
USGS Water-Year Summary 2025

10336698 THIRD CK NR CRYSTAL BAY, NV
Manuscript for site 10336698 THIRD CK NR CRYSTAL BAY, NV

LOCATION Lat 39°14’26”, long 119°56’44” referenced to North American Datum of 1927, in SW 1/4 NE
1/4 sec.22, T.16 N., R.18 E., Washoe County, NV, Hydrologic Unit 16050101, on right bank, 50 ft upstream
from culvert on Lakeshore Boulevard, 600 ft upstream from mouth, and 3 mi east of Crystal Bay.

DRAINAGE AREA 6.05 mi2.

PERIOD OF RECORD October 1969 to September 1973, February to September 1975, and October 1977 to
current year.

REVISIONS HISTORY WDR NV-78-1: Drainage area.

GAGE Water-stage recorder. Datum of gage is 6,234.03 ft above NGVD of 1929 and 6,237.59 ft above NAVD
of 1988.

REMARKS One transmountain diversion to Washoe Valley. See schematic diagram of Pyramid and
Winnemucca Lakes Basin available from the Nevada Water Science Center and Truckee River Basin available
from the California Water Science Center.

EXTREMES FOR PERIOD OF RECORD Maximum discharge, 241 ft3/s, June 20, 2017, gage height, 3.68
ft, maximum gage height, 3.82 ft, June 16, 2019, backwater; minimum daily, 0.35 ft3/s, Sept. 10, 11, 2015.

PERIOD OF RECORD (WQ)

DISCRETE WATER-QUALITY DATA: CHEMICAL DATA: Water years 1970-73, 1975, 1978-79, November
1987 to current year. SEDIMENT DATA: Water years January 1980 to 1985.

CONTINUOUS WATER-QUALITY DATA: WATER TEMPERATURE: Water years April 1998 to November
2000, September 2019 to September 2024, October 2025 to current year. TURBIDITY: DISCONTINUED.
Active water years September 2019 to current year October 2024. DISSOLVED OXYGEN: October 2024 to
current year. SPECIFIC CONDUCTANCE: Water years September 2019 to October 2024.
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Plot provided courtesy of the U.S. Geological Survey using the dataretrieval and hyswap python packages

Note: Hydrograph shows daily values for the location and water year selected. Color envelopes on the
streamflow hydrograph represent flow percentiles for the location and are calculated for each day using all
previous flow values measured on that month-day. Estimated values appear as red points on the hydrograph.
Some percentile estimates may be unavailable due to insufficient historical data. Additionally, water year
datasets missing many daily values may appear as incomplete plots and tables below.

Important: Data may be provisional. For some streams, flow statistics may have been computed from
mixed regulated and unregulated flows; this can affect depictions of flow conditions. Some locations have
multiple daily discharge time series (e.g. upstream and downstream). At this time, the water year summary
tool selects one time series per location and uses that time series to determine available water years. It selects
the entire time series that has the latest (most recent) timestamp for an approved daily discharge value.
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Daily mean values in cubic feet per second for water year 2025
Note: All values are rounded according to average discharge rounding rules. Values in parentheses are
estimated. Values with an asterisk are provisional, including summary values. If a month is incomplete,
summary statistics will appear as ‘Not available.’

Day of
the month

Oct
2024

Nov
2024

Dec
2024

Jan
2025

Feb
2025

Mar
2025

Apr
2025

May
2025

Jun
2025

Jul
2025

Aug
2025

Sep
2025

1 1.41 2.62 2.78 2.91 4.03 3.62 4.48 12.5 32.2 3.39 1.68 1.47
2 1.36 2.89 2.81 2.96 4.84 3.56 4.36 14.8 29.9 3.50 1.63 1.52
3 1.36 2.70 2.84 3.02 3.71 3.35 (4.22) 17.2 28.6 3.24 1.59 1.65
4 1.46 2.54 2.84 (3.02) 3.84 3.26 4.23 16.9 26.3 3.08 1.54 1.56
5 1.56 2.50 2.82 2.95 (3.73) 3.26 4.37 16.7 25.6 3.01 1.54 1.46
6 1.55 2.29 2.80 2.95 (3.68) 3.16 4.66 17.3 25.3 2.95 1.53 1.43
7 1.58 (2.40) 2.78 (2.91) 3.51 (3.14) 4.97 18.8 23.9 2.86 1.51 1.41
8 1.57 2.55 2.79 (2.90) (2.90) (3.12) 5.26 21.9 24.1 2.74 1.50 1.38
9 1.56 2.52 (2.77) 2.91 (2.90) 3.18 6.15 25.9 23.4 2.60 1.45 1.40
10 1.56 2.60 (2.77) (2.95) (2.90) 3.25 6.83 31.1 22.0 2.53 1.41 1.38
11 1.57 2.51 (2.76) (3.00) (2.79) 3.28 7.60 30.2 20.0 2.46 1.37 1.37
12 1.63 2.70 2.84 (2.90) (2.54) (3.41) 8.28 23.6 17.7 2.35 1.32 1.39
13 1.66 2.72 2.90 (2.90) (2.54) (3.15) 8.46 18.1 14.2 2.30 1.31 1.41
14 1.72 2.72 (2.52) (3.09) (2.54) (3.17) 8.82 16.0 8.99 2.22 1.31 1.36
15 1.72 2.67 (2.61) (3.00) (2.54) 3.15 9.54 17.8 8.24 2.11 1.35 1.30
16 2.17 (2.62) (2.87) 2.62 (2.55) 3.24 9.84 18.9 7.57 2.11 1.36 1.25
17 2.49 (2.64) (2.90) (2.61) (2.90) 3.34 9.85 18.1 7.16 2.10 1.39 1.22
18 2.46 2.67 (3.14) (2.57) 3.06 (3.15) 9.75 17.7 6.79 2.04 1.40 1.23
19 2.33 (2.73) 3.18 (2.55) 3.02 (3.16) 9.42 21.2 6.43 1.96 1.32 1.32
20 2.31 2.47 3.17 (2.54) 2.87 3.13 10.5 23.6 5.99 1.93 1.28 1.37
21 2.27 2.67 3.23 (2.54) 2.90 3.18 11.5 (25.1) 6.37 1.84 1.22 1.32
22 2.25 2.62 3.56 (2.55) 2.92 3.20 12.6 (26.6) 6.36 1.89 1.21 1.32
23 2.26 2.61 3.38 (2.58) 3.09 3.54 12.7 25.8 5.88 1.92 1.41 1.28
24 2.28 2.70 3.28 2.55 3.33 4.32 12.5 27.0 5.94 1.94 1.52 1.26
25 2.28 (2.76) (3.09) (2.54) 3.26 5.21 12.2 29.9 5.79 1.98 1.59 1.37
26 2.35 2.70 3.06 (2.54) 3.29 5.78 11.0 28.6 4.28 2.24 4.62 1.40
27 2.37 (2.69) 3.21 (2.48) 3.41 6.05 9.90 29.4 3.96 2.07 3.14 1.31
28 2.34 (2.90) 3.27 (2.43) 3.55 5.23 9.19 31.1 3.79 1.88 2.05 1.55
29 2.40 (2.90) 3.43 (2.43) 4.87 9.56 31.1 3.61 1.80 1.74 1.45
30 2.24 (2.90) 3.16 (2.43) 4.84 11.2 32.8 3.46 1.75 1.61 1.47
31 2.50 (3.02) (2.62) 4.68 33.4 1.75 1.55
Total
(cfs)

60.6 79.5 92.6 85.0 89.1 116 254 719 414 72.5 50.4 41.6

Mean
(cfs)

1.95 2.65 2.99 2.74 3.18 3.74 8.46 23.2 13.8 2.34 1.63 1.39

Maximum
(cfs)

2.50 2.90 3.56 3.09 4.84 6.05 12.7 33.4 32.2 3.50 4.62 1.65

Minimum
(cfs)

1.36 2.29 2.52 2.43 2.54 3.12 4.22 12.5 3.46 1.75 1.21 1.22

Total
(ac-ft)

120 158 184 168 177 230 504 1,426 821 144 100 82.5
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Monthly mean statistics in cubic feet per second (1970 - 2025)
Note: Mean, maximum, and minimum values are calculated using average daily discharge values. All values
are rounded according to average discharge rounding rules. Water years (WY) in which the monthly min/max
occurs are indicated in parentheses. If the selected water year is incomplete, it is not included in the
monthly summary calculations.

Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep

Mean 2.93 3.72 3.78 3.99 3.99 5.25 8.78 19.0 23.0 9.97 3.37 2.53
Max
(WY)

9.10
(1984)

11.0
(1985)

8.84
(1996)

17.1
(1997)

9.03
(1986)

13.5
(1986)

20.2
(1986)

46.9
(2017)

109
(2017)

60.6
(2017)

15.7
(1983)

8.71
(1999)

Min
(WY)

0.68
(2015)

1.42
(2015)

1.54
(2015)

1.48
(2015)

2.02
(2014)

2.49
(2014)

3.61
(2015)

3.84
(1988)

1.36
(2014)

0.64
(2015)

0.40
(2015)

0.40
(2015)

Annual summary statistics (1970 - 2025)
Note: All values are rounded according to average discharge rounding rules. The date shown in the annual
7-day minimum is the last date of the 7-day period. Seven-day minimums, percentiles, and runoff values are
calculated using the hyswap python package. Qualifier codes for peak discharge are indicated in parentheses
next to the discharge value. If the selected water year is incomplete, it is not included in the annual
summary calculations.

Statistic WY 2025 WY 2025 Date All WYs All WYs Date

0 Annual Total (cfs) 2,074
1 Annual Total (ac-ft) 4,114
2 Annual Mean (cfs) 5.68 7.56
3 Highest Annual Mean (cfs) 23.4 2017
4 Lowest Annual Mean (cfs) 2.02 2014
5 Highest Daily Mean (cfs) 33.4 May 31, 2025 154 June 21, 2017
6 Lowest Daily Mean (cfs) 1.21 August 22, 2025 0.35 September 10, 2015
7 Annual 7-Day Minimum (cfs) 1.29 September 20, 2025 0.36 September 13, 2015
8 Maximum Peak Flow (cfs) 40.8 May 25, 2025 241 June 20, 2017
9 Maximum Peak Stage (ft) 2.9 May 21, 2025 3.82 (1) June 16, 2019
10 Annual Runoff (in) 12.8 16.9
11 10 percent exceeds (cfs) 17.5 17.7
12 50 percent exceeds (cfs) 2.90 3.90
13 90 percent exceeds (cfs) 1.41 1.40

Web service call processed by dataretrieval to create plot and tables:
https://waterservices.usgs.gov/nwis/dv?format=json&parameterCd=00060&startDT=1800-01-
01&sites=10336698

Disclaimer
Although this software program has been used by the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS), no warranty, expressed or
implied, is made by the USGS or the U.S. Government as to the accuracy and functioning of the program and
related program material nor shall the fact of distribution constitute any such warranty, and no responsibility
is assumed by the USGS in connection therewith.
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Attachment B NRCS Soils Report (April 2026) 
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Attachment C Biological Resources – USFWS IPACs Resources List, 
Letter of Determination (May 2026) 





05/19/2026 00:15:28 UTC

United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Reno Fish And Wildlife Office
1340 Financial Boulevard, Suite 234

Reno, NV 89502-7147
Phone: (775) 861-6300 Fax: (775) 861-6301

In Reply Refer To:
Project Code: 2026-0080791
Project Name: NDOW Third Creek Fisheries Management Structure

Subject: List of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project 
location or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:

The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, proposed, and candidate species, as 
well as proposed and final designated critical habitat, that may occur within the boundary of your 
proposed project and/or may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills the 
requirements of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) under section 7(c) of the 
Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of 
species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Please feel free to 
contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the potential impacts to 
federally proposed, listed, and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical 
habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of the 
Act, the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can be 
completed formally or informally as desired. The Service recommends that verification be 
completed by visiting the IPaC website at regular intervals during project planning and 
implementation for updates to species lists and information. An updated list may be requested 
through IPaC by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed list.

The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and the 
ecosystems upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2) of the 
Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 et seq.), Federal agencies are required to 
utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and endangered 
species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered species and/or 
designated critical habitat.

A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having 
similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2) 
(c)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological 
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evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may 
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended 
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.

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

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

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

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

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

Attachment(s):

Official Species List
USFWS National Wildlife Refuges and Fish Hatcheries
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Bald & Golden Eagles
Migratory Birds
Wetlands

OFFICIAL SPECIES LIST
This list is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfills the 
requirement for Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether 
any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed 
action".

This species list is provided by:

Reno Fish And Wildlife Office
1340 Financial Boulevard, Suite 234
Reno, NV 89502-7147
(775) 861-6300
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PROJECT SUMMARY
Project Code: 2026-0080791
Project Name: NDOW Third Creek Fisheries Management Structure
Project Type: Biological Control
Project Description: Nevada Department of Wildlife proposes to install a fisheries 

management structure on Third Creek in Incline Village, Washoe County, 
Nevada, between Lakeshore Boulevard and the creek terminus at Lake 
Tahoe on land owned by the Incline Village General Improvement District 
(IVGID). Project planning has been supported by an IVGID grant. The 
fisheries management structure will replace the temporary structures 
operated and maintained to support NDOW s ongoing management, 
monitoring and research efforts at the project site since 2014 (i.e., Lake 
Tahoe Lahontan Cutthroat Trout Feasibility Study, EIP Project 
#02.02.03.0025) and Lake Tahoe Rainbow Trout Study, EIP Project #). 
The Third Creek Fisheries Management Structure (Project) will contribute 
towards Nevada s Biodiversity Initiative with the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service (USFWS). Construction period is scheduled for July 31 
through October 15, 2026.

Project Location:
The approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https:// 
www.google.com/maps/@39.24060795,-119.94639374739052,14z

Counties: Washoe County, Nevada



Project code: 2026-0080791 05/19/2026 00:15:28 UTC

  5 of 14

1.

ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT SPECIES
There is a total of 7 threatened, endangered, or candidate species on this species list.

Species on this list should be considered in an effects analysis for your project and could include 
species that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain fish may appear on the species 
list because a project could affect downstream species.

IPaC does not display listed species or critical habitats under the sole jurisdiction of NOAA 
Fisheries , as USFWS does not have the authority to speak on behalf of NOAA and the 
Department of Commerce.

See the "Critical habitats" section below for those critical habitats that lie wholly or partially 
within your project area under this office's jurisdiction. Please contact the designated FWS office 
if you have questions.

NOAA Fisheries, also known as the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), is an 
office of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration within the Department of 
Commerce.

1



Project code: 2026-0080791 05/19/2026 00:15:28 UTC

  6 of 14

MAMMALS
NAME STATUS

Gray Wolf Canis lupus
Population: U.S.A.: All of AL, AR, CA, CO, CT, DE, FL, GA, IA, IN, IL, KS, KY, LA, MA, 
MD, ME, MI, MO, MS, NC, ND, NE, NH, NJ, NV, NY, OH, OK, PA, RI, SC, SD, TN, TX, VA, 
VT, WI, and WV; and portions of AZ, NM, OR, UT, and WA. Mexico.
There is final critical habitat for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/4488
General project design guidelines:  

https://ipac.ecosphere.fws.gov/project/XFHD4HOCDVH57A5D6NO7QSFJP4/documents/ 
generated/11040.pdf

Endangered

Sierra Nevada Red Fox Vulpes vulpes necator
Population:
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/4252

Endangered

BIRDS
NAME STATUS

California Spotted Owl Strix occidentalis occidentalis
Population: Sierra Nevada
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/7266
General project design guidelines:  

https://ipac.ecosphere.fws.gov/project/XFHD4HOCDVH57A5D6NO7QSFJP4/documents/ 
generated/11040.pdf

Proposed 
Threatened

REPTILES
NAME STATUS

Northwestern Pond Turtle Actinemys marmorata
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1111
General project design guidelines:  

https://ipac.ecosphere.fws.gov/project/XFHD4HOCDVH57A5D6NO7QSFJP4/documents/ 
generated/11040.pdf

Proposed 
Threatened

AMPHIBIANS
NAME STATUS

Sierra Nevada Yellow-legged Frog Rana sierrae
There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location does not overlap the critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9529

Endangered

FISHES
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1.
2.

NAME STATUS

Lahontan Cutthroat Trout Oncorhynchus clarkii henshawi
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3964
General project design guidelines:  

https://ipac.ecosphere.fws.gov/project/XFHD4HOCDVH57A5D6NO7QSFJP4/documents/ 
generated/11040.pdf

Threatened

INSECTS
NAME STATUS

Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus
There is proposed critical habitat for this species. Your location does not overlap the critical 
habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9743
General project design guidelines:  

https://ipac.ecosphere.fws.gov/project/XFHD4HOCDVH57A5D6NO7QSFJP4/documents/ 
generated/11040.pdf

Proposed 
Threatened

CRITICAL HABITATS
THERE ARE NO CRITICAL HABITATS WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA UNDER THIS OFFICE'S 
JURISDICTION.

