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CALENDAR ITEM

C03 06/11790

W 21665 PRC 7399
‘W 24014  PRC 7400
W 24402 PRC 7401
W 24418 PRC 7402

Garibay
ﬂPPROUAL OF RECREATIONAL PIER PERMITS

APPLICANT: AS LISTED ON EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION:
Four parcels of submerged land in Lake Tahoe in
pPlacer and E1 Dorado counties.

LAND USE: Ratention of previously unauthorized buoys.

TERMS OF PROPOSEﬁ PERMIT:
Initial period: Five years beginning June
1990.

Consideration: Rent—-free, pursuant to
Section 6503.5 of the P.R.C.

APPLICANT STATUS:
applicants are littoral landowners &as defined

in Secticn 6503, P.R.C.

PREREQUISITE CONDITIONS, FEES AND .EXPENSES:
Filing fee, processing costs, and environmental

fees have ‘been received.

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

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

CALENDAR PAGE
MINUTE PAGE
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AB 884: N/RA.

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
prepared environmental documents, as
identified in Exhibit "A". Such Proposed
Negative Declarations were prepared and
circulated for public review pursuant to
the provisions of CEQA.

Based upon the initial studies, the
Proposed Negative Declarations, and the
comments received in response thereto,
there is no substantial evidence that these
projects will have a significant effect on
the environment. (14 Cal. Code Regs.
15074[b])

These activities involve 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 rewview process, it is. the
staff's opinion that the projects, as
proposed, are consistent with its use
classification.

In order to determine the other potential
trust uses in the area of the proposed
projects, the staff contacted
representatives of the following agencies:
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, Department
of Fish and Gamé, County of Placer, County
of E1 Dorado and the Tahoe Conservancy,
None of these agencies expressed a concern
that the proposed projects 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

CALENDAR PAGE:
MINUTE PAGE -
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the beach, and views of the lake. Prior to
the issuance of these permits, staff will
conduct an inspection of the sites to
review the relation of the permitted
facilities to other trust uses.

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

All applicants at Lake Tahoe have been
notified that the public has a right to
pass along the shorezone and the permittee
must provide a reasonable means for ‘public
passage along the shorezone occupied by the
permitted structure.

If any structure hereby 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 this lease
will be automatically terminated, effective
upocn notice by the State, and the site
shall be cleared pursuant to the terms
thereof. If the location, size, or number
of any structure hereby authorized is to be
altered, pursuant to order of the Tahoe
Regional Planning Agency, Lessee shall
request the consent of State to make such
alteration.

APPROVALS OBTAINED: .
E1l Dorado County, Placer County, and Tahoe
Regional Planning Association,

FURTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED:
None.
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EXHIBITS: A. Applicant List.
B. Location Map.
C. Negative Declarations.

IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

CERTIFY THAT ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS, AS IDENTIFIED IN
EXHIBIT #A", WERE PREPARED FOR THESE PROJECTS PURSUANT TO
THE PROVISIONS OF THE CEQA AND THAT THE COMMISSION HAS

REVIEWED, CONSIDERED, AND ADOPTED THE INFORMATION CONTAINED
THEREIN.

DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECTS, AS APPROVED, WILL NOT HAVE
SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS ON THE ENVIRONMENT,

AUTHORIZE ISSUANCE OF FIVE-YEAR RECREATIONAL 'PIER PERMITS
TO THE APPLICANTS LISTED IN EXHIBIT "A", BEGINNING JUNE 11,
1990, FOR THE RETENTION OF EXISTING BUOYS -ON THE LANDS
DESCRIBED ON EXH’BIT “g4 ATTACHED AND BY REFERENCE MADE A
PART HEREOF.

o V7
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- STATE OF CALIFOR: 1A
e S TN

) ) . GEORGE DEURMENAN, Governdr
s == 3 X = = —mm
STATE fLANDg COMMISSION EXECUTIVE OFFICE

v 1807 - 13th Street
T. McCARTHY, Lisutenant Governor

Sacramento, CA 95814
URAY DAVIS, C{gn{rollor i CHARLES WARREN
JESSE R. HUFF, Director of Finance Executiva Officer

PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
. EIR ND: 506
File Ref: W 21665
SCH. NO.: 90020334

Project Title: Hicks Mooring Buoy

Project Proponent: David L. Hicks

Project Location: Lake Tahce, Placer-County, 4. miles north of Tahoe City, adjacent
0. APN (192-100-15, 3850 Nortk Lake Boulevard.

Jroject Description: Authorization of one existing mooring buoy.

Contact Person: ~ Betty Eobanks  Telephone: (916) 322-2795

This document is prepared pursuant to .the requirements of the California
Euvironmental Quality Act (Section 2100 et seq., Public Resources Code),. the State
CEQA Guidelines (Se¢don 15000 et seq., Title 14, California Code Regulations), and the:

State Lands Commission .regulations (Section 2901 et seq.,, Title 2, Californiz Code
Regulations).

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

[ X/ that preject will not have & significant effect on the environment.

[../ mitigation measures included in the project will. avoid potentially:significant effects.

FORM 13.17 (4/90)
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I. BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Applicant: Mri David L. Hicks

RN et DT BT, A AT BT AR TRAIARINT R AT W o

File Ref.{ W 21665

AR TTARS UTI SR

__5137 North Van Ness

Fresno, CA 93711

Checklist Date: __04 / 10 ; 90
ContaciPerson: __Betty Eubanks

Teleohone: { 916 y 322-2795
Purnose: Authorization for one existing buoy.

Location: __4 miles north of Tahoe City, 3850 M. Lake Blvd., Lakv Tahoe,

APN 092-100-15

Description:  One mooring buoy anchored on the bed of Lake Tahoe,

Persons Contacted:

. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explain all “yes” and “maybe” answers)
A. Earth. Will the proposal result in:

1. Unstable sarth conditions or changes in geologic substructures?

2. Disruptions, displacements, compaction, or overcovering of the soil?

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

L I R R

L R NI

L R T R T O

4. The destruction, covering, or medific:z tion of any uniqua geologic or physical features? . .

8. Any increass in wind or water erosion of soils, either on or off the site?

6. Changes in deposition or erosion of beach sands, or changes in siltation, dapositio

madify the channel of a river or siream or the bed of the ocean or any bay, nlat, orfake? ... ... ...
{CALENDAR PAGE
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7..%xposure of “li.people or property to geologic hazards such &s ezrthquakes, landskid
Hailure, or simuiar hazards?... .. e IR
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1B, i Will the proposal rosult s

3
*

¥

_ . 1. Substenitial 2ir emmussions or daterioration 6f ambient air quality?
vy Y h .

. 2. The creation of objectionable odors?. . . . . .

R N N I N N I N AP R )

R LA « £ Pl .-

N T T S B PRI
«

'
%

B R T T S S S S

3. Alteration of air movement, moisture or temperature, o7 any change in chimate, esther locally or regionally?.

\
v
x

L. Water. Will the proposal result in:

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

b A S
—— — — ——

2.°Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the rate and amount of surface water runofi?, ... ...

