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APPROVAL OF A FIVE-YEAR RECREATIONAL PIER PERMIT

APPLICANT: Woodland Pier, Inc.
(a homeowner's association)
1354 Geneva Avenue
Yuba City, California 95991

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION:
A parcel of submerged land located in Lake
Tahoe at Meeks Bay, E1l Doradc County.

LAND USE: Continued use and maintenance of an existing
multi-use pier and replacement of seven pilings
to the pier,

TERMS OF PROPOSED PERMIT:
Initial period: Five—~years beginning
September 27, 1989.

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
received.
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CALENDAR ITEM NO. 24 (conT'D)

STATUTORY AND OTH/ZR REFERENCES:
4. P.R.C.: Div. 6, Parts 1 and 2; Div. 13,

8. Cal. Code Regs.: Title 2, Div. 7,
Title 14, Diuv. 6.

AB 884: 02/23/90.

CTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:

1. Pur<uant to the Commission's delegation of
authority and the State CEQA Guidelines
(14 Ccal. Code Regs. 15025), the staff has
prepared a Proposed Negative Declaration
identified as EIR ND 486, State
Clearinghouse No. 89072428. Such Proposed
Negative Declaration was prepared and
circulated for public review pursuaat to

~

the provisions of CIQA.

Based upon the Initial 3tudy, the Proposed
Negative Declaration, and the comments
received in ~esponse thereto, there is no
substantial evidence that the project will
have a significant effact on the
environment. (14 Cal. Code Reags. 15074(b)}

The replacement of the seven pilings wall
be done f-om a barge with a pile driver.
A1l construction wastes will be collected
onto the barge and disposed of at the
nearest dumpster or sanikary landfill site

All of the pilings to be replaced are
Jucated waterward of the low water mark
(6,223 elevation) and materials will be
neither stored or placed, ner will any
activity associated with tne construction
bz conducted abouve the low water iine of
the subjest property. This will prevent
any disturbance to what may be considered a
Tahoe Yellow Cress (Roriopa) habitat.

in ordur to determine the other potential

trust uwses in the area of the proposed

project, the staff contacted representatives

of the foliawing agencies: Tahoe Regional

Planning Association, California Department

of Fish and Game, County of El Dorado, and

the Tahoe Conservancy. None of these g%%
agencies expressed a concern that the
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caLENDAR ITEM No. 21 (conT'D)

proposed project would have a significant
effect on trust uses in the area. The
agencies did not identify any trust needs
which were not being met by existing
facilities in the area. Identified trust
uses in this area would include swimming,
boating, walking along the keach, and views
of the lake.

This property was physically inspected by
staff for purposes of evaluating the impact
on the public trust.

This activity involues lands identified as
possessing significant environmental values
pursuant to P.R.C. 6370, 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 propcsed, is
consistent with its use classification.

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 automatically be terminated, effective
upon notice by the State, and the site
shall be cleared pursuant to the terms
thereof.

All permits issued at Lake Tahoe include
special language in which the
permittee/lessee agrees to protect and
replace or restore, if required, the
habitat of Rorippa sibumbellata, commonly
called the Tahoe Yellow Cress, a
State-listed endangered plant species.

APPROVALS OBTAINED:
£1 Dorado County, Tahoe Regional Planning
Agency, California Department of Fish and Game,
and éahontar Regional Water Quality Control
Board.
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CALENDAR ITEM No. 21 (CONT'D)

FURTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED:

EXHIBITS:

United States Army Corps of Engineers.

##+. Land Description.

B. Location Map.

C E1l Dorado County Letter of Approval.
Negative Declaration.

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE CCOMMISSION:

1.

CERTIFY THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION, EIR ND 486, STATE
CLEARINGHOUSE NO. 89072428, WAS PREPARED FOR THIS PROJECT
PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF THE CEQA AND THAT THE
COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION
CONTAINED THEREIN.

DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECT. AS APPROVED, WILL NOT HAVE A
SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE ENUVIRONMENT.