YOU ARE STILL REQUIRED TO DETERMINE IF YOUR PROJECT(S) MAY HAVE EFFECTS ON ALL 
ABOVE LISTED SPECIES.

USFWS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE LANDS 
AND FISH HATCHERIES
Any activity proposed on lands managed by the National Wildlife Refuge system must undergo a 
'Compatibility Determination' conducted by the Refuge. Please contact the individual Refuges to 
discuss any questions or concerns.

THERE ARE NO REFUGE LANDS OR FISH HATCHERIES WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA.

BALD & GOLDEN EAGLES
Bald and Golden Eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act  and the 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) . Any person or organization who plans or conducts 
activities that may result in impacts to Bald or Golden Eagles, or their habitats, should follow 
appropriate regulations and consider implementing appropriate avoidance and minimization 
measures, as described in the various links on this page.

The Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 1940.
The Migratory Birds Treaty Act of 1918.

2
1
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3. 50 C.F.R. Sec. 10.12 and 16 U.S.C. Sec. 668(a)

There are Bald Eagles and/or Golden Eagles in your project area.

Measures for Proactively Minimizing Eagle Impacts
For information on how to best avoid and minimize disturbance to nesting bald eagles, please 
review the National Bald Eagle Management Guidelines. You may employ the timing and 
activity-specific distance recommendations in this document when designing your project/ 
activity to avoid and minimize eagle impacts. For bald eagle information specific to Alaska, 
please refer to Bald Eagle Nesting and Sensitivity to Human Activity.

The FWS does not currently have guidelines for avoiding and minimizing disturbance to nesting 
Golden Eagles. For site-specific recommendations regarding nesting Golden Eagles, please 
consult with the appropriate Regional Migratory Bird Office or Ecological Services Field Office.

If disturbance or take of eagles cannot be avoided, an incidental take permit may be available to 
authorize any take that results from, but is not the purpose of, an otherwise lawful activity. For 
assistance making this determination for Bald Eagles, visit the Do I Need A Permit Tool. For 
assistance making this determination for golden eagles, please consult with the appropriate 
Regional Migratory Bird Office or Ecological Services Field Office.

Ensure Your Eagle List is Accurate and Complete
If your project area is in a poorly surveyed area in IPaC, your list may not be complete and you 
may need to rely on other resources to determine what species may be present (e.g. your local 
FWS field office, state surveys, your own surveys). Please review the Supplemental Information 
on Migratory Birds and Eagles, to help you properly interpret the report for your specified 
location, including determining if there is sufficient data to ensure your list is accurate.

For guidance on when to schedule activities or implement avoidance and minimization measures 
to reduce impacts to bald or golden eagles on your list, see the "Probability of Presence 
Summary" below to see when these bald or golden eagles are most likely to be present and 
breeding in your project area.

NAME BREEDING SEASON

Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus
This is not a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) in this area, but warrants attention 
because of the Eagle Act or for potential susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain 
types of development or activities.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1626

Breeds Jan 1 to 
Aug 31

PROBABILITY OF PRESENCE SUMMARY
The graphs below provide our best understanding of when birds of concern are most likely to be 
present in your project area. This information can be used to tailor and schedule your project 
activities to avoid or minimize impacts to birds. Please make sure you read "Supplemental 
Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles", specifically the FAQ section titled "Proper 
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 no data survey effort breeding season probability of presence

Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report" before using or attempting to interpret 
this report.

Probability of Presence ( )

Green bars; the bird's relative probability of presence in the 10km grid cell(s) your project 
overlaps during that week of the year.

Breeding Season ( )
Yellow bars; liberal estimate of the timeframe inside which the bird breeds across its entire 
range.

Survey Effort ( )
Vertical black lines; the number of surveys performed for that species in the 10km grid cell(s) 
your project area overlaps.

No Data ( )
A week is marked as having no data if there were no survey events for that week.

SPECIES JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC
Bald Eagle
Non-BCC 
Vulnerable

Additional information can be found using the following links:

Eagle Management https://www.fws.gov/program/eagle-management
Measures for avoiding and minimizing impacts to birds https://www.fws.gov/library/ 
collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-incidental-take-migratory-birds
Nationwide avoidance and minimization measures for birds https://www.fws.gov/sites/ 
default/files/documents/nationwide-standard-conservation-measures.pdf
Supplemental Information for Migratory Birds and Eagles in IPaC https://www.fws.gov/ 
media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur- 
project-action

MIGRATORY BIRDS
The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA)  prohibits the take (including killing, capturing, selling, 
trading, and transport) of protected migratory bird species without prior authorization by the 
Department of Interior U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service).

1
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1.
2.
3.

The Migratory Birds Treaty Act of 1918.
The Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 1940.
50 C.F.R. Sec. 10.12 and 16 U.S.C. Sec. 668(a)

For guidance on when to schedule activities or implement avoidance and minimization measures 
to reduce impacts to migratory birds on your list, see the "Probability of Presence Summary" 
below to see when these birds are most likely to be present and breeding in your project area.

NAME
BREEDING 
SEASON

American Dipper Cinclus mexicanus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions 
(BCRs) in the continental USA
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/11928

Breeds Mar 21 
to Aug 21

Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus
This is not a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) in this area, but warrants attention 
because of the Eagle Act or for potential susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain types 
of development or activities.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1626

Breeds Jan 1 to 
Aug 31

Black-throated Gray Warbler Setophaga nigrescens
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions 
(BCRs) in the continental USA
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9584

Breeds May 1 
to Jul 20

California Gull Larus californicus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/10955

Breeds Mar 1 to 
Jul 31

Cassin's Finch Haemorhous cassinii
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9462

Breeds May 15 
to Jul 15

Clark's Grebe Aechmophorus clarkii
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/10575

Breeds Jun 1 to 
Aug 31

Evening Grosbeak Coccothraustes vespertinus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9465

Breeds May 15 
to Aug 10

Flammulated Owl Psiloscops flammeolus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/7728

Breeds May 10 
to Aug 15
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NAME
BREEDING 
SEASON

Hermit Warbler Setophaga occidentalis
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions 
(BCRs) in the continental USA
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/11957

Breeds May 5 
to Jul 15

Lewis's Woodpecker Melanerpes lewis
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9408

Breeds Apr 20 
to Sep 30

Olive-sided Flycatcher Contopus cooperi
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3914

Breeds May 20 
to Aug 31

Western Grebe Aechmophorus occidentalis
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6743

Breeds Jun 1 to 
Aug 31

PROBABILITY OF PRESENCE SUMMARY
The graphs below provide our best understanding of when birds of concern are most likely to be 
present in your project area. This information can be used to tailor and schedule your project 
activities to avoid or minimize impacts to birds. Please make sure you read "Supplemental 
Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles", specifically the FAQ section titled "Proper 
Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report" before using or attempting to interpret 
this report.

Probability of Presence ( )

Green bars; the bird's relative probability of presence in the 10km grid cell(s) your project 
overlaps during that week of the year.

Breeding Season ( )
Yellow bars; liberal estimate of the timeframe inside which the bird breeds across its entire 
range.

Survey Effort ( )
Vertical black lines; the number of surveys performed for that species in the 10km grid cell(s) 
your project area overlaps.

No Data ( )
A week is marked as having no data if there were no survey events for that week.
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SPECIES JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC

American Dipper
BCC - BCR

Bald Eagle
Non-BCC 
Vulnerable

Black-throated 
Gray Warbler
BCC - BCR

California Gull
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Cassin's Finch
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Clark's Grebe
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Evening Grosbeak
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Flammulated Owl
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Hermit Warbler
BCC - BCR

Lewis's 
Woodpecker
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Olive-sided 
Flycatcher
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Western Grebe
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Additional information can be found using the following links:

Eagle Management https://www.fws.gov/program/eagle-management
Measures for avoiding and minimizing impacts to birds https://www.fws.gov/library/ 
collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-incidental-take-migratory-birds
Nationwide avoidance and minimization measures for birds
Supplemental Information for Migratory Birds and Eagles in IPaC https://www.fws.gov/ 
media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur- 
project-action
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WETLANDS
Impacts to NWI wetlands and other aquatic habitats may be subject to regulation under Section 
404 of the Clean Water Act, or other State/Federal statutes.

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

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

RIVERINE
R4SBC
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IPAC USER CONTACT INFORMATION
Agency: Nevada Department of Wildlife
Name: melanie greene
Address: 1100 Valley Road
Address Line 2: 295 US Highway 50 suite 1
City: Reno
State: NV
Zip: 89512
Email melanie.greene@gmail.com
Phone: 7753393328
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1 DESCRIPTION OF THE ACTION
1.1 PROJECT NAME
NDOW Third Creek Fisheries Management Structure

1.2 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
The USFWS IPaC Official Species List was reviewed to identify federally listed species 
and designated critical habitat with potential to occur within the project area. Based on 
the IPaC output, the following species were evaluated for potential effects:

LAHONTAN CUTTHROAT TROUT (ONCORHYNCHUS CLARKII 
HENSHAWI   THREATENED

DETERMINATION: MAY AFFECT, NOT LIKELY TO ADVERSELY 
AFFECT (NLAA) LAHONTAN CUTTHROAT TROUT (LCT) ARE KNOWN 
TO OCCUR WITHIN THE LAKE TAHOE BASIN, INCLUDING 
NEARSHORE AND TRIBUTARY HABITATS. THE PROJECT INVOLVES 
LIMITED IN-WATER AND SHORELINE ACTIVITIES WITHIN AN 
ALREADY DISTURBED AND MANAGED SYSTEM. POTENTIAL 
EFFECTS ARE LIMITED TO SHORT-TERM CONSTRUCTION-RELATED 
DISTURBANCES (E.G., TURBIDITY, LOCALIZED SUBSTRATE 
DISTURBANCE). AVOIDANCE AND MINIMIZATION MEASURES 
INCLUDE IMPLEMENTATION OF BMPS (EROSION AND SEDIMENT 
CONTROL, TURBIDITY MANAGEMENT), WORK AREA ISOLATION 
WHERE FEASIBLE, AND ADHERENCE TO APPLICABLE WORK 
WINDOWS. THE PROJECT DOES NOT RESULT IN LONG-TERM 
DEGRADATION OF HABITAT SUITABILITY, DOES NOT IMPEDE FISH 
PASSAGE, AND INCORPORATES DESIGN ELEMENTS THAT 
MAINTAIN OR IMPROVE AQUATIC HABITAT CONDITIONS POST- 
CONSTRUCTION. GIVEN THE TEMPORARY AND LOCALIZED NATURE 
OF EFFECTS AND THE IMPLEMENTATION OF STANDARD USACE 
AND WATER QUALITY PROTECTION MEASURES, THE PROJECT MAY 
AFFECT BUT IS NOT LIKELY TO ADVERSELY AFFECT LCT. SIERRA 
NEVADA YELLOW-LEGGED FROG (RANA SIERRAE)  ENDANGERED
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DETERMINATION: NO EFFECT SUITABLE HABITAT FOR SIERRA 
NEVADA YELLOW-LEGGED FROG (SNYLF) IS NOT PRESENT WITHIN 
THE IMMEDIATE PROJECT FOOTPRINT, WHICH CONSISTS OF 
DEVELOPED SHORELINE AND HIGHLY DISTURBED NEARSHORE 
ENVIRONMENT LACKING THE SHALLOW, LOW-PREDATION, 
MONTANE AQUATIC HABITATS TYPICALLY REQUIRED BY THIS 
SPECIES. THE PROJECT DOES NOT INVOLVE UPSTREAM 
TRIBUTARY MODIFICATION, MEADOW HABITAT, OR LENTIC 
BREEDING AREAS ASSOCIATED WITH SNYLF OCCUPANCY. NO 
DIRECT, INDIRECT, OR CUMULATIVE IMPACT PATHWAYS ARE 
PRESENT. ACCORDINGLY, THE PROJECT WILL HAVE NO EFFECT ON 
SIERRA NEVADA YELLOW-LEGGED FROG.

CRITICAL HABITAT

DETERMINATION: NO ADVERSE MODIFICATION NO DESIGNATED 
CRITICAL HABITAT IS PRESENT WITHIN THE PROJECT FOOTPRINT, 
OR WHERE PRESENT IN THE ACTION AREA, THE PROJECT WILL 
NOT ALTER THE PHYSICAL OR BIOLOGICAL FEATURES 
NECESSARY TO SUPPORT THE SPECIES  CONSERVATION. 
PROJECT ACTIVITIES ARE TEMPORARY, LOCALIZED, AND 
INCORPORATE BMPS THAT MAINTAIN BASELINE HABITAT 
FUNCTION.
Conclusions

Based on the IPaC review and project-specific impact analysis:

Species determinations are limited to No Effect and May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely 
Affect (NLAA);
No take is anticipated;
No adverse modification of critical habitat will occur.

The Project therefore qualifies for informal consultation under ESA Section 7, and no 
formal consultation is required.
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1.3 EFFECT DETERMINATION SUMMARY

SPECIES 
(COMMON 
NAME)

SCIENTIFIC 
NAME

LISTING 
STATUS

PRESENT IN 
ACTION AREA

EFFECT 
DETERMINATION

California Spotted 
Owl

Strix occidentalis 
occidentalis

Proposed 
Threatened

Excluded from 
analysis

Excluded from analysis

Gray Wolf Canis lupus Endangered No NE

Lahontan Cutthroat 
Trout . This species 
or critical habitat is 
covered by a DKey.

Oncorhynchus clarkii 
henshawi

Threatened NLAA

Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus Proposed 
Threatened

Yes NE

Northwestern Pond 
Turtle

Actinemys marmorata Proposed 
Threatened

Yes NLAA

Sierra Nevada Red 
Fox

Vulpes vulpes necator Endangered No NE

Sierra Nevada Yellow- 
legged Frog

Rana sierrae Endangered Yes NLAA

 This species or critical habitat has been analyzed through a Determination Key.
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1.4 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

1.4.1 LOCATION

LOCATION
Washoe County, Nevada
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1.4.2 DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT HABITAT
The Third Creek catchment supports a diverse array of both terrestrial and aquatic 
habitats, shaped by its location on the eastern slopes of the Sierra Nevada and the 
influence of perennial stream flow. Terrestrial habitats in the catchment are 
characterized by riparian corridors lined with willows, alders, and cottonwoods, as well 
as adjacent upland areas dominated by pine and fir forests. These areas provide 
important shelter and foraging grounds for wildlife, including birds, small mammals, and 
deer, while the well-drained granitic soils support a variety of native understory 
vegetation and help minimize surface runoff. Aquatic habitats within Third Creek are 
sustained by the creek s stable, perennial flow regime, which supports cold-water 
fisheries and a variety of macroinvertebrate communities. The stream channel and its 
associated pools, riffles, and gravel beds provide essential habitat for trout and other 
native fish species, while consistently good water quality and regular flow patterns help 
maintain conditions favorable to aquatic life. Seasonal fluctuations in water levels, along 
with occasional high-flow events, contribute to dynamic habitat structure and support a 
rich diversity of aquatic organisms. The riparian zones bordering the creek further 
enhance aquatic habitat quality by providing shade, contributing organic matter, and 
stabilizing stream banks, which is critical for both erosion control and maintaining water 
clarity during storm events. Below Lakeshore Boulevard, the riparian corridor continues 
to support unique habitat features, including dense willow and alder stands that provide 
shade and shelter for wildlife. This area often experiences increased moisture and 
cooler microclimates, which foster the growth of specialized understory plants and 
supports a higher diversity of bird species. Additionally, the proximity to the creek 
enhances habitat quality for amphibians and aquatic insects, making it an important 
ecological zone within the lower reaches of Third Creek.
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1.4.3 PROJECT PROPONENT INFORMATION
Provide information regarding who is proposing to conduct the project, and their contact 
information. Please provide details on whether there is a Federal nexus.

REQUESTING AGENCY
Nevada Department of Wildlife

FULL NAME
melanie greene

STREET ADDRESS
1100 Valley Road

295 US Highway 50 suite 1

CITY
Reno

STATE
NV

ZIP
89512

PHONE NUMBER
7753393328

E-MAIL ADDRESS
melanie.greene@gmail.com

LEAD AGENCY
Lead agency is the same as requesting agency

1.4.4 PROJECT PURPOSE
The overall purpose of the project is to replace the need for a temporary management 
structure and to construct a more permanent fisheries management structure designed 
to accommodate and respond to Third Creek s flow regime that will allow NDOW to 
collect wild Rainbow trout eggs annually and work towards the recovery of Lahontan 
cutthroat trout (LTC) using a realistic and replicable approach. The project need is 
rooted in the Lake Tahoe Lahontan Cutthroat Trout Feasibility Study and Lake Tahoe 
Rainbow Trout Study  contributes towards Nevada s Biodiversity Initiative with USFWS, 
and replacement of the temporary structure maintained since 2014.

