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APPROVE RECREATIONAL PIER PERMITS FOR
BUOYS IN LAKE TAHOE

APPLICANTE:
As listed on Exhibit "A" attached

TERMS:
Initial period:
Five (5) years for all items on Exhibit "A", except

Renewal optizns:
tlone

COMSIDERMTION: N
No monetary consideration przsuant to Section 6503., P.R.C.

APPLICANT STATUS:
Applicants are l1ittoral landowners, as defined in
section 6503, P.R.C.

PRERSQUISITE CONDITIONS, FERS RMD EXPENSES:
Filing fees and processing costs have been received.

STATUTORY AND OTHER RETERENCES:
A. P.R.C.: Div. 6, Farts 1 and 2

B. Cal. Code Regs.: Title 2, piv. 3

AR 8843
Item C - 09/15/91
Iten E - 09/27/91

OTHER PERTINENT INFPORMATION:
1. Pursuant to the Commission’s delegation of authority
and the State CEQA Guidelines {14 Cal. Code
Regs. 15025), the staff has prepared Proposed Negative
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Bazed upon the Initial Studies, the Proposed Negative
Declarations, and the comments received in response
thereto, there is no substantial evidence that the
respective projects will have a significant effect on
the environment. (14 cal. Code Regs. 15074 (b))

P.R.C. 6370, et seq.
consultation with the bersons nominating such lands and
through the CEQA review process, it is the stasf’g
opinion that the projec ’

with their use classif

In order to determine the other potential trust uses in
the area, the staff contacted representatives of the
following agencies: Tahoe Regional Planning Agency,
Department of Fish ang Ga er, County
of El Dor:ao, None of these
agenc.ies expressed a concern Proposed projects
would have a significant effect on trust uses in this
area. The agencies did n i ify any trust needs
which were not being met by existing facilities in the
area. Identified trust uses in this area include
swimming, boating, waiking along the beach, and views
of the lake.

All permits include special language in which the
pernittee/lessee 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.

Al applicants have been, or wili be, notified that the
public has a right to pass along the shorezone and the
permittee must provide a reasonable means for public
bassage along the shorezone occupied by the permitted
structure.

If any structure authorizedq is found to be in
nonconformance with the Tahoce Regicnal Planning
Agency’s Shorezone ordinance, and if any aiterations,
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+ and the zjite shall
e terms thereof. If the
of any structure hereby
t to order of the

APPROVALS OBTAINED:

El Dorado County, Placer County, ang Tahoe Regional Planning
Association.

BEXEIBITE:
A. 2Applicant List
B. Locaticn Map
C. Negative Declarations

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMIBBION:

1. CERTIFY DECLARATIONS, EXHIBIT "C", WERE
PREPARED ANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF
REVIEWED, CONSIDERED,
IN

.

ADOPT SUCH NEGATIVE DECLARATIONS AND DETERMINE TEAT THE
PROJECTS, aAs APPROVED, wWrLL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON
THE ENVIRONMENT.

FIND THAT THy: ISSUANCE of THE PERMITS FoR ITEMS F aND G
SUPERSEDE anv PRIOR AUTHORIZATION MADE BY THE STATE LANDS
COMMISSION af THEIR RESPECTIVE LOoCATIONS.

AUTHORIZE THE ISSUANC RECREATIONAL PIER
XHIBIT wpn
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EXHIBLIE "C“

STATE COF CALIFORNIA PETE WILSON, Governae

~ EXECUTWE OFFICE
STATE LANDS COMMISSION 1807 - 1311 Street

EO T. McCARTHNY, Lisutenant Governor Sacramenio, CA 95814

RAY DAVIS, Controiler
° . . CHARLES WARREN
HORIAS W. HAYES, Director of Finance Ex ive Officer

May 17, 1991
File Ref.: W 24587
EIR ND: 551

NOTICE OF PUBLIC REVIEW OF A NEGATIVE DECLARATION
(SECTION 15073 CFR)

A Negative Declaration has been prepared pursuant to the requirements of
the California Environmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et seq., Public Resources Code),
the State CEQA guidelines (Section 15000 et seq., Title 14, California Code Reguiations);
and the State Lands Commission 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 document is attached for your review. Comments should be addressed:
to the State Lands Commission office shown above with attention to the undersigned. All
comments must be received by June 16, 1991,

Should you have any questions or need additional information, please call the
undersigned at (916) 323-7209.

cgues Epader

JACQUES GRABER (<8
Division of Environmental
Planning and Management

Attachment
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STATE OF CAUFGANIA PETE VALSON. Governor

o EXECUTIVE OFFICE
ITATE LANDE COMIMISSION 1807 - 13th Streat

LEO T. McCARTHY, Lisutsnant Governor Sacramaento, CA 93
GRAY DAVIS, Controilzr

® . . CHARLES WARRE
THOMAS W. HAVES, Director of Finance Ex e O .