LI A e PR
3. Alterations to the course or flow.of Hood Waters? . . ... ....uvenneonvocneornennssn
N gt *

. Py
cmmavimere e - - e Chk

4. Change in the amount of surface water in any.waterbody?.-. e st e e e e ettt anana
5. Discharge into surface waters, or in any alteration of surface water quat.y, including but not limited to
temperature, dissolved cxygen or Wrbidity? . . . . .o L. i e i et ittt s,

- 6. Alteration of the direct.on or rate of flow of ground waters?

—
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7. Change in the quantity of ground waters, either through direct additions or withdrawals, or through inter.

ception of an aquifer by cuts or excavations? . . . .. . B B T Y A {,J l ! {Xl

8. Substantial reduction in the amount of water otherwise available for public water supplies? .. ... ...... l_-l i-i lx :

. 9. Exposure of people or property to water-related hazards such as ficoding or uidal wavas? ., LR RPOP D L ] lX :
10. Significant changes in the temperature, fiow or chemical content of surface thermal springs?. . ... .~ . ... r__‘ [! iX I

D. Plant Life. WAl the proposz! result in: * ‘ P .

o w0t . . LI

1. Change in the diversity of species, or number of any species of plants (including trees, shrubs, grass, crops, “ .
. T B [EE LT LTy ) {—i ' l f)(

2. Reduction of the numbeurs of any unique, rare or endangered species of Plants?. . .. (..t neur v v s L.i

3. Introduction of new species of plants into an area, or in a barrier to the normal replenishment of existing [ 3 [
] o713 .

-
4. Reduction in acreage of any agricultural CroP? .. oottt it v e i et e n e e s i e nrnenrennnnn LJ
E. Animal Life. Wili the proposal result in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any species of animals {birds, land animals inciuding
reptiles, fish and shellfish, benthic organisms, Or INSeCts)? . . (. . ittt irnn e it iavdonnnaenenns m [ J

LRI B R RN N BN AR R

©7 7 2. Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare or endangered species of animals? [ J r .

3. introduction of new spacies of animals into an area, or result 1a a barrier to the migration or movemert of -1 ol
T T U I B B I 1
4. Deterioration to existiny fish or wildlife habitat?. . .. ... .o it i i i i i e D [,] lX]
£, Noive. Will the proposal result in:

1. Increase in existing noiselevels? . . .. ... ... ittt

.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
L
S
i

2, Exposure of people to severenciselevels? ... ... ... ..couun..s : ’
G. Light and Glure, Will the proposal result in: . .
1. The production of new gt 0rglare? . . . .. .. ittt iere e iienennosonnasosenssnnsens D r_l lX]
H. Land Use. Will the proposal result in:
N 1. A substantial alteration of the present or planned land use 0f an area?. . .. v v e v e cnvv i ennen [:] [_-l Ix ]
. Nawural Resources. Will the proposal result in:

. . g
1. Increase in the rate of use Of any NAtUrAl FESOUTCES? . & v ittt te v et enosesssnionasssennnen D [:_] D(|

2, Substantial depietion of any nonrenewable PESOUTCRS? . .t i et annunvssanninssnssnangss D l ] IX ]

ot
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4. Rn!‘"ll'Pw Doesthemoposahm!xm. s - SN

- ‘Yes Muybe No
1 A risk of an explosion or the release of hazardous substances {including; but not limitéd to, oil, pasticidus,
chemicals, or radiation) in theevemo!macctdemorumtoondntxom? I D D @

2. Possible interference wnh emergency response plan or an emargency evacuation plan? . . ... e et e .,

K. Populution. Will the proposal result in:

1 The alteration, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human population of the area?

LR RN AN SR

' L. Jlousing. Will the proposal result in:

1. Affecting existing housing, or create a demand for additional housing? .....

M. Traasportation{Circulation. Will the proposal result in:

1. Generation of substantial additional vehicular movement?. .. .............
2. Afiecting existing parking facilities, or create s demand for new parking?. ...........
3. Substantial impact upon existing transpOrtation Systems? . .. .. o ..veeennn ..., ceane
4. Alterations to present patterns of circulation or movament of people and/or goods? ... .. .,..

5. Alterations to waterbornie, rail, 0F air traffic? . . . ..o v ittt e et e

SHUOREEE

6. Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists, or pedestrians? . . ..o i il

L I T

N. Public Services. 'Will the proposal have an effect upon, or result in @ nead for new or altered governmental
secvices in any of the following areas:

L IR PIOReCUON? | . .. e e

2. T 1 L

Xl
X]
X]

4. Parks and other recreational facilities?. . ... .......0c0vun...
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5. ¥zintenance of public tacilities, including roads?,

.
.
.
.
.
.
.
»
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
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.
.
.
.

[

6. Other governmental Services?. . . ..o vve e ve v nnnnn.

=

0. Erergy. Will the proposal result in:

1. Use of substantial amountsof fuelorenergy?. . . .. .o on e v i e e,

AR R R N PP,
o h

2 Substantial increase in demand upan existing sources of energy, or require ths development of new sources?

3363

P Usdties. Will the proposal result in 3 need for new systems, or substantial alterations to the following utiliues

O Ty T

oo OoOooOooo oo og

L0 T T T T
3 L
4.Sewerorseptictanks?.....‘.............................................A.
S.Stormwaterdrainage?........................................................

6. Solid waste and disPosal? . . ottt h i i e it et e ettt e

TEEIEEE

Q. Human Health, Will the proposal result in:

1. Creation of any health hazard or potential health hazard {excludingmentalhealth)? ... ............. :)_(_}
[
2 Exposure of people 10 potential health hazards? . .. .. .uvuir veeine i ernnnnnnneennnnnnns. X

R. Aesthetics, Will the propossi result in:

1 The obstruction of any scenic vista or view open ta the public, or will the proposat result i the creation ofi
an aesthetically offensive site Open 10 PUblC VIeW? . . ... .. it i ettt ittt

0
©

S. Recreation. Will the proposal result in: ) .

1 An impact upon the quality orguantity of cxisting recreational opportunities?. . . . } 'LEND AR PA‘GE D 2 g- i ‘
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.. 1. Will the proposal result ini the aiteration of or the destruction of 3 prehistoric or historic archeologicil site?. ‘ D (X}

2. Will the proposal result in adverse -physical or sasthetic effects 0 a pehistoric or historic building,
structure.orobject............................................................ D D m

3. Does the proposal have the potential t0-sause a physics! change which would affect umique.athnic cultural

4. Viill the proposal restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential impactarea? . .. ......... B El L}d

U. Mcndatery Findings of Significance.

1. Dogs the pro;ect ‘have the potential to degrade the quality of the environmant, reduce tha tiabitat of a fish or
wildlife spacies, cause a fish or wildiife population to drop below se!f-sustammg levals, threaten to eliminate

3 plant or animal community,.reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or.endengsred-piant or :

smmal or eliminate important examp!es of the maior pericds 5 Califorma history or prehistory?. . ... .. . D [:.] D_(-_]

. Dozs=ine project have the potential to achic.c short term, T0 the uisadvantage of long-term, environmental .
T

3. Does the project have impacts which are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? ... ....... D D Ea

4. & the project have environmental effects which will cause suvstantial adverse effacts on human beings, ;
Gevder direCtly OF INIMBCHY? . ..ot v s ee e aneeaesonnocaneneneereseesnnenenennnaneas D D @

1Il. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (Sce Comments Attachad)

Attached ) )

IV. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
On the basis of this initidl evslustion: “

D-(] | find the propossd project COULD NOT hava a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will
) bz prepared, .

r_] ! find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there wili not be a sigmficant eftect
.in fhis case because the mitigation measures descnbed on an attached sheet have been added to-the project. A NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared. .