1.4.5 PROJECT TYPE AND DECONSTRUCTION
This project is a fisheries management project.
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1.4.5.1 PROJECT MAP

LEGEND
Project footprint

Layer 1: Fisheries management structure with in-channel scour protections and 
downstream grade controls (structure)
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1.4.5.2 FISHERIES MANAGEMENT STRUCTURE WITH IN-CHANNEL SCOUR 
PROTECTIONS AND DOWNSTREAM GRADE CONTROLS

STRUCTURE COMPLETION DATE
October 15, 2026

REMOVAL/DECOMMISSION DATE (IF APPLICABLE)
Not applicable

STRESSORS
This activity is not expected to have any impact on the environment.

DESCRIPTION
Fisheries management structure will occupy 25-linear-feet of Thrid Creek channel, 
including up-gradient scout controls and down-gradient grade controls the final 
structure will occupy up to 85-linear-feet of Third Creek channel that will be operated 
and maintained by NDOW over the long-term through MOU with IVGID (property 
owner).

1.4.6 ANTICIPATED ENVIRONMENTAL STRESSORS
Describe the anticipated effects of your proposed project on the aspects of the land, air 
and water that will occur due to the activities above. These should be based on the 
activity deconstructions done in the previous section and will be used to inform the 
action area.

1.4.6.1 AQUATIC FEATURES
Bodies of water on the landscape, such as streams, rivers, ponds, wetlands, etc., and their physical 
characteristics (e.g., depth, current, etc.). This feature includes the groundwater and its characteristics. Water 
quality attributes (e.g., turbidity, pH, temperature, DO, nutrients, etc.) should be placed in the Environmental 
Quality Features.

1.4.6.2 MISCELLANEOUS
Miscellaneous should only be used if the created feature does not fit into one of the other categories or if the 
creator is not sure in which category it should be placed.
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1.5 ACTION AREA

LEGEND
Project footprint

Stressor location
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1.6 CONSERVATION MEASURES
Describe any proposed measures being implemented as part of the project that are 
designed to reduce the impacts to the environment and their resulting effects to listed 
species. To avoid extra verbiage, don't list measures that have no relevance to the 
species being analyzed.

No conservation measures have been selected for this project.

1.7 PRIOR CONSULTATION HISTORY
SPK-2015-00456

1.8 OTHER AGENCY PARTNERS AND INTERESTED PARTIES
Nevada Department of Environmental Protection

United States Army Corps of Engineers - Sacramento District

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency

Washoe Tribe of Nevada and California

Incline Village General Improvement District

1.9 OTHER REPORTS AND HELPFUL INFORMATION
Contained in permit applications and the Detailed Project Description enclosure 
provided with packets
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2 SPECIES EFFECTS ANALYSIS
This section describes, species by species, the effects of the proposed action on listed, 
proposed, and candidate species, and the habitat on which they depend. In this 
document, effects are broken down as direct interactions (something happening directly 
to the species) or indirect interactions (something happening to the environment on 
which a species depends that could then result in effects to the species).  
 
These interactions encompass effects that occur both during project construction and 
those which could be ongoing after the project is finished. All effects, however, should 
be considered, including effects from direct and indirect interactions and cumulative 
effects.

2.1 CALIFORNIA SPOTTED OWL
This species has been excluded from analysis in this environmental review 
document.

RELEVANT DOCUMENTATION
NDOW biologists conduct annual protocol surveys in support of the state monitoring 
program. NDOW biologists will conduct pre-construction surveys to determine presence/ 
absence.

JUSTIFICATION FOR EXCLUSION
Project construction will occur following the region's nesting season and the project 
location near busy summer recreation areas (i.e., Incline Beach) the likelihood of 
species occurrence is low.

2.2 GRAY WOLF
This species has been excluded from analysis in this environmental review 
document.

JUSTIFICATION FOR EXCLUSION
Gray Wolf is not likely to occur/occupying the project area even with appropriate habitat. 
The Work area is adjacent to the busy Incline Beach recreation area and in close 
proximity to a regional Class I bikeway and Lakeshore Boulevard.
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2.3 MONARCH BUTTERFLY

2.3.1 STATUS OF THE SPECIES
This section should provide information on the species' background, its biology and life 
history that is relevant to the proposed project within the action area that will inform the 
effects analysis.

2.3.1.1 LEGAL STATUS
The Monarch Butterfly is federally listed as 'Proposed Threatened' and additional 
information regarding its legal status can be found on the ECOS species profile.

2.3.1.2 RECOVERY PLANS
Available recovery plans for the Monarch Butterfly can be found on the ECOS species 
profile.
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2.3.1.3 LIFE HISTORY INFORMATION
For information on monarch conservation, visit https://www.fws.gov/initiative/pollinators/ 
monarchs, http://www.mafwa.org/?page_id=2347, and, for the West, https://wafwa.org/ 
committees-working-groups/monarch-working-group/.

Adult monarch butterflies are large and conspicuous, with bright orange wings 
surrounded by a black border and covered with black veins. The black border has a 
double row of white spots, present on the upper side of the wings. Adult monarchs are 
sexually dimorphic, with males having narrower wing venation and scent patches. The 
bright coloring of a monarch serves as a warning to predators that eating them can be 
toxic.

During the breeding season, monarchs lay their eggs on their obligate milkweed host 
plant (primarily Asclepias spp.), and larvae emerge after two to five days. Larvae 
develop through five larval instars (intervals between molts) over a period of 9 to 18 
days, feeding on milkweed and sequestering toxic chemicals (cardenolides) as a 
defense against predators. The larva then pupates into a chrysalis before emerging 6 to 
14 days later as an adult butterfly. There are multiple generations of monarchs produced 
during the breeding season, with most adult butterflies living approximately two to five 
weeks; overwintering adults enter into reproductive diapause (suspended reproduction) 
and live six to nine months.

In many regions where monarchs are present, monarchs breed year-round. Individual 
monarchs in temperate climates, such as eastern and western North America, undergo 
long-distance migration, and live for an extended period of time. In the fall, in both 
eastern and western North America, monarchs begin migrating to their respective 
overwintering sites. This migration can take monarchs distances of over 3,000 km and 
last for over two months. In early spring (February-March), surviving monarchs break 
diapause and mate at the overwintering sites before dispersing. The same individuals 
that undertook the initial southward migration begin flying back through the breeding 
grounds and their offspring start the cycle of generational migration over again.

IDENTIFIED RESOURCE NEEDS
Natural food sources

Area is less than 5 km2

2.3.1.4 CONSERVATION NEEDS
Not applicable to the Project activities

2.3.2 ENVIRONMENTAL BASELINE
The environmental baseline describes the species' health within the action area only 
at the time of the consultation, and does not include the effects of the action under 
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review. Unlike the species information provided above, the environmental baseline is at 
the scale of the Action area.

2.3.2.1 SPECIES PRESENCE AND USE
Milkweed is not present in measurable densities, if present. Monarch would be migrating 
trough the reach if present in August-October 2026.

RELEVANT DOCUMENTATION

2.3.2.2 SPECIES CONSERVATION NEEDS WITHIN THE ACTION AREA
Not applicable to the project acitivities - size and scale of actions

2.3.2.3 HABITAT CONDITION (GENERAL)
Project will result in a net environmental gain to habitat functions

2.3.2.4 INFLUENCES
Not applicable to the Project activities - size and scale of actions

2.3.2.5 ADDITIONAL BASELINE INFORMATION
Not applicable to the Project activities - size and scale of actions

2.3.3 EFFECTS OF THE ACTION
This section considers and discusses all effects on the listed species that are caused by 
the proposed action and are reasonably certain to occur, including the effects of other 
activities that would not occur but for the proposed action.

2.3.3.1 INDIRECT INTERACTIONS
Provide a brief overview of what the applicable science has discovered regarding the 
species and its response to the stressors that each project activity may cause. This 
should include an explanation of the pathways and mechanisms that have potential to 
translate environmental change (impact) into response and effects to individuals.

2.3.3.2 DIRECT INTERACTIONS
No direct interactions leading to effects on species are expected to occur from the proposed 
project.
Justification:
Not applicable to the Project activities - size and scale of actions
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2.3.4 CUMULATIVE EFFECTS
Not applicable to the Project activities - size and scale of actions

No direct adverse effects would occur from restoration project activities and thus the 
project would not make a considerable contribution to potential cumulative adverse 
effects to the species.

2.3.5 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

DETERMINATION: NE

2.4 NORTHWESTERN POND TURTLE

2.4.1 STATUS OF THE SPECIES
This section should provide information on the species' background, its biology and life 
history that is relevant to the proposed project within the action area that will inform the 
effects analysis.

2.4.1.1 LEGAL STATUS
The Northwestern Pond Turtle is federally listed as 'Proposed Threatened' and 
additional information regarding its legal status can be found on the ECOS species 
profile.

2.4.1.2 RECOVERY PLANS
Available recovery plans for the Northwestern Pond Turtle can be found on the ECOS 
species profile.

2.4.1.3 LIFE HISTORY INFORMATION
No description available

IDENTIFIED RESOURCE NEEDS
Channel morphology

Addressed by design of fisheries management structure

Travel corridors
Addressed through fisheries management structure design

2.4.1.4 CONSERVATION NEEDS
Not applicable to the Project activities - size and scale of actions - project will result in a 
next environmental gain to habitat function within and in the vicinity of the project reach.
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2.4.2 ENVIRONMENTAL BASELINE
The environmental baseline describes the species' health within the action area only 
at the time of the consultation, and does not include the effects of the action under 
review. Unlike the species information provided above, the environmental baseline is at 
the scale of the Action area.

2.4.2.1 SPECIES PRESENCE AND USE
TBD

RELEVANT DOCUMENTATION

2.4.2.2 SPECIES CONSERVATION NEEDS WITHIN THE ACTION AREA
Not applicable to the Project activities - size and scale of actions - project will result in a 
next environmental gain to habitat function within and in the vicinity of the project reach.

2.4.2.3 HABITAT CONDITION (GENERAL)
Not applicable to the Project activities - size and scale of actions - project will result in a 
next environmental gain to habitat function within and in the vicinity of the project reach.

2.4.2.4 INFLUENCES
Not applicable to the Project activities - size and scale of actions - project will result in a 
next environmental gain to habitat function within and in the vicinity of the project reach.

2.4.2.5 ADDITIONAL BASELINE INFORMATION
Not applicable to the Project activities - size and scale of actions - project will result in a 
next environmental gain to habitat function within and in the vicinity of the project reach.

2.4.3 EFFECTS OF THE ACTION
This section considers and discusses all effects on the listed species that are caused by 
the proposed action and are reasonably certain to occur, including the effects of other 
activities that would not occur but for the proposed action.

2.4.3.1 INDIRECT INTERACTIONS
Provide a brief overview of what the applicable science has discovered regarding the 
species and its response to the stressors that each project activity may cause. This 
should include an explanation of the pathways and mechanisms that have potential to 
translate environmental change (impact) into response and effects to individuals.
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2.4.3.2 DIRECT INTERACTIONS
No direct interactions leading to effects on species are expected to occur from the proposed 
project.
Justification:
Not applicable to the Project activities - size and scale of actions - project will result in a 
next environmental gain to habitat function within and in the vicinity of the project reach. 
NDOW biologist will conduct pre-construction presence/absence surveys and will 
implement species relocation protocols if necessary, prior to construction and as 
needed.

2.4.4 CUMULATIVE EFFECTS
Direct effects will be avoided through relocations if species is present in the Project 
Area. Project will result in a next environmental gain to habitat function within and in the 
vicinity of the project reach and would not considerable contribute to adverse cumulative 
effects.

2.4.5 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

DETERMINATION: NLAA

COMPENSATION MEASURES
Pre-construction presence/absence surveys to be conducted by NDOW biologists with 
species relocations conducted when species is present.

2.5 SIERRA NEVADA RED FOX
This species has been excluded from analysis in this environmental review 
document.

RELEVANT DOCUMENTATION
NDOW biologists conduct annual protocol surveys in support of the state monitoring 
program. NDOW biologists will conduct pre-construction surveys to determine presence/ 
absence and are trained in and will implement species relocations when necessary.

JUSTIFICATION FOR EXCLUSION
The location of the Project Area in the vicinity of a busy recreation area and residential 
lake front parcels with security gates and fencing, the likelihood of Sierra Nevada Red 
Fox presence is extremely low.
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2.6 SIERRA NEVADA YELLOW-LEGGED FROG

2.6.1 STATUS OF THE SPECIES
This section should provide information on the species' background, its biology and life 
history that is relevant to the proposed project within the action area that will inform the 
effects analysis.

2.6.1.1 LEGAL STATUS
The Sierra Nevada Yellow-legged Frog is federally listed as 'Endangered' and additional 
information regarding its legal status can be found on the ECOS species profile.

2.6.1.2 RECOVERY PLANS
Available recovery plans for the Sierra Nevada Yellow-legged Frog can be found on the 
ECOS species profile.

2.6.1.3 LIFE HISTORY INFORMATION
No description available

IDENTIFIED RESOURCE NEEDS
Streamflow

Not applicable to the project activities - size and scale of actions - project will result in a next 
environmental gain to habitat function within and in the vicinity of the project reach.

2.6.1.4 CONSERVATION NEEDS
Not applicable to the Project activities - size and scale of actions - project will result in a 
next environmental gain to habitat function within and in the vicinity of the project reach.

2.6.2 ENVIRONMENTAL BASELINE
The environmental baseline describes the species' health within the action area only 
at the time of the consultation, and does not include the effects of the action under 
review. Unlike the species information provided above, the environmental baseline is at 
the scale of the Action area.

2.6.2.1 SPECIES PRESENCE AND USE
NDOW biologists will conduct pre-construction surveys to determine presence/absence 
and are trained in and will implement species relocations when necessary.

RELEVANT DOCUMENTATION
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2.6.2.2 SPECIES CONSERVATION NEEDS WITHIN THE ACTION AREA
Not applicable to the Project activities - size and scale of actions - project will result in a 
next environmental gain to habitat function within and in the vicinity of the project reach.

2.6.2.3 HABITAT CONDITION (GENERAL)
Considered in the design of the fisheries management structure

2.6.2.4 INFLUENCES
Not applicable to the Project activities - size and scale of actions - project will result in a 
next environmental gain to habitat function within and in the vicinity of the project reach.

2.6.2.5 ADDITIONAL BASELINE INFORMATION
Not applicable to the Project activities - size and scale of actions - project will result in a 
next environmental gain to habitat function within and in the vicinity of the project reach.

2.6.3 EFFECTS OF THE ACTION
This section considers and discusses all effects on the listed species that are caused by 
the proposed action and are reasonably certain to occur, including the effects of other 
activities that would not occur but for the proposed action.

2.6.3.1 INDIRECT INTERACTIONS
Provide a brief overview of what the applicable science has discovered regarding the 
species and its response to the stressors that each project activity may cause. This 
should include an explanation of the pathways and mechanisms that have potential to 
translate environmental change (impact) into response and effects to individuals.

2.6.3.2 DIRECT INTERACTIONS
No direct interactions leading to effects on species are expected to occur from the proposed 
project.
Justification:
NDOW biologists will conduct pre-construction presence/absence surveys and will 
implement species relocations if necessary - avoidance.

2.6.4 CUMULATIVE EFFECTS
Not applicable to the Project activities - size and scale of actions - project will result in a 
next environmental gain to habitat function within and in the vicinity of the project reach.

Direct impacts to individuals will be avoidance and thus the project will not make 
considerable contribution to a potentially cumulative adverse effect.
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2.6.5 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

DETERMINATION: NLAA

COMPENSATION MEASURES
NDOW biologists will conduct pre-construction surveys for presence/absence and 
implement specieis relocations if necessary - Avoidance.
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3 CRITICAL HABITAT EFFECTS ANALYSIS
No critical habitats intersect with the project action area.
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4 SUMMARY DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION
4.1 SUMMARY DISCUSSION
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Information for Planning and Consultation 
(IPaC) system was used to identify federally listed species, designated critical habitat, 
and other sensitive resources with the potential to occur within the project area. The 
IPaC Official Species List and supporting tools were reviewed to evaluate potential 
effects and determine the appropriate consultation pathway. Based on the IPaC results, 
the project area contains species and/or habitats with potential to occur; however, 
project design features, avoidance and minimization measures, and the limited scope 
and nature of in-water and shoreline activities substantially reduce the potential for 
adverse effects. The project is confined to previously disturbed areas and developed 
shorezone environments, and does not introduce permanent changes to habitat function 
beyond the footprint evaluated.

Construction activities are temporary and will be implemented in accordance with best 
management practices (BMPs), including erosion and sediment control, turbidity 
management, and seasonal work windows where applicable. These measures are 
consistent with standard USACE permit conditions and are incorporated into the project 
to avoid or minimize potential effects to aquatic and riparian species. Given the project 
characteristics, the action is expected to result in no effect or may affect, not likely to 
adversely affect (NLAA) determinations for federally listed species, as supported by:

the absence of suitable habitat within the immediate work area for certain listed species,
the temporary and localized nature of impacts, and
the implementation of avoidance and minimization measures incorporated into project 
design and permit conditions (including those identified in ENG Form 4345 submittal 
materials and associated PCN documentation).