EIR ND: 551
File: W 24387
SCH No.. 91052031

Project Title: McLoughlin —~ Authorization of Two Existing Buoys
Proponents: Daniel P. McLoughlin

Project Location: West shore of Lake Tahoe, 4040 North Lake Blvd, APN 092 @
142-07, Placer County.

Project Description: Authorization of two existing mooiizg huoys.
Contact Person: Jacques Graber Telephone: 916/323-7209

This document is prepared pursuant to the requirements of the Califernia
Environmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et seq., Public Resour~es Code), the State CEQA
Guidelines (Section 15000 et seq., Title 14, California Code Reguiations), and the State
Lands Commission regulations {Section 2901 et s=q., Title 2, California Code Regulations).
Based upoxz-the attached Initial Study, it has been found that:

L X/ this project will not have a significant effect on the environment.

/ _/ mitigaticn measures included in the project will avoid potentially significant effects.

S
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McLOUGHLIN BUOY ‘
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project is located on the west shore of Lake Tahoe.at the applicant’s upland
address of 4040 N. Lake Blvd. southerly of Cedar Fla, in Placer County.

The upland portion of the parcei consists of a low bluff approximately five feat above
HWL. A small Scarp separates the upland from a gently sloping sandy to gravelly upper
beach. The upland has been cleared of natural vegetation except for larger tress and
shrubs. A house is constructed on the upland. the site is categorized as “Riparian’ on the

Tahoe Shorezone Assessment (February, 1978).
A small 18 to 20 inch wooden wall is constructsd at the feot cf.the low escarpment.

The lakebed at the parcel slopes gently waterward. Substrate consists of cobbles 2nd
boulders six inches and larger.

A buoy field is Iocated in the vicinity of the applicant’s parcel. Approximately eight
buoys are locared in the general buoy field. Two piers are located approximately 100 feet
to either side of the applicant’s property.

The shorezone is open and affords no inlets or features for shelter for fish. The site
has been identified as a spawning area by the Californja Department of Fish and Game.
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STATL LANDS COMMISSIOR

ENVIROBMENTAL IRPACT ASSESSMENT SHECKLIST — PART Ul

frosrm 1320 (77323 File Ref.;_WP

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A Apphcant: Daniei £. Mcloughlin Vail Engineering

.0, Box 731 P O__Rax 879
__Camelian Bay, CA 95711 Tabpe City. CA 95730

Artn._ Kevin Agan

Checklist Date: __ Q& 7 12 /91

Contact Person: Jacques A Graper
Telephone: {916 ) 323-720¢2

Purpose: _Autrharize oxi qring mnrins h?n}zq

Locatuon: _ YWesi shore af lake Taboe at wun Lan:. address LOGO N Iobe Ry

APN 092-142-07-00, Placer County.

Descnption: __Conripue placement.
approximately 225 feet and 300 £

Persons Contacted:

1. ENVIROMMENTAL IMPACTS. {Explain ail “yes™ and “maybe” answers)
A. Lerth. Will the proposal resuttia:
1. Unstable earth conditions of changes in geologIc SUDSTTUCTUreS? . ... . v ovcnvvon e
2. Disruptions, displacements, compaction, or ovarcovering of the F7-11 7 S
2, Change n topegraphy of ground surtice relief Jeatures? . . . ..o v x s exxe e

4 The destruction, covenng, of modific: tion of any un:que geologic of physical features?

§ Any increase in wind Of water 2ronion of souls. either on or off thesite?. . .. .....

6. Changes in deposition Of ercion of beach sands, or changes in siltation, deposition:
modify the channei of a river or stream of the bed of the ocean or any bay, inlet, or !

7 Exposute cf all people or propesty to geolegic hazaids such 23 earthquakes, tandsii
falute, or similar hRzatds? .. ... ..o cen e sm et

..----....-...-............--




Yes Maybe No

. hty? R
1 Substantial air emmassions ot detenoration of ambient arr quality? ., .. v m et e e e L

8 L. Wl the proposai result in

2 The creauion of objectianable odors?, . . . C e ke s aareanaaeas eaea
3 Alteraticn of air movement, maisture or temperaiure, Or any change in climate, esther locally or regionaily? .
ater Wil the provosal result in.

i Chanues in the ciitents, or the course or direcion of water muvements, 1n either marine or fresh waters?

