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APPROVAL OF A RECREATIONAL PIER PERMIT

Calendar Item 42, attached, was pulled from the agenda prior to
the meeting.

Attachment: Calendar Item 42.
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CALENDAR ITEM

42 07/10/89
W 24256
S 1 J. Ludlow

APPROVAL OF A RECREATIONAL PIER PrrMAIT

APPLICANT: Moana Beach Property Owners Association, Inc.
P.O. Box 109
Homewood, California 95718

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION:

A submerged parcel of land ibcated in McKinney
& % Bay, Lake Tahoe, Placer County.

S LAND USE: Reconstruction of and a 30 foot extension to an
e existing multi-use pier.

: TERMS OF PROPOSED PERMIT:

; Initial period: Five-years beginning July 10,

. 0 1989,

e CONSIDERATION: Rent-free, pursuant to Section 6503.5 of the
P.R.C.

BASIS FOR CONSIDERATION:
Pursuant to 2 Cal. Code Regs. 2003.

APPLICANT STATUS:
Applicant is owner -of upland.

PREREQUISITE CONDITIONS, FEES AND EXPENSES: =

. Filing fee and processing costs have been
L received.

STATUTORY AND OTHER REFERENCES:
. P.R.C.: Div. 6, Parts 1 and 2; Div. 13.

::gz B. Cal. Code Regs.: Title 2, Div. 3:
e Title 14, Div. 6.

08/13/89.
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OTHER PERTINENT

RMATION:
Pursuant to the Commission's delegation of

authority and the State CEQA Guidelines
{14 Cal. Code Regs. 15025), the staff has
prepared a Proposed Negative Declaration
identified as EIR ND 462, State
Clearinghouse No. 89030601. Such Proposed
Negative Declaration was prepared and
circulated for public review pursuant to
the prowisions of CEQA.

Based upon the Initial Study, the Proposed
Negative Declaration, and the comments
received in response thereto, there is no
substantial -evidence that the project will
have a significant effect on the
environment. (14 Cal. Code Regs. 15074(b))

This activity involves lands identified as
possessing significant environmental values
pursuant to P.R.C. 637G, et seq. Based
upon the staff's consultation with the
persons nominating such lands and through
the CEQA review process, it is the staff's
opinion that the project, as proposed, is
consistent with its use classification.

The reconstruction and extension of the
existing pier will be done by barge with
pile driver. al1l construction wastes will
be collected onto the barge and disposed of
at the nearest dumpster/sanitary landfill

site.

There will be no materials stored or placed
above the low waterline of the subject
property. This will help to prevent any
disturbance to what may be considered a
Tahoe Yellow Cress (Rorippa) habitat.

In order to determine the other potential
trust uses in the area of the proposed
project, the staff contacted representatives
of the following agencies: TRPA, Department

CALENDAR PAGE
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-of Fish.andGame, County; .of Placer,, - and -the
Tahoe Conservancy., None of these agenc1es
expressed a concern that the proposed
project would: have a 51gn1F1cant -effect on
trust uses -in the area. The agencles d1d
not 1dent1fy any. trust needs whzchxwene not
‘being .met by exlstlng Fac111t1es 1n\the
area. Identified trust uses in thls -area
would include swimming, boatlng, walklng
along the beach, and views of the lake.

All permits covering structures in

Lake Tahoe will include a condition
subsequent that if any structure authorized
is found to be in nonconformance with the
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency's shorezone
ordinance and if any alterations, repairs,
or removal required pursuant to said
ordinance are not accomplished within the
designated time period, then the permit
will be automatically terminated, effective
upon notice by the State, and the site
shall be cleared pursuant to the terms
thereof.

APPROVALS OBTAINED:
Department of Fish and Game, Lahontan Regional
Water Quality Control Board, Placer County,
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency.

FURTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED:

United States Army Corps of Engineers.
EXHIBITS: A Land Description.
B. Location Map.
C Placer County Letter of Approval.
DP. Negative Declaration.