Based on this evaluation, the project qualifies for informal consultation under Section 
7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA), as facilitated through IPaC. No adverse 
modification of designated critical habitat is anticipated, and no formal consultation is 
expected to be required.

4.2 CONCLUSION
Based on this evaluation, the project qualifies for informal consultation under Section 
7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA), as facilitated through IPaC. No adverse 
modification of designated critical habitat will occur, and no formal consultation is 
expected to be required.
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1 INTRODUCTION

11.1 PURPOSE OF STANDING ANALYSIS 
This Standing Analysis (SA) provides the analytical basis for an optional, alternative 
consultation process for Federal action agencies to address potential effects of future actions, 
pursuant to section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et 
seq.) (Act), to the following species: Lahontan cutthroat trout (Oncorhynchus clarkii henshawi). 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) developed this SA to streamline the process of 
reviewing actions that would result in a “may affect, not likely to adversely affect” (NLAA) 
determination for the subject species. 

This SA provides the analytical basis for consultations conducted for Federal actions that meet 
the criteria described below as delivered through a Determination Key (DKey) in the Service’s 
Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) application. To obtain consultation documents, 
including concurrence with NLAA determinations, Federal agencies must use the associated 
DKey in IPaC to answer questions about the proposed action. By screening the project through 
the DKey, all or part of the SA is adopted by the Federal action agency and used to submit a 
concurrence request to support their NLAA determination. Consultation under section 7(a)(2) is 
only required for actions that may affect a listed species or critical habitat; actions which an 
action agency determines will have no effect on species or critical habitat do not require 
submittal to the Service.

1.2 BENEFITS OF THE STANDING ANALYSIS 
The IPaC DKey based on this SA was designed such that, once the action agency provides the 
project-specific information required by the DKey, the resulting document contains the required 
components for informal consultation for qualified projects. Throughout the remainder of this 
document, statements regarding this SA refer to both the SA and the associated DKey. 

The routine nature of the review of many Federal actions (projects) provides an opportunity to 
comprehensively evaluate the aggregate of their effects on species and critical habitats, as 
appropriate. The streamlined process facilitated by this SA will reduce the amount of Service 
staff time necessary to review actions requesting consultation and provide Federal agencies, 
consultants, and other project proponents a predictable, consistent, and timely response for 
qualified actions. In addition, development of an SA to assess the impacts of individual projects 
allows the Service to track and evaluate aggregate effects of multiple independent actions on 
listed species and/or critical habitat(s).

1.3 ELIGIBILITY FOR USE OF THE STANDING ANALYSIS 
The SA describes the scope of activities that it addresses and provides the technical basis for 
Service concurrence on Federal action agency’s NLAA determinations that are consistent with 
the findings of the SA. The SA may also provide technical information to help agencies identify 
actions that will have no effects to the listed species or critical habitat(s). For projects that do not 
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qualify to use the SA, action agencies/project proponents should coordinate directly with the 
local Ecological Services Field Office (ESFO) and address any consultation requirements, as 
appropriate.  

11.4 ENSURING ACCURATE DETERMINATIONS  
As is true in all consultation procedures, the Service relies on complete and accurate information 
provided by Federal action agencies during consultation. To apply this SA to a project, it is the 
responsibility of the action agency/project proponent to provide information that is truthful and 
accurate and that fully represents the entire scope of the project in order to comply with the Act. 

Where appropriate in our analysis, we make note of which activities are expected to have no 
effects1 on a species or critical habitat. This information is provided as technical assistance to 
action agencies making no effect/may affect determinations.

1.5 UPDATES TO THE STANDING ANALYSIS 
This SA will be reviewed annually and updated as needed to ensure the analysis contains the best 
scientific and commercial data available. This update process will include regular reviews to 
ensure that the analysis is accurate and valid, and that the SA still meets the Act’s requirements. 
All updates will also ensure that the logic is sound and determinations are appropriate for 
covered activities. Updates will be signed under an updated cover. 

Projects reviewed under this SA must rely on the version that is current on the date consultation 
is completed. For reference, both current and previous versions of the SA will be maintained by 
the lead field office. 

2 COVERED AREA 

This SA applies within the area described below, unless otherwise excluded (Section 3.1). In 
delineating the geographic scope of this SA (coverage area), we determined the appropriate 
extent based on the species and critical habitat(s) included and the activities covered herein. To 
qualify to use this SA, a project’s action area must fall completely within the covered area.

This SA coverage area is the entire Tahoe Basin in California and Nevada which includes the 
following counties: Placer County, Eldorado County, Douglas County, and Washoe County. See 
Figure 1 below for the full covered area of this SA.  

 
1 A “no effect” determination is only appropriate when either the species is not present in the action area or is not 
exposed to any possible stressors or impacts from the proposed action. 



5 

Figure 1. Tahoe Unit LCT Boundary (Lahontan Cutthroat Trout Coordinating Committee 2019).   

3 COVERED ACTION DESCRIPTION

The actions described herein include all activities addressed in this SA. The action description, 
conservation measures, and covered area inform the SA and describe which specific activities are 
appropriate for NLAA outcomes for individual projects under this analysis. The description of 
activities, and their inclusion in the SA, does not imply that said activities always result in effects 
to the species, nor is it meant to cover activities that fall outside of the prescribed bounds of the 
analysis as described below. Action agencies are not required to use this SA; they continue to 
have the option to request individual consultation on a project; however, in most cases, we 
anticipate use of the SA will substantially decrease consultation timeframes.
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Action Description
Pier, catwalk, dock, boatlift or similar feature Placement, maintenance, repair, modification, 

expansion, or removal of a pier, catwalk, dock, 
boatlift or similar feature where the only 
disturbance is piling installation or removal

Scientific measuring devices Placement, maintenance, repair, or removal of 
water loggers, water filters, or other similar 
features

Fish habitat mitigation structures Placement, maintenance, repair, or removal of 
fish pyramids or crawfish traps 

Aquatic invasive species nonchemical 
management

Placement, maintenance, repair, or removal of 
benthic barriers or other similar stationary 
features

Mooring buoy field Modification, maintenance, expansion, or 
removal of buoys and their associated anchors 
occurring in a total project area size of less than 
10 acres

Maintenance Dredging Removal of lakebed sediments through a barge 
mounted excavator or suction method occurring 
in a total project area size of less than 1 acre
annually up to a maximum of 10 years

Shoreline erosion control activities Placement, removal, or replacement of shoreline, 
dynamic, or static revetment occurring in a total 
project area size of less than 1 acre annually up to 
a maximum of 10 years

Buoy/Buoys Placement, maintenance, repair, modification, or 
removal of a buoy/buoys

33.1 EXCLUSIONS   
Actions that include certain activities, occur in certain geographic areas, or meet one or more 
context-dependent conditions will not be eligible to use the SA. For projects requiring 
consultation (i.e., that “may affect” listed species or critical habitats) that do not qualify due to 
one or more of these exclusions, action agencies/project proponents must contact the appropriate 
ESFO directly to complete their consultation requirements. 

3.1.1 Excluded Activities 
To receive the Service’s concurrence of an action agency’s NLAA determination or the Service’s 
concurrence for an NLAA determination, based on this SA, actions and activities may NOT 
include the following: 

1) Projects occurring outside of Lake Tahoe waters.
2) Projects occurring within 1000 feet of a tributary. 
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3) The placement, maintenance, repair, modification, expansion or removal of a pier,
catwalk, dock, boatlift or similar feature with more disturbances than piling installation or 
removal. 

4) The placement, maintenance, repair, or removal of scientific measuring devices that are 
not water loggers, water filters, or other similar features. 

5) The placement, maintenance, repair, or removal of aquatic invasive species nonchemical 
management that are not benthic barriers or other similar stationary features.

6) Mooring buoy field modification, maintenance, expansion, or removal occurring in a total 
project area size exceeding 10 acres. 

7) Maintenance dredging occurring in a total project area size exceeding 1 acre annually up 
to a maximum of 10 years. 

8) Shoreline erosion control activities occurring in a total project area size exceeding 1 acre
annually up to a maximum of 10 years. 

9) Projects that include in-water work within Lake Tahoe but do not require a USACE 
permit.

10) Projects where not all TRPA and/or USACE water-quality and water clarity control 
measures will be implemented. 

11) Projects that do not include in-water activities that could potentially affect Lahontan 
cutthroat trout. 

3.1.2 EExcluded Areas  
As outlined in the Covered Area section (2.0), this SA will apply broadly where the Lahontan 
cutthroat trout may be present, except in any area outside of Lake Tahoe waters.

3.1.3 Conditional/Other Exclusions 
In addition, the following conditional exclusions are addressed below in the Conservation 
Measures section.  

3.2 CONSERVATION MEASURES
This SA applies conservation measures in the traditional sense of the definition – that is, design 
features to avoid adverse effects on an individual, population, or species. Projects using this SA 
to support a determination of NLAA must apply all required conservation measures and 
incorporate additional recommended conservation measures to the extent practicable. The 
inability to adopt certain conservation measures may result in a project not qualifying to use this 
SA. 

3.2.1 Permits 
The proposed action will require a permit from the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) 
and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). 

3.2.2 Water Quality and Water Clarity 
The proposed action will require implementation of all specific water quality and water clarity 
control measures stipulated in the 401 and/or 404 Water Quality Certification referenced in the 
USACE permit(s).
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4 COVERED SPECIES AND CRITICAL HABITAT

The following section includes a summary of relevant background information on the species 
used to develop this SA. A complete description of the species can be found on ECOS 
(https://ecos.fws.gov). This overview is included to inform the reader of the species prior to the 
analysis of the effects of the action presented below. Species and critical habitats within a 
project’s action area that may be affected by the proposed action, but are not covered by this SA, 
will require individual consultation with the local ESFO.

Relevant information on the status of LCT, life history traits, population dynamics, habitat 
requirements, threats, and distribution are further detailed in the Recovery Plan for the Lahontan 
Cutthroat Trout (Service 1995), Updated Goals and Objectives for the Conservation of Lahontan 
Cutthroat Trout (Updated Goals and Objectives; Lahontan Cutthroat Trout Coordinating 
Committee 2019), the Lahontan Cutthroat Trout 5-Year Review (Service 2009) and the Lahontan 
Cutthroat Trout Status Review (Service 2023). Lahontan cutthroat trout are a threatened species 
under the Act. Originally listed by the Service as endangered on October 13, 1970 (35 FR 
13520), LCT were subsequently reclassified as threatened on July 16, 1975, to facilitate 
management and allow regulated angling (40 FR 29864). There is no designated critical habitat 
for LCT (Service 1995). 

Lahontan cutthroat trout inhabit lakes and streams but are obligatory stream spawners. Spawning 
generally occurs from April through July, depending upon stream flow, elevation, and water 
temperature (McAfee 1966; Lea 1968; Moyle 2002; Rissler et al 2006). Small, intermittent, 
tributary streams and headwater reaches are sometimes used as spawning sites (Coffin 1981).  
Growth rate is variable for LCT, with faster growth occurring in larger, warmer waters, and 
particularly where forage fish are utilized (Service 1995). Lahontan cutthroat trout in fluvial 
(stream) environments generally become sexually mature around year three (Ray et al 2007) 
while LCT in adfluvial (lake) environments become sexually mature between three and four 
years of age (Rissler et al 2006). Distance traveled to spawning sites varies with stream size and 
strain of LCT (strain refers to locally adapted populations in a particular area or environment). 
Historically, LCT populations in Pyramid and Winnemucca Lakes migrated as far as 100 miles 
up the Truckee River into Lake Tahoe and its tributary streams (Sumner 1940; Peacock and 
Kirchoff 2007). Lake dwelling LCT populations have adapted to a wide variety of lake habitats 
from oligotrophic (with low nutrient levels and primary productivity) alpine lakes (e.g.,
Independence Lake) to large, productive desert terminal lakes (e.g., Pyramid Lake). Optimal 
stream habitat is characterized by clear, cold water with silt-free substrate and a 1:1 pool-riffle 
ratio. Streams should have a variety of habitats including areas with slow deep water, abundant 
instream cover (i.e., large woody debris, boulders, undercut banks), and relatively stable 
streamflow and temperature regimes. Streambanks should be well vegetated to provide cover, 
shade, and bank stabilization. 

Historic overfishing practices, damage to spawning tributaries caused by pollution, logging, 
water diversions, and the introduction of nonnative species had detrimental effects on LCT, and 
this species was considered extirpated from Lake Tahoe by the 1930s. Since 2011, LCT have 
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been stocked intermittently in Lake Tahoe, however, reintroduction efforts in a smaller lake with 
a similar composition of nonnative fish species found low survival and abundance of LCT due to 
predation from nonnative fishes (Al-Chokhachy et al 2009). In 2019, the Lahontan National Fish 
Hatchery Complex in Gardnerville, Nevada, began a more dedicated stocking program in Lake 
Tahoe and by 2022 had reintroduced more than 200,000 Pilot Peak strain LCT. Several genetic 
analyses confirm that Pilot Peak LCT are the strain most genetically similar to the LCT 
historically found in Lake Tahoe (Peacock and Kirchoff 2007). Future additional stocking of 
LCT into Lake Tahoe will be continued, with plans of up to 100,000 fish per year, but is 
dependent on production numbers, water availability at the hatchery, infrastructure and other 
regional stocking commitments. Approximately 20 percent of released LCT are tagged to help 
biologists evaluate the success of the stocking effort along with the growth, survival, and 
distribution of the fish. Lake Tahoe LCT stocking efforts help achieve updated recovery 
objectives for the Tahoe Unit (TU) including: TU1 – Manage and minimize threats (i.e.,
competition, predation) and hybridization risk from non-native trout species to allow for the 
formation and/or maintenance of the TU LCT population; TU2 – Establish multiple adfluvial 
recovery populations within the unit, including Lake Tahoe (Lahontan Cutthroat Trout 
Coordinating Committee 2019). 

5 EFFECTS OF COVERED ACTIVITIES 

This section covers the effects of the anticipated activities covered in this SA to the covered 
species and critical habitat (above). 

The effects of the action are all consequences to listed species or critical habitat that are caused 
by the proposed action, including the consequences of other activities that are caused by the 
proposed action but that are not part of the proposed action. A consequence is caused by the 
proposed action if it would not occur but for the proposed action and it is reasonably certain to 
occur. Effects of the action may occur later in time and may include consequences occurring 
outside the immediate area involved in the action (50 CFR 402.02).  

A project’s action area must include all areas affected (i.e., modifications to land, air, or water) 
by the proposed action, and not merely the immediate area involved in the action. If the activities 
satisfy the two-part test for causation (“but for” and “reasonably certain to occur”), they should 
be considered as part of the action. To qualify for use of this SA, a project’s action area must be 
wholly encompassed by the coverage area for this SA as described above and all actives within 
the proposed action must fit within the scope of the SA. 

Qualifying actions typically involve one or more of the stressors addressed below.  Proposed 
projects involving these stressors may affect, but are not likely to adversely affect LCT. Our 
concurrence is based on our expectation that LCT are unlikely to be within the action area during 
construction and the action agency’s (and your applicant’s) commitment to implement the 
special conditions of the applicable required construction permits. These considerations form the 
basis of our assessment that the nature of anticipated impacts to LCT will be insignificant and 
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discountable. No critical habitat has been designated for this species; as a result, none will be 
affected.

5.1 EFFECTS OF SUSPENSION OF SEDIMENTS ON LCT
Suspended sediment can affect fish behavior, physiology, embryo survival, and produce habitat 
alterations which may result in physiological stress and reduced growth and survival (Suttle et al
2004). Effects on fish behavior include avoidance of turbid water (Bisson and Bilby 1982), 
altered territoriality (Berg and Northcote 1985), changes in foraging and predation (Gregory 
1993; Gregory and Northcote 1993), and homing and migration (Whitman et al 1982). 
Physiological effects associated with increased levels of suspended sediment or turbidity include 
gill trauma (Berg and Northcote 1985) and increased plasma cortisol levels indicating stress 
(Redding et al 1987). Survival of salmonid embryos is reduced dramatically as fine sediment 
increases (Bjornn and Reiser 1991). An increase in turbidity also reduces predation rates for all 
prey sizes for LCT (Vinyard and Yuan 1996). Common alterations of salmonid habitat from fine 
sediment deposition are increased embeddedness (the degree to which gravel, cobble and 
boulders are covered or sunken into the silt, sand or mud of the stream bottom) (Chapman 1988), 
reduction of habitat complexity and abundance (McIntosh et al 2000), decreased areas for refugia 
(Poole and Berman 2001), reduced spawning and rearing habitat (Platts et al 1989), and 
alterations to hyporheic (zone of stream where mixing of shallow groundwater and surface water 
occurs) inputs (Baxter and Hauer 2000). For these adverse effects to occur, fish must not only be 
present, but also unable to avoid these adverse effects. The likelihood for LCT to be present in or 
near the area during project implementation are low as LCT are expected to respond to 
construction activity by avoiding the area. The large size of Lake Tahoe allows LCT to move 
away from the action area, therefore, the potential for the adverse effects of suspended sediments 
is low. The specific water-quality and water clarity control measures stipulated in required 
construction permits issued by TRPA, your agency, and others for this project will ensure that 
this project will not result in turbidity levels suspected to result in physical injury to fish. At 
most, we anticipate that this effect would cause LCT to temporarily move to adjacent habitat 
outside of the action area. We anticipate that the suspension of sediments due to the mechanical 
operation of machinery for the covered activities may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect 
LCT. 