2 Changes i absoiption £31es, drainage patterns, or the rate and smount of surface water runaff?, . . . ...

3 Alterations to the course or flow of tizod waters? ., |

4, Change in the amount of surface w2ier in any water body? e,

5. Duschasge into surface waters, or in any altersuion of surface water quality, including but not limited 1o
temperaiure, dissolved ¢ xygen or turtndity?. . .. ... e ieeaea wraLseseasaetaeaaans

€. Alteration of the direct on Gr rate Of flow Of GrounNd Waldrs? . . . .. it vt it v st ieeeneannnnss

7 Change in the.quantity of ground waters, either through direct additions or withdrawals, or through inter-
cepticn of an agusfer by cuts or excavations? . .

oy

B. Substanti2} reduction in the amount of water othrrwise available for public water supplies? . ... . ..

“ . ax

9. Exposure of people o1 property to water-related hazards such as Hooding or tidal waves? . .. ... ...

alw

10. Significant changes in the temperature, fiow or chemical content of surface thermal prings?. ... ...
D. Plant Lite. Wil the proposal result in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, or number ot any species of plants (including trees, shrubs, grass, crops,
e TP Lo L T

2. Reductiun of the numburs of any unique, rare or endangered species of DIants?. . . . .o e s e vr oe e

3. Introducticn of new species of nlants into an area, or in 2 barrier 1o the normal replenishment of existing

4. Redoction in 3creage of any aG1ICUIULa! CIOB7 . o o v v ittt i e i e e e e
tnimef Life Wil the proposal result in:

! Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any species of animals (birds, land animals including
reptifes, fish and shelifish, benthic organisms, Or enSeCIS)? . .. Lt ittt it o it et e e enennenns

Reduction of the numbrrs of any unigue, rare or endangered species of animals?. . . . ..o v oo n s o e

Intreduction of new sprcies of anemals into an ar2a, or resull in a barner to the migration ur..hovement of

4. Detenoration to existinsg fish or wildhfe habitat?,

Nene, Wili the proposal result in:

1 Ingresse in existing noise levels?, | .,

2. Exposure of people to severe nanse levels? . .

Lighi end Glare. Wil the prooosal result in:

1 The production of new light or glare? |

fund Uae, Will the proposal result in:

1. A substantial aiteration of the present or planned land use of an area?.
Naturs! Resources. Wil the proposa! resutt in-

‘1. Incfease in the eate of use of 2ny natural resousees?, .. ... .. ... ..

2. Substanuia! depletion of any nonrenewable resources? . ... . ... ... Crraeai e

CALENDAR PAGE e
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Rk of Upsei. Does the proposal resultin

1. A sk of 2n expliosion

3 or the release of hazardous substanees {including, but not i
chermicals, or radiguon

}1n the event of an accident or ueset condiuions? .

2 Posuibte interference with emergency response plan or an emergency evacuation plan

Ppulatio, Will the proposal tesult .

1 The alteration, distribution, deasity. of growth rate of the human populauon of the 2

Housng., ¥l the proposal resull in.

1 Altecting exisung housing, O create 3 demand tor additiona! housing? ...

Imn.\pmmlx’anl(’:rmlazion. \Will the proposal resultn.

1. Genesation of substantial adcitional vemculd: movement?, .. ..t

2 Affecting exisuing parking tacitites, 07 create 3 demand for new parking?. .

3. Substanual inpact upon existing 1ransportation systems? . .. ca e ‘e

Alterations 10 present partemns of circulation of movement of pecpie sncior gocds?

5. R
6.

Public Services.  Will. the proposal have an eitect upon,
services in any of the {ollowing areas:

Alte-ations to waterborne. rail, or air tratfic? . .

“« .o

Increase in trattic hazards 10 Mmoot vehicles, bicyclists, of pedestrians? . .« .- v - -

ot

1. Fire protection? . ... ..o et

2. Police protection? .

P LI A

3. Schoois? . .

PEENE -we s ome s

4. Patks snd other recieational tacilities? . ...

5. Waintenance of pubdblic tacilities, including roads?.

6. Other governmantal services?. . . .

Energy. Will the proposal resuitinl

1 Useoisuﬁstamialmoumso'tueioranatgv?..........

2. Substantial incicase in demand upon existing sources of ensrgy,

Unlitics. Wil the proposal result i 3 need for new syssems, or substantial ziterations 10

1.'W0!Mtﬂl&lg&$?.........

2. Communication systems?
3. Water?. L. oaee et
A. Sewer, ot s2DUC tonks? . .

5. Storrn water drainzge? - .

P

6. Soltid waste and disposal? . . . - -

PRI I

Humen Health. Wil the proposs! zesult ind

1. Creation of ony healtih hazard o, potentia) health hazard {excluding mental health}? .

....--.-..-.-.---------.-

2. Exposure of prople 10 potential health hazards?
Aestherics. Will the progosal sesultin:

1. The obstruc
& aasthetice!

tion Of any SCEMC VIsta Of vizw open 1o the public. 0
1y oftensive site open 10 public view? . . .