IT IS RECOMMENCED THAT THE COMMISSIOMN:

1. CERTIFY THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION, EIR ND 462, STATE
CLEARINGHOUSE NO. 89030601 WAS PREPARED FOR THIS PROJECT
PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF THE CEQA AND THAT THE

COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION
CONTAINED THEREIN,

CALENDAR PAGE 2_,5.,3_2_6 2U 2
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2. “’DETERMINE THAT THE’PROJECF‘“ASQNPPROUED'"NILL NOT HAVE A
SIGNIFICAN?’EFFECT’ON'THE'ENUIRONMENT

RUTHORIZE ISSUQNCE TO MOANA' BEGCH‘PROPERTY OWNERS
RSSOCTRTION INC OF ‘A ‘FIVE-YEAR RECREQTIONRL PIER PERMIT,
BEGINNING JULY ‘10, 1989; FOR THEJRECON TRUCTION OF AND A
30]FOOT EXTENSION TO’AN EXISTING 'MULTI-USE PIER ON THE LAND

DESCRIBED ON EXHIBIT g ATTQCHED‘RND BY ‘REFERENCE MADE A
PART ‘HEREOF,

CALENDAR PAGE 0sU.3
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Tanschd®lary 6, 1989

Judy Ludlow

Stqate Lands Commission
1807-13th Street
Sacraments, cA 95814

RE: PIER/SHORE ZONE CONSTRUCTION

The County of Placer has reviewed the below ‘referenced requests
for construction activities within the shore zone of Lake Tahoe.
We-have no objection to the construction activities described in
these applications contingent upon approval by your office.

1. Dale Hanson APN 85~-260-33 W24248
2. Joseph Harris APN 116-220-49 W24235
3. Moana Beach P.0.A. APN 98-191-11 W24256
4. John Mozart APN 98-010<03 PRC6525.9
5. Reid Dennis APN 83-162-12 Ww20953
6. Fred Damavandi APN 116-080-04 ‘W24138

If you have any questions, plezse give me a call at your con-
venience.

COUNTY OF PLACER
DEPARTHENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
JACK WARREN, DIRECTOR

RO
JANES A. MCLEOD
A§SESTANT CIVIL ENGINEER

JAqﬂgs
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fom k" PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

IR Np 462
File Ref.: W24256
‘SCHE:

Project Title: MOANA BEACH PIER EXTENSION AND RECONSTRUCTION

Project Proponent: Meana Beach Property Cwners Association, Inc.

Project Location: In lLake Tahoe adjacent to Moana Beach Circle, McKinney Bay, El
. Dorado County.

py;,ject Description: (Extension-and reconstruction of ar existing pier; .

. Contact Person: . . TED T. FUKUSHIMA Telephone:  (916)322-7813

This document i5 prepared pursuant to the requiremants of the California Envirormantal
Quality Act (Sectiun 21000 et seq., Public Resources Code), *%he State CEQA Cuidelires (Sec-
tion 15000 et seq., Title 14, California Code Regulaticas), and the State Lands Commission
regulations {Secticn 2901 et seq., Title 2, Californix Code Regulations).

Based upon the attachod Initial Study, 1% has been found that:

-

E-‘ e project will not have a significant effect on the environment.

7 mitigation measures ircluded in the project will avoid potentially significant effe’
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e , W.0. 7125.318
e ~ | Nacember 7, 1988

AE: PIER RECONSTRUCTION/EXTENSION - MOANA BEACH POA
PLACER COUNTY APN: 98-191-11

PROJECT NARRATIVE .

Recqnstruction/extension of an existing multiple-use pier with
10.7%% diaxzeter steel piles at 18' G.C. 6" steel "H" beans, 4" %
10" wood Jjoiste at 24" O. C., 2% x 6" min. cedar deck, with ‘
catwalks. Extend to provide necessary water depth (lake bottom
6219.0) Existing sundeck to pe vemoved. in .lieu of extensiocn to
make pier conforming to current building codes. {Sez submittal

drawing.)