5.2 EFFECTS OF INJURIOUS NOISE ON LCT
Sonic impacts (Hastings and Popper 2005) have the potential to result in direct physical injury to 
fish. Noise from machinery operation during construction can result in the displacement of fish. 
However, in order for injury to result, fish must not only be present, but also unable to avoid 
these adverse effects. We generally regard the potential for LCT injury from sonic impacts to be 
discountable because we regard it as extremely unlikely that the species will be present in or near 
the action area during project activities. At most, we anticipate that this effect would cause LCT 
to temporarily move to adjacent habitat outside of the action area. We anticipate that injurious 
noise impacts due to the mechanical operation of machinery for the covered activities may affect, 
but is not likely to adversely affect LCT. 
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5.3 EFFECTS EQUIPMENT OPERATING IN AND NEAR THE WATER ON LCT
Lahontan cutthroat trout are expected to respond to construction by avoiding the area. Due to the 
size of Lake Tahoe, LCT have the ability to move from the action area without impediment to 
other suitable lake shore habitat. Accidental spills/contamination during construction activities 
can result in negative affects to fish. However, the specific water-quality and water clarity 
control measures stipulated in required construction permits issued by TRPA, your agency, and 
others for the covered activities will ensure that this project will not result in adverse effects. At 
most, we anticipate that this effect would cause LCT to temporarily move to adjacent habitat 
outside of the action area.  

5.4 AGGREGATE EFFECTS
Although the consultation process will be applied on an individual project basis, we also 
considered the potential additive impacts of processing multiple projects under this SA to ensure 
the effects remain insignificant/discountable/wholly beneficial collectively. 

We have reviewed the covered activities addressed by this SA and have determined that habitat 
effects are not expected to aggregate when combined with similar effects from other 
consultations covered by this SA in a manner that would result in adverse effects to the species 
(e.g., these effects would not be significant, measurable, or detectable either individually or 
collectively).   

6 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 

After considering the relevant information pertaining to the species and critical habitat, 
reviewing the covered activities and associated required conservation measures, and evaluating 
their anticipated effects (both individually and in the aggregate), we conclude that the actions 
subject to this SA, individually and collectively, will support a Federal action agency 
determination of a section 7(a)(2) determination pursuant to the Act of “may affect, not likely to 
adversely affect,” as appropriate, for the subject species and critical habitat as described above. 
This SA is based on the consultation provisions of section 7(a)(2) of the Act and the information 
cited and will undergo review and revision, as needed, if any of the following conditions have 
been met: 1) If new information reveals the effects of the covered action(s) to the covered 
species or critical habitat are occurring in a manner or to an extent not considered in this SA 
based on applied use; or 2) If the species or critical habitat covered by the SA has a change in 
status.

This SA will be provided through IPaC via a link within the DKey output letter. 
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APPENDIX A – STRUCTURED QUESTIONS FOR SCREENING A PROJECT VIA A DKEY TO 
DETERMINE WHETHER IT IS APPLICABLE FOR USE UNDER THIS SA

1. Does the proposed project include any activities within the Tahoe Basin? 
a. Yes –2 
b. No –NA

2. Does the proposed project include any work waterward of the Ordinary High-Water Mark 
(6229.1’ LTD) of Lake Tahoe? 
a. Yes – 3 
b. No – NA 1

3. Will the proposed project occur within 1000 feet of a tributary?  
a. Yes – NA 1.1 
b. No – 4 

4. Is the in-water work limited to the placement, maintenance, repair, modification, 
expansion or removal of a pier, catwalk, dock, boatlift or similar feature where the only 
disturbance is piling installation or removal?
a. Yes – 11 
b. No – 5 

5. Is the in-water work limited to the placement, maintenance, repair, or removal of 
scientific measuring devices (such as water loggers, water filters, or other similar 
features), fish habitat mitigation structures (such as fish pyramids or crawfish traps), or 
aquatic invasive species nonchemical management (such as benthic barriers or other 
similar stationary features)? 

a. Yes – 11 
b. No – 6 

6. Is the in-water work limited to the modification, maintenance, expansion, or removal of a 
mooring buoy field or limited to the placement, maintenance, repair, modification, or 
removal of a buoy/buoys? 
a. Yes – 7 
b. No – 8 

7. Will the project occur in a total project area size of less than 10 acres?
a. Yes – 11 
b. No – NA 1.2

8. Is the in-water work limited to maintenance dredging? 
a. Yes – 9 
b. No – 10 

9. Will the project occur in a total project area size of less than 1 acre annually up to a 
maximum of 10 years? 
a. Yes – 11 
b. No – NA 1.3 

10. Is the in-water work limited to shoreline erosion control activities (such as shoreline, 
dynamic, or static revetment)?
a. Yes – 9 



16 
 

b. No – NA 1.4
11. Does the proposed project require a permit from the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency 

(TRPA)?
a. Yes – 12 
b. No – 13 

12. Will the proposed project include implementation of all specific water-quality and water 
clarity control measures stipulated in the construction permit issued by the TRPA? 
a. Yes – 13 
b. No – NA 2

13. Does the proposed project require a permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(USACE)?
a. Yes – 14 
b. No – NA 4

14. Will the proposed project include implementation of all specific water- quality and water 
clarity control measures stipulated in the 401 and/or 404 Water Quality Certification 
references in the USACE permit(s)?
a. Yes – NLAA
b. NA 3
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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Reno Fish And Wildlife Office
1340 Financial Boulevard, Suite 234

Reno, NV 89502-7147
Phone: (775) 861-6300 Fax: (775) 861-6301

In Reply Refer To:
Project code: 2026-0080791
Project Name: NDOW Third Creek Fisheries Management Structure

Notice: This letter does not constitute formal approval of your project; this letter is meant to 
facilitate U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' review of your project and consultation with the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service. Please provide this letter to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers with 
your 404 Permit Application.

Subject: Technical Assistance Letter for the Project Named 'NDOW Third Creek Fisheries 
Management Structure' for the Endangered Lahontan Cutthroat Trout, Pursuant to the 
Determination Key for In-Water Projects in Lake Tahoe

To Whom It May Concern:

On April 23, 2026, melanie greene used the Determination Key for In-Water Projects in Lake 
Tahoe, dated April 15, 2025, in the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's (Service) online Information 
for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) tool, to evaluate potential impacts to the federally listed as 
threatened Lahontan cutthroat trout (LCT, Oncorhynchus clarkii henshawi) from a project named 
'NDOW Third Creek Fisheries Management Structure' (Project).

melanie greene provided the following project information in IPaC:

Project Details:

Name: NDOW Third Creek Fisheries Management Structure

The following description was provided for the project 'NDOW Third Creek Fisheries 
Management Structure':

Nevada Department of Wildlife proposes to install a fisheries management 
structure on Third Creek in Incline Village, Washoe County, Nevada, between 
Lakeshore Boulevard and the creek terminus at Lake Tahoe on land owned by the 
Incline Village General Improvement District (IVGID). Project planning has been 
supported by an IVGID grant. The fisheries management structure will replace the 
temporary structures operated and maintained to support NDOW s ongoing 
management, monitoring and research efforts at the project site since 2014 (i.e., 
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1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

Lake Tahoe Lahontan Cutthroat Trout Feasibility Study, EIP Project 
#02.02.03.0025) and Lake Tahoe Rainbow Trout Study, EIP Project #). The Third 
Creek Fisheries Management Structure (Project) will contribute towards Nevada s 
Biodiversity Initiative with the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS). 
Construction period is scheduled for July 31 through October 15, 2026.

The approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https:// 
www.google.com/maps/@39.24060795,-119.94639374739052,14z

Qualification Interview:

Does the proposed project include any work water-ward of the Ordinary High Water Mark 
(6229.1  LTD) of Lake Tahoe
Yes
Will the proposed project occur within 1000 feet of a tributary?
No
Is the in-water work limited to the placement, maintenance, repair, modification, expansion 
or removal of a pier, catwalk, dock, boatlift or similar feature where the only disturbance is 
piling installation or removal?
No
Is the in-water work limited to the placement, maintenance, repair, or removal of scientific 
measuring devices (such as water loggers, water filters, or other similar features), fish 
habitat mitigation structures (such as fish pyramids or crawfish traps), or aquatic invasive 
species nonchemical management (such as benthic barriers or other similar stationary 
features)?
Yes
Does the proposed project require a permit from the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency 
(TRPA)?
Yes
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6.

7.

8.

Will the proposed project include implementation of all specific water-quality and water 
clarity control measures stipulated in the TRPA?
Yes
Does the proposed project require a permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(USACE)?
Yes
Will the proposed project include implementation of all specific water-quality and water 
clarity control measures stipulated in the 401 and/or 404 Water Quality Certification 
references in the USACE permit(s)?
Yes

Based on the answers provided, including application of all avoidance and minimization 
measures specified in the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency construction permit and the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers' (Corps) 404 permit, the proposed project is consistent with a 
determination of Not Likely to Adversely Affect  for LCT per the Determination Key for In- 
Water Projects in Lake Tahoe, dated April 15, 2025.

Please be advised that it is the Corps  responsibility to make final effect determinations for 
potential impacts resulting from actions they permit and to confirm that your project is consistent 
with the aforementioned guidance. The validity of this Not Likely to Adversely Affect 
determination is contingent upon a representative from the Corps formally requesting 
concurrence from the Service. Please provide a copy of this letter to the Corps to assist with their 
determination and their associated consultation with the Service.

If the Proposed Action "may affect" any other federally-listed or proposed species, or any 
designated critical habitat, additional consultation between the Corps and the Service may be 
required. Please advise the Corps accordingly.

This key does not address proposed projects outside of Lake Tahoe waters that do not require a 
Corps permit. It should be noted that such projects in and around Lake Tahoe may still have the 
potential to adversely affect LCT or other species (e.g., the endangered Sierra Nevada yellow- 
legged frog, Rana sierrae) listed under the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (ESA) 
(87 Stat. 884; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). The project proponent is responsible for ensuring any such 
project near Lake Tahoe complies with the ESA.
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IPAC USER CONTACT INFORMATION
Agency: Nevada Department of Wildlife
Name: melanie greene
Address: 1100 Valley Road
Address Line 2: 295 US Highway 50 suite 1
City: Reno
State: NV
Zip: 89512
Email melanie.greene@gmail.com
Phone: 7753393328



Third Creek Permanent Fish Management Structure Project

Scope of Work

A. Project Narrative

Third Creek, the largest tributary to Lake Tahoe in Nevada, serves as critical spawning habitat 
for various game and non-game fish. The Nevada Department of Wildlife (NDOW) has operated 
studies on Third Creek since 2014, utilizing a temporary weir and fish trap to monitor and 
manage salmonid populations. This project aims to construct a permanent fish management 
structure that will enhance fish conservation efforts, particularly for the Lahontan Cutthroat 
Trout (LCT), while fostering community engagement through educational components. The 
permanent structure will improve NDOW's capacity to manage fish populations, restore native 
Lahontan Cutthroat Trout to waters within its historic range, mitigate hybridization risks with 
Rainbow Trout, and support sustainable fishing practices in the region. 

B. Project Objectives and Goals

1. Establish a Permanent Fish Management Structure: Construct a durable facility for 
efficient capture and spawning of Rainbow Trout. 

2. Support Lahontan Cutthroat Trout Recovery: Facilitate ongoing data collection and 
management practices to aid LCT reintroduction efforts. 

3. Enhance Community Engagement: Incorporate educational features and viewing areas 
to foster public interest in local fisheries.

4. Improve Fishery Management: Develop robust monitoring protocols to inform future 
conservation efforts. 

C. Detailed Tasks

1. Design (Phase 1) – Fully funded, not part of application
o Collaborate with Stantec Design Firm to create detailed engineering plans for the 

fish management structure.
o Integrate adaptive management principles into the design to ensure long-term 

effectiveness.
o This task is in progress with expected design delivered in early 2025. 

2. Permitting (Phase 1) - Fully funded, not part of application
o Initiate permitting processes with the Nevada Division of Environmental 

Protection (NDEP) and the Army Corps of Engineers. 



o Ensure compliance with all regulatory requirements during the permitting process. 
o This task is in progress with expected design delivered in early 2025. 

3. Consultation (Phase 1) - Fully funded, not part of application
o Conduct ongoing consultations with Stantec to refine project execution strategies 

and timelines.
4. Construction Phase – Requesting funding

o Select and contract with experienced contractor for in-stream construction of 
engineered design. 

o Execute construction during low-flow periods (late summer) to minimize 
ecological disruption. 

o Utilize construction equipment, including a 314 E tracked excavator and a loader, 
to build the structure primarily from the streambank. 

o Assist during construction phase with onsite coordination between design firm 
(Stantec) and selected contractor.

5. Best Management Practices (BMPs) and Vegetation Work
o Implement BMPs (e.g., straw wattles, stream diversions) during construction to 

protect the surrounding environment. 
o Collaborate with IVGID to replant any damaged vegetation post-construction. 

6. Monitoring and Evaluation
o Conduct pre- and post-construction surveys to assess fish populations and habitat 

conditions. 
o Develop future operations plan for completed structure that includes:

1. Seasonal staffing to manage salmonid spawning runs. 
2. Comprehensive tributary management plan for reestablishment of native 

Lahontan Cutthroat Trout that works toward the ultimate recovery and 
delisting of the species. 

3. Rainbow Trout broodstock management to allow for harvest of eggs for 
statewide program.

4. Annual monitoring plan.  Part of State of Nevada Sportfish Restoration 
program.  Reported on annually and funded by Wildlife and Sportfish 
Restoration Grant. 

o Use findings to develop adaptive future management strategies to assist in the 
reestablishment and recovery of Lahontan Cutthroat Trout in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin.

7. Education and Outreach
o In cooperation with IVGID, develop outreach materials and educational signage 

to raise public awareness about the project and fisheries management.
o Organize events for local schools, community organizations, and volunteers to 

promote engagement with the project. 

D. Project Deliverables and Products

1. Design Plans: Comprehensive engineering and permitting documents from Stantec.  
Expected 2025 

2. Permits: Secured permits from regulatory agencies.  Expected 2025 
3. Completed Structure: Full construction of engineered fish management structure. 



4. Monitoring Reports: Pre- and post-construction fish and habitat surveys. 
5. Educational Materials: Brochures, signage, and outreach content. 
6. Final Project Report: Summary of outcomes, methodologies, and recommendations for 

future fisheries management.

E. Expected Results and Management Implications

Increased Ability to Recover and Restore LCT to Historic Habitat: The permanent 
structure will improve NDOW’s ability to separate native and non-native salmonids to 
bolster the ability of native LCT to spawn while limiting interaction with non-native 
Rainbow Trout. 
Increased Spawning Efficiency: The permanent structure will enhance the ability to 
capture and spawn more Rainbow Trout, bolstering the statewide stocking program while 
minimizing hybridization risk between Rainbow and Lahontan Cutthroat Trout. 
Better Data Collection: Improved monitoring capabilities will provide critical data for 
the management and recovery of Lahontan Cutthroat Trout. 
Enhanced Community Relationships: The educational components will foster a deeper 
understanding of fisheries management, promoting community support for conservation 
efforts.
Development of Management Strategy: If successful, this project template can and will 
be used on other tributaries around the Lake Tahoe Basin to bolster recovery potential for 
Lahontan Cutthroat Trout. 

F. Budget Summary

Dollar Amount Requested from LT: $200,000 
Total Cost of Project: $730,000 (including Phase 1 funding) 
Funding Sources: 

Third Creek Management Structure Funding 
Fiscal Year Source Phase Amount 
FY23 NDOW Habitat Conservation Fee Design (1) $50,000 
FY24 NDOW Heritage Trust Account Design (1) $80,000 
FY25 NDOW Heritage Trust Account Construction (2) $100,000 
FY25 NDOW Habitat Conservation Fee Construction (2) $50,000 
  Estimated Total Costs $730,000 
  Acquired $280,000 
  Remaining Need $450,000 

Match Funding: Up to $100,000 can be made available for matching funds if awarded.  



Conclusion

This scope of work outlines a comprehensive approach to constructing a permanent fish 
management structure on Third Creek, enhancing fishery management and community 
engagement in the Lake Tahoe Basin. Through careful planning, design, and execution, the 
project aims to establish a sustainable framework for the conservation of a self-sustaining LCT 
population within Lake Tahoe and the preservation of the ecological integrity of the region. 