AUTHORIZE ISSUANCE TO WOODLAND PIER, INC. Of A FIVE-YEAR
RECREATIONAL PIER PERMIT, BEGINNING SEFTEMBER 27, 1989; FOR
THE CONTINUED USE AND MAINTENANCE OF AN EXISTING PIER AND
FOR THE REPLACEMENT OF SEVEN PILINGS TO THE PIER ON THE
LAND DESCRIBED ON EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED AND BY REFERENCE
MADE A PART HERECF.
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EXHIBIT "A"
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ADJOINING PROPERTIES PROPOSED PIER REPAIR
116-051-10 NOETH APN 16-051-37

El Dorado County
116-051-26 SOUTH Meeks Bay, Lake Tahoe, CA

APPLICATION BY:
e, TNTERPRISES
BRriscoO EN P %oodland Pier, Inc.

Post Office Box 7448 1354 Geneva Avenuw

Tahoe City, Califonia 95.30 Yuba City, Ci—85893———rr—r—ayayis

(916} 583-6882 CALENDAR PAGE 23b
- Sheet AL @l 1]

AMGOTE ToTat [ re e

s i 25

PREPARED AUGUST :1, 1989 BY BIU 1.

ORI
el 5




SER Y e

Kings Beach
rockway

Tahoe Visia

Carnelian Bay

Tahoe Pines
TISN
Momswood

w Plzcer Sourty_,
El Dorado County

EXHIBIT "B"
PRC 17429

South Lake TI2N
Tahoe

R D B R R LN R L R N B Y e L R eI R B e D SR

CALENDAR PAQE
BENIGF Gt

LA YA5-WNE Y P




W/}Wﬁﬂ%’j Wﬁ

‘,,.1 s

EXHIBIT "'C"

25740 ), O3 ey pr oy e
<t‘"r{ tAm- - e

L3

L0

Sé -~ /2 = 29 File Ref: PRC 1742.9

Ms. Judy Ludlow

California State lLands Commisszion
1807 13th Street

Sacramento, California 95814

Subject: Building Pezmit for Pjer (Pier repair)
Name: _ _Woodland Pier. Inc.

Address: 1354 éeneva Avenue

Yuba City, California 95991

County Assessor‘'s Parcel Mo._ 16-051-37

Dear Mg. Ludlow :

The County ot El Dorado has rteceived notice of the
above-referenced project in Lake Tahoe and has no objection to

the piler repair/construction or to the issuance of the S5tate
l.ands Commission's permit.

1{ you have any questions, you may reach me at (916)445-7134

Sincerely,

El Dorado County
Building Division

AL DY

OIN 5. WALKER
Building Inspector 11}
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EXHIBIT "D"
. 89072428

’ STATE OF CALIFORNIA-STATE LANDS COMMISSION GEORGE DEUKMEJIAN, Gov.

STATE LANDS COMMISSION
1807 13TH STREET
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814

PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

EIR ND 486
File Ref,:"PRC 1742

SCH#: 89072428

Project Title: WOODLAND PIER. INC. - PIER REPAIR

Project Proponent: Woodland Pier, Inc.

In Lake Tahoe adjacent to Portion of Lot 10, Meeks Bay Vista North

Project Location:
J Tract, E1-Dorado County.

Project Descriﬁtion: Repair of an existing pier consisting of replacement of 7 piling,

stringers, H-Beam, and decking,

Contact Person: TED T. FUKUSHIMA Telephone: (216)322-7813

ce 2o . .

This document is prepared pursuant to the requirements of the California Environmental
Quality Act (Section 21000 et seq., Public Resources Code), the State CEQA Guidelines (Sec-
tion 15000 et seq., Title 14, California Code Regulations), and the State Lands Commission
regulations (Section 2901 et seq., Title 2, California Code Regulations).

Based upon the attached Initial Study, it has been found that:

[X] the project will not have a significant effect on the environment.

/7 mitigation measures included in the project will avoid potentially significant effects,
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PRC 1742

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project involves the repair of an existing pier consisting of tﬁe replace-
ment of seven (7) piling replaced with steel tube piling, H-Beam, stringers,
and decking for that portion of the pier waterward of the low water line.