CONSTRUCTION METHOD

Reconstruction/extension of existing pler is toc be ‘by barge with
plle driver; cassions cor sleeve will be ased when sediment is
resuspended while pile ariving. Anchorage of barge will be to

existing ei>ucture &nd/or anchors reqguired for adeguate
stabilization of barge on the lake. All construction wastes will
ter and disposed at the

be collected onto barge and/or onshore dukips
nearest dumpster/sanitary landfill site. Small boats (John boats)
and tarps to be under construction areas to provide collection of

construction debris preventing any discharge of wastes to the lake.

CALENDAR PAGE
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ENVIRONMENTAL, IMPACT, ASSESSMENT:FORM - Partd - - - -ms oo bz % oo o)
Tl {To be completed by applicant)
' FORmMesame2, . ... ettt D e

A. GENERAL INFORIMATION

1. Name, address, and telephone number:
3. Applicant b.  Contact person if other thar applicant:
Moana Beach Property Owners Association, Inc.

P,0, Box 109

‘Hopewood, CA 85713

i X

M ) |

N . 3 Proiecg location: (Please reference 10 nearest town or community and include county)

In Lake Tahoe adjacent to Moana Beach Circle, McKinney Bay, E1 Dorado County.

b.  Assessor’s parcel number: . 98-191-11

3. Existing zoning of oroject site:

4. Existing land use of project site:- i pier

5. Proposed use of site: same; extension and reconstruction.

6. Other permits required: __13hoe Regfonal Planning Agency; E1 Dorado County

e 8. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

For building construction projects, complete "ATTACHMENT A”.

For non-building construction projects: Describe fully, the proposad activity, its purpose and intended use, e.g. tor proposedd
minetal prospecting permits, include the number of test holes, size of holes, amount of materia! to be excavated, maximum

7y surfsce atea of disturbance, hole locations, depth of holas, etc. Attach plans or other (T'Twn gs 35 necessar v, 6 2 U
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C: ENViRONMENTAL SETTING

o A i s A ~. -.‘»-.. o~

V. Describe the project site as it exists before the project, mcludmg mfomuuon on topoguphv, sonl mbnluy. tg{ dgamma“
and any cultural, historical, or scenic aspects. Describe i any:existing SIUStires on the site; and t the s of the’ strue tu‘ '

T SR

2. Describe the surrounding properties, including information on plents and snimais and sny cultural, historical® of zéenii:“asii:ééts.
indicate the type of land use {residential, commercial, etc.), intensity of land use (one-family, spartment houses, shops, depart-
ment stores, etc.), and scale of deveiopment (height, frontage, set-back, rear yard, etc.).

D. ENVIRONMENTAL MPACT ASSESSMENT

- Answer the folicwing questions by placing 8 check in the appropriate box. Discuss sl! items checked “yves" or f'maybe".
- {Aztach: additionsl sheets as necessary)

Will the project involve: . YES MAYBE NO

1. achange in existing featurss of any bays, ticklands, beaches; lakas, or. hills, or substantial attération- ;. ... ;< -E] [
of ground contours?

2. achange in scenic views or vistas from existing residential arass or public fands or roads? . ... v e v e, D
3. achange in pattern, scale, or character of the general area of project? .
4. asignificant effect an plant or snimat life?. . . . .. ceeen

5. significent amounts of solid waste or litter?

$ 5.9 4000000000000 4r000e0csPLLLLIIIEOEOLOES O vy D

6. achange in dust, ash, smoke, fumes, or odors in the vicinity?. .. .....

20000000000 s000 0000000

S 7. achange in ocesn, bay, lake, stresm, or ground water.quality or.quantity, Sr alteration .. ..............
o of existing drainage petterns?

N 8. l(_:h'lﬂiﬂlxi!ﬁngm%@ﬂﬁb'“im'M"il!'ﬁi&ﬁc'mi!y?......9....'oow'.-..-=.~oo-.....;.u.....

9. construction on filled Iand of on 310 OF 10 PEFEENT OF MOFED. . o o v coare cressrarersrareers oo e onss

10.  use or disposal of potentistiy hazardous materials, such 36 TOXIC O rACIOBCTIVE < v v oo et e v vennnnnn..
substances, fiammables, or sxplosives?

I L I N T I R Y

‘11, achange in demand for municipal service: (polics, fire, watsr, sewage, etc.)? . ... .