1

._] | fnd_the progosed project MAY have a sigmficant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
‘is requied.
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IM. DISCUSSION OF ENVIKWNMENTAL EVALUATION
ATTACHMENT to ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST - Part I
W 21665 - David Hicks

i
pmi

T.ake Tahoe in this area is designated a fish spawning/habitat restoration area on
the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency maps, Placement of one buoy in this area

will not adversely affect the spawning habitat. Recreaticnal use induced in this
area by the project may have minimal effects on fish productivity.

MS. The existing buoy for this application, waterward of APN 092-10C-15, lies
approximately 250 feet from the shoreline. The nearest pier is located
approximately 100 feet to the south and is approximately 115 feet in length. An
existing buoy is located approximately 85 feet waterward of the pier.
Approximately 200 feet north.of the Hick's buoy, there is an existing pier and two
buoys.

The applicant's buoy will not signficantly change the existing use of the shoreline
for boaters and/or topline trollers.

R1l. Buoys alone do not present a significant visual obstruction. “According to The
jv f Shorezone Development at Lake Tahoe, by-Phillips, Brandt,
Reddick, McDonald, and Grefe, dated February 1978, pp. 4-79, in public responses
to visual aspects of shorezone development and use, a grouping of seven boats
closely spaced was considered to be a "visual dislike”. Therefore, this proposal

shall not constitute a significant effect.

Si.  The quality/quantity of recreation will change for the owner of this buoy.
However, the quality of recreation for topline trollers will not change significantly
as a result of this buoy placement as other piers and buoys exist in and near the
shore in this vicinity.

(041090)
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SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 05814

PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
EIR ND 504
File Ref.: W 24014
SCH#: 90020332

Project Title: Bryte Johnson Buoy Application

Project Proponent:  Bryte Johnson

Project Location: Lake Tahoe, near Tahoe Pines, Placer County

Project Description: Authorize one existing mooring buoy anchored on the bed.
of Lake Tahoe.

Contact Pevson:  Judy Brown Telephone: (g16) 324-4715

This document is prepared pursuant to the requirements of the Californi,
Environmental Qualisy Act (Section 21000 et seq,, Public Resources Code), thy
State CEQA Guide tion 15000 et seq., Title 14, California Code Reguf
lations), and e State Llands Commission regulzations (Section 2901 et seq.,
Title 2, California Code Regulations), i ’

.

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

4x7 the project will not have a £ignificant efféct on the environment,

{7 mitigation measﬁres included in the Project will avoid potentially
significant effects, . o

.

~Form 13,17 (3/89)
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“ENWRUNMENTAL lMPAm ‘A%E@MENT CHECKLIST - PART II, ; *
"Forix13.20. (7/82) Filo Ref.;. W 24Q14

I. BACKGROUND INFORMATION
Mr. Bryte Johnson
1147 - 46th Street

Sarvamanta . O 05219

=

A. Applicant:

Checklist Date: _03 /- 09 ;, 90
Contact Person: _ Judy Brown
Telephone: { 916 1 32424715

e

Purpose: _ Authorization for one existing mooring buoy.

Location: Lake Tahoe, Tahoe Pines, adjacent to APN: 85-222-06, Placer County

Description: __One mooring buoy anchdred on the bed of Lake Tahoe.

Persons Contacted:

il. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explain all ““ves” and “maybe”’ answers)
A, Earth. Will the proposal result in:

. Unstable earth conditions or changes in geologic substructures?

]

L R I T R T S T

r

Disruptions, displacements, compaction, or overcovering of the soil?

L N R

Change in topography or.ground surfz ce relief features?

LR R I R T T

The destruction, covering, or meific: tion of any unique geologic or physical features?

=izl

»

Aay increase in wind or.water srosion of soils, either on or off the site?

><

R A L A N IR R N

.
.

. Changes*in depotition or erosion of baach sands, or changes in siltation, deposm Wh SETE
modify the charnel of a river or stream or the bed of the ocean or any bay, iilet, of lake? . TN
|CALERDAR PAGE ...
Exposure-of all people or property to geolagic hazards such as earthquakes, land{| d. ground
tailure, or similar hazards? “ﬂ&"‘% M@ =i
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B Al W the proposal resiltin: . !

NeRRE L N - <

o ", 1. Substantial air emmissions or deterioration of ambient air quality?. . . D T AU e X D [_)9
PR S T . . - H -. WY . f ”".'." "t .‘l' PR R ':.-“;"‘ ‘v A )

g 2. The_creatuonofob;ectaonableodors:.......,:....................,.’.‘...‘._...'..‘..'...... D

3. Alteraticn of air movement, moisture or temperatJre, or any change in climate, either locally or regionally? . D

C. Warer. Will the proposal result in:

. x .

1. Changes in the currents, or the course or direction of water movements, in either manine or fre;h waters? . . D { l lx ! .
TTT ™72, Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the rate and amount of sutféce water !.u;\o.f;?. cein D 1 I . (X !
- " 3. Alterations to the course or flow of fiood waters? .. .. .. "..... R Cert e le ‘Il [)2 l
’ 4. Change in the amount of surface water in any water body? . . '.'."."'."}T;'.".;"‘.:'.'.'Z R " . .".:. e [:l l:! ‘X } ’
5. Discharge into surface waters, or in any alteration of surface water quality, including but not limited to . -, .
temperature, dissolved e xygen or turbidity?. . .. .. .. .. L e e e L_] '(_J IX;
.- . 6. Alteration of the direct on or rate of flow of ground waters?. . ... ............. 0. . " e, [] ;-I ixl
7. f:hange in the quantity of ground waters, either through direct additions or withdra\;ais. or through inter- .., , . )
ception of 2n aquifer by Cuts OF €XCAVAUOAS? .. oo merprs -« v oon e pa ey HEREE:
' 8. Substantis! reduction in the amount of water otherwise available for public water supalies‘?‘ . .‘ ceeeeaen L—; :_l I X
8. Exposure of people or property to water-related hazards-such as flcoding or tidal &iopvés? e e ae e aae eas s D !_ l l X;
“10. Significant changes in the temperature, flow or chemical content of surface themfa_'l spring.s?. N r.-l ( ) l | xi
D. Plont Lite. Wil the proposal result in: . - e :'.:-i -‘ - 1o . LT -
1.’Change in the diversity of species, or numbkr of any species of plants (including trees, ‘sh.rulis, g'fass, crops, —
ahdaquaxicplams)?.........................................................., i
2. Reductiun of the numbers of any unique, rare or endangered speciesof plants?. .. . ... ............. [:i
3. Introduction of new species of plants into an area, or.in @ barrier to the normal replenishment of existing |, .-
4. Reduction in acreage of any agricultural crop? - [-,j ’
E. Auimnal Life Will the proposal result in: . )
1. Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any spec;es of anin;éls {birds, ia'nd anim.als including
- * reptiles, fish and shellfish, benthic organisms, or inseCts)? . .. oo vsve v Tiereennnnnn. B

= *2. Reducticn of the numbers of any unique, rare or endangered species of animals?