A1l work will be performed using floating equipient with pile driver on-board.
There will be no disturbance above the low water (elevation 6223.0) line
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. - " STATE LANDS COMMISSION . Late Filed:

’ File Ref.:

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT FORM — Part {
{To b2 completed by applicant)
FOAM 69.3(111/82) °

A. GENERAL INFORMATION
$. Name, address, and telsphone number:

Applicent b.  Contact person if cther than applicant:

Woodland Pier Inc. Brisco Enterprises

1354 Geneva Avenue P.O. Box 7468

Yuba City, CA .95991 Tahoe City., CA 95730

[ 815, &61-1000 . 916 '583-6882

2, a. Project location: (Please reference 10 nzarest town or community and include county) .

Meeks Bay Avenue - E! Doradoe County

i
.

b.  Assessor’s parcel number:: 16-051-37

3. Existing zoning of project site:

e s » .

4. Existing land use of project site: Homeowners access to pier

5. Proposed wse of site: {same)

8. Other parmits required:

AR

A

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

1. For bullding construction.projects, complete "ATTACHMENT A",

¢. For non-building construction projects: Describa fully, tha proposed activity, its purpose end intendad uss, e.g. for proposec
mineral prospecting permits, include the number of sest holes, size of holes, amount of material to be excavated, maximurr
turface area of disturbance, hole locations, dapth of holes, ate, Attach plans or other LI LT R T —— 2 4 Z
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ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Describe the project site as it exists before the project, including information on somgmphy; £0il stability, plants snd anim
and any cultural, histerical, or scenic aspacts. Describe any existing structurss on the 3ite, and thg use of the structures.

Describe the surrounding properties, including information on plants and znimals end any cultyral, historicsl, or scanic szpacts.
indicate the type of land use (residantisl, commercial, stc.}, intensity of land uss (ons-family, sosrtment howsos, shons, depert-
ment stores, etc.), and scele of development (height, frontege, sat-beck, resr yerd, etc.),

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Answer the foliowing questions by placing 8 chock in the uppropriate bos, Discuss al! items cheeked "yas’’ or “maybe”.
(Attach additiona! shsets a3 necesssry)

Will the project involve: . - YES MAYBE NO

8 change in existing features of sny bays, tidelands, beaches, lakes, or hills, or substantia) siteration O 0 X
of yround contours?

0 X
0o X

a change in scenic views or vistas from existing resider sisl 2rags or public iands or roads?

.
.

2 change in pattarn, scale, or character of the general srea o project? .. ... ..u ..

8 significant effecton plantoranimai life?. . . oo et evcvvvcervoencons oosves

significant amounts of solid waste Or litt8r? . oo cvvvvevvenvvoncconccocses

.

a chengs in dust, azh, smoke, fumes, 0r OdoRB IN e VICIRItY?. o oo v vovecvoonas

i

o changa in ocsan, bay, lske, stream, or ground water quality or guentity, or alteration
of existing drainsge pattarns?

® changs in existing noiss or vibration loveis in the vicinitY?. « c e o v cev o ene

.

construction on filled fand or enslopa of 0 pereant or moers?, v v e v oo cce

use or disposal of potentially hazardous misterials, such a3 toxic or radiozctive
substances, flammables, or explosives?

o chenga in damand for nwnicipal services (polics, fire, wator, sawega, «@eN? .

an incraese in follis fuel consumption (electricity, oil, natural gas, ate)? ...,

O
.
0
O
O
O
.0
U
o
O
O
CJ

- o

alargm'pro}octonsarieso?pmjem?................:.,.........
CERTIFICATION
1 hareby cartify that the stutements furniched sbove snd in the ctteched éxhibits prezent the dats end information re-

quired for this initiai evaluation to the best of my sbility, and that the fects, staternents, gnd informstion prasented ars true
end corract to tha best of my knowlsdp? and belief,

Date: | 7/{ ’7/8( y\‘
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STATE LANDS COMMISSION

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST - PAAT I
Form 13.20 (7/82) ’ FilaRef.; _ PRC

. BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Apolicant: Hoodland Pier, Inc.
_1354 Geneva Avenue
Yuba City, CA 95991

Checklist Date: ___7 /26 / 89
Contact Parson:  TED T. FUKUSHIMA

Telephone: { 916 j 322-7813
Purpose: Repair existing pier.