...-..-.....---..-.-

?

gosult in a need for new of

or require.the dsvelopment

1 will the proposs! result in

mited to, oil, pasticides,

e s s avaeeans

rea?

|

)

et

s as e s e

altered governmental

aifallat

-

Lonoon)

*]

)

I B I S

oo
I

pe

of new sources?

the following utilities:

.. e

ooopod
B4 651 91 E9 B 7

B=) P

the creatson of

ey OO0

®

Recrection. Wil} ihe proposal fesult in:

1. An impact upon the quslity of guantity of existing recrestional owonunities?. .

wmwm&%i&é

2
> >4

MINUTE PAGE e




Cuiturol Resoarces,

1. Will the proposal result in the alteration of or the destruction ot 2 prenistonic or histonic areneologica! site? .

2. Will we oroposal result in 3dverse phyncal or aestheuc effects t0 2 prehistoric or Nstoric building,
sxructurt.mobiecx?................‘......,...................

L N * v R

4 \WVill the proposa? restrict existing religious or sacred usas vathin the potential impac: area>. | | . | e

Mandaiory Findings o } Significance.

1. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, reduce the habstat of a fish or
wilghfe species, cause 3 fish or wildlife population 1o drog belew selt-sustaining levels, threaten to ehiminaze
3 plant or animal community, reduce the number Or restaict the range of 2 rare or endangered plaat or
animal or eiminate 'Mporiant examples of the major pericds of Cafifornia history or prehistory®. , ... . . .

Does the project have the potential 1o schieve short-term, to the dzsadvantage of long-term, envircamenta!

Dossithe project have impacts which are individually hmited_ but cumulatively considerable? e neeaan.

Does the project hawe
e-therdirecilvorindltmiv?....”.....................................

. DISCUSSIoN OF ENVIROMMENTAL EVALUATION /See Corvrents Attectied)

V. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
On the basis of whis Bitial evaluation:

L‘] i ! ; ¥ gificant efteet on the environment, there will not be a sipnificant efiect
beca Ivan. mearures described on 2n stiached sheet have been 2dded S e project. A SEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be pregared

L] i tind the proposey project MAY have-2 significant etect on the environment, snd an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

3 requied,
’/'// / C,/’ ./
- @m 17

For the Stite Lands CGorgmission s — .
i IMTHUTE PAGE e @4
H <
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McLOUGHLIN BUOY ‘
DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Earth Conditions

The project involves authorization of placement of two existing mooring buoys.
These will not alter any ground features or create unstable conditions.

Overcovering Soil

The buoys will employ concrete anchor blocks which rest on the bottom
substrate. Each block may cover approximately two square feet of lakebottom.
About four square feet of lakebotiom will be covered, thus removing it from
accessibility to bottom dwelling organisms. The blocks are not heavy enough to
cause significant compaction and will not prohibit burrowing organisms from
inhabiting the subsirate beneath the blocks. Impacts will be minimal.

Topography

The blocks anchoring the buoys are placed directly on the surface of the lake
bottor. Their size and weight will not modify the lakebottom features. Impacts will
be minimal.

Unique Features

The lakebed in the area is flat and lacks unique features. The anchor blocks
will not affect the lakebottom or unique features. The buoys are in place and will
not be a new impact.
Erosion

The anchor blocks are placed directly on the lakebed surface. No excavations
o regrading are required which might upset bottom profiles and cause erosion. No
frapacts will oceur.
Siltation

The blocks zre in place on a relatively level lakebed. No major curreats are
in the area to move sediments. Over time a prevailing current could move silt to
collect to the side of the anchor blocks. The impact will be negligible.
Geologic Hazards

The blocks and buoys are placed directly on the lakebottom. Their size, etc.
will not induce seismic instabilities or ground failures. Mo impacts are expected.

CALENDAR PAGE-
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The mooring bucys are placed manually from a b
lakebed. No special

excavations are required. No
Placement as they are already in place.

0at and rest directly on the
emissions will resujt from their

Air Alterations

The buoys and anchor blocks re
which would alter ajr chara

Currents

main in the lake,

Trey will not create impacts
icteristics in any way,

blocks ara small, less th

an four cubic feet in vo
Ct currents or water mo

vements.

lume.
nt wili*not affe

Flood Waiers

The buoys and anchor blocks are placed in Lake Tahoe, They will not affec
flood waters from streamflows,

Surface Wager

The buoys and anch

or blocks are placed in the body
voiume will not affect the

of Lake Tahoe, Their
surface wager volume of the lake.

Turbidity




C6. Ground Waters, Flows

The buoys, placed on.theilakebed will not penetrate the ‘bottom and affect
ground water flows.

C7. Groundwater, Quantity

The bucys and anchor blocks rest directly on the substrate surface. They will
not penetrate the lakebed) and affect groundwater supply.

C.8. 'Water Supplies

“The anchor blocks and bucys will not be used as water acquisition facilities.
The water supply at Lake Tahoe will not be impacted.

C9. Flooding, Etc

The buoys and anchor blocks are less than four cubic feet in volume and will
1ot cause a situation leading to flooding. There will be no impact.

C.10. Thermal Springs

The blocks and buoys are placed in Lake Tahoe and will not affect nearby
thermal springs.