LR K R R R AP SO

“=== <3, Introduction of new spacies of animals into an area, or result in a barrier to the migration or movement of
animals?

R A R A A I I I I T T S T T
s 98
. P . s —aa o

s v e

4. Detericration to existing fish or wildlifehabitat?. . .. ............

F. Nuoize. \Will the proposal result in:

oo Oa

-

- .

D I R R R T I R R

1. Increase in existing noise levels?, ., . ..., .....

2. Exposure of people to severe noise levals? ... ........

- - B —ee  mmeses .

L I T T

G. Light and Glure. Will the pioposal result in:

0 o.

1. The production of new light or glare?

I T T N T T T R

H. lLand Use. Will the proposal result in:

1. A substantial alteration of the present or plannetl land use of an area?. .

L I I S S P S S PSRy

. Natural Resources. Will the proposat result in:

1. Increase in the rate of use of any naturalresources?. ., ... ........

2. Substantial depletion of any nonrenewable resources? , . .......... ‘

e . [ o4 B . v e . .

CALENDAR PAGE.
|MINUTE PAGE ...
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Risk if Upser. Does the proposal result i it
if Up prop esult in ) Yes NMaybe No
1. A tisk of.an explosion .or the release of hazardous substances {including, but not limited to, oil, pasticides;
chemicals, or radiation) in the event of an accident or upset conditions? . . D D B]

S R I T T

2, Possible interference with emergency response plan or an emergency evacuation plan? . . . D D [Z]
Population, Wit} the proposal result in:

1. The alteration, distribusion, density, or growth rate of the human populatien of the area? D E]
lousing. Will the proposal result in:

1. Affecting existing housing, or create a demand for additional housing? . .

]
L]
B!

Transporiation{Circutation. Viill the proposal result in:

1. Generation of substantial additional vehicular movement?

miwinisinie
EIOEEEE

Affecting existing parking facilities, or create a demand for new parking?.
Substantial impact upon existing transportation systems?

L

Alterations to waterborne, rail, or air traffic?

A T R S T S

JEIERO G

2,

3.

4. Alterations to present patterns of circulation or movement of people and/or goods? .
5.

6.

Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists, or pedastrizns?

A T

Public Services. Wil the propesal have an effect upon, or resuit in a need for new or altered governmental
services in any of the following areas:

1. Fire protection? . ... ...........

2. Police protection? . .3, .. ........
3.8hools? .. ..................

4. Parks and other recreational.facilities?. . . . . . . .
5. Msintenance of public facilities, including roads?,
6.

Qther governmental services?

Es e s co o ens s awas

Lioonon
B b <] (<) B )

Enerzy. Will the propaosal result in:

1. Use of substantial amounts of fuel or energy?. ..

>

T B T T

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

0o
)

Utilities. Will the preousal result in 2 nesd for new systems, or substantial alterations to the following utilities:

1. Power or natural gas? o

L R P S Y

Communication systems?

cWater2. . ... .......

10 0o oooooo

3
|
f\i‘

2.
3.
4. Sewer or septic tanks? | ,
5. Storm water drainage? . .
8.

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

..

.

HEEEEE

Ilumaen Health. Will the proposal result in:

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

59

2. Exposure of people to potential health hazards?

>

B

M N

Aesthetics. Will the proposa! result in: ’

1. The obstruction of any scenic vista or view open to the public, or will the proposal result in the creation of

an aesthetically offensive site open to public'view?

]

L I T S S T

U
L]
O
O
U
O
O
U
O
O
U
J
O
O
O
(W
X

S. Recreation. Wiil the proposal result in: S mamn

a3l

[

1 Animpact upon the quality or quantity of existing recreational opportunities?. , ., f & o NDAR PAGE

MinuTE PAGE
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it Respiitées:

1; Will the'proposal result in the alteration ot or the deftruction of prehistoric or historie srcheological site?.

" 2. Will the proposal .result in zdverse ‘physical or aesthetic effects to a prehistoric or historic building,
'sttucture,orobiem?......A,..-..................;................................

3. Does the proposal have the potential to cause a physical change which would affeqt unique ethnic cultural

values7,

4. Will the proposal restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential impact srea? . . . Ceenaeaa

V. Mandatory Findings of Significance,
R "Does the project have the patential to degrade the Guality of the envfronrﬁent, reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife spacies, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levals, threatan 1o eliminate

a piant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare o endangered plant or.
animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of Calitornia history or prehistory?

e e ee e

2. Does the project have the potential to achieve skort-term, to the"disadvantase of long-term, environmental:

- N .
3. Does the project have impacts which are individually limited, but cumulativaly considargble?

*tse et e e

4..Doss.the project have environmenzal sffects which will cause substantial adverse effacts on human beings,
eith_erditectjvorindis’ect!v?....~.....................f.........'.............v.......

111. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRCNMENTAL EVALUATION (See Comments Attached)

‘See Attachment.

V. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
On the hasis of this initiz! evaluation:

m | tind the praposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGA‘NVé DﬁQLARATiON will
be prepared.

D | find that although the propused project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be.a significant effect
Jin this case because the mitigation measures described on an attached sheet have been added 10, the project. A NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared. .

[ 1 find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the-. vironment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REP
is requied. '

Date: / 4G Qﬁﬁ&o&ﬁ@%s ‘ : 3

For the Stafe Lands Commisne PAGE . -9 3.

®orm 13.20 (7/82)
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III. DISCUSSION OF YNVIRONMENTAL EVALUA'I‘ION
(Attachment to Environmentasl Inpact Assaessment Checklist - pPart II
W 24014 - Bryte Johnson .

Lake Tahoe in the Tahoe Pines area is decignated az a figh
spawning/habitat restoraticn area on the

Planning Agency maps. Placement of buoys a

will not substantially change the lake bottom and will not
adversely affect the spawning habitat. Recreational use
induced in this area of the Lake by the project may affect
fish productivity ninimally.

The existing buoy of this application is locateg approximately
20 feet from the low water mark (elev. 6223'). The upland
area along this stretch of beach is Lakeside Park, owned by
Placer County (see Exhibit wpR), Approximately 20 feet north
of the buoy is an existing pier, owned by the adjacent
property owner of APN: 85~222-05. Approximately 50 feet south
of the existing buoy is a private pier leased by the Tahoe
Pines Homeowner's Asgociation.

Public access will not pe unusually restricted Ly the .use of
this buoy. The use of the shore arva for trolling fishermen
Wwill not change with the cluster of the buoy and two piers
within close proxinity to one another.

For navigational safety purposes, the Coast Guard may request
a2 nminimum spacing, between the existing busy and the pier
directly to the north, of 50 feet.

Buoys themselves do not present much of 2 visual obstruction.
According to The Cumulative nerezone t

e oe, by Phillips, Brandt, Reddick, HMcDonald, and
Grefe, dated February 1578, pp. 4-79, in publiec responsas to
visual aspects of shorezone developwent and use, a grouping
of seven boats closely spaced was considered to be a fvisual
dislike", therefore this proposal does not constitute a
significunt effect.

