Emissions

The mooring buoys are placed manually from a boat and rest directly on the
lakebed. No special excavations are required. No emissions will result from their
placement as they are already in place.

Odors

The bucys are used for mooring purpeses and create no emissions or oors.
Exhaust emissions would result only from powerboats mooring or casting-off i
them. The impact is negligible.
Air Alterations

The buoys and anchor blocks remain in the lake. They will niot create impacts
which would alter air characteristics in any way.

Currents

The buoys and anchor blocks are small, less than four cubic feet in volume.
Their placement will ot affect currents or water movements.

Runoff

The wo buoys and anchor blocks are placed in the body of Lake Tahoe.
They will not affect surface water drainage patterns, etc.

Flood Waters

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

Surface Water

The buoys and anchor blocks are placed in the body of Lake Tahoe. Their
volurmae will not affect the surface water volume of the lake.

Turbidity

The buoys and blocks are placed such that the blocks rest on the surface of
the lakebed. Turbidity could result from a buoy block being dragged across the
bottom curing high winds with a boat moored to the buoy. This impact would be
negligible.
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Ground Waters, Flows

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

Groundwater, Quantity

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

Water Suppiies

The anchor blocks and buoys will not be used as water acquisitinn facilities.
The water supply at Lake Tahoe will nct be impacted.

Flooding, Etc.

The buoys and anchor blocks are less than four cubic feet in volume and will
not cause a situation leading to flooding. There will be no impact.

Thermal Springs

‘There are nc known thermal springs in the vicinity of the project. There will
be no impacts.

Plant Species Diversity

The lakebcttom at this location is cobbly and capable of supporting sessile
planis. The anchor blocks and chains can serve as substrate for aquatic plants. The
impact would be negligible.

Endangered Species

, The buoys and blocks are placed approximately 200-22) feet from shore in
1.ake Tahoe. The impact to 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.

Intreduction-of Plants
The anchor biocks and buoys afford a hard substrate for sessile aquatic plants

to grow. The mineral nature of the chains and concrete blocks could encourage a
new plant species to populate this area. The impact would be negligible.




E3.

E4.

F1

F2

G.1.

New Species

Tke buoy assemblies serve {6 moor *mall boats. No Species introductions are
¢ipected from this activity. Certain grazing fish might move into the area for feeding
but this impact weuld be negligible.

Habitag ﬁétcn‘oratian

The two buoy assemblies are currently in place in Lake Tahoe. The impacts,
if any, are already present. The impacts will be ncgiigible,

Noise Increases

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

Severe Noise

Light and Glare

The buoys will not be furnished with lighting for navigation. There will be no
impacts from light or glare. No reflections will be createil from finished surfaces to
create reflective glare.
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H.i. Land Use

The buoys are located in an existing cluster of buoys. There will not be a
newly introduced use for this location to alter local use patterns. Adjacent buoys are
appreximately 140 feet SW, 100 feet NE of applicants’ nearshore buoy and a large
field is approximatley 180 feet further NE of the applicants’ buoy.

Resource Use

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

Explesion
The project involves authorization of two -existing mocring buoys with

attendant anchor blocks and chains. No hazardous chemicals or substances will &
involved. Mocring of power boats could pose a possible hazard from collision er

fire.
Emergency Plans

"The two existing mooring buoys are in an established cluster of buoys. The
buoys will not create a Rew 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 for mooring
of two recreational vessels. There will be 1o live aboard vessels or increases in local
population.

Housing

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

The authorized buoys are intended for the applicant’s private usc. No new
vehicular traffic will resuit from the use of these buoys.

Parking

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

Circulation

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

Traffic

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

Hazards

The bucys are located in Lake Tahoe and will not pose a hazard to land
transportaticn suck as motor vehicles, bicycles or pedestrians.

Public Services

The buoy authorization is for two existing mooring 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 puulic services. No significant impact will occur.

Energy Use

The buoys will not require use of energy for navigational aids. Trere will be
DO impact.

New Energy

The bucys use no energy in their implementation. There will be no impacts
on future energy needs.

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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Q.12 Health Hazards

The buoys consist of two hollow plastic floats, chain and two concrete anchor
blocks. These maverials will not pose 2 health hazard of potential health hazsrd 70
humans.

Views

The buoys wiil be placed with several other buoys. The presence of several
buoys and moored boats ereates an jmpast vpon views from shore. The impact will
not be new. The addition or removal af the two bucys will not create a significant
impact on the present view status.

Recreation

The two buoys will not create a new impact upon recreation in this area. The
buoy field generally impacts water skiing, fishing and possibly swimming activities,
but this will not be a new impact.

