CALENDAR ITEM

9 4 03/06/91.
W 24220 PRC 7513
J. Ludlov¥

RECREATIONAL PIER PERMIT

APPLICANT?:
Tim L. McClean and Susan D. McClean
80 Hanken Drive
Kentfield, California 94904

ARER, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION:
A parcel of submerged land locatri in Lake Tahoe at Meeks
Bay, El Doradc County.

LAND UBE:
Reconstruction and a 20-foot extension to an existing pier,
including the installation of a boat 1ift, retention of an

existing mooring bucy and the placement of a second mooring
buoy.

PERMS OF PROPOSED PERMIT:
Initial period:
Five (5) years beginning March 6, 1991.

CONSIDERATION:
Rent-free, pursuant to Section 6503.5 of the

BASIS FPOR QONBIDERR&IOE:
Pursuant to 2 Cal. Code Regs. 2003.

APPLICANT STATUS:
Applicant is owner of upland.

PHEREQUISITR CONDITIOHS, FEES AND BZPENBEB:2
Filing fee and processing costs have been received.

(ADDED pgs. 604-604.17)
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STATUTORY AND OTEUR REFERRKCES:
- P.R.C.: Div. 6, Parts 1 and 2; Div. 13.

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

AR @84
04/27/91

OTHER PERTINENT INPORMATIOCN:

1. Pursuant to the COmmission's\delegation of authority
and the State CEQA Guidelines (14 cal. Code
Regs. 15025), the staff has prepared a Proposeq
Negative Declaration identified as EIR ND 528, State
Clearinghouse No. 910121190. Such Proposed Negative
Declaration was prepared and circulated for public
review pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

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

This activity involves lands identified as possessing
significant environmental values pursuant to
P.R.C. 6370, et seq. Based upon the staff's
consultation with the persons nominating such landsg and
EQA review Process, it is the staff'g
ject, as proposed, is consistent
with jts use classification.

The Department of Fish and Game has determine
shorezone at thi i i
+ Dursuant
. nia Endangered Species
Act (CESA), rdy" for the proposed
Project.

purposes of evalua
activity on the publ,

In order to determine the other

the area of the

representatives ies: T.R.P.A.,
Department of Fish ang Game, County of El Dorado, and

~2-I
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the Tahoe Conservancy. None of these agencies
expressed a concern that the proposed project would
have a significant effect on the trust uses in the
area. The agencies did not identify andy trust needs
which were nrot being met by existing facilities in the
area. Identified trust uses in this area would include
swimming, boating, walking along the beach, and views
of the lake.

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

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 permit is automatically terminated, effective
upon notice by the State, and the site shall be cleared
pursuant to the terms thereof. If the locaticn, size,
or number of any structure hereby authorized is to be
altered, pursuant to order of the Tahoe Regional
Planning Agency, permittee shall request the consent of
the State to make such alteration.

The Applicant has been notified that the public has a
right to pass along the shoreline and the permittee
must provide a reasonable means for public passage
along the shorezone area occupied by the permitted
structure.

APPROVALS OBTAINED:
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, Department of Fish and Game,
and El Dorado County.

PORTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED:
United States Army Corps of Engineers.




Land Description
Iocation Map

El Dorado Letter of Approval

Fish and Game Letter of No Jeopardy
Negative Declaration

’
. THE PROVISIONS oOF THE CEQA AND TH.
COMMISSION Has REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION
CONTAINED THEREIN,

DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECT, As APPROVED, WILL NOT HAVE A
SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE ENVIRONMENT.
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nate _LJ {55‘-"39 O EaRe 14 File Ref: W 24220

Ms. Judy Ludiow

California State Lands Conmission
1807 L3th Street

Sacramento, California 95814

Subject: Building Purmit gor Pler (Extension of an existing pier)
Name: Tim McCleen and new boatlift

Address: 80 Hanken Drive
Kentfield, California 94904

Tahoe Address: 8321 Meeks Bay Avenue

County Agsossgor's Paccel No._ 16-063-11

dear Ms. Ludlow:
The County of Fl Dozrado has received notice of the

above-referenced pcoject in Lake Tahoe and has no objection to

the pler repair/construction of to the issuwance of the 3tate
l.ands Commission's permit.