D.1. Plant Species Diversity
The lakebottom at this location is ¢obbly and capable of supporting sessile
plants. The anchor blocks and chains can serve as substrate for aquatic plants. The
impact would be negligible.
D2. Endangered Species
The buoys and blocks are placed approximately 225-300 feet from shore in
Lake Tahce. The impact 10 aquatic species is negligible. There will be no impact

to the plant species Rorippa subumbellata Roll. (Tahoe Yellow Cress) as the project
is in the lake and not on an upland site which could be identified as Rorippa habitat.

D3. Introduction of Plants

The anchor blocks and buoys afford a hard substrate for sessile aquatic plants
to grow. The mineral nature of the chains and concrete blocks could {#ncourage a
new plant species 0 populate-this area. The impact would be negligible.

A
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Agricultural Crops

The buoys and anchor blocks are located in Lake Tahoe. No agriculture or
aquaculture are carried out in this area. There will be no impact.

Species Diversity

The anchor blocks and buoys could affect the entry into the lakebottom by
burrowing organisms. Fish and benthic organisms could be attracted by the buoy
assemblies for grazing. The impacts would be negligible.
Rare Species

The buoy assemblies are small and create a minimal impact. There should
be no reduction in rare species.

New Species

The buoy assemblies serve to moor small boats. No species introductions are
expected from this activity. Certain grazing fish might move into the area for feeding
but this impact would be negligible.

Habiiat Deterioration

The two buocy assemblies are currently in place in Lake Tahoe. The impacts,
if ary, are already present. The impacts will be negligible.

.

3voise Increases

The buoys have no whistles or bells for navigational aids. There will be no
increases in noise levels.

Severe Noise

The buoys will not generate noise themselves. The only noise impacts may
arise from the bBoats moored at the buoys. Such noise periods would be brief and

negligible.
Light and Glare

The buoys;will not be furnished with lighting for navigation. There will be no
impacts from light ez-glare. No reflections will be created from finished surfaces to
create reflective giare.

CALENDAR PAGEm. ==
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H.1.

Land Use

The buoys are located in an existing cluster of buoys. Where will not be a
newly intrnduced use for this location to alter local use patterns. .Adjacent buoys are
approximately 40 feet SW, 50 feet WSW of applicant’s néarshore ‘buoy and
approximately 48 feet NE and NW of the more lakeward buony.

Resource Use

The two buoys will not increase resource depletion or loss of non-rencwable
resources. Recreational boats are the only craft to be moored at these buoys.

Explosion

The project involves authorization of two existing mooring buoys with
attendant anchor blocks and chains. No hazardous chemical or substances will be
involved. Mooring of power boats could pose a possible hazard from ceilision or
fire.

Emergency Plans

The two existing mooring buoys are in an established cluster of buoys. “The
buoys will not create a new impact.upon emergency vessel movements for that area.

Alter Population
The two mooring buoys will not affect the population density or growth
patterns in-that area. They are intended for private use by the applicant {or mooring

of two recreational vessels. There will be no live aboard vessels or incregses in local
popalation.

Housing

The mooring buoys are intended for use by the applicant whose property is
located 225 to 300 feet west. No new housing will be constructed in association with
the buoys.

Vehicular Movermeat

The authorized buoys are intended for the applicant’s private use. No new
vehicular traffic will result from the use of thesc:-hueys.

Parking

The authorized buoys are intended for the applicants’ private use. New
parking facilities will not be created or associated with their use.

CALENDAR PAGE ..
MINUTE PAGE




M3. Transportation Systems

The proposed project will not introduce new impacts on existing or future
transportation systems. The buoys are intended for use by the applicants only.

Circulation

The two buoys are located in an existing ciuster of buoys in Lake Tahoe.
They wili not affect land or water traffic circulation.

Traffic

The buoys are located in an existing ciuster of buoys at the west shore of Lake
Tahoe. The buoys generally will affect boating traffic requiring its movements to
waterward, avoiding collision with tuoys or moored boats. Waterskiing and fishing
must be conducted away from the buoys to avoid injury to skiers or fouling of trolling
lines. This impact will not be ricw bui ongoing.

Hazards

i buoys are located in Lake Tahoe and will not pose a hazard-to land
transportation such as motor vehicles; bicycles or pedestrians.

Public Services

The buoy authorization is for two existing mooving buoys intended for private
use by the applicants. The buoys will not create a new impact on public services
including fire and police protection, school and park facilities, road maintenance or
other public services. No significant impact wiil occur.

Energy Use

The buoys wiil not require use of energy for navigational aids. There will be
no impact.

New Energy

The buoys vse ro energy in their implementation. There will be no impacts
on funire ensrgy nceds.

Utilities

The buoys will not create an impact on utilities services including power,
water, sewerage and waste or communications. No impact will occur.
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Adverse Impacts
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U.S. Coast Guard
Appraved Buoy

MHW

/

Concrete Block
(8 CF Min.)

