality Regional Visibility Bliss State Park 90% Little or No Change Moderate measured at t.he Bliss StateAPark rr.lomtorlng site (visual range of P nghl extln}ctlon (Mm™) and Threshold
Than Target 115 km, 71 miles). Calculations will be made on three year visibility Miles or Kilometers Evaluation
running periods using the existing 1991-1993 monitoring data
as the performance standards to be met or exceeded.
Achieve an extinction coefficient of 50 Mm™ at least 50 percent
of the time as calculated from aerosol species concentrations
. measured at the South Lake Tahoe monitoring site (visual range| . . . - . . - Bt 2015
Insufficient Data to Extinction coefficient and distance of
12 Air Quality Sub-Regional Visibility South Lake 50% No status determination N/A of 78 km, 48 miles); Calculations will be made on three year — nghl extln.ctlon {Mm”) and Threshold
Determine Trend 3 ) - )y 3 visibility Miles or Kilometers .
running periods. Beginning with the existing 1991-93 Evaluation
monitoring data as the performance standards to be met or
exceeded.)
Achieve an extinction coefficient of 125 Mm™ at least 90
percent of the time as calculated from aerosol species
concentrations measured at the South Lake Tahoe monitoring 2015
Insufficient Data to i i i i i Extinction coefficient and distance of  |Lj incti =
13 Air Quality Sub-Regional Visibility South Lake 90% No status determination " N/A site (visual range of 31km, 19 mwle?). (Falculél\ons W",I b}e made N nght extm}ctmn (Mm”) and Threshold
Determine Trend on three year running periods. Beginning with the existing 1991-|visibility Miles or Kilometers Evaluation
93
monitoring data as the performance standards to be met or
exceeded.)
Maintain Particulate Matter10 at or below 50pug/m3 measured
. . . over a 24-hour period using gravimetric or beta attenuation . . 2015
Respirable and Fine Particulate Somewhat Worse Than . . microgram/cubic meter
14 Air Quality Matptler ! o PM10 24-hour Tar e:v Little or No Change Moderate methods or any equivalent procedure which can be shown to  [Highest 24 hour PM,, Concentrations g} / Threshold
8 provide equivalent results at or near the level of air quality (ug/m’) Evaluation
standard.
Maintain Particulate Matter10 at or below annual arithmetic
. . . . Moderate average of 20ug/m3 using gravimetric or beta attenuation . . 2015
Respirable and Fine Particulate Considerably Better N micrograms/cubic meter
15 Air Quality Pl ! o PM10 Annual Average ! v Improvement Moderate methods or any equivalent procedure which can be shown to  [Annual Average Concentration of PM,, g} / Threshold
Matter Than Target . ) (ug/m?) .
provide equivalent results at or near the level of air quality Evaluation
standard.
Maintain Particulate Matter2.5 at or below 35ug/m3 measured
. . . over a 24-hour period using gravimetric or beta attenuation . . 2015
R bl Fine Particul; Al hat B micrograms/cubic meter
16 Air Quality espirable and Fine Particulate | oy, ¢ 24 hour tor Somewhat BEHer e or No Change | Moderate methods or any equivalent procedure which can be shown to | 24-hour PM, s Concentration grams/ Threshold
Matter Than Target . ) (ug/m?) .
provide equivalent results at or near the level of air quality Evaluation
standard.
Maintain Particulate Matter2.5 at or below annual arithmetic
average of 12ug/m3 using gravimetric or beta attenuation N . . 2015
. " Respirable and Fine Particulate Considerably Better . 8 He/ . €8 N Annual Average Concentration of microgram/cubic meter
17 Air Quality PM2.5 Annual Average Little or No Change Moderate methods or any equivalent procedure which can be shown to S Threshold
Matter Than Target . . PM, 5 (ug/m’) <
provide equivalent results at or near the level of air quality Evaluation
standard.
Percent increase/decrease in vehicle
M iles t1 | 1981 levels. Indi 201!
! " ’ Ator Somewhat Better | ™1der3te Reduce vehicle miles of travel in the Basin by 10% of the 101 | ™ 1e¢ travel from 1981 levels. Indicator 015
18 Air Quality Nitrate Deposition Vehicle Miles Traveled Improvement Moderate values estimated from peak summer |Percent (%) Threshold
Than Target base year values y .
traffic volume data multiplied by a Evaluation
constant of 3.42.
Reduce the transport of nitrates into the Basin and reduce |mplementation of management 2015
19 Air Quality Nitrate Deposition Nitrate Deposition Implemented N/A N/A oxides of nitrogen (NOx) produced in the Basin consistent with P . 8 N/A Threshold
standard into the Regional Plan )
the water quality thresholds. Evaluation
It is the policy of the TRPA Governing Board in the development |mplementation of policy statement 2015
20 Air Quality Odor Odor Implemented N/A N/A of the Regional Plan to reduce fumes from diesel engines to the |. P . poley N/A Threshold
y into the Regional Plan )
extent possible. Evaluation
WATER ITY
Concentration:
Deep Water (Pelagic) Lake Pelagic nitrogen Reduce dissolved inorganic nitrogen (N) loading from all Total me/L 2015
21 Water Quality P 8 g 8 No status determination |N/A N/A sources by 25 percent of the 1973-81 annual Threshold
Tahoe loading Load .
annual average. load Evaluation
ke/yr.
The annual average deep water (pelagic) transparency as
measured by Secchi disk shall Secchi 2015
" Deep Water (Pelagic) Lake . Somewhat Worse Than | . N Meters
2 Water Quality P (Pelagic Annual Average Secchi Disk Little or No Change Moderate not be decreased below 29.7 meters (97.4 feet), the average  |disc Threshold
Tahoe Target (m) .
levels recorded between depth Evaluation

1967 and 1971 by the University of California, Davis.




The percentage of the light

2015
Deep Water (Pelagic) Lak AtorS hat Bett bsorbed ttered i
23 Water Quality eep Water (Pelagic) Lake Vertical Extinction Coefficient or>omewhat Better Little or No Change Moderate No Adopted Standard - State standard Vertical Extinction Coefficient absorbec or scav erecina Threshold
Tahoe Than Target meter-long vertical column of .
Evaluation
water
Deep Water (Pelagic) Lake Considerably Worse Maintain annual mean phytoplankton primary productivity at rams 2015
24 Water Quality P 8 Primary Productivity v Rapid Decline High phytop P P ¥ 8 grams/m2/yr. Threshold
Tahoe Than Target or below: 52gmC/m2/yr. Carbon/m2/yr. X
Evaluation
This threshold is currently being exceeded and will likely 2015
2 Water Quality Deep Water (Pelagic) Lake Recognition of Threshold Implemented N/A N/A cvontinue to be. exceeded un.ti\ some . ) N/A N/A Threshold
Tahoe Standard exceedance time after full implementation of the loading reductions .
: Evaluation
prescribed by the thresholds.
Reduce the loading of dissolved phosphorus, iron, and other Total Concentration: 2015
" Deep Water (Pelagic) Lake . " ) N algal nutrients from all sources mg/L
26 Water Quality Pelagic phosphorus loading - pp & clarity No status determination |N/A N/A . . . . annual Threshold
Tahoe as required to achieve ambient standards for primary Load )
., load Evaluation
productivity and transparency kg/yr.
Reduce the loading of dissolved phosphorus, iron, and other Total Concentration: 2015
Deep Water (Pelagic) Lak Igal nutrients fi Il L
27 Water Quality eep Water (Pelagic) Lake Pelagic nitrogen loading - pp & clarity No status determination |N/A N/A alga nu. rents '°f" 2 sour.ces . annual me/ Threshold
Tahoe as required to achieve ambient standards for primary Load )
L load Evaluation
productivity and transparency kg/yr.
Reduce the loading of dissolved phosphorus, iron, and other Total Concentration: 2015
" Deep Water (Pelagic) Lake . " . N algal nutrients from all sources mg/L
28 Water Quality Pelagic iron loading - pp & clarity No status determination |N/A N/A . . . . annual Threshold
Tahoe as required to achieve ambient standards for primary Load )
. load Evaluation
productivity and transparency kg/yr.
Reduce dissolved inorganic nitrogen loads from surface runoff
by approximately 50 percent,
from groundwater approximately 30 percent, and from
atmospheric sources approximately 20
percent of the 1973-81 annual average. This threshold relies on
predicted reductions in pollutant Concentration:
Deep Water (Pelagic) Lake loadings from out-of-basin sources as part of the total Total mg/L 2015
29 Water Quality P 8 Pelagic nitrogen loading surface runoff No status determination |N/A N/A 8 . . P annual 8 Threshold
Tahoe pollutant loading reduction necessary to Load .
N . load Evaluation
attain environmental standards, even though the Agency has kg/yr.
no direct control over out-of basin
sources. The cooperation of the states of California and Nevada
will be required to
control sources of air pollution which contribute nitrogen
loadings to the Lake Tahoe Region
Reduce dissolved inorganic nitrogen loads from surface runoff
by approximately 50 percent,
from groundwater approximately 30 percent, and from
atmospheric sources approximately 20
percent of the 1973-81 annual average. This threshold relies on
predicted reductions in pollutant Total Concentration: 2015
Deep Water (Pelagic) Lak loadings fi t-of-basil t of the total L
30 Water Quality eep Water (Pelagic) Lake Pelagic nitrogen loading groundwater No status determination |N/A N/A 0adings from ?u © afm sources as part ofthe tota annual me/ Threshold
Tahoe pollutant loading reduction necessary to load Load Evaluation
attain environmental standards, even though the Agency has kg/yr.
no direct control over out-of basin
sources. The cooperation of the states of California and Nevada
will be required to
control sources of air pollution which contribute nitrogen
loadings to the Lake Tahoe Region
Reduce dissolved inorganic nitrogen loads from surface runoff
by approximately 50 percent,
from groundwater approximately 30 percent, and from
atmospheric sources approximately 20
percent of the 1973-81 annual average. This threshold relies on
predicted reductions in pollutant Concentration:
Deep Water (Pelagic) Lake loadings from out-of-basin sources as part of the total Total mg/L 2015
31 Water Quality P € Pelagic nitrogen loading atmospheric sources  [No status determination |N/A N/A gs o : P annual N Threshold
Tahoe pollutant loading reduction necessary to Load .
. : load Evaluation
attain environmental standards, even though the Agency has ke/yr.
no direct control over out-of basin
sources. The cooperation of the states of California and Nevada
will be required to
control sources of air pollution which contribute nitrogen
loadings to the Lake Tahoe Region
Concentration:
Reduce dissolved inorganic nitrogen loading to Lake Tahoe Total me/L 2015
32 Water Quality Nearshore (Littoral) Lake Tahoe [ Littoral Total DIN Loading No status determination |N/A N/A from all sources by 25 percent of annual Load Threshold
the 1973-81 annual average. load Evaluation