1{ vyou have amy questions, you may roeach me at (916)445-7134

Sincerely,
El dorado County

Building Division

J0HN S. WALKER
suilding inspector 131




Storo of Coliforniy - MMW
Memorand W m EXHIBIT *p»

To : Mr. Randy Morey Dot : December 14, 1s%0 a
State Lands

from W«%wm - Region 2

Subject: Additionai Review for the HMcClean Project #W24220

The Department ©f Fish and Game
i photog

g our earlier
The additional
contain potentia)l
rippa populationg
in any way. " applic rovide us with
complete Survey information and ghotographs with the prelimina

consultation materials to Prevent further delays in € permitting
Process,

If the DFG can be of further assistance, Pleage contact
- Jerry Mensch, Environmental Sexrvices Supervisor, telephone
(916) 355~7030.

Ms. Jan Brisco
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BXECUTIVE OFFICE
1807 - 13¢th Strent

0 T. LAcCARTNY, Liewanamnt Governor Sscrements, CA £5814
RAY DAVIS, Contralisr CHARLES WARREN
Executive Otficer

Uy A T e P NS A Lt e

EIR ND: 528
File: W 24220
SCH No.: 910312110

Project Title: McClean - Reconstruction/20-Foot
Extension of Pier & Authcrization of Two
¥Mooring Bucys

Proponent: * Tim McClean

Preject Location: Lake Tsahoe, 8321 Meeks Bay Avenue, APN
16-063-11, Bl Dorado County.

Project Description: Authorization of reconstructicon and 20-
foot extension with boatlift of existing
pler and two mooring buoys.

Contact Person: Jacgques Graber Telephone: 916/323-7209

This deccument is prepared pursuant to the requirements of the
California Environmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et seg., 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/ this project will not have a significant effect on the
environment.

4 / mitigation measures included in the project will aveid
potentially significant effects.
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STATE OF CALFOANIA PETE WRSOM. Governo
NI P N R S A ST S

STATE LANDS COMMISSION s::m sgfe

LEO T. McCARTHY, Lisutanent Governor Ssersmants, Q@N

GRAY NAVIS, Controlier
d CHARLES WAREEN
THOMAS W. HAYES, Diroctor of Finence Exccutive Officer

Januaxy 30, 1991
File Paf.: W 24220
EIR WD: 528

EOTICE OF PUBLIC REVIEW OF A KEGATIVE DECLARATION
(BECTIOR 15073 CFR)

A Negative Declaration has been prepared pursuant to the
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (Section
21000 et seqg., Public Resources Code), the State CEQR gquidelines
(Section 15000 et seg., Title 14, California Code Regulations), and
the State Lands Ccamission Regulations (Section 2901 et seq., Title
2, California Code Regulations) for a project currently being
processed by the staff of the State Lands Commission.

The doecument is attached for your review. Comments
should be addressed to the State Lands Comzission office shown
above, with attention to the undersigned. All comments must be
received by March 2, 1991.

Should’ you have any questions or need additional
information, please call the undersigned at (9218) 323-720%.

Planning and Management




STATE LaNDS Conmission

ENVIRONMENTAL wpacr ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST - paRT n

Form 33,20 €7/32).