Location: ___In Lake Tahoe adjacent to Portion of Lot 10, Meeks Bay Vista North Tract,
E1 Dorado County.
Description: __Repair of an existing pier consisting of replacememi, of 7 piling., stringer:

H-Beam,_and decking,

Persons Contacted:

H. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACYS. (Explain oll “yes” and “maybe” enswars)
A. Earth. Wili the proposal result in:
1. Unstable earth conditions or changes in geologic substructures? ... ... ....... ve
2. Disruptions, displacements, compaction, or overcoveringof thesoil?, . .. .........
3. Change in topography or ground surfica relief features? . . ..o o oo e eesvrnnnnn..
4. The destruction, covering, or modifici tion of 2y unigue gaologic o7 physicai features?

5. Any increase in wind or water ercsion of soils, cither on or off thesite?. . ... ... Sttt et aasesae s

6. Changes in deposition or erosion of beach sands, o changes in siltation, deposition or erosior which may
modily the channel of a river or strezm cf the bed of the oczan or 2ny bay, inlet, or Iali@?' B ok
{ORLENS MG ey A
7 Exposure of all people or proparty to geologic hazerds such as eurthquakes, landslldeas', Mmudshides, ground ! e s
hilute.ovsimiluhazards?........................................._.-:-“:' *,___‘_szgl-:a&]:{,

.
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Air. Will the proposal result in:

1. Substantial air emmussions o1 deteniorationof ambient @it QuUality? . . . .. ..t i e i e
2. The creation of objectionable 0dors?. . . ... ... ...ttt ittt
3. Alteration of air movemant, moisture or temperature, or any change in climate, either locally or regionally? .

Warer. Will the proposal result in:

1. Changes in the currents, or the course or direction of water movemants, in either marine or fresh waters? .

2. Changes in atsorption rates, drainage patterns, o7 the rate and amount of surfece water runofi?. . .. . ...
3. Alterations to the course ar flow of flood waters? . . .. .. ;
4. Change in the amount of surfacewseterinany waterbody? . . . . .. ... ittt iiiiriienannnerqes

5. Discharge nto surface waters, or in 2ny alteration of surface water quality, including but not limited to
temperature, dissolved cxygen or turbidity? . . ... .. .. L L. i i e i ittt

6. Alteration of the direct un or rate of flow of ground waters? , . ettt ettt

7. Change in the quant.iy of ground waters, either through direct additions or withdrawals, or through inter-
ception of an aquifer Dy cuts 01 excavations? .. ... . Chete h eeeasesas s

8. Substenteal reduction i the emount ol water otherwise available for public wates supplies? .. ... ..

9. Exposute of people ot property to water-selated hazaids such as floodingor tidalwaves? . .. ..........
10. Sigmticant chaiges in the lempcra.!u!e. tiow ot chemical content of surface thermal spngs?. . .. ... .. ..
Plant Lite. Wil the proposal 1eseit in:

1. Change in the diversity of \pecies, or number of any species of plants (including trees, shrubs, grass, crops.,
B0 BUUBLE PIBINS) . o s i st it e e e e sttt s aat et e

2. Reduction of the numburs of any unique, rare or endingered speciessof plants?. .. . ... ..o e v

3. introduction of new spacies of plants 1nto an area, or 1n a Harner to the normal replenishment of existing

E3 T T T
4. Reduction in acresge of any agriculturalerop? ... ... .....
Animafl Life Wil the proposal result in:

1 Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any species of animals (birds, land animals including
reptiles, fish and shelifish, benthic organisms, orinsects)? . ... ............ ..