kg/yr.




Reduce dissolved inorganic nitrogen loads from surface runoff
by approximately 50 percent, from groundwater approximately
30 percent, and from atmospheric sources approximately 20
percent of the 1973-81 annual average. This threshold relies on

Concentration:

predicted reductions in pollutant loadings from out-of-basin Total 2015
33 Water Quality Nearshore (Littoral) Lake Tahoe | Littoral nitrogen loading surface runoff No status determination |N/A N/A sources as part of the total pollutant loading reduction annual [nga/; Threshold
necessary to attain environmental standards, even though the |load Ke/yr. Evaluation
Agency has no direct control over out of Basin sources. The
cooperation of the states of California and Nevada will be
required to control sources of air pollution which contribute
nitrogen loadings to the Lake Tahoe Region.
Reduce dissolved inorganic nitrogen loads from surface runoff
by approximately 50 percent, from groundwater approximately
30 percent, and from atmospheric sources approximately 20
percent of the 1973-81 annual average. This threshold relies on
predicted reductions in pollutant loadings from out-of-basin 2015
34 Water Quality Nearshore (Littoral) Lake Tahoe | Littoral nitrogen loading groundwater No status determination |N/A N/A sources as part of the total pollutant loading reduction Metric tons of DIN/year MT/year Threshold
necessary to attain environmental standards, even though the Evaluation
Agency has no direct control over out of Basin sources. The
cooperation of the states of California and Nevada will be
required to control sources of air pollution which contribute
nitrogen loadings to the Lake Tahoe Region.
Reduce dissolved inorganic nitrogen loads from surface runoff
by approximately 50 percent, from groundwater approximately
30 percent, and from atmospheric sources approximately 20
percent of the 1973-81 annual average. This threshold relies on . . R
predicted reductions in pollutant loadings from out-of-basin Metric tons of m.n.nen‘t,s loaded via rain 2015
35 Water Quality Nearshore (Littoral) Lake Tahoe | Littoral nitrogen loading atmospheric sources No status determination |N/A N/A sources as part of the total pollutant loading reduction and sn.o.w c‘lleposlnon ("wet ; g/hectare/year or MT/year Threshold
necessary to attain environmental standards, even though the deposition”) at Ward Freek site per Evaluation
- . year from atmospheric sources
Agency has no direct control over out of Basin sources. The
cooperation of the states of California and Nevada will be
required to control sources of air pollution which contribute
nitrogen loadings to the Lake Tahoe Region.
Decrease sediment load as required to attain turbidity values
At or Somewhat Better | Insufficient Data to not to exceed three NTU. In Nephelometric 2015
36 Water Quality Nearshore (Littoral) Lake Tahoe | Littoral Turbidity - stream zone N Moderate addition, turbidity shall not exceed one NTU in shallow waters |Turbidity Turbidity Unit Threshold
Than Target Determine Trend .
of the Lake not directly (NTU) Evaluation
influenced by stream discharges.
Decrease sediment load as required to attain turbidity values
At or Somewhat Better | Insufficient Data to not to exceed three NTU. In Nephelometric 2015
37 Water Quality Nearshore (Littoral) Lake Tahoe | Littoral Turbidity - non-stream N Moderate addition, turbidity shall not exceed one NTU in shallow waters |Turbidity Turbidity Unit Threshold
Than Target Determine Trend .
of the Lake not directly (NTU) Evaluation
influenced by stream discharges.
Reduce the loading of dissolved inorganic nitrogen, dissolved N
phosphorus, iron, and other ConcLentratlon: 2015
38 Water Quality Nearshore (Littoral) Lake Tahoe | Littoral phosphorus loading - pp & periphyton No status determination |N/A N/A algal nutrients from all sources to meet the 1967-71 mean Total annual load rLT:)ga/d Threshold
values for phytoplankton primary Ke/yr. Evaluation
productivity and periphyton biomass in the littoral zone.
Reduce the loading of dissolved inorganic nitrogen, dissolved N
phosphorus, iron, and other ConcLentratlon: 2015
39 Water Quality Nearshore (Littoral) Lake Tahoe | Littoral nitrogen loading - pp & periphyton No status determination |N/A N/A algal nutrients from all sources to meet the 1967-71 mean Total annual load rLT:)ga/d Threshold
values for phytoplankton primary Ke/yr. Evaluation
productivity and periphyton biomass in the littoral zone.
Reduce the loading of dissolved inorganic nitrogen, dissolved N
Concentration:
phosphorus, iron, and other me/L 2015
40 Water Quality Nearshore (Littoral) Lake Tahoe | Littoral iron loading - pp & periphyton No status determination |N/A N/A algal nutrients from all sources to meet the 1967-71 mean Total annual load Load Threshold
values for phytoplankton primary Ke/yr. Evaluation
productivity and periphyton biomass in the littoral zone. )
Support actions to reduce the extent and distribution of 2015
41 Water Quality Attached Algae Attached Algae No status determination |Little or No Change Low excessive periphyton (attached) algae in the nearshore (littoral |Areal extent and density of periphyton | Periphyton biomass index (PBI) | Threshold
zone) of Lake Tahoe. Evaluation
Prevent the introduction of new aquatic invasive species into
the region’s waters and
reduce the abundance and distribution of known aquatic 2015
42 Water Quality Aquatic Invasive Species AlS Prevention No status determination |Little or No Change Low invasive species. Abate harmful Number of new AIS / Areal extent AIS. |# of AIS / M2 of Threshold
ecological, economic, social and public health impacts resulting Evaluation

from aquatic invasive
species.




Prevent the introduction of new aquatic invasive species into
the region’s waters and