The quality and quantity of recreation will change to the
owner of this buoy, who will benefit in more convenient, and
perhaps more frequent recreational use of Iamke Tahoe.
Recreational quality for topl ers will not change 28
& res.ult of this buoy application.

CALENDAR PAGE oo 3.4
MINUTE PAGE ... 01 4
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. BACRAMENTO, CALIZORNIA GE314.

PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

EIR

File Ref.: W QYYD
SCHy

Project Title: f/dd,ymen!- é{,wg.S ﬁppi: cation
Project Proponent: Joan Faddymanf'

Project Location: L_dko Tahoe—,ﬂﬂa»f Tahoe @Hy,Plac&r COLLIL/y,
Adjatent fo:° AP Gif /39 50,

Project Description: Rutherize o evisting rnoonng

bubys anchered on the bod of

Tahee .

Telephone: G/t ) 324-ti715

Contact Person: \J—&Dy &mwﬂ

This doewment 4s prepared pursusnt to the requirements of the Californi
Environmental Quality Act (Sectiecn 21000 et seq,, Public Resources Code), t}
ﬁﬁgng?QAaGgiggliggst(Sie;;éson 15000 gt aeq,.li‘i'tla 14, ‘California Code Regt
, &n e State Comnission regulati } 2 .
Title 2, 'California Code ‘Regulations), e one (Section 2901 =t seq ’

dased upon the ettached Initial Study, it has been found that:

the project will not have a dignificant effeer on the environment,

\ {7 mitigation measures included in th
eignificant eftercs. e project will avoigd pPotentially

oL ENDAR PAGE 3
| 24IMUTE PAGE w9 1.7
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File Ref.:

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT FORM — Part |
{To be completed by applicant)
FORM 69.3(11/82)

A.  GENERAL INFORMATION
1. Name, address, and telephone number:

a. Applicant

S Adduvsond Q4

W\ e = CHABTK
AMa ) T = o)

&  Projectlocation: (Plesse reference to nesrest town er community end includs county)

LReooiliesS\ako R

Novne woed- O Noasn(o

1)

b.  Assessor's parcel number: Qf% -/ 22~ éé = =0
Existing zoning of project site: _)&_&W

S

Existing land use of project site:

Proposad use of site:

Other permits required:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 3 8
ENUAR PAGE

For building constructicn projects, complete “ATTACHMENT A, « UTE PAGE 918

awse

th t’uon-bui!ding_ construction projects: Deseribe fully, the proposad activity, its purposs snd intendad use, e.g, fo; Dro:?osed\
mmerg p!ospect.mg parmits, include the number of test holes, size of holes, smount of material to-be excavated, maximum
surface #rea of disturbance, hole locations, gepth of holes, etc. Attach Plans or other drawings o3 necessary,
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ENVIRONMENTAL SETYING

1. Describe the project site as it exists before the project,. mdudmg information on topoguphv, soil stability, plants end
and any cultural, hist cncal or scenic aspects. Deseribe any existing structures on the site, end the use of the structures.

2. Descnibe the surrounding properties, including information on plants end snimals end sny cultural, historicsl, or scenic aspects
indicate the type of land use (residentiel, commercial, etc.), intensity of land use (one-femily, spertmant houses, shups, depart
maont s1oree, 1.}, end sosle of dovsiopment (haight, frontane, eat-back, raar verd, etc.),

D. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Answer the following questinns by placing 8 check in the appropriate box. Discuss el ioms chacked,yes™ or “maybe”,
(Attzch 2dditienst sheets as necessary)

Wil the project involve: YES MAY3E NO

1. & change in existing faatures of any bavs, tidelands, beaches, iskes, or hills, or substantial elteration . ... ...
of ground contours?

2. achange in scenic views or vistas from gxisting residential ereas or publiclandsorreads? L oo v v veevee
3.  achangs in patiam, scle, of cheracter of the Ganeral Bre8 Of PIOJCT? oo e v et eeetevsnrscenscnsocnns
4. asignificantelfectonplantorenimallife?. . ... ottt ittt ettt ieisarenaenns
5. significant omounts of s0lid waste Or litD8r? . . v ivieecetenreerssntgrtesttsesrsaceraonson

6. 2chonge in dust, ash, smoke, fumes, 07 cdors N ThEVICINIY?. o v cov e vnenvovsons

.
.
.
-
.
.
.
.
.
o
.
.
.
-

7. achange in czean, bay, lake, stream, or ground water quality or Quantity, 0raMeration L ceveicervecras
of existing drainage patterns?

8. achange in axisting noise o7 vibration levals N the VICIIY?. o o o s oot et emesesissrsssrsenonassnas

9. ecnstruction on fifledlandor on slop2 of 10 POICEM GBI MGT8Y. e e e vevcionvsnesonososssnvssoancns

10. use or disposal of potentially hezardous materials, such &5 toXIC €7.58diI022V0 v ot e vvnvivnroveonocns
substences, flammables, or explosives?

11. 3 civange in demand for municips! ssrviess {police, fire, water, 20WeP2, G1E)? covviivivvee teeservoecne

12. an increase in fossii fuel consumption {clectricity, oil, NatUral g3, 08007 .t ittt vi ittt e 0o

OO0 OO0 OO0OO0OO0O0ao

13. alargarproject O 2827ies OF PrOJRCIS? . v c o s v veesosssosesvosrosossensstsesssesososssanssos
E. CERTIFICATION
i hareby cartify that the statemaents fumished above end in the attached exhibits present the dsta and infermation re-

quired for this imtial evaluation 1 -the best of-my sbility, and that tha fects, statemants, snd informetion presented are true
and corract to the best of my knowledge and belief,

Date' > = DD — /A Signed- m Qgg ;&53334

. SO
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* EMVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST - PART I} )

form 13, 20 (7/82)

File Rof.._, W 24402

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Applicant: _Joan Fiddyment -
6405 Fiddyment Road B
Roseviile, CA 95678 o -

B. ChecklistDate: 01 / 10 4 %0
C. Contact Person: Judy Brown
Telephone: { 916 )A 324-4715
D. Purpose: Authorize two existing mooring buoys

£ tocation: Lake Tahoe, near Tahoe City, Placer County

F  Description. __I1W0 existing mooring buoys anchored on the bed of Lake Tahoe.-

G. Persons Contacted: o :

1. ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACTS. (Explain ot “ves” end “maybe’” spswers)
A, Eorth. Will the proposal result in:

Yei Maybe No

e O O R

‘tion of any unique gaologic or physical features? . St eteeeaenan r__] LE LX]
‘ “t [ -
Any increase in wind or water erosion of «oils, either on or off the site? E.] [ ..] X,

-

. Unstabla earth conditions or changes in geologic substructuies?
Disruptions,

A A A I R R A

ditplacements, (:ompaction, o7 averedvering of ths z0il?
. Change in topography or ground surf: ce reliet features?