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Applicans: . Tim ¥cClean
80 Hanken Drive

Kentfield CA__ 94904
N

8, Clm:&h‘s:bate:__ 8 [26 7 op

C. Centaex Pmon:-—-lﬁﬁsum..ﬁmam

Teiephone: }  91¢ 1 _323-7209
D. Purpose: ~Z2ecreational Use

———

E. Locmion:__l,&k@ Tahoe, addregg: 8321 Meeks Bay Avenue, E] Dorado County, APN 16-063-1)

F. Description: Existing! BRauthorized pier and one moorip buoy-—proiect invs ivey

- - -

. s\
reconstmctmn of thig er with
'—-_&.—___h‘\q >

of » boatli:’; arnd one moor; buoy,
~—=-& _Doatli<. "“-‘-L-—"L_.ELM____Q!

G. Persons Ccn!acted:______._;

-6. Changes in deposition or eresion of beach sands, or
mcdify!hed’amsiofariverornreamorv:ebedofthe .

7 Exposure of all peopts ©r proparty to geologic -hazardgs suth as ey
.'aztuce,ms:milarhazafds?............................




B. Air il the oroposal rasult in: Yes Maybe No

%.Subuamisiaivmmiusomordemnmandno!smbiemaizqaaﬁty'?...........................t. U D [x!
2.Them:iéoofobiecticmb&eodon7. D L-! B(‘
3. Alteraticn of sirmovement, moisture of tamperature, Of 2nY change in climate, either locally or ragionally?. l—_] '1 ‘ !,X@
varee. Will the propasal resultin:

1. Changes in the cutrents, ©f thg course of disection of water movements, in cither matine or fresh woaters?

Changes in absorplion 72108, dranage pattesas, Of the rate and amount ot surface water runotf?. . ... .-

cmngeiazhemmumolsurimmminmywambedv?...............,...............

2.

3. Altetaimsmmecoumorﬂow‘otlxoodwaters?......
4,

5.

Discharge into sutface waters, or in sny aleration of surface water quality, including but not limited to
mmptram:e,diswlvedcxyma!utbidi‘lv?.....

A!xem‘:cnohhedinctoﬂonatcotﬁowofgmundwaen’. R R

Chaznge in the quantity of ground waters, sither through direct additiomorwim&mh.or through inter-
mpximo!anaquiferbymtsor.exmatwm?......

. Substantial eduction in the amount of wat2s othierwise available for public water supplies? . . ..
9. Exposure of peaple ot preperty 10 water-reiated hazards such as ficoding or tidst waves? ... .-
10. Ssgniticant changes in the temperatule, flow or cheeicai content of susface thermal springs?. . . -
Plany Life. Will the proposal resuit in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, ér‘nwnher of say species of plants linciuding trees, shrubs, grass, Crops.
andequatﬁ:plams)?............:.....

B

2. Reduction of the numbars of any unigue, 1252 Of endangered soecies of plants?. .. .. ocemem sttt

3. introduction of new species ‘of plants into 3n 2rea, 07 IN 3 batrier 10 the normal repienishment of existing

4, ﬁeducsiwinwemolmvagﬁumualaop?..................‘.4......................
Animel Lije. Will the proposal result in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, 07 numbers of any species of animals (birds. 12nd animals including
repmcs,fuhandshsluizh.bemhacmgmim.o:insecu)?. F R I

2. Reduction of the numbsrs of aay unique, 1310 0F endangered species of Bnimals?. ... oo ettt

3. Introduction of new epcies of animals into an arca, of resultin a barrier to the migration of movement of

4. Deterioration 0 existing fish or wildiife hahitas?. . . .- cveean
Noise. Wil the proposst redult uve

1. kmrascmenm‘mgnohé‘scnts?.. Y

2. Exposure of peop%etosc\menoise fevelt? .. ..o

Light aad Glare. Will the proposal tesult in:

LN Thep:cductionolmw!igmorqim& e ameeenn

Land Uw, Wit the proposal sesult in:

1. A subitai:al alteration of tha present or planned tand use of an sreal.

Notrad Reaources Vil the propotal resuttan:

1. Increae in the gzte of ue of any natursl qesoureesl . .o an st

2. Subsiantial depletion of any noarengwable resourcesl ..o x e




Rik of Upset, Daes the propusal result in:

1. A risk of an explosion or the relaase of hazatdous substances (including, bus not limited o, oil, pesticidss,
chemicals, or radiation) in theevcmofanaccidemorumtconditiom? C e e e i D

2. Possible interference with emergency response pizan or an emergency evacuation plan? . | . ceea.

Poputation, Wil the proposal result in:

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

Ifousing, Will the proposal result in:

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

Froasporiation/Circulation, Will the proposal result in:

- Generation of substantia) sdditional vehicular movementy, s,

2. Affecting existing parking facitities, or create 2 demang for new parking?.
Substantial impact upon existing transpartation Systems? ., ... ... .. ... e
Alterations 1o present patterns of circulation or mavement of people and/or goods?

3.

4.

5. Alterations lomtetbme.rsi!.orértu"ic?. R T TS
8.

lncreminlraiﬁchazaxdztomtwnhicla,bicyclisu.orpcdemi&m?. R I T

0no

Public Services. Will the proposal have an effect upon, or result in 8 need for new or altered governmental
services in any of the foltowing areas:

.

. Fire protection? . . crir e

.
.

00000 0o ooooon

2. Palice protection? . feraean

3.5&:00!:?....................
4. Parks and other recreational facilities?, . ... ..,

5. Maintenance of public facilities, including roads?,

6. Oxhergovemrmnwlmices?. et eseaae..

Energy. Will the proposal result in:

LN Useofsubssmxialamums;;!M!ezem‘m«?... R

. Power or naturst gus?. . .
Communication systems?
Water?. ... ... ...
Seweer or septic tanka? | |
Stoom water drainege? . .
Solid wie znd disposal? e ieiaaan
Humen Heclch, Wil th preposal result in:
1. Creation cf any health hszard'or patential health hazard {exciuding mental healn)?
2. Expd;hteofpacplawmtmtiaihaaw!hanr&
Aesthetics. Will the propesal result in: s

1. The obstruction of 3Ny sLeNic vista or view open to the pubdlic, or will the proposal resuit in the creation of e
mmthexiu!lyoﬂmivasiteomnaogmblicvicw?...................................... L X

Kecregtion.. Wil the proposa! result in:
1. An impact upon the quality or quantity of existing recreationa! oppoftunities?, . . .




T. Culural Resonrees, Ye: Maybe No

1. Will th preposal result in the siteration of or the destruction of 3 prehistoric or historic archeological tite? . D [:j [xi

2. Will the proposal result in adverse physical or sesthenc effects to 3 prehistoric of historic building, -
SUUCIULE, OF OBJECE?. « < v s o e e v epnnannoosonsnnssssssssornusosesrsoeneonsnesenees O O ‘&

3. Does the propossl have the potentia! to cauvie a physicsl change which would affect unique ethnic cultural U L | { ,
. X1

B e S R R R LR LRI i

4 Will the proposai restrict existing religious of s3c1ed uses within the potential impactarea?. ... ... oo o - 1 U

Mandatory Findings of Significance.

1. Does the project have the patential to degrade the quality of the environment, reduce the habitat of 3 tish or
wiidlife specigs, cause 3 tish or wildlite population ta drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate
3 plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a sare or endengered plant or .
2nimal or zhminate impostant examples of the major periods of California histosy or prehistory?. ... ... - D [ ] l gd

2. Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term, environmental D D i _‘
X

3. Doses lhemoie:thaveimpacmwhidwmindividuﬂly limited, but cumulatively considerable? . ... ...: D D [}Q

4. Doss the project have environmental efiects which will cause substantial sgvesse eftects on human beings, .
guhezdimﬂvo:indifedlv?..................................................... D D E‘_}

151, DISCUSSIGN OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION {580 Comments Attached)

IV. PRELIMINARY DETERMIRATION
On the basis of this initial evatuztion:
[%] 1 find the piopesed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and & NEGATIVE DECLARATION will
be prepared.
D 1 find that sithough the proposed project could have 3 significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant etfect

\

in this case'because the mitigation measures described on an attached theet have been added to the project. A NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepored.

