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CALENDAR ITEM

C1%

03727790
PRC 4494
J. ‘Ludlow

APPROVAL OF A RECREATIONAL PIER PERMIT

APPLICANT: James Dobbas, Trustee
P. 0. Box 177
Newcastle, California 95658

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION:
A parcel of submerged land located in Lake
Tahoe at Meeks Bay, £1 Dorado County,

LAND USE: Reconstriuction of an existing pier,
TERMS OF PROPOSED PERMIT:
Initial period: Five years teginning
March 27, 1990,

CONSIDERATION: Rent-free, pursuant to Section 6503.5 of the
R.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 mo.Q 1% (CONT'D)

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

8. Cal. Code ‘Regs. : Title 2, Div. 3;
Title 14, Div. 6.

‘AB 884 06/26/90.

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:

1. Pursuant to the Commission's delegation of
authority and the State CEQA Guidelines
(14 Cal. code Regs. 15025), the staff has
‘prégared a Proposed. Negative Declaration
identified &s EIR ND 503, State
Clearinghouse No. 906020059. Such Praoposed
‘Negative Declaration was prepared and
circulated for public review pursuant to
the provisicns of CEQA.

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

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
Pe€rsons nominating such lands and through
the CEQA review process, it is the staffts
opinion that the project, as Proposed, is

consistent with itsg use classificatios.

The Department of Fish and Game has
determined that the shorézone at this
location is unsuitable habitat for Tahoe
Yellow Cress (Rorippa) due to the presence
of boulders and rocks and has issued,
Rursuant to consultation under the
California Endangered Species Act (CESA), a
letter of "no jeopardy" for the proposed
project.

CALENDAR PAGE!
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CALENDAR ITEM NO;17 1 ﬁ? (CONT 'D)

&. In order to determine the other potential
trust uses in the area of the pProposed
project, the staff contacted representatives
of the following agencizs: Tahoe Regional
Planning Agency, Department of Fish and
Game, County of E1 Dorado, and the Tahoe
Conservancy. None of these agencies
expressed a concern that the
pProject 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 ip the
area. Identified trust uses in this area
would include swimming, boating,;walking
along the beach, and views of the lake.

This prgperty was physically inspected by

staff for purposes of evaluating the impact

of the proposed activity on the public

trust,. >

The entire reconstruction of the pier will

be done from a barge. The existing pilings
ake bottom. by
ge, or cut off

Hollow steel s]
replacement for

Caissons will be

new piles while b )
construction wastes will be col ]
the barge and disposed of at the nearest
dumpster or sarnitary landfill site,

All permits issued at Lake Tahoe include
special language in which the

restore if required the  habitat
* ‘Rorippa subumbellata, commonly called
the Tahoe Yellow Cress, a State-listed
endangered plant species,
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8. If any structure herep
to be in‘nonconFormanc
Regional Plannin
ordinance,

lease ig
upon
all be
F.

altered, Pursuant. to order of the Tahoe
Regional Planning Rgency, Lesisee shall

o

request the consent \of State té make such
alteration,

All applicants at Lake Tahoe .will be
ified that ’Lic

Passage along t
by the Permitte

APPROVALS CBTAINED:
Tahoe Regiona i ! Department of
Fish and Game, Lahontan Regional Water Qualj
Control Board, and E1 Dorado County,

FURTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED:
United States Army Corps of Engineers.

EXHIBITS: Land Description,
Location Map.
Negative Declaration
Dorado County fettep of fipproval
- Fish and Game Letter of No Jeopardy,

IT 135 RECOMMENDED THAT THE CONMISSION:

1.

CALENDAR PAGE ...
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2. DETERMINE THAT

THE PROJECT, as APPROVED, ‘WILL NOT HAVE 4
SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ‘ON THE ENVIRONMENT,

. TRUSTEE, oOFfF g FIVE-YEAR
. GINNING MARCH 27, 1990, FOR THE
RECONSTRUCTION,Y USE aND MAINTENANCE OF an EXIS

J TING PIER ON
THE LAND DESCRISE ON EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED anD py REFERENC
MADE A PART HEREOF,
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1807 1ITHSTRERY .
ACRAMENTO, CALIFOANIA 98314

PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

\

EIR ND 503
File Ref.: WP a494
8CH#: 90020059

Project Title:. Dobbas -Pier Reconstruction
Project Proponent: Jim Dobbas

Project Location: Lake Tahoe, Meeks Bay, 5 miles south of Tahoma,
€1 Dorado County.