R

R

2
3
4. Tne destrustion, covering, or madific:
5
6

Changes in depaosition or erosion of beach sands, or changas in siltation, de

position or ~mszms wh:ch may

modify-the channel of 3 viver or strezm or the bed of the oce2n or any bav, inlet, or lake? . . e e e esean 40 |x
CA QAR LA ~E

Exposure of ali people or propert

CALEN
2. Y to geologic hazards such as earthquakes, landslides, mudshdes, qroun
fauure, o:sumnlsrhazards?..................................r'!lf Pﬁ" ——-—m

" S
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e Wil the prupunal st an

1 Subintintial dii emimsiunn o el sutation ot amtngini 9 quality? oo emereae 0 s

? Tnccucauunuiobia-chonablemlms’. e e e [ i
3 Alteratean of s movement, maishare or tempeIature, ot 3nY change in climate, eithes tocally ot regionally?
Yiater Wil the proposal tesult i’

1. Changes i the curtents, ot the coutse ot chrechion of water muvements, i cithar marine ot fresh waters?

2 Chants m atnosplien 503, drainaoe pattemns, of the rate antd smount of surface water rinoff?. . ...

3. Altcratiuns 10 the coutse of flow ot ool witees? L. .o R

4 Chamgs 10 the amount ot surface viatet n any wates hody? P R

 Disthurge mto swtsce ~aters, ot 0 any alteration of nntare watet quatity, including hut not timited 0
tempetatuie, gissotved € xyQuItEn ttbisthiy? e e e L e e

6 Alteranon of the ditert uit O 1ate of tlow ot epennnd watets® PO R e

7 Chanye w the ittty 0f wroaud watiny, either through duect akltiens o withdrawals, 63 through intet
eption af ai suwfut by cuts &t cu..wnuum’ . hnaees o R

. Sulntantial reduction i thy emount Gt watar uthrawne avarlable for public water supplies? .
9 trpae ol jreopie o1 projrety 1o water -selated fiazdidls such & tluoding o1 tdal wsves? . .
10 Seputuznt changrsan she tempesatine, ow ot chemicd conient ol sustace thermal sprngs? .

Plant e Va1 10 proposst IYRRT LR :

Chant u the dsersity ot species, O nmnber of any species of plants {including trees, shiuhis, grass, s1ons.

.u‘ul.iqu.nu'nla-nss'-‘ . . e ewe e
Retturtion vt the manbiegs of ony umque, 1are o1 endangered species ofplanis?e . oonm ettt T

3 Introtjuction ot new species of plants nto an area, Ot M D bairier 10 the noimal replenishment of existing

4 Rmm:-.-onmacreage\bl;ﬁyagucu!g'maicwp?........................

t

yegmal dage Wil e propasa setuls .

Chisoge w the hwersity Gf species, Of aumbers of-any species of animals (birﬂs_. tand snimals inctuding
saptalag, tust + shelliish, bentuc orgamsms, Ot O R e e

Reduehion Ot . ¢ punihes of any unupic, (87€ Ot endangeted species of animals?. . v aae s enr sttt

InttGuaction of new spacies of 2nimals INto an ated, of sesull sn 3 besriet 1o the migranon of movernent of

Deternation 1o exuting fich o wiltiite hahitat?. . o .o Cees
Nopser W the prognnat pesuit oy’
1 Ineiease i exsing nosseleveln . o e e s
2 Expueane of peonls 10 seveIc nose levelh? L.
$ghio aiid Glee VI the proposal tesult
§ T e endtn o of new hight @ latee’
fard Lo Vi ths prupunel tesuit
1At i aliviatint of the proesent planennd yind uset ol an meal. .
Nt Rosenees o8 Ve theproposdl resulit an
R TRYCR PR TR MO A L of use of any natutdl ioutean? ...

nhiat oles Flaas 0l anty umm-m:w;;_hlete\umccs’ e -




< 2 . Gt ' . h (i Lot . .
Ridk iof Upner, Does-the pioposel esult in: Nes Maybe No
1. A risk of an explosion o5 the relezse of hazardous substances (inciuding,/but not limited to, oif, pesticides,

chemucals, or rodiation) in tha event of an accidenit or upsst conditions

?0lb.locvto'-o'oool;aoouno

2 Passible interference with emergency response plan or 2n emergency evacuation plan? . . .
Population, Will the proposal result in: )

1 The alteration, distribution, densilty. of growth rate of the human population of the area?
Haousing, Will the pruposal result in:

1. Atfecting existing housing, or create 3 demsnd for additional housing? . .

=

Transporsctizn/Circulation, Will the proposal result in;”

1. Generation of substantia! additional vshicular movemant?. .. ........

2 Aftecting existing parking facilities, or create a demand for new éatéing?.

3. Substantial impact UPEn eXIBLING UANLPOTTAlioN SYSIEMS? . . . v v v v venensn.
4 Alterations 16 present patterns of circulation or movament of people and/or qood:?

5. Alterations towaterborne, rail, Or @ir tratlic? . ... ... ... it ittt

UEoon0g O o ao

ELEREE

6. Increase in tratfic hazzrds 10 moter vehicles, bicvclisx;.os' pedestrians? . .. v e

DR N R .

Public Nersices.  Will the proposal have an effect upon, or result in a need for new ¢r gltered governmental
services in any of the following zress:

1. Fireprotection? . .. ... ...c0uuns

ol

Policeprotection? ., . ... .........

1000
ol

Perks and othar racreationai facilities?, .. ... ..

B3t

2.
3.Schools? ...ttt
4,
5

Mairtenanca of public facilities, including roads?,

L]
=
[

6. Other governmental services?. . .. ..........

r
]

£
52

Eunergr. Will the proposal result in:

1. Use of substantiat amounts of fusl 0r @RIy . . . ..t vttt vttt tenosnesoonononencennnssns

Gitd
00
(=l

2 Substantiat tncrease in demang upon existing sources of enargy, or reguire the development of naw sourcos?
Linlinses. Will the proposa! result in a need for new systems, or substantial siterations to the following wtilities
1. Power or naturai gas?... .

2 Communicatian systems?

00

3. Water2, ... .........

4, Sewer or septic tanks? . .
S. Storm water drainage? . .

6. Solidwaste and disposal? .. ........

1]
alallatell&E

Humon Health. Wili the proposal result in:
1. Creation of 2ny health hazard or potential heaith hazard {excluding mental heaith)?

al

]

OO0 Oooooo
OO 0oc

2. Exposure of paople to potential health hazards?

5

[ g
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Aestheiics. Will the propesal result in:

1 The cbstruction of any scenic vista or view open 0 the public, or will the proposal regult in the creation of
-an desthetically oftensive site open 10 public view?

L R R R R R R R I R I S S R A L]

Kecreation, Wil the proposal result in:
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Cultsral Resisntrees. Co ' ST ‘Vos Maybe No

1. Will the proposal result in the aiteration of or the destruttion o1 3 Prelustonc or historic sicheological sile_? 3 Ui

2 Will the proposal result in dverse physical or gesthetic effects to 3 prehistoric or historic building,
SETULIUTE, OF OB 0T i o v i it ettt m e e e oe s oo vesensoanonensonensonnesnnnseensssoss

3 Does the proposal have the potential 10 cause a physical change wiuch would affect uniqus ethnic culturat

.
Lz 1T+ 3 U

4 Will the proposal restiics existiig 1e}:g10us Or.sacred uses within the potentisl impact ered? .. ... ....:"%.
U. Muondatory Fiadings o) Significonce.