2. Reduction of the numburs of any unique, rare orendangered speciesof animals?. /. . ... ... .00t

3. Inwoduction of new spacies of animals into an'area, or result in a barrier to the migration or movement of

E 1 3
4. Deterioration to existiny fish or wildhife habitat?. .
Naise, Will the proposal result wy:
1. Increase in existingnoise levels?. ... .......
2. Exposure of people to severe noise levels? .. . .
Light and {lure, Will the praposal result in:
1. The production of new light or glare? . . . ..
Land Use, Will the proposal result in:
1. A substantial alteration of the present or planne land use of an area?,
Nuturai Kexourees, Wil the proposal result in:
1. Increase in the rate of use of any natural resources?. .. ....oo v v

2. Substantial depietion of any nonrenewable resources? . ... ... ..

Y
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Risk of lipwe, Does the proposal resuit in:
Yos Maybe N

1. A tisk of zn explosion or the release of hazardous substences {including, but not limited to, oll, pasticides,
chemicalsy, o1 radiation) in the event of gn sccident or UPset conditions? . .. ..o vvvvnnivnnsvnngoss D D E‘

2. Possible interference with emergency response plan or en emergency evacuation plan? . . , D D E
Population. Wil the proposal result in:

1 The alteration, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human population of the ares? D D E
Housing, Will the prupesal result in:

O
O

(

1. Atfecting existing housing, or create 2 demand for additional hiousing? . .
Transporiation|Circulation. Will the proposal result in: .
1. Generation of substantia’ additional vehicular movement?. .. ........
2. Affecting existing parking facilities, or create a demand for new parking?.
3. Substantial impact upon existing transportation systemsT . . . . v .o oo v e nnnas
4. Alterations 1o present patterns of circulation cr movament of paople end/or geods?

5. Altewctions to waterborna, rail, orairtraffic? . ... .. ... i ittt en e

G000
cootaao

6. Increase in teatfic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists, 07 pedettriens? . . . v v i v v vt vercosovrenens

Public Services. Wil the propossl have 2n effect upon, or result in a need for new or zltered governmental
services in any of the following areas:

1. Fireprotection? . ...............

2. Palice protection? . .. ............

3.Schools? . .......o.iiiiiiienns

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

5. Maintenance of public facilities, including roexs?.

6. Other governmental services?. . ... ..o vevenn

Energy. Will the proposal resuit in:

1. Use of substantial srmountsof fuelorenergy?. .. .. v v e v it eeeereeotoonseoenranoasansns
2. Substantial increase 1n demand upon éxisting sduites of eridrgy, or require the devé!opment of new sources?
Unlines. Wit the proposal result in 2 need for new svsfems. or substantia® alterations to the following utilities:
1. Power or natural gas?. . .

2. Communication systems?

I Water?. .. ..ol

4, Sawer or septic tenks? . .

5. Stormn water drainage? . .

6. Solid waste end disposai? .. ........

Human I{fallh. Will the proposai result in:

1. Creat_i.on of any health hazard or potential health hazard (axcluding mental health)?

L]
0o
U O
O O
O O
0O
M
L1 &3
O O
aa
00
0O
0O
0o
0 O
00

2, Exposure of people to potential haalth hazards? . . . . .o vt vt vevevensnnens
Aesthetics. Will the proposal result in:

1. The obstruction of any scenic vista or view open to the public, or will the proposal resuli in the creation of
2n aesthetically offensive siteopentopublicview? .. ... .. oo vt etieriosttsstosrsssonsans

O
3

Recreation, Will the proposal result in:

srpNn e ne
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1. An impact upon the quelity or quantity of existing recreational opportunities?. . . . ;.