CEDAR FLAT

=Existing Mooring
Buoys (Typical)

WP 24587

APPLICATION FOR AUTHORIZATION -
OF TWO EXISTING MOORING:BUOYS
LAKE TAHOE
Applicant
D. P. McLOUGHLIN
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STATE OF CALFORNA . mm
e

" SUTWVE OFFics
STATE LANDS CONMIMISSION ;Eg‘Jc-‘i:
Sacramento, CA $5814

CHARIES WARREN

May 21, 1991
File Ref.: W 24609
EIR ND; 557

NOTICE OF PUBLIC REVIEW OF A NEGATIVE DECLARATION
(SECTION 15073 CFR)

A Negative Declaration has been prepared pursuant to the requirements of
the Caiifornia Environmental Cuality Act (Section 21000 et se Public Resources Code),
the State CEQA guidelines (Section 15000 et seq., Title 14, California Code Regulations),
and the State Lands Conmission 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 document is attsched for your review, Comments should be addressed
to the State Lands Commission office shown above with attention to the undersigned. All
comments must be received by June 21, 1993,

Should you have any questions or need additional informaion, please call the
undersigned at (916) 323-7209,

JACQUES GRABER
“Division of Environmental
Planning and Management
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GRAY DAVIS, Zuntrolier

THOMAS W. HAYES, Diractor of Finsnce

Project Title:
Proponents:
Project Location:

Project Description:

Contact Person:

This document is prepared
Environmental Quality Act (Section 21
Guidelines (Section 15000 et seq.,
Laniis Commission regulations (Se

LEO V. McCARTHY, Liecionant Govermar

Klein — Autiiorization of Two Existing Buoys

Richard & Fricda Klein

Lske Tahoe, 140 Sierra Terrace, APN 094-150-20, Placer

County.

Authorization of conti wed placement and use of two existing

mooring buoys.
Jacques Graber

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

L X/ this project will nes have a significant effect on the environment.

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

WW

EIR ND: 557
File: W 24609
SCH No.: 91052080

Telephone: 916/323-7200

pursuant to the requirements of the California
000 et seq., Public Resources Code), the State CEQA
Title 14, California Code Regulations), and the State
ction 2901 et seq., Title 2, California Code Regulations).

PETE WASON, Govarner

EXECUTIVE QFFICE
1307 - 130 Street

CHARLES WARREN

Exscutive Otficer
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\ STAIT LANDS COMMISSION

ERVIRONIENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT SHECKLIST - PART I

. ¥ 24609
Form 13.20 (7/32) File Ref.:

BACKGROUND INFCRMATION

A. Applicant: Xlein, Richard and Friega

p.0. Box 5185 e

Tuhoe City, CA 95730

Checklist Date: _05 7 10 /93
Contact Person: _J3cques Graber

Tetephone: 916, 323-7209

Purpose: nuthorize continued placement and use of two recreational mooring DUOYS.

Lake Tahoe - upland address 140 Sierra Terrace Roaé, Tahoe City.

APN 094-150-20, Placer County.

Description: Autnorization to continue placement anc use of two mooring DOVS anchored

with concrete blocks and cha.ns to the bed of Lake Tahoe.

Persons Contacted:

I ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explain all “yes™ and “maybe” answers)
A, Rargh. Will the proposal resultan:
1. Unstable esrth conditions of changes in geologic substructuies? . ... . e
Disruptions, dispizcemens, compaction, of Gvercovering ot the soil?. . ...-
Chmqemlopogrmhyotqtoundwﬁzce:elieffcatuus? T

The dastruction, covenng, of madstic tion of any umique geciogic of physical festures?

. Any incraase in wind or water erosion ol sciis, either on of oftthesite?. . .. ...cceee>

N

Changes in deposition Of erosion of bezch sands, or changes in siltation, deposition ég. f%ﬂw -
modify the channel of 3 river or strezm of the bed of the ccean or iny bay, inlet, of 12k !
. L iMMNUTE vagg =
Exposure of all pecple or property 10 geologic hazards such as earthquakes, landglides, rudshides, grolsd
imlute,otsmilefhawd%?.................... g

e oo e rume e
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fir. Will the proposal result in”
1 Substantial air emeissiong o dtesionaton of ambient au quality? s reserseseernan

2. The creation of objectionable odors?. . e e e e eeesereeaes o aaean
3. Alteraticn of air movement, mosture o semprrature, Or any change in climate, either tocally or regionally? .
Ioser. Will the proposal result ws

1. Changes in the currents, of the Course of direction of water muvements, in esther manne or fresh waters?

2 Changes s 3bsoiption rates, dranage patierns, or the rate and amount of surface water runoff?. . ... ..

3. Altesations 10 the course ot flow of tiood waters? .. . . ce e .

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

W e m s e XX et E®H I e e e e s

5. Discharge into suiface waters, of in any alteration of surface veaater quality, including but not limited to
temperature, dissolved ¢ xygen of turbsgity? .. ... .. ..