reduce the abundance and distribution of known aquatic 2015
43 Water Quality Aquatic Invasive Species AIS Abundance No status determination |N/A N/A invasive species. Abate harmful N/A N/A Threshold
ecological, economic, social and public health impacts resulting Evaluation
from aquatic invasive
species.
Prevent the introduction of new aquatic invasive species into
the region’s waters and
reduce the abundance and distribution of known aquatic 2015
44 Water Quality Aquatic Invasive Species AlS Distribution No status determination |N/A N/A invasive species. Abate harmful N/A N/A Threshold
ecological, economic, social and public health impacts resulting Evaluation
from aquatic invasive
species.
Prevent the introduction of new aquatic invasive species into
the region’s waters and
reduce the abundance and distribution of known aquatic 2015
45 Water Quality Aquatic Invasive Species AIS ecological impacts No status determination |N/A N/A invasive species. Abate harmful N/A N/A Threshold
ecological, economic, social and public health impacts resulting Evaluation
from aquatic invasive
species.
Prevent the introduction of new aquatic invasive species into
the region’s waters and
reduce the abundance and distribution of known aquatic 2015
46 Water Quality Aquatic Invasive Species AlS social impacts No status determination |N/A N/A invasive species. Abate harmful N/A N/A Threshold
ecological, economic, social and public health impacts resulting Evaluation
from aquatic invasive
species.
Prevent the introduction of new aquatic invasive species into
the region’s waters and
reduce the abundance and distribution of known aquatic 2015
47 Water Quality Agquatic Invasive Species AlS economic impacts No status determination |N/A N/A invasive species. Abate harmful N/A N/A Threshold
ecological, economic, social and public health impacts resulting Evaluation
from aquatic invasive
species.
Prevent the introduction of new aquatic invasive species into
the region’s waters and
reduce the abundance and distribution of known aquatic 2015
48 Water Quality Aquatic Invasive Species AlS public health impacts No status determination |N/A N/A invasive species. Abate harmful N/A N/A Threshold
ecological, economic, social and public health impacts resulting Evaluation
from aquatic invasive
species.
Same as most stringent State
standard.
Proportion of Milligrams/Liter (mg/L) for
individual nutrients; percentage of
Attain applicable state standards for concentrations of measurements individual measurements 2015
49 Water Quality Tributaries Nitrogen Concentration - streams Somewhat Worse Than | 1o or No Change Moderate dissolved inorganic nitrogen, dissolved phosphorus, and that exceeding Threshold
Target dissolved iron. Attain a 90 percentile value for suspended exceed 60 Evaluation
sediment concentration of 60 mg/1. 60 mg/L
mg/L for
of sediment
suspended
sediment
Attain applicable state standards for concentrations of 2015
50 Water Quality Tributarles Phosphorus concentration - streams Somewhat Worse Than Little or No Change Moderate d!ssolved !norgamc.mtrogen, dwssovlved phosphorus, and Annual Totfal Phosphorus mg/l and number of standard Threshold
Target dissolved iron. Attain a 90 percentile value for suspended Concentration exceedances Evaluation
sediment concentration of 60 mg/1.
Attain applicable state standards for concentrations of
" " . . _— dissolved inorganic nitrogen, dissolved phosphorus, and . . mg/l and number of standard 2015
51 Water Quality Tributaries Iron concentration streams No status determination |N/A N/A . . N . Annual Dissolved Iron Concentration Threshold
dissolved iron. Attain a 90 percentile value for suspended exceedances .
" : Evaluation
sediment concentration of 60 mg/1.
Attain applicable state standards for concentrations of 2015
52 Water Quality Tributaries Suspended Sediment concentration streams Considerably Better Little or No Change Moderate d!SSDWEd !norgamcvnltrogen, d\sso.lved phosphorus, and Suspended Sediment Concentration me/l and number of standard Threshold
Than Target dissolved iron. Attain a 90 percentile value for suspended exceedances .
. . Evaluation
sediment concentration of 60 mg/1.
Reduce total annual nutrient and suspended sediment load to Annual load of nitrogen (and nitrogen 2015
53 Water Quality Tributaries Nitrogen load streams No status determination |Little or No Change Low achieve loading thresholds for species) MT/year or kg/year Threshold
littoral and pelagic Lake Tahoe. Evaluation
Moderate Reduce total annual nutrient and suspended sediment load to 2015
" " . — . . Annual load of total phosphorus (and
54 Water Quality Tributaries Phosphorus load streams No status determination |Improvement Low achieve loading thresholds for hosphorus species) MT/year or kg/year Threshold
littoral and pelagic Lake Tahoe. phospnorus sp Evaluation




Moderate Reduce total annual nutrient and suspended sediment load to Annual load of suspended sediment 2015
55 Water Quality Tributaries Suspended sediment loads streams No status determination |Improvement Low achieve loading thresholds for y P " N MT/year or kg/year Threshold
" : from all monitored tributaries .
littoral and pelagic Lake Tahoe. Evaluation
Achieve a 90 percentile concentration value for dissolved
Dissolved inorganic nitrogen concentrations Insufficient Data to inorganic nitrogen of 0.5 mg/1, for 2015
56 Water Quality Surface Runoff & 8 No status determination N Low dissolved phosphorus of 0.1 mg/1, and for dissolved iron of 0.5 | Concentration of Inorganic Nitrogen mg/| Threshold
storm water Determine Trend . " :
mg/1 in surface runoff directly Evaluation
discharged to a surface water body in the Basin.
Achieve a 90 percentile concentration value for dissolved
Insufficient Data to inorganic nitrogen of 0.5 mg/1, for 2015
57 Water Quality Surface Runoff Phosphorus concentration -storm water No status determination Determine Trend Low dissolved phosphorus of 0.1 mg/1, and for dissolved iron of 0.5 | concentration of total phosphate mg/| Threshold
mg/1 in surface runoff directly Evaluation
discharged to a surface water body in the Basin.
Achieve a 90 percentile concentration value for dissolved
inorganic nitrogen of 0.5 mg/1, for 2015
58 Water Quality Surface Runoff Iron concentration -storm water No status determination |N/A N/A dissolved phosphorus of 0.1 mg/1, and for dissolved iron of 0.5 | concentration of total iron mg/| Threshold
mg/1 in surface runoff directly Evaluation
discharged to a surface water body in the Basin.
Proportion
of
individual 2015
Insufficient Data t Achi 90 til trati lue f ded t:
59 Water Quality Surface Runoff Suspended Sediment concentration -storm water |No status determination neu \chen ata to Low N »IEVE 299 percentile concentration value for suspende measurements Percentage Threshold
Determine Trend sediment of 250 mg/1. that .
Evaluation
exceed
250
mg/L
Insufficient Data to Reduce total annual nutrient and suspended sediment loads as | Total 2015
60 Water Quality Surface Runoff Suspended Sediment load storm water No status determination " Low necessary to achieve loading annual kg/yr. Threshold
Determine Trend : " " :
thresholds for tributaries and littoral and pelagic Lake Tahoe. |load Evaluation
Reduce total annual nutrient and suspended sediment loads as |Total 2015
61 Water Quality Surface Runoff FSP load storm water No status determination |Little or No Change Low necessary to achieve loading annual kg/yr. Threshold
thresholds for tributaries and littoral and pelagic Lake Tahoe. load Evaluation
- Reduce total annual nutrient and suspended sediment loads as |Total 2015
" - Insufficient Data to . :
62 Water Quality Surface Runoff Phosphorus load storm water No status determination " Low necessary to achieve loading annual kg/yr. Threshold
Determine Trend : " " :
thresholds for tributaries and littoral and pelagic Lake Tahoe. |load Evaluation
Insufficient Data to Reduce total annual nutrient and suspended sediment loads as |Total 2015
63 Water Quality Surface Runoff Nitrogen load storm water No status determination Determine Trend Low necessary to achieve loading annual kg/yr. Threshold
thresholds for tributaries and littoral and pelagic Lake Tahoe. load Evaluation
Maximum concentration of
Surface runoff infiltration into the groundwater shall comply - . P
. " constituent in waters infiltrated into
with the uniform Regional Runoff soils: Total nitrogen =5 mg/L; total mg/L 2015
64 Water Quality Groundwater Discharge to groundwater - nitrogen No status determination [N/A N/A Quality Guidelines as set forth in Table 4-12 of the Draft howphate -1 mg/L_ imni e/l or Threshold
Environmental Threshold Carrying p 'p‘ B/L " NTU Evaluation
3 turbidity = 200 JTU; grease and oil = 40
Capacity Study Report, May, 1982.
mg/L.
Maxi trati f
Surface runoff infiltration into the groundwater shall comply axlrrvum C?ncen " {0'1. ° N
: " : constituent in waters infiltrated into
with the uniform Regional Runoff soils: Total nitrogen =5 mg/L; total mg/L 2015
65 Water Quality Groundwater Discharge to groundwater - phosphorus No status determination |N/A N/A Quality Guidelines as set forth in Table 4-12 of the Draft hos‘ hate =1 mg/L-;ron-EA ;ng/L- r Threshold
Environmental Threshold Carrying phosprate ™ e/ ron=Smelk Nty Evaluation
turbidity = 200 JTU; grease and oil = 40
Capacity Study Report, May, 1982.
mg/L.
Maximum concentration of
Surface runoff infiltration into the groundwater shall comply - . P
. " constituent in waters infiltrated into
with the uniform Regional Runoff soils: Total nitrogen =5 mg/L; total mg/L 2015
66 Water Quality Groundwater Discharge to groundwater - iron No status determination |N/A N/A Quality Guidelines as set forth in Table 4-12 of the Draft hus‘ hate =1 mg/L' iron*EA ;ﬂg/L' r Threshold
Environmental Threshold Carrying p 'p‘ B/L " NTU Evaluation
3 turbidity = 200 JTU; grease and oil = 40
Capacity Study Report, May, 1982.
mg/L.
Maxi trati f
Surface runoff infiltration into the groundwater shall comply axl{num c?ncen @ I.On. ° N
: " : constituent in waters infiltrated into
with the uniform Regional Runoff soils: Total nitrogen =5 me/L; total mg/L 2015
67 Water Quality Groundwater Discharge to groundwater - turbidity No status determination |N/A N/A Quality Guidelines as set forth in Table 4-12 of the Draft ho; hate =1 mg/L- iron-gA ;ng/L- r Threshold
Environmental Threshold Carrying phose! 8 G |wTu Evaluation
N turbidity = 200 JTU; grease and oil = 40
Capacity Study Report, May, 1982.
mg/L.
Maximum concentration of
Surface runoff infiltration into the groundwater shall comply . . - .
. y . constituent in waters infiltrated into
with the uniform Regional Runoff soils: Total nitrogen =5 mg/L; total g/L 2015
68 Water Quality Groundwater Discharge to groundwater- grease and oil No status determination |N/A N/A Quality Guidelines as set forth in Table 4-12 of the Draft . & . &L r Threshold
R N phosphate =1 mg/L; iron=4 mg/L; X
Environmental Threshold Carrying NTU Evaluation

Capacity Study Report, May, 1982.

turbidity = 200 JTU; grease and oil = 40
mg/L.