Cuvltural Resources. Yes Maybe No

1. Will the proposal result in the slteration of or the destruction of a prehistoric or historic archeological site? . L] [ ]

2. Will the pioposal result in adverse physical or easthetic effects to a prehistoric or historic building, _ _ .
SHUCIUE, OF OB BT, . .. it eerineeinnsoenooeenosososassosonseoonnsoncaoncsnss L] [_]

3. Does tive proposal have the potential to cause a physical change which would affect unique ethnit cultural

4. Will the proposal restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential impactarea? . ...........
Mendatory Findings of Significance,

1. Does the project have the potentia! to degrada the quality of the environment, reduce thes habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause o fish or wikdlife population to drep below self-sustaning levels, threaten to eliminste
2 plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or _ .
animat ur eliminate important axamples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?. . ... ... LJ [ i

2. Does the project have the potesitial to schigve short-terrn, to the disadvantage of long-term, environmental [j [_J

3. Cues the project have impacts which are individualty fimited, but cumulatively considuxhe? ... L., U [__] i

4. Dues the pnojest have envuonmental aftects which will cause substantial advesse cffects on human beings, .
erther dirently or indirgctlv? | ettt et e iaiee et rl i l Ix!

i1, DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION /See Corments Attached)
C5 - There couid be a slight rise ia the turbidity level during the construction however,
compliance with water quaifty control requirements should this impact to a minimum.
F1 - There could be a rise in the ambient noise levels during construction however, this
should be of relatively short term duration.

IV. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
On the basis of this initial evaluation:
rX-] t find the proposed project COULD NOT hava a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will
be prepared.

Ll | find that aithough the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not bz a sigmificant effec
in this case because the mitigation measures described on an attached sheet have been added to the project. A NEGATIVE

DECLARATION will be prepared.

! _] 1 find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, 2nd an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT RE
13 requied,

Date: 7/ 26/ 89 M.. L koo
the State Lands Gommission
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. Notification NM (‘13 THP No. LT m‘s@a.c'l'v'»

AGREEMENT REGARDING PROPOSED STREAM OR LAKE ALTERATION

(.r'u. qzsie

THIS AGREEMENT, entered infp between the State of California, .Deputtment of Fish an'a.&ame. thys;
hereinafter callgd the Department, {19] > uﬂwmm_a,____" -
of IM, State of (£ AL S » hereinafter calied the operator, is as follows:

sr HfaLSE

REAS, pursuant fo Section %‘mm’ California Fish’and Game Code, the operator,-on-!f* %

the gay of - 10 = , notificd the Department that he intends to substantislly divert ">
or obstruct the natural fow of, or substantially change the bed, channel, or bank of, or use material from the ',;"'
_LA.\LH s , in the County of ..

13

\WHEREAS, The De ent (representgd by has made ar;.ins'pecﬁm {
of subject area on the 3\ Qﬁ‘" day of @DACA 19 and) has determined that ! |

such operagions may substantially advyrsely affect existipg fish and wildlife resources includin :
hiQi‘P- é;g‘“% Q‘; ngﬂn Sﬁdﬂ LA r’z‘vk/xﬂx‘?@{; 5

THEREFORE, the Department hereby propeses measures to protect fish and wildlife during the operator’s .-

work. Ly agrees to accept the followin recommendations as part of his work: Numbers. !
M_Anlail__&_ from the list of recommendations on the

back of this page and the foflowiné special recommendations:
¢

1. All work in or near the stream or lake shall be confined to the period m

GE ALK U TLC Ao (S \a 24,

E aut

u
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If the operator's work changes from that stated in the notification specified ahove, this agreement is-no /1"
longer valid and a new notification shafl be submitted to the Department of Fish and Game. Failure to comply

with the provisions of this agreement and with other pertinent Code Sections, including but not limited to; -

Fish and Game Code Sections 5650, 5652 and 5948, may result in prosecution, AL

OIS

Nothing in this agreement authorizes the operator to trespass on any land or property, fior does it yelieve *
the operator of responsibility for compliance with applicable federal, state, or local, laws of ordinances. A con-
summated agreement dees not neeessarily constitute Department of Fish and Gamy/endopdernent of the proposed -+

operation, or assure the Department’s concwrrence with permits required from

This agreem comes gffective onmg[_(é;ﬂﬁﬁmq
) ,; .

Operator.
perior—.