Project Description: Reconstruction of private recreational pier to existing
dimensfions. '

Contact Persons DAN COHEN Telieplfoxg_,e: (915) 324-8497

This documens is Prepazed gm:suant to the requirements of the California
Envircnmental lity Act (Sect on 210006 ot se%.. Public Resourees Code),
?tgge C?QA ggithngiac (sta.gggaon 15000 ;ft seq..l :!.gle 124, Ca.l;afo’gnii: Code. Regu-
ations), and the ate La; -Commissonrev ations (Seetion 901 .et seq.
Title 2, ’Califo”rnia Code Regulations), &t ' ¢ 1o

Based upon the attached Initial Study, 1t hos been found that;
XY the projgct will not have o s’iignificant: effect on the environment,

7 mitigation m2asures included in the pro ect will avoid .
significant effects, Project will avo Potentially

CALEN’DAR PAGE i
MINUTEPAGE . ZL.8.
Form 13.17°".(3/89) "
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STATL L ANDS COMMISSION A

‘ENVIRONMENTAL IPAPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST ~ PART I} ' .
Form 13,20 (7/82) Fils.Ref.: KP 4494

. BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Applicant: Jim Dobbas
8283 Meeks Bay Avenug: )
Heaks Bay, E1 Dorado County

8. Checklist Date: 32/ 04 ;, 89

C. Contact Person: Jan_Cchen .
Telephone: (16, 324-8497

D. Purpose: Pier repair

£ Location: Lake Tahoe, Meeks Bay, 5 miles south of Tahoma, El Dorado County

£. Description:  Beconstruction (to existing dimensions) of private.recreational pier.
A11 dismaatling and reconstruction will be accomplished from 2 flat berge which
will be 2ied to existing pilings or anchored _o;ffshgge_._Existing ptlings will be
extract(id by a crane or severed at Lake bottom levels; existing decking and
stringers: will be dismantled by hand. Proposed pier will.be 73 feet Tong by
6 feet wide, supported by 0.75 inch steei piles spaced at 15 foot centers.
Pier walkway will be 2 X 6 cedar decking. .
: v

G. Persons Contacted: CA Department of Fish and Game; TRPA

tl. ENVIRONMENTAL i’8PACTS. (Explain all “yes”™ and “maybe’ ansvere)
A. Farth, Will the propasai result in: Yos Maybe No

L

1. Unstzble earth conditions or changes in geologic substructures? , . . oo oo v v, e

2 Disrum‘ions,displacemcnts. compaction, or overcoveringofthesoit?. . .. ......cc0nuen.

SN

),

SR

<]
el

N

3. Chinge in topography or ground surfece relief fEatures? « . . i v it ittt onceenneenesonoeenens

4. The destruction, covering, or modific: tion of any unique geologic or physical features? o . .o v vevnn. .

5 Any increase in wind or water erosion of scils, eitheronoroff thasite?. . o co e v,

L A

€ Changes in deposition or erosion of beach sands, or changes in siltation, deposition
modify the channel of a3 river or stream or the bed of the ocean or any bay, inlet, or I

1. Exposure of all people or property to geologic hazards such 25 earihquakes, landsl
failure, or similar hazards?

L A I R I I BT A A N ST ST AP PrY
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B bine Wil the peopusal resuli iz .

1. Substantial air eraussions or dete..oratton of ambieAt ais QUAlIY2. . L cvL i el o
2 The creation of objectionable odors?. . .. v ... L. ittt ietse et
3. Alteraticn of a1r movement, moisture of temperature, of any chiange in climate, either locally or regionaily?.

Water. Will the proposal result in:

1. Changes in the curtents, or the cousse or dizection of water movements, in either marinc or fresh waters? . . l i f ! T_X ‘
2 Changes in absosption tate;, drainage patterns, or the rate and amount of surfece water runoff?, . . ... .. “ { I | ' ix !
3. Alterations 10 the course or flow of oo Waters? .. . ... ...t ciireaeriiara s o ! i ' ;X;
.4, Change 1n the amount of surface water inany waterbody? .. . ... ..oovivirereniiieneneens l | i ; : :

5. Discharge.into susface waters, or in any alteration of surface wates quality, including but not limited to |
temperature, dissatved cxygenor tuthidity? . .. ... . .. o iieiii ittt iiii i 'lxl ‘ L I

6. Alteration of the direct on or rate of flowof groundwaters?. . ... .. vttt ittt l ‘ ' -

7. Change in the quantity .of ground saters, gither through direct additions or withdrawals, or through inter-
:epuonofsnaqwferbycmsorexcavauom?......