Where there is a direct and immediate hydraulic connection
between ground and surface

Maximum concentration of
constituent in waters infiltrated into

; - " N mg/L 2015
. y ) _— waters, discharges to groundwater shall meet the guidelines for | soils: Total nitrogen =.5 mg/L; total
69 Water Quality Groundwater Discharge to lake - nitrogen No status determination |N/A N/A . . or Threshold
surface discharges, and the phosphate =.1 mg/L; iron= 0.5 mg/L; NTU Evaluation
Uniform Regional Runoff Quality Guide lines shall be amended |turbidity = 20 JTU; grease and oil = 2
accordingly. mg/L.
Where there is a direct and immediate hydraulic connection Maximum concentration of
between ground and surface constituent in waters infiltrated into
waters, discharges to groundwater shall meet the guidelines for |soils: Total nitrogen =.5 mg/L; total me/L 2015
70 Water Quality Groundwater Discharge to lake - phosphorus No status determination [N/A N/A o 8 8 € . gen => me/t or Threshold
surface discharges, and the phosphate =.1 mg/L; iron= 0.5 mg/L; NTU Evaluation
Uniform Regional Runoff Quality Guide lines shall be amended |turbidity = 20 JTU; grease and oil = 2
accordingly. mg/L.
Where there is a direct and immediate hydraulic connection Maximum concentration of
between ground and surface constituent in waters infiltrated into m/L 2015
. y . _— waters, discharges to groundwater shall meet the guidelines for | soils: Total nitrogen =.5 mg/L; total 8
71 Water Quality Groundwater Discharge to lake - iron No status determination |N/A N/A . . or Threshold
surface discharges, and the phosphate =.1 mg/L; iron= 0.5 mg/L; NTU Evaluation
Uniform Regional Runoff Quality Guide lines shall be amended |turbidity = 20 JTU; grease and oil = 2
accordingly. mg/L.
Where there is a direct and immediate hydraulic connection Maximum concentration of
between ground and surface constituent in waters infiltrated into
waters, discharges to groundwater shall meet the guidelines for |soils: Total nitrogen =.5 mg/L; total me/L 2015
72 Water Quality Groundwater Discharge to lake - turbidity No status determination [N/A N/A o 8 8 € . gen => me/L or Threshold
surface discharges, and the phosphate =.1 mg/L; iron= 0.5 mg/L; NTU Evaluation
Uniform Regional Runoff Quality Guide lines shall be amended |turbidity = 20 JTU; grease and oil = 2
accordingly. mg/L.
Where there is a direct and immediate hydraulic connection Maximum concentration of
between ground and surface constituent in waters infiltrated into me/L 2015
. y . _— waters, discharges to groundwater shall meet the guidelines for | soils: Total nitrogen =.5 mg/L; total
73 Water Quality Groundwater Discharge to lake- grease and oil No status determination |N/A N/A . . or Threshold
surface discharges, and the phosphate =.1 mg/L; iron= 0.5 mg/L; NTU Evaluation
Uniform Regional Runoff Quality Guide lines shall be amended |turbidity = 20 JTU; grease and oil = 2
accordingly. mg/L.
mg/L; 2015
74 Water Quality Other Lakes Attain existing water quality standards. No status determination |N/A N/A Attain existing water quality standards. Same as State standards meters Threshold
(m) Evaluation

2015 THRESHOLD EVALUATION-SOIL CONSERVATION

or subdivided, to attain a 5 percent total increase in the area of
naturally functioning SEZ lands.

2015
Considerably Bett Py ti i inland
75 Soil Conservation Impervious Cover Bailey Land Coverage Class 1la onsiclerably Betier Little or No Change Moderate Bailey Land Coverage —Class 1a (1%) ercel?. \mpervious coverin fan Percent (%) Threshold
Than Target capability class )
Evaluation
Considerably Worse | Moderate Percent impervious cover in land 201
76 Soil Conservation Impervious Cover Bailey Land Coverage Class 1b v Improvement Moderate Bailey Land Coverage - Class 1b (1%) o P Percent (%) Threshold
Than Target capability class )
Evaluation
At or Somewhat Better Percent impervious cover in land 2015
77 Soil Conservation Impervious Cover Bailey Land Coverage Class 1c Little or No Change Moderate Bailey Land Coverage - Class 1c (1%) " P Percent (%) Threshold
Than Target capability class X
Evaluation
Somewhat Worse Than Percent impervious cover in land 2015
78 Soil Conservation Impervious Cover Bailey Land Coverage Class 2 Little or No Change Moderate Bailey Land Coverage - Class 2 (1%) o P Percent (%) Threshold
Target capability class )
Evaluation
Considerably Better Percent impervious cover in land 2015
7 Soil Conservation Impervious Cover Bailey Land Coverage Class 3 g Little or No Change | Moderate Bailey Land Coverage - Class 3 (5%) e Percent (%) Threshold
Than Target capability class X
Evaluation
Considerably Better Percent impervious cover in land 2015
80 Soil Conservation Impervious Cover Bailey Land Coverage Class 4 v Little or No Change Moderate Bailey Land Coverage - Class 4 (20%) o P Percent (%) Threshold
Than Target capability class )
Evaluation
Considerably Better Percent impervious cover in land 2015
81 Soil Conservation Impervious Cover Bailey Land Coverage Class 5 g Little or No Change | Moderate Bailey Land Coverage - Class 5 (25%) e Percent (%) Threshold
Than Target capability class X
Evaluation
Considerably Better Percent impervious cover inland 2015
82 Soil Conservation Impervious Cover Bailey Land Coverage Class 6 v Little or No Change Moderate Bailey Land Coverage - Class 6 (30%) o P Percent (%) Threshold
Than Target capability class .
Evaluation
Considerably Better Percent impervious cover in land 2015
83 Soil Conservation Impervious Cover Bailey Land Coverage Class 7 v Little or No Change Moderate Bailey Land Coverage - Class 7 (30%) " P Percent (%) Threshold
Than Target capability class )
Evaluation
Preserve existing naturally functioning SEZ lands in their
natural hydrologic condition, restore all disturbed SEZ lands in 2015
" : : : . undeveloped, unsubdivided lands, and restore 25 percent of Evidence of TRPA actions that support
84 Soil C: ti St E t Z Py SEZ functi Impl ted Littl No Ch; Moderatt . o - Threshold
off Conservation ream Environment zone reserve unction mplemente e orffo thange oderate the SEZ lands that have been identified as disturbed, developed | the Management Standard Ev;?jat?on




Preserve existing naturally functioning SEZ lands in their natural
hydrologic condition, restore all disturbed SEZ lands in