00 ooo0o 0o
OO0 000 ogogogooya

32, an increase in foliis fuel consumption {electricity, oil, natural @es, #1807 « .. vvveveevrennnnn ...

.

;"';‘ . 13. BlargRr Project OF 3 8a7ios OF PIOIICIIY. . . it v e vt insnnncnencosonoseneenconnsennnnns

3

E. CERTIFICATION

| hesaby certify that the ststements turnishod sbove snd in tha attached exhibits present the data and information re-

quired for this initial evatustion 10 the best of my sbility, and that the facts, sttements, snd information prasentad sre \rue
and correct to the best of my knowlsdge md balisf,
A

Date: 2/27/89 Signed: l;z.m //{ e,

| oaLenoar pase ___ﬁ.ZQ_.J_}
WNTERGE o902
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* ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT. ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST - nmt i co

.Form 33.20 (7/82) ‘ “* File:Refx - . W..24255 -

. 0

. BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Applicant: . .Moana- Beach* Pronerty -Owners: Association, Inc.

P, O_Bg_x 109°

d, CA 95718

Checklist Date: 3/ 3 ,89
Contact Person: TED T. FUKUSHIMA

Telephone: (916 ) 322~ §}§

Puepose: __Repair and modify an exu«..t'mg pier,

Location: __In Lake Tahoe adiacent to Moana Beach Circle; McKinney Bay, £1 ‘Dorado

Lounty.

Description: Extension and reconstruction of an existing pier,

\

Persons Contacied:

A0

CALENDAR PASE

N {)
. . MINUTE PAGE 2 :
. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explain &ll “yes” and “maybe” answers)

-2.—

A. Earth, Will the proposal result in: Yss Maybe

1. Unstayle earth conditions or changes in geologic substructures? . .
2. Disrup\tiom, displatements, compaction, or ovescovering of the 30il2, . .

3. Change in topography or ground surfice relief features? . .

4,

) :Anv increase . wind or water erosion of soils, either on or off the sice?. ceen
6

. Changes in depasition or erosion of beach sands, o1 changas in.siltation, deposition or erosion which may
modity the channel of.a river or siream or the hed ot the ocean or any bay, inlet, or lake? .

. Exposure of ail people or property to geologic hazards such as earthyuakes, landshdes mudsiides, grount
tailure, or.simily hazards?

un

-]
!
-}

Ll

owmay P Pron emmq .
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8.7 .hr. Will'the proposal iesalt ir,. ANINCT 1ML IMAVEF N

. ntral ai b3 gt d 3 i o "y % o T Y % X no E i
1. Substantial air emmassions o1 deterioation of mb'ﬁ’"{',»',’;ﬁ?ﬂ";‘{;”%‘j;{,;‘5'5“;1';: THIREOIERA AL _m‘g:gsg[;; SRR S

o

2. “The'cication of objectionable odors?,

g0k, X '6‘.4 [ =5 1,
. 27 et e e e e D T I At B
- - . . . - i 4 * : e
3. Alteraticn of air movement, moistuce or tempriaturesur any change in climate, either locally or regionally?. I l YL -]