Lake Tahoe Environmental Improvement Program Project Number: 02.02.03.0025 

Prepared By:

Travis Hawks
Western Region Fisheries Supervisor 
Nevada Department of Wildlife
thawks@ndow.org 



Image 1: Trout captured during May 2024 ascending Third Creek, Incline Village, NV 

 

Image 2: ow Trout, Third Creek, Incline Village, NV 

 

 

 



Image 3: Temporary Fish Management Structure, Third Creek, Incline Village, Nevada 
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Project Details

The tool provides initial screening for all project types and more detailed analysis for residential, tourist
accommodation unit, and public service projects. All non-screened commercial, recreation, and other projects
will need to complete a more detailed transportation analysis. For detailed information on the PIA framework,
tool usage, and calculations see the User Guidelines. For detailed information on the PIA framework, tool
usage, and calculations select the User Guidelines tab. For questions about the project impact assessment
process contact Melanie Sloan (msloan@trpa.gov). For technical issues with the tool contact Reid Haefer
(rhaefer@trpa.gov).

Date Submitted
Wed May 6 19:38:54 2026

Report Notes
None

Analysis Type
TRPA

Existing Land Use
Not Applicable

Proposed Project
NDOW's Third Creek Fisheries Management Structure

Public Park

0.35 Acres

$23.75

VMT
Proposed Project Gross VMT - 1

Existing VMT - 0

Mitigated VMT - 0

Project Total Net VMT - 1

Standard of Significance VMT - 0

Mitigation Needed - 0

Mobility Fee - $23.75

1



Screening
Screened - Yes

Additional Analysis Required?

Mitgation Info
Mitigations - Traffic Calming

Percent - 1.00%

Other Project Details
Zone ID - Zone 71

Zone Average Trip Length - 4.79

ITE Trip Rate (if applicable) - 0.78

Zone VMT Per Capita Standard of Significance - 11.02

Located in Town/Regional Center - Yes

Located in Bonus Unit Eligible Area - Yes

Jurisdiction - Washoe County

Parcel Number (APN) - 130-230-37
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INITIAL ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
FOR DETERMINATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

PROJECT INFORMATION

Project Name: Nevada Department of Wildlife’s Third Creek Fisheries Management Structure

Project Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN): 127-280-01, 127-010-04

Project Address: 967 Lakeshore Boulevard

County/City: Washoe County, Incline Village, NV 89451

Project Description:

NDOW proposes to install a new fisheries management structure on Third Creek between Lakeshore Boulevard 
and the creek terminus at Lake Tahoe on land owned by the Incline Village General Improvement District 
(IVGID). Project planning has been supported by state special reserve accounts (Habitat Conservation Fee the 
Nevada Wildlife Heritage Trust Account). The fisheries management structure will replace the temporary 
structures operated and maintained to support NDOW’s ongoing management, monitoring, and research 
efforts at this reach since 2014 (i.e., Lake Tahoe Lahontan Cutthroat Trout Feasibility Study and Lake Tahoe 
Rainbow Trout Study). The Project will contribute towards Nevada’s Biodiversity Initiative with the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), specifically Lahontan cutthroat trout (LCT) and rainbow trout 
populations and has been designed and located to respond to existing channel morphology and flow regimes 
improving stability in the lotic systems and to address the project objectives that will be discussed at the pre-
filing meeting and detailed in the forthcoming application for water quality certification. The fisheries 
management structure will be comprised of a concrete velocity barrier, weir with removable slide gate (fish 
collection pool, fish ladder, streambank revetment, grade controls boulders sited down-gradient), and erosion 
and scour protection measures (i.e., rip rap; boulders sited up-gradient).

Refer to the enclosed Detailed Project Description and Attachments A through J for additional details on 
construction sequencing, equipment and materials, best management practices (BMPs) and resource 
protection measures (RPMs), and monitoring and reporting, along with Environmental Improvement Program 
(EIP) project findings.
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The following questionnaire will be completed by the applicant based on evidence submitted with the 
application. All "Yes" and "No, With Mitigation" answers will require further written comments. Use the 
blank boxes to add any additional information and reference the question number and letter. If more 
space is required for additional information, please attached separate sheets and reference the question 
number and letter. 

For information on the status of TRPA environmental thresholds click on the links to the Threshold 
Dashboard. 
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1. LAND
Current and historic status of soil conservation standards can be found at the 
links below:

Impervious Cover
Stream Environment Zone

Will the proposal result in: Ye
s

No No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt

a. Compaction or covering of the soil beyond the limits allowed in the 
land capability or Individual Parcel Evaluation System (IPES)?

X 

b. A change in the topography or ground surface relief features of site 
inconsistent with the natural surrounding conditions?

X

c. Unstable soil conditions during or after completion of the proposal? X

d. Changes in the undisturbed soil or native geologic substructures or 
grading in excess of 5 feet?

X

e. The continuation of or increase in wind or water erosion of soils, either 
on or off the site?

X

f. Changes in deposition or erosion of beach sand, or changes in siltation, 
deposition or erosion, including natural littoral processes, which may 
modify the channel of a river or stream or the bed of a lake?

X

g. Exposure of people or property to geologic hazards such as 
earthquakes, landslides, backshore erosion, avalanches, mud slides, 
ground failure, or similar hazards?

X

Discussion:

1c. Construction disturbance is limited to a defined in-channel work area and temporary access route, with 
staging on existing pavement. Disturbed soils and streambanks will be backfilled/compacted and stabilized 
following installation, and final restoration includes stabilization and revegetation of disturbed uplands. 
Temporary and permanent erosion/sediment controls are installed prior to disturbance and maintained 
through construction to prevent instability and off-site effects. 

1e. Temporary BMPs and RPMs to be implemented prior to ground disturbance and maintained throughout 
construction (e.g., construction limit fencing, silt barriers, fiber rolls, turf protection mats, good 
housekeeping, and prompt stabilization/revegetation). Dust control measures (including speed limits, 
track-out prevention, and sweeping/watering as needed) reduce wind erosion potential during construction.

1f. In-channel work will occur within an isolated work area using temporary diversion and dewatering to 
maintain dry conditions while directing flows downstream. Water quality protection BMPs are installed prior 
to excavation/grading, with turbidity monitoring during in-water work and corrective actions/Stop Work if 
standards are exceeded. Permanent project components (e.g., grade controls, erosion/scour protection, 
streambank revetment, stream bed mix) are designed to improve long-term channel stability relative to 
existing temporary facilities.

I. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
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2. AIR QUALITY
Current and historic status of air quality standards can be found at the links 
below:

Carbon Monoxide (CO)
Nitrate Deposition
Ozone (O3)
Regional Visibility
Respirable and Fine Particulate Matter
Sub-Regional Visibility

Will the proposal result in: Ye
s

No No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt

a.  Substantial air pollutant emissions? X

b.  Deterioration of ambient (existing) air quality? X

c. The creation of objectionable odors? X

d. Alteration of air movement, moisture or temperature, or any change in 
climate, either locally or regionally?

X

e.  Increased use of diesel fuel? X

Discussion:

Temporary emissions during construction will be managed with appropriate controls. Project creates no 
permanent emissions sources. 

2e.  Diesel equipment use will occur during the defined construction period only. The project includes dust 
control and track-out prevention measures (e.g., vehicle speed limits on exposed surfaces, 
sweeping/housekeeping) to minimize particulate emissions associated with equipment operation and 
hauling.
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3. WATER QUALITY
Current and historic status of water quality standards can be found at the 
links below:

Aquatic Invasive Species
Deep Water (Pelagic) Lake Tahoe
Groundwater
Nearshore (Littoral) Lake Tahoe
Other Lakes
Surface Runoff
Tributaries
Load Reductions

No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt

Will the proposal result in: Ye
s

No

a.  Changes in currents, or the course or direction of water movements? X

b. Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the rate and 
amount of surface water runoff so that a 20 yr. 1 hr. storm runoff 
(approximately 1 inch per hour) cannot be contained on the site?

X

c. Alterations to the course or flow of 100-yearflood waters? X

d.  Change in the amount of surface water in any water body? X

e. Discharge into surface waters, or in any alteration of surface water 
quality, including but not limited to temperature, dissolved oxygen or 
turbidity?

X

f. Alteration of the direction or rate of flow of ground water? X

g. Change in the quantity of groundwater, either through direct 
additions or withdrawals, or through interception of an aquifer by 
cuts or excavations?

X

h. Substantial reduction in the amount of water otherwise available for 
public water supplies?

X

i. Exposure of people or property to water related hazards such as 
flooding and/or wave action from 100-year storm occurrence or 
seiches?

X

j. The potential discharge of contaminants to the groundwater or any 
alteration of groundwater quality?

X

k. Is the project located within 600 feet of a drinking water source? X
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Discussion:
The Project incorporates strategies to prevent sedimentation and reduce the risk of pollutants entering 
the creek. BMPs for stormwater handling will be applied to protect the aquatic environment.

3a. Temporary diversion structures with velocity controls will be used during construction to reroute baseline flow
around the work area and maintain downstream flow continuity. Upon completion, diversion and dewatering systems 
will be removed and streamflow restored. The permanent structure is designed to accommodate Third Creek’s flow 
regime while maintaining channel function. 

3c. Construction methods maintain flow continuity through diversion/dewatering and do not propose permanent 
impoundment. The permanent structure is described as designed to respond to Third Creek flow regimes and includes 
stabilization features (grade controls, scour protection) intended to maintain channel stability.  

3e. Dewatering/diversion is required and will be implemented with turbidity controls and monitoring. The project 
specifies a turbidity standard of 10 NTU or baseline/background, whichever is higher, with baseline turbidity measured 
prior to construction. Monitoring will occur upstream and downstream during in-water work, with Stop Work and 
corrective actions if exceedances occur. 

3f. Localized groundwater seepage may be anticipated; contingency localized dewatering would be implemented using 
portable pumps and containment/filtration prior to any release. Dewatering would be restricted to the immediate 
work zone and managed to prevent discharge of turbid or contaminated water to Third Creek or adjacent areas.  

3j. Spill prevention and response measures are required (refer to RPM-3), including maintaining spill kits onsite, 
training personnel, prompt containment/cleanup, and prohibiting discharge of petroleum products and waste to Lake 
Tahoe Basin surface waters (including Third Creek). Materials management and housekeeping measures reduce the 
potential for contaminant release during construction.
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4. VEGETATION
Current and historic status of vegetation preservation standards can be found 
at the links below:

Common Vegetation
Late Seral/Old Growth Ecosystems
Sensitive Plants
Uncommon Plant Communities

Will the proposal result in: Ye
s

No No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt

a. Removal of native vegetation in excess of the area utilized for the 
actual development permitted by the land capability/IPES system?

X

b. Removal of riparian vegetation or other vegetation associated with 
critical wildlife habitat, either through direct removal or indirect 
lowering of the groundwater table?

X

c. Introduction of new vegetation that will require excessive fertilizer or 
water, or will provide a barrier to the normal replenishment of existing 
species?

X

d. Change in the diversity or distribution of species, or number of any 
species of plants (including trees, shrubs, grass, crops, micro flora, and 
aquatic plants)?

X

e. Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare, or endangered species 
of plants?

X

f. Removal of stream bank and/or backshore vegetation, including woody 
vegetation such as willows?

X

g. Removal of any native live, dead or dying trees 30 inches or greater in 
diameter at breast height (dbh) within TRPA's Conservation or 
Recreation land use classifications?

X

h.  A change in the natural functioning of an old growth ecosystem? X

Discussion:

Native fish populations are expected to benefit from improved passage and habitat conditions. The 
Project design includes measures to minimize potential impacts on non-target species. 

4f.   Where vegetation conflicts occur within construction limits, the project specifies minimizing disturbance 
and protecting vegetation to the extent feasible, including use of fencing and controlled access. Any 
disturbed areas will be stabilized and revegetated, and work is confined to the defined reach and 
access/staging areas.
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5. WILDLIFE
Current and historic status of special interest species standards can be found 
at the links below:

Special Interest Species

Current and historic status of the fisheries standards can be found at the links 
below:

Instream Flow
Lake Habitat
Stream Habitat

Will the proposal result in: Ye
s

No No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt

a. Change in the diversity or distribution of species, or numbers of any 
species of animals (birds, land animals including reptiles, fish and 
shellfish, benthic organisms, insects, mammals, amphibians or 
microfauna)?

X

b. Reduction of the number of any unique, rare or endangered species of 
animals?

X

c. Introduction of new species of animals into an area, or result in a 
barrier to the migration or movement of animals?

X

d.  Deterioration of existing fish or wildlife habitat quantity or quality? X

Discussion:
The Project's approach to wildlife avoidance and minimization includes construction timing during low 
flow periods, isolating work areas, using diversion and dewatering methods, and implementing BMPs to 
reduce impacts on aquatic species during construction. Pre- and post-construction surveys, as well as 
ongoing monitoring by NDOW biologists, will ensure that potential adverse effects on special status and 
endangered species are identified and addressed, with additional measures such as fish relocations and 
resource protection commitments outlined in the Detailed Project Description.

5a. Short-term effects could include temporary disturbance/displacement of aquatic species within the 
isolated work area during construction. The Project uses work area isolation, diversion/dewatering, and 
BMPs to minimize impacts, and includes NDOW pre- and post-construction surveys and long-term 
monitoring of fisheries and habitat function.

5b. A no adverse effect determination may be concluded based on the purpose and need of the proposed 
project and the USFWS IPACs documentation provided in the Detailed Project Description Attachment C. 
Potential impacts during construction will be avoided and minimized through pre-construction survey 
commitments, fish relocations, and monitoring conducted by NDOW biologists throughout the construction 
period.  Refer to   Detailed Project Description, Sections 1.4.6, Special status Species, and 2.5, Resource
Protection Measures and Best management Practices. 

5c. The Project does not introduce new animal species. Temporary construction barriers are limited to the 
Work Area and removed after construction; post-construction, the facility includes fish passage components 
(fish ladder) and is intended to support ongoing fisheries management without creating a permanent barrier 
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to movement. 
 
5d.   Temporary impacts will be confined to the defined construction footprint and will be restored following 
completion (removal of diversion structures, stabilization/revegetation). Permanent features (grade 
controls, erosion/scour protection, streambank revetment, streambed mix) are intended to improve 
long-term channel stability and aquatic habitat function relative to existing temporary facilities. 
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6. NOISE
Current and historic status of the noise standards can be found at the links 
below:

Cumulative Noise Events
Single Noise Events

Will the proposal result in: Ye
s

No No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt

a. Increases in existing Community Noise Equivalency Levels (CNEL) 
beyond those permitted in the applicable Area Plan, Plan Area 
Statement, Community Plan or Master Plan?

X

b.  Exposure of people to severe noise levels? X

c. Single event noise levels greater than those set forth in the TRPA Noise 
Environmental Threshold?

X

d. The placement of residential or tourist accommodation uses in areas 
where the existing CNEL exceeds 60 dBA or is otherwise incompatible?

X

e. The placement of uses that would generate an incompatible noise level 
in close proximity to existing residential or tourist accommodation 
uses?

X

f. Exposure of existing structures to levels of ground vibration that could 
result in structural damage?

X

Discussion:
Construction noise will occur during the defined construction window and is limited to weekday work 
hours (8:00 AM–6:30 PM) unless otherwise approved). Noise exposure is temporary and localized to the 
work area/staging areas. Noise-generating activities are limited to standard construction equipment 
during daytime hours and a defined period. The Project does not introduce a long-term noise source; 
temporary construction noise is managed through work hour limits and controlled access/staging.
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7. LIGHT AND GLARE

Will the proposal: Ye
s

No No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt

a.  Include new or modified sources of exterior lighting? X

b. Create new illumination which is more substantial than other lighting, 
if any, within the surrounding area?

X

c. Cause light from exterior sources to be cast off -site or onto public 
lands?

X

d. Create new sources of glare through the siting of the improvements or 
through the use of reflective materials?

X

Discussion:
None; no lighting or source of glare proposed. 

8. LAND USE

Will the proposal: Ye
s

No No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt

a. Include uses which are not listed as permissible uses in the applicable 
Area Plan, Plan Area Statement, adopted Community Plan, or Master 
Plan?

X

b.  Expand or intensify an existing non-conforming use? X

Discussion:

The fisheries management structure is compatible with the area's designated use for conservation and 
recreation. No conflicts with existing land uses have been identified.
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9. NATURAL RESOURCES

Will the proposal result in: Ye
s

No No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt

a.  A substantial increase in the rate of use of any natural resources? X

b.  Substantial depletion of any non-renewable natural resource? X

Discussion:

10. RISK OF UPSET

Will the proposal: Ye
s

No No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt

a. Involve a risk of an explosion or the release of hazardous substances 
including, but not limited to, oil, pesticides, chemicals, or radiation in 
the event of an accident or upset conditions?