Insufficient Data to undeveloped, unsubdivided lands, and restore 25 percent of 2015
85 Soil Conservation Stream Environment Zone Restore undeveloped SEZ No status determination N N/A pec, ) " . P /A Threshold
Determine Trend the SEZ lands that have been identified as disturbed, developed .
i . . : Evaluation
or subdivided, to attain a 5 percent total increase in the area of
naturally functioning SEZ lands.
Preserve existing naturally functioning SEZ lands in their natural . .
N -, N . Stream Restoration Acres in the Urban
hydrologic condition, restore all disturbed SEZ lands in
. Moderate . and Rural Areas (also expressed as 2015
. . . " Considerably Worse undeveloped, unsubdivided lands, and restore 25 percent of .
86 Soil Conservation Stream Environment Zone Restore 25% disturbed SEZ Improvement Moderate B . N percent of stream environment zone | % Area Threshold
Than Target the SEZ lands that have been identified as disturbed, o )
e . . . |acres restored within the urban and Evaluation
developed or subdivided, to attain a 5 percent total increase in
- rural context)
the area of naturally functioning SEZ lands.
Preserve .exlsung ﬂatural\y functioning SEZ lands in (|7e|r natural Stream Restoration Acres in the Urban
hydrologic condition, restore all disturbed SEZ lands in
Moderate and Rural Areas (also expressed as 2015
’ . . . . At or Somewhat Better undeveloped, unsubdivided lands, and restore 25 percent of )
87 Soil Conservation Stream Environment Zone 5% increase SEZ function Improvement Moderate . " . percent of stream environment zone | % Area Threshold
Than Target the SEZ lands that have been identified as disturbed, developed L .
i " B N acres restored within the urban and Evaluation
or subdivided, to attain a 5 percent total increase in the area
- rural context)
of naturally functioning SEZ lands.
2015 THRESHOLD EVALU
* Maintain the existing species richness of the Basin by
providing for the perpetuation of the following plant
associations [9 vegetation associations]:
* Yellow Pine Forest: Jeffrey pine, white fir, incense cedar, sugar
pine.
* Red Fir Forest: red fir, Jeffrey pine, lodgepole pine, western
white pine, mountain hemlock, western juniper.
* Subalpine Forest: whitebark pine, mountain hemlock,
mountain mahogany.
* Shrub Association: greenleaf and pinemat manzanita, tobacco
brush, Sierra chinquapin, huckleberry oak, mountain
whitethorn.
* Sagebrush Scrub Vegetation: basin sagebrush, bitterbrush, . . . 2015
. ) . ) . At or Somewhat Better ) 8 B B Species Richness (Number of Major
88 Vegetation Common Vegetation Vegetation Community Richness Little or No Change Moderate Douglas chaenactis. . . % Area Threshold
Than Target : N . Vegetation Associations) >
* Deciduous Riparian: quaking aspen, mountain alder, black Evaluation
cottonwood, willow.
* Meadow Associations (Wet and Dry Meadow): mountain
squirrel tail, alpine gentian, whorled penstemon, asters,
fescues, mountain brome, corn lilies, mountain bentgrass,
hairgrass, marsh marigold, elephant heads, tinker's penney,
mountain timothy, sedges, rushes, buttercups.
* Wetland Associations (Marsh Vegetation): pond lilies,
buckbean, mare's tail, pondweed, common bladderwort, bottle
sedge, common spikerush.
* Cushion Plant Association (Alpine Scrub): alpine phlox, dwarf
ragwort, draba.
A d t f
Considerably Worse Relative Abundance - Of the total amount of undisturbed v:’:ia‘:izn ’t’e':"m:‘:;’ii') ol 2015
89 Vegetation Common Vegetation Abundance of Red Fir Forest in Seral Stages v Little or No Change Moderate vegetation in the Tahoe Basin: Maintain 15-25% of the Red Fir 'g P " & Acres and percent (%) Threshold
Than Target . diameter (<10.9"dbh) red fir )
Forest in seral stages other than mature. o Evaluation
classification
A d t f
Considerably Worse Relative Abundance - Of the total amount of undisturbed v:rzia'?i:n fer;esnm::;ir) :mal\ 2015
90 Vegetation Common Vegetation Abundance of Yellow Pine Forest in Seral Stages v Little or No Change Moderate vegetation in the Tahoe Basin: Maintain 15-25% of the Yellow |\ <o vpes § smal Acres and percent (%) Threshold
Than Target " X diameter (<10.9"dbh) Jeffrey pine .
(Jeffrey) Pine Forest in seral stages other than mature. e Evaluation
classification
Somewhat Worse Than Relative Abundance - Of the total amount of undisturbed Acres (and percent cover) of 2015
91 Vegetation Common Vegetation Abundance of Meadow and Wetlands Target Little or No Change Moderate vegetation in the Tahoe Basin: Maintain at least 4% meadow vegetation types meeting meadow and|Acres and percent (%) Threshold
¢ and wetland vegetation. wetland classification type Evaluation
. . Relative Abundance - Of the total amount of undisturbed Acres (and percent cover) of 2015
. . Considerably Better Insufficient Data to I . . .
92 Vegetation Common Vegetation Abundance of Shrubs . Low vegetation in the Tahoe Basin: Maintain no more than 25% vegetation types meeting shrub Acres and percent (%) Threshold
Than Target Determine Trend N - . . .
dominant shrub association vegetation. classification Evaluation
Considerably Worse Relative Abundance - Of the total amount of undisturbed Acres (and percent cover) of Riparian 2015
93 Vegetation Common Vegetation Abundance of Riparian Deciduous v Little or No Change Low vegetation in the Tahoe Basin: Maintain at least 4% deciduous . P P Acres and percent (%) Threshold
Than Target Lo . Deciduous Hardwoods .
riparian vegetation Evaluation




%

Vegetation

Common Vegetation

Size of New Forest Openings

Implemented

N/A

N/A

Provide for the proper jt
and age classes by:

1. Limiting acreage size of new forest openings to no more than
eight acres.

2. Adjacent openings shall not be of the same relative age class
or succession stage to avoid uniformity in stand composition
and age.

ition of vegetation itie:

Evidence of TRPA actions that support
the Management Standard

2015
Threshold
Evaluation

95

Vegetation

Common Vegetation

Stand composition and age

Implemented

N/A

N/A

Provide for the proper juxtaposition of vegetation communities
and age classes by:

1. Limiting acreage size of new forest openings to no more than
eight acres.

2. Adjacent openings shall not be of the same relative age class
or succession stage to avoid uniformity in stand composition
and age.

N/A

2015
Threshold
Evaluation

96

Vegetation

Common Vegetation

SEZ non-degradation

Implemented

N/A

N/A

A non-degradation standard to preserve plant communities
shall apply to native deciduous trees, wetlands, and meadows
while providing for opportunities to increase the acreage of
such riparian associations to be consistent with the SEZ
threshold.

Evidence of TRPA actions that support
the Management Standard

2015
Threshold
Evaluation

97

Vegetation

Common Vegetation

Bailey Capability

Implemented

N/A

N/A

Native vegetation shall be maintained at a maximum level to be
consistent with the limits defined in the Land Capability
Classification of the Lake Tahoe Basin, California-Nevada, A
Guide for Planning, Bailey, 1974, for allowable impervious cover
and permanent site disturbance.

Evidence of TRPA actions that support
the Management Standard

2015
Threshold
Evaluation

98

Vegetation

Common Vegetation

Appropriate management

Implemented

N/A

N/A

It shall be a policy of the TRPA Governing Board that a
nondegradation standard shall permit appropriate
management practices.

Evidence of TRPA support for policy

2015
Threshold
Evaluation

99

Vegetation

Late Seral/
0Old growth Ecosystems

Total Old growth

Considerably Worse
Than Target

Insufficient Data to
Determine Trend

Attain and maintain a minimum percentage of 55% by area of
forested lands within the Tahoe Region (excluding TRPA
designated urban areas) in a late seral or old growth condition,
and distributed across elevation zones. To achieve the 55%, the
elevation zones shall contribute as follows:

* The Sub-alpine zone (greater than 8,500 feet elevation) will
contribute 5% (7,600 acres) of the late seral acres (61% of the
Subalpine zone must be in a late seral or old growth condition);
* The Upper Montane zone (between 7,000 and 8,500 feet
elevation) will contribute 30% (45,900 acres) of the late seral
acres (60% of the Upper Montane zone must be in a late seral
or old growth condition);

« The Montane zone (lower than 7,000 feet elevation) will
contribute 20% (30,600 acres) of the late seral acres (48% of
the Montane zone must be in a late seral or old growth
condition).

Percent of subalpine, upper montane
and montane zone stand acres that
are dominated by late seral or old
growth characteristics (tree size >24”
dbh)

Acres and percent (%)

2015
Threshold
Evaluation

100

Vegetation

Late Seral/
Old growth Ecosystems

Sub-Alpine old growth

Considerably Worse
Than Target

Insufficient Data to
Determine Trend

Attain and maintain a minimum percentage of 55% by area of
forested lands within the Tahoe Region (excluding TRPA
designated urban areas) in a late seral or old growth condition,
and distributed across elevation zones. To achieve the 55%, the
elevation zones shall contribute as follows:

 The Sub-alpine zone (greater than 8,500 feet elevation) will
contribute 5% (7,600 acres) of the late seral acres (61% of the
Subalpine zone must be in a late seral or old growth condition);
* The Upper Montane zone (between 7,000 and 8,500 feet
elevation) will contribute 30% (45,900 acres) of the late seral
acres (60% of the Upper Montane zone must be in a late seral
or old growth condition);

* The Montane zone (lower than 7,000 feet elevation) will
contribute 20% (30,600 acres) of the late seral acres (48% of
the Montane zone must be in a late seral or old growth
condition).