Historic-Ethnic Sites

The two buoys are¢ 10cated with several other buoys approximately 275 10 300
feet waterward of the lake shore. There are BO archacologic or ethnic sites in this
location. The buoys wili have 0 impacts upon archaeologic, historic 67 ethnic sites.

Degradation

The buoys are small, passive fixtures which can be removed. They will not
creaté o permaneitt impact which enuld degrade the: environment or endanger plant
or animal species.

Eswironmental Goals

The impacts created by the buoys are negligible and will not cause impacts of
advantage or disadvantage to environmental values.

Cumulative Impacts

The buoys are two of a group of buoys in a “field". The issue of buoy fields
is raised with regard to size of field and numbers of buoys- A single buoy has a
lesser impact than 5, 10 or 20 buoys grouped together. The impact of one buoy and
its boat is less than 2 larger grouping. The psychological impacts upon individual

- wers varics regarding the aesthetic issue. Visua! impacts of 5 buoys of greater
tends to bring negative 1esponses from the viewing public. The addition of these
buoys will add to the cumulative impacis of this buoy field. Because of'the current
number of buoys in the field and the fact that these are currently in piacs,
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authorization of the two maering buays will not create a significant imipact on the
viewshed.

Adverse Impacts

The accumulation of several buoys in a field including the two applicants’
buoys may contribute to the visual impacts, but the impact should be negligible.
There will not be a significant adverse.impact on humans.
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2 ~— w/20 Buoys
o 0-————Paul Arther's Pier wi2 Buoys
° Dick Klein's Pier w/2 Buoys —
Joe Lanza's Pier wr2 Buoys
Jack Frost's Pier vif2 Buoys
Public Campground Pier w/No Buoys™

Rocky Ridge Homeowner's Pier
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APPLICATION FOR TWO
MOORING BUOYS
AT LAKE TAHOE
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STATE OF CAUFQRNIA PETE WILSON, Gewernor

U‘TWEOF?SCE
STATE LANDS COMMISSION EXECUTIVE O7P\e

LEO T. McCARTHY, Lisutenant Governor Sacramento, CA 93814
RAY DAVIS. Controlier it
' : CHARLES WARREN
OSAS W. HAYES, Director of Finant2 it Otficar

~ May21, 1951
File Ref.: W 24637
EIR ND: 555

NOTICE OF PUBLIC REVIEW OF A NEGATIVE BECLARATION
(SECTION 15073 CFR) :

A Negative Declaration has been prepared pursuant to the requirements of
the California Environmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et seq., Public Resourczs 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) 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 cifice shown above with attention to the undersigned. All
comments must be received by June 21, 1991.

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

AC .UES GRABER

Division of Environmental
Planning and Management

Attachment
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SYATE OF CALIF OANIA . PETE WILSON. Governor
e

\ ' EXECUTIVE GFFICE
STATE LANDS CC‘MW“SS!QN T807- 13t p
LEC T. BcCARTHY, Lieutenart Governor Sacramento, CA 35814
GRAY DAVIS, Cocirolier

ZES, Di CHARLES WARRE
THSMAS W. HATES, Director of Frnance Ex otficer

EIR ND: 555
File: W 24637
SCH No.: 91052079

Projec: Tide: Hughes - Authorization of Two Existing Buoy$
Proponents: Thomas & Martha Hughes

Project Location: Lake Tahoe, on the west shore, 3105 West Lake Blvs., APN 85-
28042, Placer Counly.

Project Description: Authorization of reteation of two existing mooring buoys.

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

This document is prepased pursuant to the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et seq., Public Resources Code), the State CEQA
Guidelines (Section 15000 et sed., Title 14, California Code Regulations), and the State
Lands Commission regulations (Section 2901 et s2q., Title 2, California Code Regulations).
Based upon the attached Initial ‘Study, it has been found that:

1%/ this project will siot hsve o significant effect on the envircament.

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




STATE LANDS COMMISSION

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST — PART It
Form 13.20 (7782} File Ref.. W 24637

. BALKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Applicant: __Thomas and Martha Hughes Vail Engineerins
1046 - 46th Street P.0. Box 879
Sacramento, CA 95819 Tahce City, CA 95730
Attn: Kevin Agon

ChecklistDate: _ 05 7 20 ;91
Contact Person: _Jacques Graber
Telephone: {916 ) ‘323-?209

Puspose: __Application to permit two existing mooring Wwoys.