i i AN s e wseeass e EE e e

Alterazion of the direct on o7 rate of tlow of groundwaters?. . . ... ...

s s 4 s s s s e e n e Aace s acos

Change in the'Quanuty of ground waters, either through direct 2aditions or withGrawals, or through inter-
ception of an agufer by cuts or excavations? . . . Ceneer s e

Substantie) reduttion in the amount of water otherwise available for public water supplies? .. ....... -

9. Exposure of people ot property 1O water-related hazatds such as flooding or tidal WAYESY o i e aee e

10. Swpuficant changes in the tamperature, flow or chemical content of surface thermal UnEs?. . oo v v e i
Fant Life. Va1 the proposal iesult in:

1. Change in the diversity of specizs, or number of 3ny species of plants (sincluding trees, shrubs, grass, crops,
B . | L AR R R i

2. Ratluction of the numbers ol any unique, rare oF endangered speciesof plantsf. .. ... ch e e

3. Introduction of new 1pecics of plants inte an ared, of in a barrier 10 the normat replenishment of existing

spec:es’.

4. Redur;tmnmacrezqeofanvagrimf.tma:crop?
tnimal Life  Will the proposal resultin:

1. Change in the diersity of species, or numbers of any species of animals (birds, land animais ncluding
1eputes, fish and shelifish, benthic organisms, of LT3 1 2 R E R L R

2. Reduttion of the numb-rs of any umque, rare of endangered species of amimals?. . . . ...l .

3. Introduction of new spatves Of snimats into an ares, or result in 3 barriar 10 the migration or movement of
3L e R R R

3. Detersoration 1o existing fish or wildhiz habitar?, . cevenes
Vernve, Will the proposal result

1 incredse on existing noise levels? . . ..

2. Exposure o pecpie 10 severe noise leven?

Light ead Glore. Will the prop2s3l resuttn:

1. The production of new light or glate?

Lend Use. Will the proposal resultan:

1. A substantal alterstion of the present or planned 1and use of an areal.

Narusal Resources. Will the proposal result in-

1. Increase in the cate of use of any nsturst LT TR7= Y SR

2. Substantial deplation of any nonreneaabie fSsuwces? L. L o en e

Yes Maybe No

=
L.J
X1

| Btad

iR

Rk
teies bmane

.y

X

3
@




if, pesticides,

2. Posuible interference with £mergency response plan or an emergency evacuation pAs L L.
Poputation. Wl the Proposal result in;

1. The alteration, distributicn, density, or growth rate of the

Housing. Wil the Proposal resuit in.

1 Atfecting existing housing, or create 3 demang for additional heousing?
’l'mnspanmirm{('irmlauhn. Will the proposat result in:

1. Gensration of substantia! additional vehicubsr Mmowement2. . .., ... . .o

2. Atfecung existing parkiing facilities, or create 3 demaznd for new parking?

3. Substantiat impact upon existing trznsportation svstems? . ., ... e,
4. Alterations 10 present patterns of circulation of movenk nt of people end/or goods?
5. Atterations 1o waterborne, rail, or air tratfic?

-.---..--.-.s--.-..-......-

8. Increass in tratfic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyelists, or pedestrians?

C v e s e e, e e s eaa

Public Nervices. Wil ihe Proposal have ar.effect upon, or result in a need for sltered governmental
seivices in 2ny of the tallowing areas:

1. Five sretecuon?

2. Pohceprg}:’cﬁm?.............».
3.80‘-0015?-......‘..............

4. Parks aid other recrestional facititias?, |, | | -

5. Mzimenance of public facilities, ingluding roads?.
S.Omefgovefmcnxalserwices?..............

Energy. Will the propossa! result in:
1.Umcfsubstmtialamoumsofh:elcrenergv?.................... .
2. Substantial increase in demand upon existing sources of energy, or require the davelopment ot newsources? |
Usilizies, Will tho Proposal result in a nsed for new Systems, or substantial slterations to the following utilities:

1.Pow::ornmmalgas?............ e eean .

o R

2. Communication systems?

S.Water?.............

4, Samrorsepﬁcthnks? .

‘5. Storm water drainzge? . |

6. Solid waste 185 .r.0032? N

Humen Heelth, wiy th2 proposal result in:

1. Creation ot any health hazard o< potential health hazerd {excluding mental heatehy? |

2 Expcwreofpm!etomtemwheamhamds?........................

Aesthetics. Will the proposal regult in:

1. The obstruction of 3Ny $CENIC vista 0¢ view Gpen 10 the public, or will the proposal result in the crestion of
ma@sthe!icanvoﬂenﬁvesimomntopublccvaew? ....