Percent of subalpine, upper montane
and montane zone stand acres that
are dominated by late seral or old
growth characteristics (tree size >24”
dbh)

Acres and percent (%)

2015
Threshold
Evaluation




Attain and maintain a minimum percentage of 55% by area of
forested lands within the Tahoe Region (excluding TRPA
designated urban areas) in a late seral or old growth condition,
and distributed across elevation zones. To achieve the 55%, the
elevation zones shall contribute as follows:

* The Sub-alpine zone (greater than 8,500 feet elevation) will
contribute 5% (7,600 acres) of the late seral acres (61% of the

Percent of subalpine, upper montane

Late Seral/ Considerably Worse Insufficient Data to Subalpine zone must be in a late seral or old growth condition); |and montane zone stand acres that 2015
101 Vegetation Old growth Ecosystems Upper Montane old growth Than Tar; ety Determine Trend Low * The Upper Montane zone (between 7,000 and 8,500 feet are dominated by late seral or old Acres and percent (%) Threshold
8 elevation) will contribute 30% (45,900 acres) of the late seral growth characteristics (tree size >24” Evaluation
acres (60% of the Upper Montane zone must be in a late seral  |dbh)
or old growth condition);
* The Montane zone (lower than 7,000 feet elevation) will
contribute 20% (30,600 acres) of the late seral acres (48% of
the Montane zone must be in a late seral or old growth
condition).
Attain and maintain a minimum percentage of 55% by area of
forested lands within the Tahoe Region (excluding TRPA
designated urban areas) in a late seral or old growth condition,
and distributed across elevation zones. To achieve the 55%, the
elevation zones shall contribute as follows:
* The Sub-alpine zone (greater than 8,500 feet elevation) will
contribute 5% (7,600 acres) of the late seral acres (61% of the | Percent of subalpine, upper montane
Late Seral/ . - Subalpine zone must be in a late seral or old growth condition); |and montane zone stand acres that 2015
. Considerably Worse Insufficient Data to .
102 Vegetation Old growth Ecosystems Montane old growth N Low * The Upper Montane zone (between 7,000 and 8,500 feet are dominated by late seral or old Acres and percent (%) Threshold
Than Target Determine Trend ) . " . - " :
elevation) will contribute 30% (45,900 acres) of the late seral growth characteristics (tree size >24’ Evaluation
acres (60% of the Upper Montane zone must be in a late seral |dbh)
or old growth condition);
* The Montane zone (lower than 7,000 feet elevation) will
contribute 20% (30,600 acres) of the late seral acres (48% of
the Montane zone must be in a late seral or old growth
condition).
Provide for the nondegradation of the natural qualities of any
lant community that is uncommon to the Basin or of 2015
! " Considerably Worse  [Insufficient Data to pan comruny i ’ ; ‘ The natural qualities of the community
103 Vegetation Uncommon Plant Communities | Deepwater plants N Low exceptional scientific, ecological, or scenic value. This threshold . - Presence/Absence Threshold
Than Target Determine Trend e (as determined by a qualified expert ). .
shall apply but not be limited to 1) the deep-water plants of Evaluation
Lake Tahoe
Provide for the nondegradation of the natural qualities of any 2015
Insuffi o I ity that i he Basil f Thi | lities of thi i
104 Vegetation Uncommon Plant Communities | Grass Lake No status determination | "> ‘C‘,E"t ata to Low plant c‘ommurfllyl. .at ® unc?mmon to t, © Sasin or o © natura' qualities of t, ',2 community Presence/Absence Threshold
Determine Trend exceptional scientific, ecological, or scenic value. This threshold |(as determined by a qualified expert ). Evaluation
shall apply but not be limited to 2) Grass Lake (sphagnum fen),
Provide for the nondegradation of the natural qualities of any 2015
Insuffi o I ity that i he Basil f Thi | lities of thi i
105 Vegetation Uncommon Plant Communities | Osgood Swamp No status determination | "> ‘C‘,E"t ata to Low plant c‘ommurfllyl. .at ® unc?mmon to t, © Sasin or o © natura' qualities of t, ',2 community Presence/Absence Threshold
Determine Trend exceptional scientific, ecological, or scenic value. This threshold |(as determined by a qualified expert ). Evaluation
shall apply but not be limited to 3) Osgood Swamp,
Provide for the nondegradation of the natural qualities of any
plant community that is uncommon to the Basin or of - ) 2015
hat W Th Thi | | f th
106 Vegetation Uncommon Plant Communities |Freel Peak somewhat Worse Than | g oid Decline Low exceptional scientific, ecological, or scenic value. This threshold || "2 ! dualities of the commUNILY| b ocoy e apsence Threshold
Target L . (as determined by a qualified expert ). )
shall apply but not be limited to 4) the Freel Peak Cushion Evaluation
Plant Community,
Provide for the nondegradation of the natural qualities of any 2015
. . P Insufficient Data t lant ity that i to the Basi f Th tural liti f th it
107 Vegetation Uncommon Plant Communities | Hell Hole No status determination | " \c\ven ata to Low plan c.ommun.l v N ,a ® uncl?mmon ° . © Basin Or? € na urav qualities o vlvecommunl v Presence/Absence Threshold
Determine Trend exceptional scientific, ecological, or scenic value. This threshold | (as determined by a qualified expert ). Evaluation
shall apply but not be limited to 5) Hell Hole (sphagnum fen)
Provide for the nondegradation of the natural qualities of any 2015
. . S hat Wi Th . lant ity that i to the Basi f Th tural liti f th it
108 Vegetation Uncommon Plant Communities | Upper Truckee Marsh omewnat Worse Than 1 ttle or No Change Low plan c.ommun.l v N ,a ® uncl?mmon ° . © Basin Or? € na urav qualities o vlvecommunl v Presence/Absence Threshold
Target exceptional scientific, ecological, or scenic value. This threshold | (as determined by a qualified expert ). Evaluation
shall apply but not be limited to 6) Upper Truckee Marsh,
Provide for the nondegradation of the natural qualities of any
Insufficient Data to Jant community that is uncommon to the Basin or of The natural qualities of the communit 2015
109 Vegetation Uncommon Plant Communities | Taylor Creek Marsh No status determination ) Low pant community t ° ’ ‘ d o ¥|presence/Absence Threshold
Determine Trend exceptional scientific, ecological, or scenic value. This threshold |(as determined by a qualified expert ). Evaluation

shall apply but not be limited to 7) Taylor Creek Marsh




Provide for the nondegradation of the natural qualities of any

A nondegradation standard shall apply to fish habitat in Lake

by a qualified expert ).

2015
Insufficient Data to lant community that is uncommon to the Basin or of The natural qualities of the communit
110 Vegetation Uncommon Plant Communities [ Pope Marsh No status determination . Low P ) ) v " ) . . ,q . v Presence/Absence Threshold
Determine Trend exceptional scientific, ecological, or scenic value. This threshold | (as determined by a qualified expert ). Evaluation
shall apply but not be limited to 8) Pope Marsh.
The number of population sites that 2015
. . P Considerably Worse - s are maintained as suitable habitat for .
111 Vegetation Sensitive Plants Galena Rock Cress - Arabis rigidissima v. demote y Little or No Change Low Arabis rigidissima var. demota — Galena Creek rockcress (7) . ) . Number of occupied sites Threshold
Than Target sensitive plant species (as determined Evaluation
by a qualified expert ).
The number of population sites that 2015
. . Considerably Better - are maintained as suitable habitat for o
112 Vegetation Sensitive Plants Tahoe Draba - Draba asterophora v. asterophora y Little or No Change Moderate Draba asterophora var. asterophora — Tahoe Draba (5) - ) . Number of occupied sites Threshold
Than Target sensitive plant species (as determined Evaluation
by a qualified expert ).
The number of population sites that 2015
. . Cup Lake Drabe - Draba asterophora v. Considerably Better - are maintained as suitable habitat for .
113 Vegetation Sensitive Plants p P y Little or No Change Moderate Draba asterophora var. macrocarpa — Cup Lake Draba (2) - ) . Number of occupied sites Threshold
macrocarpa Than Target sensitive plant species (as determined Evaluation
by a qualified expert ).
The number of population sites that
Long-petaled Lewisia - Lewisia pygmaea Considerably Better are maintained as suitable habitat for 2015
114 Vegetation Sensitive Plants g P PY8 Y Little or No Change Moderate Lewisia pygmaea longipetala — Long-petaled lewisia (2) . ) . Number of occupied sites Threshold
longipetala Than Target sensitive plant species (as determined Evaluation
by a qualified expert ).
Considerably Better Moderate :?:r::::’;;:; ZZZ::::L;Z :;:t::af;r 2015
115 Vegetation Sensitive Plants Tahoe Yellow Cress - Rorippa subumbellata Y Improvement High Rorippa subumbellata — Tahoe yellow cress (26) . ) . Number of occupied sites Threshold
Than Target sensitive plant species (as determined Evaluation