Title ” ‘;:‘14 75 u/dl&’d'/(q.nm_/ fz:u_

g » 7
Organization £ s04 g?« AP s Department of Fish and Game, 8

4 I, O ~ A
/- '/(4/99 Date. FD \{ A 6!:“”'&4} Pgtr P C )
TN iy I)'...:E Q_xf._.-d’-—-' - ———

Date
® If inspection was not made, cross out words within parentheses, e
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CALIFORN!A REGIONAL WATER QUAIJTY \CONTROL BOARD—
LAHONTAN REGION 5

2002 LAKE TAKD: BOULEVARD

.0. LOX 9478 P
SOUTH LAKE TAKDE, CAUFORNIA 95733 :m i
{218) 544248

January 5, 1989

Woodland Pier, inc.
c/o Robert Hall

342 Blackstone

San Rafael, CA 94903

CONDITIONAL WAIVER OF WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIRCMENTS
REPAIR ON LAKE TAHOE, MEEKS BAY, EL DORADO CCUNTY A

Dear Mr. Hall: : !

We have recefved and reviewed your Report of Waste Discharge which describes
your proposed project.

Based on the information submitted, it is not against the public interest to
waive the adoption of Hasie Discharge Requirements for this project,
conditional upon the following:

1) Tahoe Regional Planning Agency’s determination that the project
is not subject to pier prohibitions specified in the Lake Tahoe
Basin Water Quality Plan (208 Plan).

2) The disturbénce of lake bed materials shall be kept to a minimum
during construction. Best practicable control technology shali be
used to keep suspended earthen materials out of Lake Tahoe.

No petroleum products, censtruction wastes, iitter, or earthen
materials shall enter any surface waters in the Lake Tahoe Basin.
A1l construction waste products will be rewoved from the project
site and dumped at a legal point of disposal. Any mechanical
equipment operating within the lake will be cleaned and maintained
prior te use.

The use of wood preservatives on wood in contact with the Take
water is prohibited.

Regional Board staff shall be notified at Teast 48 hours prior to
the start of the project.

Each pier owner is responsible for compliance with the waiver
conditicis and for ensuring that the project contractor is
provided with a copy of these conditions.
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Woodland Pier, Inc.

This waiver may be revoked and enforcement action taken upon the violation
of any of the above conditions, creation of a water quality problem or
variation from the plans submitted to this office. The expiration date of
this waiver is Octeber 15, 1089,

If you have any questions, please call Chris Stetler, Water Resource
Contre? Engineer, or Ms. Ranny Eckstrom, Senior Water Resource Control
Engineer, at this office.

Yours truly,

W e 2&%{—(2/
0. R. BUTTERFIELD ¢
EXECUTIVE OFFICER

cc: Tahoe Regional Planning Agency/ Jerry Wells
California Department of Fish and Game/ Ken Nilsson
El Dorade County Building Departiment
State Lands Commission/ Judy Ludlow
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers/ Robert Junell
Brisco Enterprises/ Jan Brisco
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. TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY

P.Q. Box 1038
195 U.S. Highway 59 Zephyr Cove, Nevade 89448-1038

Round Hill, Zephyr Cove, NV (702) 588-4547
STATEMENT OF NO SIGNIFICANT EFTECT

PROJECT NAME Woodland Pier Repair APN 16-051-37

PERMITTEE(S) Woodland Pier, Inc. c/o Robert Hall

COUNTY/LOCATION El Dorado County, Meeks Bay Vista

Staff Analysis: In accordasice with Article VI of the Tshoe Regional Planning
Compact, as amended, and Section 6.3 of the TRPA Rules and Regulations of
Practice and Procedure, the TRPA ztaff has raeviewed the information subnitted
with the subject project. On the basis of this initial environmental evalua-
tion, Agency staff has found that the subject project will not have a signi-
ficant effect on the environment.

Determination: Based on. the above-ztated f£inding, ¢the subiect nroiect is
conditionally exempt from the requirement tc prepare an Envircnmental Impact
Statement. The conditions of thiz exemption are the conditiorns of permit

approval. ’
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