Recrestion, vwiy the propessi result in:
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T. Culturcl Resvurces. Yes Maybe No

-

1. Will the propose! result in the alteration of or the destruction of 3 prehistoric o7 historic archeological site?. [_} L

2. Will the propcsal result sn adverse physical or assthetic effects to a prehistenc or historic building,
structure,orobjeCt?. .. .. ... ..., . L

3. Does the proposal have the potential 10 cause a physical change which would atfect unique ethaic cultural

values? ... ..., .... T e e e e i e ettt ettt e,

4 Will the proposal restrict existing rehgious or sacred uses within the potential impactarea? . .. .........
AMandaiory Findings af Significance,

1. Ooes the project have the poiential to degrade the quality of the environment, reduce the habitst of a fish or
wildhife species, cause a tish or wildhfe population 1o drop below self-sustaining levels, thieaten to ehminate
3 piznt or animal community, reduce the number or testrict the range of a rore or endangered plant or
animal or ehminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?. .. ... ..

2. Does the project have the potential 10 achieve short term, to the Jisadvantage of long-term, environmentat

goals? . L. L

3. Does the project have impacss which are individually limited, but cumulatively consideradle? . . e

4. Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substar:tial adverse effects on human beings,
mherdirecuyorinduecuw................. R L T T T T S

HI. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (See Comments Attached)

V. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
Gn the basis 6f this initia! evalustion:

l;] 1 find the proposed project COULD NOT have a sigraficant effect on the environment, and 8 NEGATIVE DECLARATION wili
) be prepared. .

L:! i find that atthe-xgh the bropoed project could have 3 significant effect on the environment, there will not be & signifizant etfect
in this case Secause the mitigation measures described o an attached sheel have been zdded 10 th- aroprer. A NEGATIVE
‘DECLARATION will be prepared

i :] ! find the proposed project MAY have 2 significent-etfect on the eaviconment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORY
is cequied.
Vg,

7
7 &<
Date: o5 16 [ 92 M@"“ﬁbﬂm
For the State L""?Alﬁlﬁ??ﬁg\i -
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KLEIN BUOY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project is located or the west shore of Lake Tahoe at the applicant’s upland
address of 140 Sierra Terrace Rvad in Tahoe City, in Placer County.

The upland portion of the parcel consists of a low flat app.oximately two feet above
HWL. A small scarp separates-the upland from a gently sloping gravelly to cobbly upper
teach. The upland has been cleared of natural vegetation except for larger trees and
shrubs. A house is constructed on the upiand. The site is categorized as "mixed coniferous
forest” on the Tahoe Shorezone Assessment (February, 1978).

A small 18 10 20 inch loose stone wail is constructed. .at- the foot of the low
escarpment.

Thke lakebed at the parcel sicpes gently waterward. Substrate consists of cobbles and
boulders six inches and larger.

A buoy field containing 20 buoys is located in the vicinity of the applicant’s parcel.
Approximately eight buoys spaced 70 to 140 feet apart are located in the general area of the

applicants’ pier. Two piers are located approximately 80 and 140 feet to either side of the
applicznt’s.property.

The sho.2zone is open and affords no inlets or features for 5T :iter for fish. The site
has been idenuntied as a spawning area by the California- Departmént of Fish and Game.

.

CALENDAR PAGE e O

MINUTE PAGE __=___ =303




KLEIN BUOY
DISCUSSION CF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Earth Conditions

Thke project involves authorization of placement of two existing mooring buoyz.
These will not-alter any ground features or'create unstable conditions.

Overcovering Soil

The buoys will employ concrete anchor blocks which rest on the bottom
substrate. Each block may cover approximately two square faet of ‘lakebottom.
About four square feet of lakebottom will be covered, thus removing it from
accessibility to bottom dweiling organisms. The blocks are not heavy enough 10
cause significant compaction and will not prohibit buriowing organisms from
inhabiting the substrate beneath the blocks. Impacts will be minimal.

Topography

The blocks anchoring the buoys are placed directly on the surface of the lake
bestom. Their size and weight will not modify the lakebottom features. Impacts will
be minimal.

Unique -Features

‘T'he lakebed in the area is flat and lacks unique features. The anchor blocks
will not affect ihe Iakebottom or unique features. The buoys are in place and will
not be 2 new impact.

Erosion

The anchor blocks are placed directly on the lakebed suiface. No excavations
or regrading are required which might upset bottom profiles and cause erosion. No
impacts wil! occur.
Siltation

“The blocks are in place on 2 relatively level lakebed. No major currents'are
in the area to move sediments. Over time a prevailing curzent could mave silt to
colicet to the side of the anchor blocks. The impact will be negligible.

Geologic Hazards

The dlocks and bioys are piaced dirsctly on the lakeboitom. Their size, etc.
will not-induce seismic instabilities er ground failures. Ne impacis are expected.

..
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