2015 THRESHOLD EVALUATION-FISHERIES

Maintain a minimum number of population sites for each of

. , ) At or Somewhat Better | Insufficient Data to Tahoe. Achieve the equivalent of 5,948 total acres of excellent |Acres of "prime" habitat (rocky Acres of fish habitat within the |2015
116 Fisheries Lake Habitat Lake Habitat " Low T N . ) - nearshore of Lake Tahoe - Threshold
Than Target Determine Trend habitat “as indicated by the Prime Fish Habitat Overlay Map substrates in littoral zone) . - .
3 N defined by substrate size Evaluation
dated 5/19/97 as may be amended from time to time.
Maintain the 75 miles of excellent, 105 miles of good, and 38
Considerably Better Insufficient Data to miles of marginal stream habitat as indicated by the §Stream Miles of stream in “excellent” Miles of stream habitat in 2015
117 Fisheries Stream Habitat Excellent Stream Habitat Y Low Habitat Quality Overlay map, amended May 1997, based upon . different condition classes Threshold
Than Target Determine Trend . . condition class .
the re-rated stream scores set forth in Appendix C-1 of the (excellent, good and poor) Evaluation
1996 Evaluation Report.
Maintain the 75 miles of excellent, 105 miles of good, and 38
miles of marginal stream habitat as indicated by the §Stream Miles of stream habitat in 2015
Considerably W Insufficient Data t Miles of st in “good” conditi
118 Fisheries Stream Habitat Good Stream Habitat T:;rsx‘Te:a t‘/ orse gstu "\:\:‘n Tran: ° Low Habitat Quality Overlay map, amended May 1997, based upon | les of stream In “good” condition different condition classes Threshold
arge etermine fre the re-rated stream scores set forth in Appendix C-1 of the cass (excellent, good and poor) Evaluation
1996 Evaluation Report.
Maintain the 75 miles of excellent, 105 miles of good, and 38
miles of marginal stream habitat as indicated by the §Stream Miles of stream habitat in 2015
Considerably W Insufficient Data t Miles of st in “I I
119 Fisheries Stream Habitat Marginal Stream Habitat onsiderably Worse nsufficient bata to Low Habitat Quality Overlay map, amended May 1997, based upon |es.(? stream in “margina different condition classes Threshold
Than Target Determine Trend . " condition class .
the re-rated stream scores set forth in Appendix C-1 of the (excellent, good and poor) Evaluation
1996 Evaluation Report.
Until instream flow standards are established in the Regional . 2015
‘ . Evidence of TRPA support for o
120 Fisheries Instream Flow Instream Flow Implemented N/A N/A Plan to protect fishery values, a nondegradation standard shall Management Standard Number of criteria satisfied Threshold
apply to instream flows. & : Evaluation
It shall be a policy of the TRPA Governing Board to seek . 2015
Evid f TRPA t fi
121 Fisheries Instream Flow Stream diversion Implemented N/A N/A transfers of existing points of water diversion from streams to | oo * supportor Number of criteria satisfied  [Threshold
Management Standard. X
Lake Tahoe. Evaluation
It shall hi li f the TRPA ing B t i 201!
) shall be t ? p? {cy o ,E Governing Board to support, in Evidence of TRPA support for o o 015
122 Fisheries Lahontan Cutthroat Trout Lahontan Cutthroat Trout Implemented N/A N/A response to justifiable evidence, state and federal efforts to Number of criteria satisfied Threshold
N Management Standard. )
reintroduce Lahontan cutthroat trout. Evaluation

2015 THRESHOLD EVALUATIOI ILDLIFE

Eagle Wintering (2 population sites)

2015
Insufficient Data to eight special status species or species assemblage. The Evidence of TRPA support for
123 wildife Special Interest Species Goshawk population sites No status determination Low BhY <P pecies of species 2 & Pe Threshold
Determine Trend minimum number of population sites is as follows: - Management Standard. Evaluation
Goshawk (12 population sites)
Maintain a minimum number of population sites for each of 2015
Considerably Bett ight ial statt i i blage. Th Evid f TRPA t f
124 Wildlife Special Interest Species Osprey population sites onsiderably Better Rapid Improvement Moderate elg . spectalstatus species or,Specvles éssem age. the vidence o supportior Threshold
Than Target minimum number of population sites is as follows: - Osprey | Management Standard. Evaluation
(4 population sites)
Maintain a minimum number of population sites for each of 2015
Considerably Better eight special status species or species assemblage. The Evidence of TRPA support for
125 Wildiife Special Interest Species Bald Eagle Wintering population sites y Rapid Improvement  |Low BNt sp pecies of species 2 & PP Threshold
Than Target minimum number of population sites is as follows: - Bald |Management Standard. Evaluation




Maintain a minimum number of population sites for each of 2015
At or Somewhat Better eight special status species or species assemblage. The Evidence of TRPA support for
126 Wildlife Special Interest Species Bald Eagle Nesting population sits Little or No Change Moderate g . P P . P L 8 PP Threshold
Than Target minimum number of population sites is as follows: - Bald Management Standard. Evaluation
Eagle Nesting (1 population site)
Maintain a minimum number of population sites for each of 2015
Insufficient Data to eight special status species or species assemblage. The Evidence of TRPA support for
127 Wildlife Special Interest Species Golden Eagle population sites No status determination . Low g . P P . " e & PP Threshold
Determine Trend minimum number of population sites is as follows: - Golden|Management Standard. Evaluation
Eagle (4 population sites)
Maintain a minimum number of population sites for each of 2015
. ) . . . . Considerably Better . eight special status species or species assemblage. The Evidence of TRPA support for
128 Wildlife Special Interest Species Peregrine population sites Rapid Improvement Moderate . . L Threshold
Than Target minimum number of population sites is as follows: - Management Standard. Evaluation
Peregrine (2 population sites)
Maintain a minimum number of population sites for each of 2015
Somewhat Worse Than eight special status species or species assemblage. The Evidence of TRPA support for
129 Wildlife Special Interest Species Waterfowl population sites Little or No Change Low g . P P . " s & PP Threshold
Target minimum number of population sites is as follows: - Management Standard. Evaluation
Waterfowl (18 population sites)
Maintain disturbance zones in which activities that would
disturb special status species are regulated. Disturbance zones |Evidence of TRPA support for 2015
130 Wildlife Special Interest Species Goshawk disturbance zone Implemented N/A N/A P P o g . . pp Threshold
apply to mapped areas or specific distances around population |Management Standard. Evaluation
sites. Goshawk (0.5 mile radius around nest sites)
Maintain disturbance zones in which activities that would 2015
" - . . disturb special status species are regulated. Disturbance zones |Evidence of TRPA support for
131 Wildlife Special Interest Species Osprey disturbance zone Implemented N/A N/A P P . g . pp Threshold
apply to mapped areas or specific distances around population |Management Standard. Evaluation
sites. Osprey (0.25 mile radius around nest sites)
Maintain disturbance zones in which activities that would 2015
" " " . . " disturb special status species are regulated. Disturbance zones |Evidence of TRPA support for
132 Wildlife Special Interest Species Bald Eagle Wintering disturbance zone Implemented N/A N/A e . Threshold
apply to mapped areas or specific distances around population |Management Standard. Evaluation
sites. Bald Eagle Wintering (mapped areas)
Maintain disturbance zones in which activities that would
disturb special status species are regulated. Disturbance zones |Evidence of TRPA support for 2015
133 Wildlife Special Interest Species Bald Eagle Nesting disturbance zone Implemented N/A N/A P P " g . . PP Threshold
apply to mapped areas or specific distances around population |Management Standard. Evaluation
sites. Bald Eagle Nesting (0.5 mile radius around nest sites)
Maintain disturbance zones in which activities that would
disturb special status species are regulated. Disturbance zones |Evidence of TRPA support for 2015
134 Wildlife Special Interest Species Golden Eagle disturbance zone Implemented N/A N/A P P " g . . PP Threshold
apply to mapped areas or specific distances around population |Management Standard. Evaluation
sites. Golden Eagle (0.25 mile radius around nest sites)
Maintain disturbance zones in which activities that would 2015
di ial statt lated. Disturb: Evid f TRPA t fi
135 Wildlife Special Interest Species Peregrine disturbance zone Implemented N/A N/A isturb special status species are regulated. Disturbance zones | vidence o supportior Threshold
apply to mapped areas or specific distances around population |Management Standard. Evaluation
sites. Peregrine (0.25 mile radius around nest sites)
Maintain disturbance zones in which activities that would 2015
disturb special status species are regulated. Disturbance zones |Evidence of TRPA support for
136 wildlife Special Interest Species Waterfowl disturbance zone implemented N/A N/A P P reres ) PP Threshold
apply to mapped areas or specific distances around population [Management Standard. Evaluation
sites. Waterfowl (mapped areas)
Maintain disturbance zones in which activities that would 2015
disturb special status species are regulated. Disturbance zones |Evidence of TRPA support for
137 Wildlife Special Interest Species Deer disturbance zone Implemented N/A N/A P P . 8! . pp Threshold
apply to mapped areas or specific distances around population [Management Standard. Evaluation
sites. Deer (mapped areas corresponding to “meadows”)
) A nondegradation standard shall apply to significant wildlife
Habitats of habitat consisting of deciduous trees, wetlands, and meadows | Evidence of TRPA support for 2015
138 Wildlife Special Riparian habitat Implemented N/A N/A . i ) 4 y pp Threshold
N while providing for opportunities to increase the acreage of Management Standard. )
Significance . A Evaluation
such riparian associations.
2015 THRESHOLD EVALUATION-RECREATION
shall be the policy of the TRPA Governing Body in development
of the Regional Plan to preserve and enhance the high-quality
recreational experience including preservation of high-quality
Quality of Recreation Andeveloped shorezone and other natural areas, n developin 2013
139 Recreation Experience and Access to Recreation Experience Implemented N/A N/A . P ) " vp e Evaluation Criteria and Evidence Number of criteria Satisfied Threshold
. . the Regional Plan, the staff and Governing Body shall consider .
Recreational Opportunities L . ) Evaluation
provisions for additional access, where lawful and feasible, to
the shorezone and high-quality undeveloped areas for low
density recreational uses
It shall be the policy of the TRPA Governing Body in 2015
Fair Share Distribution of development of the Regional Plan to establish and ensure a fair
140 Recreation . ) Distribution of Recreation Implemented N/A N/A P & - P Evaluation Criteria and Evidence Number of criteria Satisfied Threshold
Recreation Capacity share of the total Basin capacity for outdoor recreation is -
" - Evaluation
available to the general public.