X

b.  Involve possible interference with an emergency evacuation plan? X

Discussion:

10a. Construction equipment use presents a potential for accidental spills (fuel/lubricants). The project 
requires spill prevention and response (spill kits onsite, trained personnel, immediate containment/cleanup, 
proper disposal) and prohibits discharge of petroleum products, construction waste, or earthen materials to 
surface waters of the Lake Tahoe Basin (including Third Creek).
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11. POPULATION

Will the proposal: Ye
s

No No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt

a. Alter the location, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human 
population planned for the Region?

X

b. Include or result in the temporary or permanent displacement of 
residents?

X

Discussion:
None; Project will have no impact to population. 

12. HOUSING

Will the proposal: Ye
s

No No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt

a.  Affect existing housing, or create a demand for additional housing?

To determine if the proposal will affect existing housing or create a 
demand for additional housing, please answer the following questions:

1. Will the proposal decrease the amount of housing in the Tahoe 
Region?

X

2. Will the proposal decrease the amount of housing in the Tahoe 
Region historically or currently being rented at rates affordable by 
lower and very-low-income households?

X

Discussion:
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13.TRANSPORTATION / CIRCULATION

Will the proposal result in: Ye
s

No No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt

a.  Generation of 650 or more new average daily Vehicle Miles Travelled? X

b. Changes to existing parking facilities, or demand for new parking? X

c. Substantial impact upon existing transportation systems, including 
highway, transit, bicycle or pedestrian facilities?

X

d. Alterations to present patterns of circulation or movement of people 
and/or goods?

X

e.  Alterations to waterborne, rail or air traffic? X

f. Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists, or pedestrians? X

Discussion:

13c. The Project includes staging and storage within an existing paved parking area and requires traffic 
control measures to manage pedestrians/cyclists near the work area. Construction fencing, defined access 
routes, and traffic control measures are included to maintain public safety and minimize disruption. 

13d. Short-term circulation changes may occur during mobilization and active construction due to staging, 
deliveries, and controlled access routes. These effects are temporary and managed through delineated 
staging, fencing, and traffic control measures.
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14.PUBLIC SERVICES

Will the proposal have an unplanned effect upon, or result in a need for new 
or altered governmental services in any of the following areas?: Ye

s

No No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt

a.  Fire protection? X

b.  Police protection? X

c. Schools? X

d.  Parks or other recreational facilities? X

e.  Maintenance of public facilities, including roads? X

f. Other governmental services? X

Discussion:
Construction activities include equipment use and staging; the project includes dust control, materials management, 
and spill prevention measures, and requires coordination/controls to maintain public safety. Temporary 
construction fencing and controlled staging reduce risk of incidental ignition sources and support safe operations.

15. ENERGY

Will the proposal result in: Ye
s

No No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt
a.  Use of substantial amounts of fuel or energy? X

b. Substantial increase in demand upon existing sources of energy, or 
require the development of new sources of energy?

X

Discussion:
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16. UTILITIES

Except for planned improvements, will the proposal result in a need for new 
systems, or substantial alterations to the following utilities: Ye

s

No No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt

a. Power or natural gas? X

b. Communication systems? X

c. Utilize additional water which amount will exceed the maximum
permitted capacity of the service provider?

X

d. Utilize additional sewage treatment capacity which amount will exceed
the maximum permitted capacity of the sewage treatment provider?

X

e. Storm water drainage? X

f. Solid waste and disposal? X

Discussion:

16f. Construction will generate waste and debris associated with removal of the existing structure and 
installation activities. The Project requires good housekeeping and proper off-site disposal of surplus 
materials/waste and prohibits discharge of construction waste/litter to surface waters.

17. HUMAN HEALTH

Will the proposal result in: Ye
s

No No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt

a. Creation of any health hazard or potential health hazard (excluding
mental health)?

X

b. Exposure of people to potential health hazards? X

Discussion:

Temporary construction hazards (equipment operation, open excavations, materials staging) are controlled 
through construction limit fencing, delineated access, traffic control measures, spill prevention, dust control, 
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and BMP implementation prior to disturbance. Public exposure is minimized through construction fencing 
and traffic control measures in areas with pedestrian use, combined with spill prevention/response and 
dust control requirements. Construction hours are limited to daytime weekday windows unless otherwise 
approved.
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18. SCENIC RESOURCES / COMMUNITY DESIGN
Current and historic status of the scenic resources standards can be found at 
the links below:

Built Environment
Other Areas
Roadway and Shoreline Units

Will the proposal: Ye
s

No No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt

a. Be visible from any state or federal highway, Pioneer Trail or from Lake 
Tahoe?

X

b. Be visible from any public recreation area or TRPA designated bicycle 
trail?

X

c. Block or modify an existing view of Lake Tahoe or other scenic vista 
seen from a public road or other public area?

X

d. Be inconsistent with the height and design standards required by the 
applicable ordinance, Community Plan, or Area Plan?

X

e. Be inconsistent with the TRPA Scenic Quality Improvement Program 
(SQIP) or Design Review Guidelines?

X

Discussion:

18b. Temporary fencing, staging, and construction activity may be visible from adjacent recreation areas 
during construction. Visual effects are short-term and associated with safety controls (construction fencing, 
traffic control) and staging on existing pavement.
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19. RECREATION
Current and historic status of the recreation standards can be found at the 
links below:

Fair Share Distribution of Recreation Capacity
Quality of Recreation Experience and Access to Recreational
Opportunities

Will the proposal: Ye
s

No No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt

a.  Create additional demand for recreation facilities? X

b.  Create additional recreation capacity? X

c. Have the potential to create conflicts between recreation uses, either 
existing or proposed?

X

d. Result in a decrease or loss of public access to any lake, waterway, or 
public lands?

X

Discussion:

19c. Short-term conflicts could occur due to construction activity adjacent to pedestrian use areas. The Project 
includes construction fencing, delineated access routes, and traffic control measures to manage 
pedestrian/bicycle movement and maintain public safety during construction.
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20. ARCHAEOLOGICAL / HISTORICAL
Will the proposal result in:

Ye
s

No No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt

a. An alteration of or adverse physical or aesthetic effect to a significant
archaeological or historical site, structure, object or building?

X

b. Is the proposed project located on a property with any known cultural,
historical, and/or archaeological resources, including resources on
TRPA or other regulatory official maps or records?

X

c. Is the property associated with any historically significant events
and/or sites or persons?

X

d. Does the proposal have the potential to cause a physical change which
would affect unique ethnic cultural values?

X

e. Will the proposal restrict historic or pre-historic religious or sacred uses
within the potential impact area?

X

Discussion:

20a. Ground-disturbing work carries an inadvertent discovery risk. The Project includes cultural/tribal 
resource protection measures requiring work to stop and appropriate notifications if previously unidentified 
artifacts or sites are discovered (NDOW Project Manager, Washoe Tribe, SHPO, coroner as appropriate).

20b-20e. Impact conclusion supported by cultural inventories and assessments presented in Appendix D, 
Cultural Resource Documentation, of the Detailed Project Description.



TRPA IEC 
11/2023

Page 20 of 24

Ye
s

No No
,w

ith
m

iti
ga

tio
n

Da
ta

in
su

ffi
cie

nt

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

X

b. Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term, to the 
disadvantage of long-term, environmental goals? (A short-term impact 
on the environment is one which occurs in a relatively brief, definitive 
period of time, while long-term impacts will endure well into the 
future.)

X

c. Does the project have impacts which are individually limited, but 
cumulatively considerable? (A project may impact on two or more 
separate resources where the impact on each resource is relatively 
small, but where the effect of the total of those impacts on the 
environmental is significant?)

X

d. Does the project have environmental impacts which will cause 
substantial adverse effects on human being, either directly or 
indirectly?

X

Discussion:

II.a Temporary construction effects are limited in extent and duration and are confined to a defined 
in-channel work area, temporary access route, and staging on existing pavement. Construction activities will 
incorporate work area isolation, temporary diversion and dewatering to maintain dry conditions, and 
installation of water quality protection BMPs prior to disturbance. These measures include erosion and 
sediment controls, spill prevention and response, dust control, and materials management practices 
designed to prevent discharge of pollutants to surface or groundwater. Turbidity monitoring will be 
conducted upstream and downstream during in-water work, consistent with the project standard of 10 NTU 
above background or baseline conditions (whichever is greater), with immediate corrective actions and Stop 
Work provisions if exceedances occur.

Disturbed soils and streambanks will be backfilled, compacted, stabilized, and revegetated with native 
species following completion, and temporary diversion and control features will be removed to restore 
natural flow conditions. Permanent project elements (e.g., grade controls, scour protection, streambed 
material, and channel stabilization features) are designed to improve long-term channel stability and aquatic 
habitat function relative to existing temporary or degraded conditions.

II. FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
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The Project purpose is fisheries management and habitat improvement, supporting recovery and long-term 
sustainability objectives. Post-construction conditions are anticipated to provide equal or improved habitat 
suitability through enhanced channel stability, reduced erosion potential, and maintained connectivity for 
aquatic species (including fish passage). NDOW will conduct pre- and post-construction monitoring, 
including fisheries and habitat assessments, to verify performance, confirm habitat function, and ensure 
project objectives are achieved over time. 

Based on these design features, mitigation measures, monitoring requirements, and the habitat 
improvement objectives documented in the Detailed Project Description, the Project will not degrade 
environmental quality, reduce fish habitat below self-sustaining levels, threaten plant or animal 
communities, or eliminate important examples of the natural or cultural environment. Impacts are 
temporary, localized, and controlled, and long-term conditions are expected to be neutral to beneficial. 

II.d. Potential construction-related risks (public interface, equipment operation, noise, dust, and accidental
spills) are addressed through a comprehensive set of avoidance and minimization measures consistent with
the project description and controls identified in iR7. Construction activities will be confined to a defined
work area with controlled access, utilizing construction fencing, delineation, and traffic control measures
(e.g., signage, flagging, and barriers) to separate the public from active work zones and maintain safe
circulation for vehicles, pedestrians, and cyclists.

Equipment operation and site activity will be limited to a defined construction window (typically daytime 
weekday hours), which reduces the duration and intensity of potential noise and human exposure. Noise-
generating activities will be temporary and localized, and no long-term operational noise sources are 
introduced. Dust control measures, including vehicle speed limits, track-out prevention, and application of 
water or other suppression methods as needed, will be implemented to minimize particulate exposure to 
nearby receptors. 

Spill prevention and response protocols will be in place throughout construction, including availability of 
spill kits, trained personnel, and immediate containment and cleanup procedures. Material storage, fueling, 
and equipment maintenance will be conducted in a manner that minimizes the potential for release of 
hazardous substances, and discharges of petroleum products, construction waste, or other contaminants to 
surface waters or surrounding areas are prohibited. 
Additional best management practices (BMPs), including erosion and sediment controls, good 
housekeeping, and proper waste handling and disposal, will be implemented prior to and throughout 
construction to further reduce risks to human health and safety. 

Public exposure will be further minimized through clear delineation of staging areas, use of existing paved 
access for construction activities, and maintaining separation between construction operations and adjacent 
public-use areas. Any temporary access restrictions will be limited to the immediate work area and duration 
of active construction. 

Based on the incorporation of these controls and standard construction safety practices identified in iR7, 
potential direct or indirect impacts to human beings are short-term, localized, and adequately mitigated. 
Implementation of these measures reduces the risk of substantial adverse effects to a less-than-significant 
level.
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III. DECLARATION: 
I hereby certify that the statements furnished above and in the attached exhibits present the data and
information required for this initial evaluation to the best of my ability, and that the facts, statements,
and information presented are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

Signature: 

Melanie Greene At Douglas County                          05/20/2026  
Person preparing application County Date 

 
Applicant Written Comments: (Attach additional sheets if necessary) 
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On the basis of this evaluation:

a. The proposed project could not have a significant effect on the
environment and a finding of no significant effect shall be prepared in
accordance with TRPA's Rules of Procedure

X YES NO

b. The proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
but due to the listed mitigation measures which have been added to the
project, could have no significant effect on the environment and a
mitigated finding of no significant effect shall be prepared in accordance
with TRPA's Rules and Procedures.

YES X NO

c. The proposed project may have a significant effect on the environment
and an environmental impact statement shall be prepared in accordance
with this chapter and TRPA's Rules of Procedures.

YES X NO

Date     05/ /2026 
Signature of Evaluator

Melanie Greene, AICP, CPESC, QSD/P
Senior Environmental Planner - Stantec

Title of Evaluator

IV. DETERMINATION:
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Attachment J Project Agreements and Regulatory Requests for 
Review / Approval / Authorization 
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Clean Water Act Section 401 Water Quality Certification Application

Please refer to the “Clean Water Act Section 401 Water Quality Certification Application Guidance” document for 
assistance with completing this application. 

A. Pre-Filing Meeting
Please provide the date that a pre-filing meeting was requested 
from Nevada Division of Environmental Protection (NDEP)
Bureau of Water Quality Planning (BWQP). 

Note: If a pre-filing meeting has not been requested, please 
schedule a pre-filing meeting with NDEP BWQP.

Pre-filing meeting request was submitted on April 8, 2026, with 
the pre-filing meeting held with NDEP and USACE staff on April 
23, 2026, from 0900 to 1000

B. Contact Information
Project Proponent Information

Company Name: Nevada Department of Wildlife Address: 1100 Valley Road

Applicant Name: Sam Sedillo, Fisheries Biologist City: Reno

Phone: 775.688.1882 Fax: State: Nevada

Email: Samuel.sedillo@ndow.org Zip Code: 89512

Agent Information
Company Name: Stantec Address: PO BOX 1533 

Agent Name: Melanie Greene, Senior Envir Planner City: Zephyr Cove

Phone: 775.339.3328 Fax: State: Nevada

Email: melanie.greene@stantec.com Zip Code: 89948

C. Project General Information
Project Location
Project/Site Name:
Third Creek Fisheries Management Structure

Name of receiving waterbody:
Third Creek, Lake Tahoe downstream

Address:
967 Lakeshore Boulevard

Type of waterbody present at project location (select all that 
apply):

Perennial River or Stream
Intermittent River or Stream

     Ephemeral River or Stream
Lake/Pond/Reservoir
Wetland
Other: ________________________

City:
Incline Village
County:
Washoe 
State:
Nevada
Zip Code:

Latitude (UTM or Dec/Deg):
39.239742

Longitude (UTM or Dec/Deg):
-119.94660

Township:
T16N

Range:
R18E

Section:
S22

¼ Section:
--
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Project Details  
Project purpose: The purpose of the Project is to remove the existing structure 

and construct a fisheries management structure designed to 
accommodate and respond to Third Creek’s flow regime that will 
allow NDOW to collect wild Rainbow trout eggs annually and 
work towards the recovery of Lahontan cutthroat trout (LTC) 
using a realistic and replicable approach.  
 
The Project will implement Tahoe Regional Planning Agency 
(TRPA) Environmental Improvement Program (EIP) projects 
02.02.03.0024 - Lahontan Cutthroat Trout Priority Tributary 
Management and 02.02.03.0025 - Lake Tahoe Lahontan 
Cutthroat Trout Feasibility Study. 

Describe current site conditions: 
 
Attachments can include, but are not limited to, relevant site 
data, photographs that represent current site conditions, or 
other relevant documentation. 

Refer to:  
Detailed Project Description, Section 1.4, Existing Site 
Conditions, and Attachment E, Site Condition Photos 

Describe the proposed activity including methodology of each 
project element: 

Refer to enclosure:  
Detailed Project Description, Section 2 

Estimate the nature, specific location, and number of 
discharge(s) expected to be authorized by the proposed 
activity: 
 

Diversion of creek flows and controlled discharge (1 discharge 
point) is proposed to establish and maintain a dry work 
environment.  

Provide the date(s) on which the proposed activity is planned 
to begin and end and the approximate date(s) when any 
discharge(s) may commence: 

August 1, 2026, through October 15, 2026 

Provide a list of the federal permit(s) or license(s) required to 
conduct the activity which may result in a discharge into 
regulated waters (see mandatory attachments): 
 

Request for Authorization under Regional General Permit (RGP) 
16, Aquatic Habitat Restoration and Enhancement Activities 
submitted concurrently through the Regulatory Registration 
System (RRS); refer to Attachment J, Project Agreements and 
Regulatory Requests for Review / Approval / Authorization 

Provide a list of all other federal, state, interstate, tribal, 
territorial, or local agency authorizations required for the 
proposed activity and the current status of each authorization: 

Refer to Attachment J: 
TRPA – EIP Project Review Application (EIPC2026-0005; $TBD 
fee) 
IVGID – MOA for use of APNs 127-280-01 and 127-010-004 
Temporary Working in Waters Permit (NDEP BWPC; $250 fee) – 
To be applied for 

Total area of impact to regulated waterbodies (acres): Refer to Detailed Project Description Table 2: 
Up to 0.26-acres temporary disturbance, 0.10-acre of temporary 
fill (i.e., diversion system components) up to 40 cubic yards 
within bed and bank of Third Creek, with permanent fill and 
discharge (i.e., fisheries management structure and streambed 
materials) estimated at up to 0.08-acre and 430 cubic yards.  