! -l i find the proposed project MAY have @ signiticant effzet on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPO“)

i requied.

ose: / | 30 /_9/ .
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McClean Environmental Impact Assessment

The support character of the pier requires several support points to be drilled and
pinned to adjacent boulders through which it projects. The pins drilled into the rocks
can cause or accelerate splitting or erosion of the boulder, cither by chemical action
or physical splitting of the rock.

The extension of the pier will require the driving of new pilings into the lake bottom.
Sleeves Or €assions will be piaced around the pilings as they are being driven o
prohibit turbidity in sn.rronnding waters. A turbidity screen will be placed around the

entire project as required by TRPA permit.

The shoreline of Lake Tahoe is known habitat for Rorippa subumbellata Roll. and
is listed by California as an endangesed spesies. The reconstruction and extension
of the pier will disturb choreline above 6223 feet.

It has beext determined the project will not affect mm;nbs]m due to the
naturé of the property which consists of massive boulders and little or no-sandy
substrate upon whith Rorippa depends. the survey by Ms, Julie. Etra of Tahoe
Native Plants also found no Rorippa plants within the project site. The Department
of Fish and Game has issued a determination of "no jeopardy” indicating the project
will niot affect Rorippa SUDHMING igta Roll. (memo 12/14/90).

The site for reconstruction and extension of the pier, and addition of 2 boat lift is
within an area designated by TRPA as being fish spawning habitat. However, TRPA
has reviewed the project and determined it will not have adverse effects upon the fish
habitat and has'issued @ permit for this activity.

“The extension and reconstruction of the pier will have a minor influence O boating
iraffic. The lengtiening will affect boat traffic minimally ip passing around the
structare. The improvements may increase frequency of use. New boat traffic will
be minimal, as the pier is @ private structure and not for public use. The buoys
should not affect boating traffic any differently. One buoy is presently in place while
a pew buoy is being installed near the pier which will force boating traffic waterward
jtself. Adjacent buoys are located approximately 150 on either side of the applicant’s

buoys. The applicant’s buoys will cause no new impacts to recreational fishing
_iovements and topline trolling.

The lengthened and rebuilt pier will create a greater visual impact. The stucture
is over twice enlarged. This will make the pier more visible to waterborne viewers.
Views adjacent to the pier will be impacted. 1t will extend farther into the lake and
obstruct views from the adjacent shore. The buoys will lenda minor impact to Views.
Ors huoy is currently in place, a second buoy may increase visual impact slightly.




The reconstruction and lengthening of the pier will not affect the recreational
opportunities for the general public. The structure is private and for use by the
owners. The improvements will affect the use by the owners, possibly increasing
boating use and other activities on the lakeshore.




ﬁmmo&ﬂ%&mﬂ?
Memeorandum

Mr. Randy Morey
State Lands

Bepontaont of Fich end Gome - Region 2
Additienal Review for the McClean Project fw24220

The Department of Fizh and Game iDFG) has reviswed the supplemental
information and phot aghs provided by the applicant regarding
potential Rorippa habgta on the subject property. After an
exanination of these materials, the DFG is reversing ocur earlier
informal finding of jedpardy for this project. The additional
information indicates that this parcel does not contain potantial
Rorippa habitat nor would this project impact Rorippa populztions
in any way. We wish to advise appliicants to provide us with
complete survey information and photographs with the prelimina
consultation matcrials to prevent further delays in the permitting
process. t .
if the DFG can be of further assistance, please contact

- Jerzy Mensch, Environmental Services Supervisor, telephone
(916} 355-7038. ’

ce: Hr. Ken Berg, NHD
Ma., Jan Brizco