9. Exposure of people 01 property to water-related hazards such as lloodingor tidalwavas? . . .. ..o 0ve e
)

38

8. Substantial reduction in the 2mount of water otherwise available for public water supplies? . .......... l

10 Sigmficant changes in the temperatwe, flow o1 chemical content of susfzce thermal springr?. . . oo . o0 o

O Plant Lite. Wil the proposd sesult in:

1. Change in the diversity of smcws.ormmbet of any speties of plants {including uees.thruhs 7238, CTOPS,
..\ndwuanrp!mts)?..............‘.............................................

—— anse
— e
r——u
—r e
.
¢ ¢
“« .

2. Reductivn of the numbars of any unigue, rzre of endangared species OF Plants?, . . o v ittt e

3. introduction of new species 'of plants into an area, or in 3 barrier to the homma! replenishment of existing

< >

§. Reduction n scveags of any 2gricultural CIoP? . . ..o i i it ar ittt ittt onnnse

.

€ dnimal Life Wil the proposal result in: .
1. Change 1n the diversity of species, or numbers of any species of animgls (buds land animals including

teptites, hshandzhelmshbcmhucormmmartmecisc?.................................. | | !x'i i 5
2. Reduction of the numbers of any unique, sa72 0f endanyered speciesof animals?. .. .. ..o ol !l l E t X
3. Introcikiction of new spacies of animals into an are, of result in a barrier to tha migration or movement‘of - .

T R T R R I' REE
4. Deter:oration to existing fish or wildlife habitat?. . . ..o v iiriiisrnnesroaenaoraaaananonns [ 1 X1 ¢

F MNaone. Wil the proposat result in:

1. increase in existing 10MSEIeVels? . . L ittt it irte ittt se s et le

-
»

i
2. Exposure of peopletoseverenoiselevels? . ... ... i i i ittt iese sttt ae e aes { ][

G Lighs ond Glare, ¥4 the proposal result in: .
1. Theproduction of new light or glare? . . .. .t it iiiicniteressrosstsesfioncsnasesans {l l I ix.

H. Lund Use. Wil the proposal result in:

>

.
v
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
-
.
.
v
-
.
.
.
2
v
.
——
.
——
P——
.

1. A substantial alteration of the present or planned lond use of an asea?,

U Natural Rewources. Will the proposal result m:

i. Increase in the rate of use of any NAtUrAl FEIOUMICEST . . . L it tisinresntnsarntaseronenanns Il L. .x
@2.Substantialdep!etionofanvnonrenewabtetesomces?....................‘........'....... ! ‘ i . X

) CALENDAR PAGE
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R o Epwi. Dovsihe propusas sesult in:

1A sk of an explosion or the relesse of hazsrdous substancas (including, but not liritss to; oll, pisticides,
cherncals, o1 radiation) in the event of an accident or upsst conditions? ’ ’

MR L O I A A A I

2. Possible interference with emergency response plan or an emargency evacuation plan?, . . |
K. Pepulation. Will the proposal result in:

1 The alteration, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human poputation of tha erea?
L. Housing. Will the propesal sesuit in:

1. A"ectingexistinghousing,occreateademmdfo:additionalboming? D f___] [—} lxl
M. Fransportation{Circulation, Wilt :he,pmposal result ing

Te s e e

-t

1 Generation of substantial edditions) vehicular movemant?,

M A A N N N N N R TR R ]

2. Affeating existing parking facilities, or.create 8 demand for new parking?. .. ......

3. Substantial impact UPoN eXISTING UANSPONIATICNA SYSEMI? o o . oo v vvevnennenenn e

4. Alterations to present pattesns of circulation of mowement of peopls and/orgoods? ... ..
5. Aue:ationstowp:erbomc.mil.orairuaéﬁg?...............................,........... l_] l
6. Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists, or pedestrians? . . ... ... .. [ ]

N. Public Services. Wil the proposal have an effect upon, or result in @ need for news o 2itered governmantal’
services in any of the following areas:

!.Fireprotection?...........,.............