C. Water. Will the proposal result in: N

e

1. Changes in the currents, or the course or direction of water. movements; ip‘eithepmiﬂng ggi(r'e"sh waters? . *i‘ . : X
2. ~(f:hatige's in absoiption rates, drainage patterns, or the ta{e avnd amount of surface water r‘uppﬁ?g‘:_.. e f ! ; . ix oy
~~~~~~~~ 3. Ahe;auons 1o the c;smseon flow of tlood w:aters7. ‘e .-' . T S . e : l 5 ' EX
4.Cﬁangeinlhemumolsuv!mwammanvwa!crbodv?....................:............. i l l \ .x "
S.: Dischame into surfoce waters, or in any alteratinn of surfuce water quality, including but not limited to .. ;. .
tempetature, dissolved ¢ xygen or turhidity? . . ... ... ! ; § P X, - 8
-6. Alteration of the direct un o1 rate of flow of groumi waters?-, . [ I i . x
N 7. Change i the quantity of ground waters, either through direct acklitions or withdrawals, of through inter- ¢ .
cepuonolanaqmie'rbyculsolexcavaluom?....-.. D P T | I . X
§ 8. Substantial feduction in the amount of water otherwise avadabiv for public water supplies? . ... ... . ... l . ; I X
' 9. Exposure of people o1 property to wates-related hazards such as floodingor tidal waves? . . ........... lJ i . X
T 10. Significant changes in the temperature, flow 01 chemical content of surface thermal springs?. ... ....... i ‘ E :x )
'_' o - D. Plant Lite Vil the proposal 1e<ult in:

1

1. Change in the divessity of species, or number of any species of plants (including trees, shrubs, grass, crops,
and aquatic plants)?, . .

8 5|

. A R R I I T T -

»*

———. pm.aa

2."Reduction-of the numbers of any unique, rare ot endangered species of plarits?

D T I Y

3. Introduction of new species of plants into an ares, or in a3 barrier to the normal replenishment of existing
. species? . .

S NS St e 0t st 0 s sl 0 e 88 S8 e et e S s B.nErartre s Getrerte Wb TP ettt sasrras Sraieratens & ote o o &

4. Reduction in acreage of any agricultural crop? . ... ...

“3¢

L I L I T T O Ty

E Animel Life Will the proposal resuit in:

‘:‘,' S 1. Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any ;pecies of aninals (birds, land animals inciuding | . e ey
. reptnlcs,fnshbndfhsllﬁsh,bmthicorganisms.mmsec!s)?.................................. l | ot ix:
2. Reduction of the numbers of any unmjuc, rare or endangered speciesof animals?. ... .. ............. ‘ 1 i : ;X
3. Introduction of new spacies of animals into an 4r€3, or tesult in a beerier to the migration or movement of . .
4. Deterioration to existinn fish or wildhfe habitat?. .. ... ... eeinneeeeenennneenenenes 311 X
F. Nuive, Will the proposal result in:
1. Increase i existing noise tevels? . . . .. .. ettt ee e ettt ettt { , P X
2. Exposure cf people 10 SeVere nOISe 1oVl . o . L L e e ! | i : X
G. dight and Glare. \Wil the proposai result in:
1. Yhe production of new lightor glare? ., . .. .. e s e e es et et '-] ‘ poX ‘
H.  Lund Use, Will the propasal tesuit in, ) ‘
1. A substential alteration of the present or plannutt landuse of anasea?. . .. ..o v v vn ven e vennnn. ca I dor e X

Neiural Resourees, Wil the proposal tesult in®

1. Increase in the rate of use of any natural resources? .

DR L O T N I N I B S A A IR Y

2 Substantial depletion of any i.unrenewable resources? = ¥

R I N R R R .

x
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PEL A . i gsegrigth ;"‘\.‘
“ wj? Rnln if Upser, Does the propusal result in: . pnmutu’dum:\;fy r

Yos Maybe :Nc
b v 355 3 0 nousatis wdf g 1l iamqmq :uu Mo
; “--A risk 10130 Expliosion orthe reiease B Riiardous subsiances (including, but not limited to, oil, pesticid »

~m|uls o1 sadistion),in the event ‘of an aecdml or upsat, CONAItIONSTs. 2 a1evdn . ore 3hwied JRIDGDW audy 3::1. D

RN SR LIS T RN Y
tionplan?. .. . . D ‘ l

P * Y I ool o con’ .o PRI T ) t C

l'npulumm ‘Wil the pfooosal fesuitin: . SRR s ARG T Bt Bkt Aol

"'ti‘

1 The alteration, distribution, density, or growth rate, of the human populauon of the ET{T LTI RSN ‘D U
Housing. VWil the proposal result in: W

- 3

1. Affecting existing housing, or create a derrand for additional housmg? P R T PUIR AT R R P [:_] D
Transportation|Circulation. Will the proposal résuit’in: - Teite s B

1. Generation of substantial additional vehicular movement?.

-.-.-4-.oo--ao‘o'noo"-..;o.'-‘."

. Atfecting existing parking facilities, or cresie ademand fornew parking?. . . i e e it o e el