1. Do2s the proget have the patential 1o degrade the quality of the environmant, rezuce the habitat of a fish or
wildhfe specizs, cause a fish o7 wildlife population to drop below selt-sustaining levals, threaten to eliminate
a plant or 3nimal- commmuy, reduce ths aumber ot restrict the range of a rzre or endangered plant or
animal or eliminate importent examples of the major periods of Califorrua history or prohistory?. . .. . . .

2 Dovs the project have the potentip! 1o schieve short term, to the disadvantage of tong-tern, environmental

GO L L i i eeieeaianae mesaaee brrentat et

3. Daes the project have impacts wineh are individually limited, but cumulatively considersbie? ... .... ...

4 Dowes the piodject have enviraamental efiects which will cause substanteal advaise effecti on human beings,
e:!hcrduectlvofmdtrectiv’...................,.................................

DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (See Commenis Attachiad)

V. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
On the basis of this mmal evaluation-

X 1 ting the proposed psmecx COULD NOT have a siguficant effect on the environment, and ] NEGATIVE Ds:cLARATION wili
e prepared.

! fing that 2'though the proposed mogec' could have a significant effect on the snvivonment, there viil aot be 2 significant ettect
In this case because the mmgamm,.neasurex described on an anached sheet have been added 1o the project. A NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepued-

e the proposed.projeet MAY have 2 significant effect.....he enviconment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT: RE
1% tequiert

01
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III. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION
Attachment to Environmental Impact Assessment Checklist - Part II
W 24402

lake Lake adjacent to APN: 84~132-06 is designateéd a fish
spavning/habitat restoration area on the Tahoe Regional
Planning Agency maps. Placement of two buoys at this location
will pot substantially alter the lake bottom and thus will not
adversely affect the spawning habitat. Recraational use
induced in this area of the Lake by the project may afeect
fish preductivity minimally. .

This application is for consideration of two existing mooring
buocys. One is placed 30 feet from the north property line,
approximately 100 feet from the low water line (elev. 6223').
The second buoy is located 50' south of the first buoy,
approximately 70 feet from the low water line. There is a
pier waterward of the adjacent parcel on the north, and a pier
and buoy waterward of ¢he adjacent parcel to the south.
Spacing between waterward facilities is approximately 50 feet.

The buoys are located adjacent to private upland ownership and
when boats are secured to then, they will limit public access
by boat to the shore area at this location, and will continue
to restrict use of the shore area available to topline
trolling.

Bucys themselves do not present much
According to The Cumulative Impac £ S 2zone ~
at _Lake Tahoe, by Phillips, Brandt, Re McDhona d
Grefe, dated February 1978, pp. 4=-79,' in public responses to
visual aspects of shorazone development and use, a grouping
of seven boats closely spaced was considered to be a “visual
dislike", therefore this proposal does not constitute a
significant effect.

The quality and@ quantity of recreation will change to the
owner of these buoys, who will benefit in more convenient, and
perhaps more frequent recreational use of YLake Tahoe.
Recreational quality will not substantially change for topline
trollers as was discussed in M5, above.

.
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STATE OF CAUFORNIA. .

STATE LANDS COMMISSION 1807 - 13th

LEO T. McCARTHY, Lioutenant Governor Sscramento, CA 95
GRAY DAVIS, Controlisr CHARLES WARREN
JESSE R. HUFF, Director of Finance Ex sve Officar

EIR ND: 505
File Ref. W 24418
SCH. NO.: 90020333

Project Title: Hadeler Buoy Application
Project Proponent: Robert Hadeler

Project Location:  Lake Tahoe, El Dorado County, adjacent to APN 15-370-06, 7175
Westlahe Boulevard, Tahoma

Project Description: Authorization of one existing mooring buoy.

Contac: Person:  Betty Eubanks Telephone: ($16) 322-2795

This document is prepared pursuant to the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act (Section 2100 et seq. Public Resources Code), the State
CEQA Guidelines (Section 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_/ that project will not have a sigrificant effect on the efivironment.

J__/ mitigation measures included in the project will avoid potentially significant effects.

FORM 13.17 (4/50)

#LENDAR PAGE
1RAINUTE PAGE —em
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Eravmgra‘MF;mAL IMPACT Aségssmiém CHECKLIST - PART i1 ,
Form 13.20 (7/82) File Ref.; W 24418

I.  BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Applicant: Robert ‘Hadeler
8727 Shoreham Drive #2
Los Angeles, CA 90069

Checklist Data: _ 4 710 ; 90
Contact Person: __Betty Eubanks
Telephone: | 916  322-2795
Purpose:  Authorization for one existing buoy.

Location: 7175 Hestlake Blvd., Tahoma, CA 95733, El Dorado County, Lake Tahoe
adjacent to APN 15-370-06
Description: _ ONe existing mooring buoy anchored on bed of Lake Tahoe.

Persons Contacted:

1. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explain all “yes” and “maybe” answers)
A. Earth. Will the proposal rasult in:

. Unstable earth conditions or changes in geologic substructures?

P R

. Disruptions, displacements, compaction, or overcovering of the soil?

. Change in topography or ground surfzce relief features?

D I I N I NI RN SO

. Any increase in wind or water erosion of soils, gither on or off thesite?. . ... ... ...

i
2
3
4. The destruction, covering, or modific: tion of any unique geologic or physical features?
5
6.

Changes in deposition or erosisn of beach sands, o1 changas in siltation, dep
modify the channel of a niver or stream or the bed of the ocean or any bay, mlet.vALaé(ﬁb AR PAGE (o

. Exposure of ali peaple or property to geologic hazards suth as earthquakes, | Hﬂw es; ground
failure, Or Similar hazards?. . ... v vt ti ittt ittt n e nneeas. Y E‘-f

L R R RN




£y z

.. A Will thi proposai result in:

A Substantial air émmissins or deterioration of ambient air quality?

I I T
N

2. The creztion of objectionable odors?. . . .. .

-.--...---.-----.-.-.----c.o...o-.h-.--u

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

Water. Wil the proposal result in:
1. Changes in the currents, or the course or directiop of water movements, 1n either manine or fresh waters?

2. Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the rate and zmount of surface water runoff?

DR R

3. Aiterations to the course or flow of ficod waters?

Fee e s es e amwesesa M T TS

4. Change in the amount of surface water in any water body?

T T T

Discharge into surface waters, or in 2ny 2lteration of surface water quality, including but not limited to
temperature, dissolved ¢ xygen or turbidity?. ... ... ... -

L

. Alteration of the direct or or rate of flow of ground waters?

M R R I .

7. Change in the quantity of ground waters, either through direct additions or withdrawals, or through inter-
ception of an aquifer by cuts or excavatons? . .. ... ..

R T T T

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

9. Exposure of people o property to water-related hazards such as flooding or tidal waves?

10. Significant changes in the temperature, fiow or chemica! content of surfece thermal tprings?

L A A I ISR,

D. Plont Lije, Wil the proposal sesult in: to , e

1. Change in the diversity of species, or number ot any species of plants (including trees, shrubs, grass, craps,
andaquaticplants)?. . .. i i e

I B 2T T

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

L R I I I R N - P,

3. Introduction of new species of plants into an area, or in 3 Lavrier to the normal repisnishment of existing

specnes’

4. Reduction in acreage of any agricultural crop?

e R T T T T

Aunimal Life  Will the proposal result in:

1. Change in the diversity 6f species, or numbers of any species of animals (birds, land animals including
reptiles, fish and shellfish, benthic organisms, orinsects)? . ... ............ T,

b
v d

.

2. Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare or endangered spacies of animals?

R R T S P

oy
=t

3. Introduction of naw species of animals inte an ares, or result in a barrier to the migration or movement of

ammals7

| ]
ad

.o

4. Deterioration to existiny fish or wildlife habitat?. . ......... .

,_..,
!

Nuise. Will the proposal resuit in:

1. Increase in existing noise levels?, ... ........
2. Exposure of people to severe noise levels? ... ..
Light and Glare, Wikl the proposat result in:

1. The production of new light orglare? .. .. ...

O 4O

Lund Uy, Witl the proposal result in:

O

1. A substantial aiteration of the present or planned land use 6f an area?,
Nutural Resvirsces. Wil the proposal result in:
1. Increase in the rate of use of any natural resources? . .o ..o .v.... .

2. Substantial depletion of any nonrenewable resources? L ... .00 .

CALENDAR 54 32
MINUTE PAGE

ATt e ey




4 Rk of Upser, ‘Daes:thie proposai resiilt in:

Yos Maybe No

1. A risl_: of an explosion-6r the release of hazardous substances {inciuding, but not limited to, oil; pesticides,
chemicals, or radiation) in the event of an acodent or Upset conditions? . . ........... et ranaan D E]

2. Possible interferénce with emergency response plan or an emergency evacuation plan? . . . . D D

Lopulation, Wil the proposal result in;

1. The alteration, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human population of the arza? .

[
b<J

lHousing. Will the propasal result in:

|

B

1. Affecting existing housing, or creats a demand for additional housing? .

Transporiation/Circulation, Will-the proposal result in:

1. Generation of substantial‘ddditional vehicular movement?

L RS

2. Affecting existing patking facilities, or create a demand for new parking?,

00 0O o

¥i
!

3. Substantial impas:t upon existing transportation systems? .. ..., ... ..
4

. Alterations to present pattems of cirsulation or movement of people and/or goods?

Alterations to 1vaterborne, rail, or air traffic?

T

O8O0

. Increase in traific hazards to motor vehicles, bicyelists, or pedestrians?

M IS s e v e “ v

Public Services. ‘Wiil the proposal have an effect upon, or result in a need for new or altered governmental
services in any of; the following areas:

1. Fireprotection? ... ............
2. Palice protection?. . ... ..... ceen

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

0800

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

8. Maintenance of public facilities, including roads?.

B0

6. Other governmental services?. . . . . . et
Energy. Will the proposal result in:

1. Use of substantiai amounts of fuel or energy?. .. .. PR

\--.-;..-.---a--q----.-.‘...‘-.-

D0

2. Substantial increase in demand upon existing sources of enargy, or require the deveiopment of new sources? .
Utilisies. Will the proposal result in 3 need for new systems, or substantial alterations to the following utilities:
1. Powerornaturalgas?. .. ........uui.n.. ..., L. . "

Communication systems?

L 00 000000 ooooo0

‘Water?. .. ..........

Storm water drainage? . .

00000

2.
3.
4. Sewer or septic tanks? . .
5.
6.

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

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

0O 0000

2. Expaosure ¢f people to potential hauith hazards? .. ... ...... ettt

0o

Aesthetics. Will the proposal resuit in:
1. The abstruction of any sdenic visia or view open to the public, or will the Aroposea! result in the creation of
an aesthetically offensivé.. e open to public view?

D\
E}:

.»’---.ou..----..s---..o.on.---.--u.-.

Recrm:im:. Will the proposai result in:

pro—— ———— | -
1 An impuct upon the g sality or quantity of existing recreational opportunities?, . ..,*CALENOAR PAGE .:..»D‘-J‘é.o'
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: "Y63.Maybe No

00 m
<2, Will the proposal result in adverse physical ar aesthetic effects to a prehistoric or historic building, %
stmcture,orobject?....................‘....................................... D D

3. Does the proposal have the potential to cause a physical change which would affect umique ethnic cultural .
R T O U L] (]
4 Will the proposal restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential impactarea? .. .......... D L- l [_Xl

Mandatory Findings of Significance.

1. Does the project have the potential 1o degrade the quality of the environment, reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife.species, cause a fish or wildiife population to drop below self-sustaining lavels, threater: 1o eliminate
2 plant or animal community, reduce the nimber or restrict.the range of a rare or endangered plant cr -
&nimal or eliminate important examples of the major.periods of California history or prehistory?. . .. .... D [- 1 [X_J

Does the project have the potentizl to achieve short-tef n, to the disadvantage of long-term, environmental

Does the project have impscts which areindividually timited, but cumulatively considerabla? . ... ... ... D E] [X—J

Dozs the.project have environmental effects which will czuse substantial adverse effects on human beings, -
enherdirccxlvorindir‘ectlv?.......,........4..............................._...... D D [KJ

HI. DISCUSSION GF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION /See Comments Attached)

V. PRELIMINARY DETEHMINAﬁQN
Cn the basis of this initial evaluation:

] 1 tind the proposed project COULD NOT have a signif.cant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE. DECLARATION wil
be prepared.

D 1find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect oa the environment, there will not be a significant eftect

in-this cas¢ because the mitigation measures described on an attached sheet have baen added to the.project, A NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared. .

{] ! find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment,
is requied.

L
Dare: 04/ 10 /.90 " éﬁ/&e_%/
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III. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION
ATTACHMENT to ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST - Part II
W 24418 - Robert Hadeler

Lake Tahoe in this area is designated 2 fish spawning/habitat restoration area on
the Tzhoe Regional Planning Agency maps. Placement of one buoy in this area
will not adversely affect the spawning habitat. Recreational use may be induced
in this area by the project, but shouid have only minimal effects on fish
productivity.

The existing buoy for this application is located approximately 300 feet from the
waterline. [Existing piers, each approximately 100 feet long, are located on the
adjacent property lines both to the north and south of the applicant's property
approximately 63 feet apart. The applicant's buoy is approximately 200 feet
waterward of the piers. There are two buoys, one on each side of the applicant's
buoy, located approximately 25 yards to the north and south of the Hadeler buey.

The buoys are located adjacent to private upland ownership. When boats are
secured to the buoys, public access to the shore area will continue to be
restricted at this location for recreational boaters as well as topline trollers. The
clustering of the buoys and piers will not significantly change the navigational use
of the shore area.

Buoys alone do not present a significant visual obstruction. According to The
Cumulative fmpacts of Shorezone Development at Lake Tahge, by Phillips, Brandt,
Reddick, McDonald, and Grefe, dated February 1978, pp. 4-79, in public responscs
to visual aspects of shorezone development and use, a grouping of seven boats
closely spaced was considered to be a "visual dislike®, Therefore, this proposal
does not constitute a significant effect.

The quality/quantity of recreation will change for the owner of the buoy.
However, the quality of recreation for topline trollers will not change significantly
as a result of this buoy placement as other buoys and piers exist in and nearthe
shore in this vicinity.
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