2. Police protection? . . ..ottt ittt cnn e

BT T

4. Parks and ather recreational facilities?. ... ............. :

5. Maintenance of puliic facilities, includingrozds?, . . ...

6. Other governmental Services?. . .. oo v it i neeennnnnnnnn. .

O, duerme. Will th2 proposal resuit in:

b Use ol substantiz! amounts of fuelorenergy?. .. ..o vvn e

A A I R O O N S N S PO

2 Substantial increase in demand upon existing sources of anérg‘y, of require the davslopment of naw sources? . [:_J
. Linlities, Wil the proposal result in a need for nave syssoms, o substentiz! alterations to the following utilities:

. 1, Power or naturd 0387 . « v v i vne v ennonnn

O R R R R R R N T e,

2,Communicaxionsvstem?..........».............'................................ [
3oWater?. . (i,
4. Sewerorsaptictanks? ..., .....i....... ]

5. Storm waterdrainage? .. .. ... ..

M| KT s S

6. Solid waste and disposal? .. .....

LR R A TR I Y S S G

Q. Human Health. Will tha proposat resuit in:

>

1, Creation at any health harard or potentizi health hazerd lexcluding mentalbwalth)? ... ............. [:_]

2. Exposire of paopls to potentia haslth Hasards? .. oevvsveieneiniiniiiiiiininnenn. [T
R. Aesthetics. Will tho propossl result in: ) ]

1 The obstvyc!icn of. any scenic vista or view opan to the public, or wil! the proposal residt in tha creation of
an aesthetically offensive site open to public view? I

~ - .
’
.',-ocooo-c.‘ocnc--‘cv-o---q.q-o"----'l l (

S.  Recreation. Wil the proposal resuit in: ’
1

LR AR S0 60000

CAUENDAR PA

An impact upon the quality or quantity of existing recreational opportunities? ' ; vise | W 2! X
' GE o
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Culturist % saieges.

1.:Will the p:@;gi:isai result in the alteration of or the destruction of a prehistoric 6+
F. Will the proposal result in adverse physical

historic archaolegical sits?, [ ] | | 1x

3 ) ‘or assthetic effects to a neehistoric or histori¢ building, X
s_tmctqre,orobiec(?.......,.,.....................,...\......;...,................. [l ‘ |
3. Does the proposal-have tke potential to cause a physical change which would affect unigue ethnic culturel
values? | | .',l' |
4 Will the proposal restrict existing religious or sacred uses within tha potential impact azes? . R I I

<

Alandatory Findings of Significonce,

1. Ooes the project have the patential to degrede thequality of the environmsnt, reduce the habitat of a fish o5
wildlife species, cause 2 fish ar wildlife poputation %o drop below self-sustaining levels, thieatan to eliminate
3 plant or animal community, reduce the rumber of restrict the rangs of a rare or endengared plant or
3nimal or eliminate important exampias of the major periods of California history or prehistory?, , . . . . . . l | 1!
2: Does the project have the potential to achiove short-term, to the disadvantags of long-term, environnizntal
goals

-.----..-.‘-‘.n..-.----,-ovo------..-..--.-.'vo-ogouoou

3. Does the project have impacts which are individuatly limited, but cumulativaly considerable? . e i [

4. Dows the project have enviranmental effects which will couse substantial adverse effects on human beirigs,
esther directly or indirectiy?

ilt. DISCUSSION OF EF@V&RO%‘:EMTAL, EVALUATION (See Coyments Attached)

AL R I S

SEE ATTACHMENT . >

AV, PRELIINARY DETERAMINATION

On the basis of this init*3! evaluaticn:
. XKL find te graposod projict COULD NGT.
T8 B giepared,

have z significant: iffect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will

H oo , - . .. " ver am o . .
¢ 1 Viind that slthough the propoted pidibet could have a 5i ificent offect on the enyi
I8 Shia omse ew&émy&é» mitigahin e et heve oo, thes
by eyee 62

"\_DECLARATSGN 2 ﬂrépared.}'" ﬂ‘W‘WrQ}&{M‘ulwem on Ifw ned shegt have bean 204

v 2 i tind the pregrossd Ly
15 1equied, ’ T

@ will not be asignificant effect
ed to the project. ANEGATIVE

AY-have 3 signilicant effect on the ényifonmm!. and an E&VIRONME&TAL IMPACT REPORT

DAN cm;saﬁ.
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IIZ. Discussion of Environmeneasy. avalvecion

A2 Driving of steel pilinge ¥iii resuit in
compaction which ig expected
impact.

localize . -Hi3
to hava no significant’

Bel Rquipmant uged in reconstruction activitics (barge ang
crane) will be operated for a short~term ang wili comply
with -2ll applicable air emission contro

1 standards., air
enissions are not expected to be significant.