Total distance of impact to regulated waterbodies (linear feet): Fisheries management structure will be installed (up to 280-
linear feet of temporary disturbance) and then operated and 
maintained within up to 65-linear-feet of Third Creek channel. 
The Lake Tahoe shoreline is approximately 350 feet down 
stream.  



Internal Use Only: 
NV 401 - ___ - ____ 

Page 3 of 4 

901 S. Stewart Street, Suite 4001 • Carson City, Nevada 89701 • p: 775.687.4670 • f: 775.687.5856 • ndep.nv.gov 
Printed on recycled paper - Revised: 12/2/2024

Amount excavation and/or fill discharged within regulated 
waters (acres, linear feet, and cubic yards): 

Refer to Detailed Project Description Table 2 

Temporary: Permanent: 
0.26-acre 
280-linear-feet (total length
of channel altered by
diversion system)
40-cubic yards (coffer dam,
sediment dams, discharge
dissipator)

0.08-acre 
65-linear-feet
430-cubic yards (fisheries
management structure and new
streambed components)

Amount of dredge material discharged within regulated 
waters (acres, linear feet, and cubic yards): 

Refer to Detailed Project Description Table 2 

Temporary: Permanent: 
0.26-acre 
280-linear-feet
100-cubic yards (salvaged
streambed materials)

0.06-acre 
65-linear-feet
100-cubic yards (salvaged
streambed materials)

Describe the reason(s) why avoidance of temporary fill in 
regulated waters is not practicable (if applicable): 

Refer to: Detailed Project Description Section 2,4,2, Diversion 
and Contingency Dewatering and Attachment A, Sheet DW-1. 

Temporary fill (40 cubic yards) is necessary to create and 
maintain dry work conditions to install and operate the project’s 
diversion system during construction of the fisheries 
management structure and stream bed grade.  Temporary fill is 
associated with cofferdam, sediment dams, and discharge 
dissipator device and will be removed with completion of 
construction. 
Fill used for scour protection and grade control materials will 
remain as permanent fill to stabilize the channel and protect the 
fisheries management structure. 

Describe the Best Management Practices (BMPs) to be 
implemented to avoid and/or minimize impacts to regulated 
waters: 

Examples include sediment and erosion control measures, 
habitat preservation, flow diversions, dewatering, hazardous 
materials management, water quality monitoring, equipment 
or plans to treat, control, or manage discharges, etc. 

Refer to: Detailed Project Description, Section 2.5, Resource 
Protection Measures and Best Management Practices. 

Describe how the activity has been designed to avoid and/or 
minimize adverse effects, both temporary and permanent, to 
regulated waters: 

The activity has been designed to avoid and minimize temporary 
and permanent adverse effects to regulated waters by 
restricting construction to the minimum area necessary within 
the existing bed and bank, sequencing work during the low-flow 
construction window, and isolating the active work area with a 
temporary diversion and dewatering system to maintain dry 
conditions during structure installation. Temporary disturbance 
and temporary fill have been limited to the quantities necessary 
to install the cofferdam, sediment control measures, and 
discharge dissipator, thereby minimizing sediment mobilization, 
turbidity, and the potential for downstream water quality 
degradation. Upon completion of construction, all temporary 
diversion components, temporary fill, and accumulated 
construction-related materials will be removed from regulated 
waters, and the disturbed channel margins will be restored and 
stabilized. Permanent fill has been limited to the minimum 
volume required for the fisheries management structure, 
associated grade control, and scour protection necessary to 
maintain channel stability, structural integrity, and compatibility 
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with Third Creek flow conditions. By siting the facility within an 
already managed reach and incorporating durable channel 
stabilization features, the design reduces the likelihood of future 
emergency repairs, repeated in-water disturbance, and long-
term effects on aquatic habitat and downstream beneficial uses. 

Describe any compensatory mitigation planned for this project 
(if applicable): 

No compensatory mitigation is proposed. 

Refer to Detailed Project Description, Section 3.3, compensatory 
Mitigation. 

D. Signature
Name and Title (Print): 

Melanie Greene 

Phone Number: 

775.339.3328 

Date: 

May 20, 2026 

X
Signature of Responsible Offic...

Mandatory Attachments: 

Federal Permit or License Application - A copy of the federal permit or license application and any readily available
water quality-related materials that informed the development of the federal license or permit application.
Site Map - A map or diagram of the proposed project site including project boundaries in relation to regulated
waters, local streets, roads, and highways.
Engineered Drawings - Engineered drawings are preferred to be submitted at the 70% design level. If only
conceptual designs are available at the time of application, plans for construction should be submitted prior to
the start of the project. Specific locations of the proposed activities and details of specific work elements planned
for the project should be identified (e.g., staging areas, concrete washouts, perimeter controls, water diversions,
or other BMPs).

Submit the completed application materials to NDEP (ndep401@ndep.nv.gov) with the appropriate U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers Regulatory Office copied on the communication 
(http://www.spk.usace.army.mil/Missions/Regulatory/Contacts/Contact-Your-Local-Office/). 



EIP PACKET
1/2024

Page 1 of 4

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
PROJECT INFORMATION PACKET

The Lake Tahoe Environmental Improvement Program (EIP) is an unparalleled partnership working to 
achieve the environmental goals of the region. Local, state, and federal government agencies, private 
entities, scientists, and the Washoe Tribe of Nevada and California have collaborated for more than 20 
years to restore the environmental health of Lake Tahoe.

EIP projects are those projects that directly contribute to environmental thresholds in the region such as 
water quality, transportation, wildlife, ecosystem conservation, and scenic resources. These projects are 
typically publicly funded.

This information packet is for recognized EIP projects that require TRPA review and approval. To 
streamline the permitting process, the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) has entered into 
agreements with Tahoe Basin agencies and land managers to carry out environmental review on our 
behalf.

Under the MOUs, utility and land management agencies are given authority to review certain projects for 
conformance with TRPA standards on their own, thus streamlining protection standards in the Basin and 
increasing efficiency. Each MOU will include both Exempt Activities and Qualified Exempt Activities. 
Exempt Activities listed within an MOU and carried out by that agency do not require an application 
submitted to TRPA.

Visit the TRPA Where to Apply webpage to view MOUs currently in effect with partner agencies. To learn 
more about the EIP, visit the EIP page on LakeTahoeInfo.org.

For any questions regarding information within this packet, please call 775-589-5333 or email 
TRPA@trpa.gov to speak with a permitting technician.

To submit an online EIP Project Application, click here. The following section contains a checklist of items 
to be submitted with your application.

X Completed and signed application form.

X Detailed project description.

I. OVERVIEW

II. EIP PROJECT CHECKLIST ITEMS
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X Fire protection agency pre-approval. To determine the property’s fire district, visit the Parcel 
Tracker and search the property address. -Detailed Project Description, Attachment J 

N/A Verified land capability or IPES score, if applicable, and land coverage. Visit the Parcel 
Tracker and use the location address to determine if the land capability has been verified 
on the property. 

N/A Results of a historic determination if the structure is greater than 50 years of age. 

N/A Results of a soils-hydrologic determination if excavating deeper than five feet. 

X Applicable findings with explanation and rationale. -Detailed Project Description Section 6 

X Initial Environmental Checklist. – Detailed Project Description Attachment I 

X Photographs of existing development. -Detailed Project Description Attachment E 

X Exported results of the Project Impact Analysis to assess Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) and 
mobility mitigation. Detailed Project Description Attachment g 

X Active Transportation Plan Checklist. -Detailed Project Description Attachment H 

X List of affected parcels by Assessor Parcel Number(s). - EIP Application Form Item provided 

X Existing and proposed site plan (minimum size 24” x 36”) showing the following: (Sample plans 
are available online.) -Detailed Project Description Attachment A 

a. Property lines, easements, building setbacks, parcel area in square feet. 
b. Map scale and north arrow. 
c. Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN), property address and property owner(s) name(s). 
d. Driveway, driveway slope, and edge of pavement at street. 
e. Verified land capability districts or IPES score summary. 
f. Verified backshore and Stream Environment Zones (SEZ) boundaries and setback(s) 

boundary and high/low water lines. (for lakefront only) 
g. Limits of 100-year floodplain, if applicable. 
h. All existing and proposed development including overhang coverage reductions at 3:1. 
i. Coverage calculations (existing, proposed, allowable) broken down by land capability 

district and type. (i.e. buildings, decks, walks, etc.) 
j. Area of modified floor area covered by a roof. (in square footage) 
k. Trees greater than 14” dbh and rock outcrops. 
l. Existing and proposed topographic contour lines at two-foot intervals. 
m. Construction staging area. 
n. Existing and proposed development rights associated with the property. 
o. Parking space calculations. (if applicable) 
p. Location of existing and proposed signage. (if applicable) 

N/A Existing and proposed building elevations showing the following: (Sample plans are 
available online.) 
a. Finish floor elevations with respect to contour elevations on site plan. 
b. Drawing scale and view aspect. 
c. Roof pitch of each roof plane and the slope across the building site. (if more than one roof 

pitch, provide a roof plan) 
d. Allowed and proposed height calculations. 
e. Elevation of the highest roof ridge and lowest elevation of foundation wall at natural 

grade. 
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f. Elevation of the bottom of foundation or support footing. (if new) 
g. Outline of existing grade vs. finished grade. 

 N/A Existing and proposed floor plans showing the following: (Sample plans are available online.) 
a. Scaled dimensions. 
b. All exterior entrances/exits. 
c. Existing and proposed development rights associated with the property 
d. TRPA-approved wood stove, fireplace, space and water heaters 

 X Best Management Practices (BMP) plan: (Sample plans are available online.) Detailed Project 
Description Section 3.4 and Attachment A, Sheets BMP-1, D-1, D-2 

a. BMP calculation spreadsheet (in color and in excel format) matching the 
permanent BMPs shown on the site plan. 

b. Existing and proposed BMPs. 
c. Temporary construction BMPs. 
d. Engineered stamp for any retaining wall exceeding three feet. 

 X Grading Plan: (Sample plans are available online.) Detailed Project Description Attachment A, 
Sheets SD-1 through SD-5 inform the total cut and fill volumes reported and maximum depth of 
excavations 

a. Total cut and fill in cubic yards, indicate the maximum depth of excavation. 
b. Location of all existing and proposed utilities. 
c. Results of a soils-hydrologic assessment. (For excavation greater than five feet.) 

 N/A  Restoration plan if project includes coverage relocation or removal. 

 N/A  NEW CONSTRUCTION OR NEW UNIT OF USE ONLY: 

a. Evidence that a building allocation has been issued by the local jurisdiction 
or a Residential Unit of Use will be transferred to the site and/or converted. 

b. Exported results of the Project Impact Analysis to assess Vehicle Miles 
Traveled (VMT) and mobility mitigation. 

 N/A  PROJECTS VISIBLE FROM SCENIC RESOURCE AREA ONLY (STATE OR FEDERAL 
HIGHWAYS, RECREATION AREAS, ETC.: 

Sample plans are available online. For more information on scenic considerations, review 
information online. 

Scenic information: 
a. Photos taken from the scenic resource area. 
b. Color and material samples for all structures, labeled with the corresponding Munsell 

color numbers. 
c. Landscape plan. 

Scenic Impact Assessment. 

 N/A  LAKEFRONT PROPERTIES ONLY 

Sample plans are available online. For more information on scenic considerations, review 
information online. 

Scenic information: 
a. Items listed above for projects visible from scenic resource area. 
b. Scenic Assessment contrast rating score worksheet/spreadsheet. 
c. Elevation drawings of all existing structures (buildings, walls, fences, etc.) for any façade 
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facing Lake Tahoe. Include level of review, proposed contrast rating score, allowed visible 
area, and proposed visible area on the plans. 

d. Elevation outline or equivalent. 

   PROJECTS REQUIRING NOTICING OR HEARING ONLY – approval by the Hearings Officer may be 
required for approval of modifications within a channel/SEZ 

Noticing materials for Hearings Officer, Governing Board, or Enhanced Staff Review. (i.e. special 
use, historic resources, etc.) See TRPA Code of Ordinances section 2.2.2 for projects requiring 
review and approval by a Hearings Officer or Governing Board. See TRPA Rules of Procedure 
section 12.14 for projects requiring public noticing. 

q. List of names, addresses, and APNs of property owners within 300’ of the project area 
perimeter. 

r. Stamped, addressed envelopes to the same (mailing addresses) with no return address. 
s. An 8 ½ x 11” plan reduction of site plan, elevations, and floor plans. 

  
 X TECHNICAL REPORTS 

The following technical reports may or may not be required for this project. EIP 
planners can assist you in determining if any of these reports are needed. 

 
a. Biology Report including information regarding existing vegetation 

communities and animal species, potential for special-status species, and 
TRPA critical habitat. – Detailed Project Description Attachment C  

b. Noxious Weed Risk Assessment, with recommendations. – Detailed Project Description Section 
3.4  

c. Wetland Delineation. Not Applicable 
d. Archaeology Report, including letters from federal agency and/or state 

historic preservation offices. Detailed Project Description Section 1.3.7 
and Attachment D 

e. Geotechnical Report including information on seismicity, topography, geology, 
soils, slope stability, and/or stream conditions. Detailed Project Description, 
Attachment A, Engineering Drawings; Attachment B, NRCS Soils Report 

f. Hydrology Report including information on groundwater, watersheds, 
drainage areas and features, infiltration, and/or precipitation. 
Detailed Project Description Section 1.4.3 

g. Noise Study. – Not applicable beyond construction period, no new stationary noise sources will result 
h. Tree Removal Plan. Not applicable, no tree removal or stem and root removal proposed –Branch 

limbing and willow trimming for work area access may be necessary 
i. Revegetation Plan. Detailed Project Description Section 2.6 
j. Monitoring Plan. Detailed Project Description Attachment F 
k. Maintenance Plan. Detailed Project Description Section 4.1 and Attachment J
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
PROJECT APPLICATION

Applications to TRPA can be submitted online through Accela Citizen Access. For assistance submitting 
a form or application online, please call 775-589-5333 or visit the TRPA front lobby.

02.02.03.0024 & -0025
EIP Project Number:

Third Creek Fisheries Management Structure
Project Name:

Applicant/Project
Implementer Nevada Department of Wildlife (NDOW)

Mailing Address
1100 Valley Road Reno

City
NV

State

Zip Code
89512

Email
samuel.sedillo@ndow.org

Phone
775.688.1882

Melanie Greene, Senior Environmental Planner (Stantec)
Representative or Agent

Mailing Address
PO BOX 1533 Zephyr Cove

City
NV

State

Zip Code
89448

Email
melanie.greene@stantec.com

Phone
775.338.3928

Owner
Incline Village General Improvement District (IVGID)

Same as Applicant

Mailing Address
893 Southwood Boulevard Incline Village

City
NV

State

Zip Code
89451

Em il Phone
775.832.1100

127-280-01
Primary Project Location/Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN):
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967 Lakeshore Boulevard Incline Village, NV 89451 
Street Address 

 
County 

Washoe County  
Previous APN(s) 

 

Other affected APNs: 
127-010-04 (IVGID paved parking area to be used for staging and storage) 
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Is this property visible from a designated TRPA Scenic Resource Area?  YES  NO 
N/A - Lakeshore Boulevard 

Roadway Unit # 
23 Cystal Bay – Project Site not 

visible 
Scenic Unit # 

 Attainment  Non-attainment 

 Attainment  Non-attainment 

 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities: Are there existing or proposed public bicycle or pedestrian path(s) within 

75 feet of the project area (bike paths, lanes, routes, or sidewalks)?  YES  NO 
 
 

Project Description/Proposal: 

NDOW proposes to install a new fisheries management structure on Third Creek between Lakeshore Boulevard 
and the creek terminus at Lake Tahoe on land owned by the Incline Village General Improvement District (IVGID). 
Project planning has been supported by state special reserve accounts (Habitat Conservation Fee the Nevada 
Wildlife Heritage Trust Account). The fisheries management structure will replace the temporary structures 
operated and maintained to support NDOW’s ongoing management, monitoring, and research efforts at this reach 
since 2014 (i.e., Lake Tahoe Lahontan Cutthroat Trout Feasibility Study and Lake Tahoe Rainbow Trout Study). The 
Project will contribute towards Nevada’s Biodiversity Initiative with the United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS), specifically Lahontan cutthroat trout (LCT) and rainbow trout populations and has been designed and 
located to respond to existing channel morphology and flow regimes improving stability in the lotic systems and to 
address the project objectives that will be discussed at the pre-filing meeting and detailed in the forthcoming 
application for water quality certification. The fisheries management structure will be comprised of a concrete 
velocity barrier, weir with removable slide gate (fish collection pool, fish ladder, streambank revetment, grade 
controls boulders sited down-gradient), and erosion and scour protection measures (i.e., rip rap; boulders sited 
up-gradient). 

 
Refer to the attached Detailed Project Description and attachments for additional details on construction 
sequencing, equipment and materials, best management practices (BMPs) and resource protection measures 
(RPMs), and monitoring and reporting, along with Environmental Improvement Program (EIP) project findings. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Application Continues on Next Page 
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