2015 THRESHOLD EVALUATION-SCENIC RESOURCES




It shall be the policy of the TRPA Governing Body in
development of the Regional Plan, in cooperation with local

Study Report.

P . : 2015
141 Scenic Resources Built Environment Built Environment Implemented N/A N/A Jur\sletlons, to ms}ure»the r.mg.ht, bulk, texture,‘form, Evaluation Criteria and Evidence Number of criteria Satisfied Threshold
materials, colors, lighting, signing and other design elements of .
. " " Evaluation
new, remodeled and redeveloped buildings be compatible with
the natural, scenic, and recreational values of the region
Maintain or improve the numerical rating assigned to each
. Scenic Quality of Other Areas (Recreation Sites At or Somewhat Better ) . identifi.ed sce.m'c resour.ce, includ\'ng individual subcomponent . . . 2015
142 Scenic Resources Other Areas . . Little or No Change High numerical ratings, for views from bike paths and other Average of unit composite scores Composite Score Threshold
and Bike Trails) Than Target : : : :
recreation areas open to the general public as recorded in the Evaluation
1993 Lake Tahoe Basin Scenic Resource Evaluation.
Maintain or improve the numerical rating assigned each unit,
At or Somewhat Better including the scenic quality rating of the individual resources 2015
143 Scenic Resources Roadway and Shoreline Units  [Roadway Scenic Resources Than Target Little or No Change High within each unit, as recorded in the Scenic Resources Inventory |Average of unit composite scores Composite Score Threshold
and shown in Tables 13-3, 13-5, 13-8 and 13-9 of the Draft Evaluation
Study Report.
Maintain or improve the numerical rating assigned each unit,
At or Somewhat Better Moderate including the scenic quality rating of the individual resources 2015
144 Scenic Resources Roadway and Shoreline Units  |Roadway Travel Units Than Target Improvement High within each unit, as recorded in the Scenic Resources Inventory |Average of unit composite scores Composite Score Threshold
and shown in Tables 13-3, 13-5, 13-8 and 13-9 of the Draft Evaluation
Study Report.
Maintain or improve the numerical rating assigned each unit,
At or Somewhat Better including the scenic quality rating of the individual resources 2015
145 Scenic Resources Roadway and Shoreline Units  |Shoreline Scenic Resources Than Target Little or No Change High within each unit, as recorded in the Scenic Resources Inventory |Average of unit composite scores Composite Score Threshold
and shown in Tables 13-3, 13-5, 13-8 and 13-9 of the Draft Evaluation
Study Report.
Maintain or improve the numerical rating assigned each unit,
At or Somewhat Better Moderate including the scenic quality rating of the individual resources 2015
146 Scenic Resources Roadway and Shoreline Units  [Shoreline Travel Units Than Target Improvement High within each unit, as recorded in the Scenic Resources Inventory |Average of unit composite scores Composite Score Threshold
and shown in Tables 13-3, 13-5, 13-8 and 13-9 of the Draft Evaluation

2015 THRESHOLD EVALUATION-NOISE

of Standard

. . . . . . Somewhat Worse Than [ Insufficient Data to The following maximum noise levels are allowed: All values are |dBA Level and Number of Exceedances . 2015
147 Noise Single Noise Events Aircraft Noise Departure/Arrival (8am to 8pm) " Low . ; decibels - dBA Threshold
Target Determine Trend in decibels of Standard )
Evaluation
Insufficient Data to The following maximum noise levels are allowed: All values are |dBA Level and Number of Exceedances 2015
148 Noise Single Noise Events Aircraft Noise Departure/Arrival (8pm to 8am) No status determination Low . . 8 . decibels - dBA Threshold
Determine Trend in decibels of Standard X
Evaluation
dBA Level and Number of Exceedances 2015
149 Noise Single Noise Events Watercraft-Pass By Test No status determination |N/A N/A 50 ft.-engine at 3,000 rpm of Standard decibels - dBA Threshold
Evaluation
Somewhat Worse Than Microphone 5 ft. above water, 2 ft., above curve of shore, dock | dBA Level and Number of Exceedances 2015
150 Noise Single Noise Events Watercraft-Shoreline Test Little or No Change Low P N . e ) ' decibels - dBA Threshold
Target or platform. Watercraft in Lake, no minimum distance. of Standard ’
Evaluation
88 dBA Lmax for boats
manufactured before dBA Level and Number of Exceedances 2015
151 Noise Single Noise Events Pre-1993 Watercraft-Stationary Test No status determination |N/A N/A January 1, 1993; Microphone 3.3 feet from of Standard decibels - dBA Threshold
exhaust outlet - 5 feet above Evaluation
water.
90 dBA Lmax for boats
manufactured after dBA Level and Number of Exceedances 2015
152 Noise Single Noise Events Post 1992 Watercraft-Stationary Test No status determination |N/A N/A January 1, 1993 Microphone 3.3 feet from of Standard decibels - dBA Threshold
exhaust outlet - 5 feet above Evaluation
water.
Motor Vehicles Less than 6,000 GV for speeds less dBA Level and Number of Exceedances 2013
153 Noise Single Noise Events v P No status determination |N/A N/A 76 dBA Less Than 35 MPH decibels - dBA Threshold
than 35 mph of Standard )
Evaluation
Motor Vehicles Less Than 6,000 GVW for speeds dBA Level and Number of Exceedances 2015
154 Noise Single Noise Events ' P No status determination |N/A N/A 82 dBA Greater Than 35 MPH decibels - dBA Threshold
greater than 35 mph of Standard .
Evaluation
Motor Vehicles Greater than 6,000 GVW for dBA Level and Number of Exceedances 2013
155 Noise Single Noise Events . No status determination |N/A N/A 82 dBA Less Than 35 MPH decibels - dBA Threshold
speeds less than 35 mph of Standard .
Evaluation
Motor Vehicles Greater than 6,000 GVW for dBA Level and Number of Exceedances 2015
156 Noise Single Noise Events . No status determination |N/A N/A 86 dBA greater Than 35 MPH decibels - dBA Threshold
speeds greater than 35 mph of Standard X
Evaluation
dBA Level and Number of Exceedances 2013
157 Noise Single Noise Events Motorcycles for speeds less than 35 mph No status determination |N/A N/A 77 dBA Less Than 35 MPH decibels - dBA Threshold

Evaluation




dBA Level and Number of Exceedances

2015

158 Noise Single Noise Events Motorcycles for speeds greater than 35 mph No status determination [N/A N/A 86 dBA greater Than 35 MPH of Standard decibels - dBA Threshold
Evaluation
dBA Level and Number of Exceedances 2015
159 Noise Single Noise Events Off-Road Vehicles for speeds less than 35 mph No status determination |N/A N/A 72 dBA Less Than 35 MPH of Standard decibels - dBA Threshold
Evaluation
dBA Level and Number of Exceedances 2015
160 Noise Single Noise Events Off-Road Vehicles for speeds greater than 35 mph | No status determination [N/A N/A 86 dBA greater Than 35 MPH of Standard decibels - dBA Threshold
Evaluation
dBA Level and Number of Exceedances 2015
161 Noise Single Noise Events Snowmobiles No status determination [N/A N/A 82 dBA Less Than 35 MPH of Standard decibels - dBA Threshold
Evaluation
. . . " At or Somewhat Better Moderate . Community Noise Equivalent Level " 2015
162 Noise Cumulative Noise Events Wilderness and Roadless Areas Improvement Moderate Average Noise Level Or CNEL range (dBA) -45 . . decibels - dBA Threshold
Than Target (dBA) in designated zone 3
Evaluation
Considerably Worse Insufficient Data to Community Noise Equivalent Level 2015
163 Noise Cumulative Noise Events Critical Wildlife Habitat Areas v . Low Average Noise Level Or CNEL range (dBA) -45 . V. q decibels - dBA Threshold
Than Target Determine Trend (dBA) in designated zone .
Evaluation
" . . 2015
B . . N . ) At or Somewhat Better . . Community Noise Equivalent Level )
164 Noise Cumulative Noise Events Low Density Residential Areas Little or No Change Moderate Average Noise Level Or CNEL range (dBA) -50 . . decibels - dBA Threshold
Than Target (dBA) in designated zone 3
Evaluation
At or Somewhat Better Community Noise Equivalent Level 2015
165 Noise Cumulative Noise Events Rural Outdoor Recreation Areas Little or No Change Low Average Noise Level Or CNEL range (dBA) - 50 . V. q decibels - dBA Threshold
Than Target (dBA) in designated zone .
Evaluation
" . . 2015
5 . . . . . ) Somewhat Worse Than | . Community Noise Equivalent Level )
166 Noise Cumulative Noise Events High Density Residential Areas Little or No Change Moderate Average Noise Level Or CNEL range (dBA) - 55 . . decibels - dBA Threshold
Target (dBA) in designated zone 3
Evaluation
At or Somewhat Better Community Noise Equivalent Level 2015
167 Noise Cumulative Noise Events Urban Outdoor Recreation Areas Little or No Change Moderate 