C.5 A turbidity screen will be installed during construction
to prevant turbidity asacciated with a;

: driving pilings.
The screen wiil remain in place until

) turbidity has
settled to an insignificant levei.

D.2 The proposed project will not affect the Tahoe Yellow
Cress (Rorippa subumbell%?) ¢ 8 State-ligteq endangered
‘spacies. A letter from the Director of the Department
of Fish and Game (DFG) {dated Novamber 17, 1889, and on
file at the offices of State Lands Conmisgion) indicates
that the project area is not suitable habitat gor this
specles. Further,

ho yallow cress were found at this
site during a fieid sUrvey.

E.1, 4

TRPA has issued a permit for thig activity ang DFG has
entered intoc a Streambeg Alteration Agresment with the
applicant. ‘he project is not

@xpected to have an
adverse effect on f£ish habitat.

F.1 Ambient noise levels ¥ill increase during construction.
Such impacts are expected to be short-termed and ainimal,
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EXHIBIT "p"

hate November 29, 1989

File Raf;_'PBQ 4494 .9

Ms. Judy Ludlow

California State Landsg Coamission
1807 13th Street

Sacramento, California 2581¢

Subject: Building Permic for Pier (Pier Reconstruction)

Nape: baga

Address: P.0. Box 177

Newcastle, California 95658

Couniy Aggessorig Parcel Yo, 16«031-06
Dear Ms. Lugﬁggg Address: 8283 geeks Bay Avenue

The County or g3 Porado hag regeived notice of
above-referenced Preject in Lake Tahoe ana hag

the pier repair/construction ot to the issuan
- hLands Commission's permit,

the
RO objection to
¢e of the State

. ]
1€ you have any questions,

You may reach me at (916) 573-3145
Sincereoly,

El Dorado County
Building Divizion

4
> awﬁi<%f¥%§;2%g/
JOUN §. WALKER
Building inspector 111t
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EXHIBIT "E"

Ms. Judy Ludlow March 12, 1990
Division of Research and Planning

State pands Commission

1807 13th Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Depsrtment of Fish and Game

pier Reconstruction - Dobbas Pier at Lake Tahoe, El Dorado County,
APN 16-061~05

The California Department of Fish and Game (DFG) has received a
request for consultation pursuant to the California Endangered
Species Act from the State Iands Commission (SLC) to determine
whether the proposed Dobbas Pier reconstruction project at Lake
Tahoe would jeopardize the Tahoe yellow cress (Rorippa
subumbellata). Tahoe yellow cress is a State-listed endangered
species that is only found on sandy beach habitats around the
choreline of Lake Tahoe. Pier construction and maintenance
activities could seriously impact existing plant populations and
habitat for this species.

The subject parcel, the Dcbbas property, has an ‘existing dock in
need of replacement. The shcreline in the project area is rock
strewn above the minimum lake level of 6,223 feet. Due to the
presence of boulders and rocks, the habitat appears unsuitaole for
yellow cress. The DFG has, therefore, determined that this
reconstruction and extension of the Dobbas property pier as
proposed is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of
the Tahce yellow cress or impact its habitat. This determination
{s consistent with our position as outlined in a memorandum tcC
Ms. Claire Dedrick, Executive Officer, on August 21, 1989
(attached).

The applicant should be advised that a Fish and Game Code
Section 1603, Streambed Alteration Agreement with the DFG will be
required prior to implementation of the proposed project.

If you have any further questions, please contact either

Mr. David Showers, Associate Wildlife Biologist, Department of
Fish and Game, 1416 Rinth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814, telephone
(916) 322-5655, or Mr. Jerry Mensch, Environmental Sexrvices
Supervisor, Region 2, 1701 Nimbus Road, Rancho Cordova, CA 95670,

telephone {916) 355-7030.

- pete Bontadelli
pirector

Attachment