3. Subistantial impact upon existing transportation systems? . ...
4 Alterations 1o present patierns of circulation or movement of people andlor goods? N

5. Altetations 1o waterborne, rail, or air watfic? . .....

.-oc-o.o.-o.o..o/&-o'y---..uo.,.-{a-“

6. Increase in tratfic hazards 1o MOtOr vehicles, bicyclists, OF-Pedestridns? . . oo covvnvonon ooy aont e it

N. Public Services.  Will the proposal have an vftect unon, or result in 2 need for new or altered governmental
services in any of the following arezs:

1. Fite protecion? . .

e e s s 0 00 0

2. Police protection? ., . .

s v e s s e s as s e s e

3.Schools? . ..... ...

s e e s e s 0 s 80 e s e s e PR R R E I I I RN 5

4. Parks and other recreational facilities?. .. ... ...

e s e s s e s s e e e e B ses e s e

‘5. Maintenance of public facilities, including roads?. . . .

s s et e e s s s e e e s st

6. Other governmental services?. . .. .. .ocovv o

Energy. Will the proposal result in:

1. Use.of substantial amounts-of fuel or ENEIgY?. c i v craonvsasaonans

2. Substantial increase in demand upon existing sources of ensrgy, or require the development of newsources? .
Uzilitiev. Will the proposal result in a need for new systems, of substantial alterations to the following utilities:
1.Powerornaxunlgas?.........................................................

2. Communication systems? .

3. Water?, ...

o.-o.o--o..oooo------..o-oc.--.-.o

e v e 0 000 . . . P I S IR PR RS B A 2L B I 4 . e s e e
.

4. Sewer or septic tanks? . . .

s e e s s e s s

5. Storm water drainage? . . .

P T I S R SRR L g

6. Solid waste and disposal? . .
Human Health. Will the proposal result in:

1. Creatiyp of any health hazard or potential health hazard {excluding mental health)? . .. ...

2. Exposmeoipcop!etopotemialhezlthhaurds?..............................,.....

Aesthetics. Wil tha proposal result in:

1. The obstruction of any scenic vista or view open {0 the public, or will the proposal tesult in the erestion of
anws!hehca,lyoﬂemwesmopentopubhcwew? I R I L

Recrvatinn, Wil the proposal result in: Wy p
prop T VIS F
1. An impact upon the quahity or quantity of existing recreational oppd 'I‘ﬁ nities? MaE Ces 258 ... l
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2.Vl the proposal. result Jin. adverse..physical > or~ aesthetic feffects: to a”prt”msi'o;:é"oﬂh{?jon'i:fi\miqﬁ{i’ g o
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3. Does the proposal have the potential 1o cause a physical change which would ,a‘fgg{:_trgpjgg’e.’ggpggi,g?culggg‘aj'- g

values? . . e
T
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4:-Will the proposal restrici existing eligiois’or sacied uies within e potemialinpact sear. L .. .
U. Nendetory Findings of Sigaificance. noee
1. -Does the project have the potentia! to Segrade the quality of the éﬁéit‘bhhnnt.ééagéé;tﬁé habitat of a fishor
. iidlite population to drop Upgls_d!w,qim levels, threaten 10 eliminate
2 plant or_animal community, reduce. the number o restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal or eliminate important examples of the majos periods of Calitornid history or. peehistory?.

2. Docs_ihe project have the potentisl 10;achieve_short:letm, 10 the Unadvaniage of. long-term, environmental

3. Does the project have impacts which ace individually limited, by ’

4. Does the project have environmenta! effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
erther directly or indirectiv? ... ..... i ieeesisessciaaenseneane ;

111, DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (See Comments Attached)

IV. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
On the hasis of this initial evaluation:

[X..I 1 find the preposed project COULD NOT havea significant etfect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will
be prepated.

l:] 1 find that although the proposed project could have 2 significant effect on the enviranment, there will not be a significant etfect
in this case because the mitigation measures described on an attached sheet have been add’ * to the project. A NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepaiad.

] -l | find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, ang an ENVIRONMENTAL iMPAC’f’RU’Y
15 1equed.
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