Location: _Lake Tahoe, 8105 West Lake Blvd., Homewood, /PN 85-285-42, Placer Comey.

Description: __Authorization of two existing mooring buoys',

Persons Contacted:

11N ) ENVIRONMENTAL INPACTS. [Explain all “yes” and “maybe” answers)

E
¥
gl

A, Eerth; Will the proposat result in:
1. Unstabl> easth conditions or changes in geologic substructyres?

LA A 2 IR N R

. Disruptions, displacements, compaction, or overcoveringof thesoil?. . ...........

Crange in topography or ground surfice réijef features? . .. ......

e %o v saesan

The ¢astruction, covering, or modific tion of 2ny unique geologic or physical features?

. Any increest ia wind or water erosion Of soils, either on or off the site?

T T

Changes in deposition er erosien of beach-sends, or charges in siltation, deposition 67 E7GsTon WiieH may
medify the channri of a river or stream or the bed of the ocean or any bay, infet, or foka? ¥y, Y olle atrre

Elalgnla

.
.

% D000

7| 00000 &

L

P e

Exposure of all people or property to geologic hazards such as earthquakes, Iandsiidm«{iﬂq:luq;grg_gpd'

failem:,csssmilafhamws?.......................................;_.__,_,,,_;_5_,...,.‘.__u I ]
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<k, Vil the proposal result in. .

1. Substantiat air emmissions o detenioration of ambient sirquality? ... ... . ...,

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

3. Alzeraticn of air moyement, moisture or fenmperature, or any change in chimate, either locally or regionaily? .

Warer Wil the proposal result in:

Fon o erm e
§
o) ,..JL

1. Changes in the Currents, or the course o: direction of water muvements, in either marnine of iresh waters?

Changes in absorplion rates, dramnage patterns, or the rate and amount of surface water runaof °

—

Alterations to the course or fiow of tlood waters? . . PN

Changeinxhcamoumolsurfecewatzrmanvwaterbody? N

2
3.
4,
5.

Discharge nto surface maters, or in any alteration of surlace water quality, incfuding but not limited to
lemper3ture, dissolved ¢ xygen or turbidity? . . N it eae st raceeeneanees

=
HEN R

-6‘Altar.monohheduecloaodz’ateofﬂowofgroundwaters’. N N e e essaaaeteanseaenene.

7. Change in the quantity of ground waters, sither through direct additions or withdrawals, or through inter-
ception of an aquifer by cuts or excavations? . . e eee e i e eseaaeaaaa.

8. Substanuia! reduction in the amount of water otherwnse available for public water suoplies? .. ... ... v

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

Sy gt s - a—
> e esiem wmerw o

10. Signiticant changes in the tenaperatuie, flow or chemical content of surface thermal springs?. . .. .. ... ..

D. Plent Life. Wl the proposat result in:
1. Change in the diversity of species, or number of any soecies of plants {including tiees, shrubs, grass, crops.

and aquaticplants)?. ... ... ... ... ... ...

?

"6 s 4 0w m e s s e Nnr e e

%

2. Reduction of the numben of any unique, rare or endangered species of plants

3. Introduction of new species of plants into an 2'¢3, or in 3 barrier to the normal replenishment of existing

SD@C’I?S............................. B KMt e s et e e ettt ettt

- %

cors

4, Reductioninmcmofmyagriculmrslcrop?..‘...................

Animol Life Wi the proposa! result in:

1. Change in ‘the diversity of species, or numbers of any species of animals {birds, land animals including
reptiles, fish and shelifish, benthic organisms, or L

2. fE2uer.on of the numbers of any unique, rare or endangered species of animals?. . .. ... ...... e

3. Introduction of new spacies of animals into an area, or result in a barrier 1o the migration or movement of

mimale? ... L e,

4. Deterioration 10 existing fish or wildhfe hatitat?. . ..
Noise. Will the proposal result in:

L. Increase in existing noise devels?. .. .. ... ... ...

2. Exposure of people 10 severe noise levels? .. ... . .

Light ond Glare. Wilt the proposal result in:

1. The production of new lightor glare? . . . .. .. ... .

dand Use. Will the proposal result in:

1. A substannal alteration of the present or plaanad Jand ute of an area?,
Neturgl Rezources, Wil the proposs! result in:

1. lacrease in the rate of use of any natural resources? . Cekeacaerena

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

i N« 35
‘CALENDAR Pakess., -
A VY

MIMUTE PAZE L LT




Rk of Upsrs, Does the proposal esultin,

1. A risk of an explosion or the release of hazardous substances lincluding, but not limited to, oil, pesticides,
chemicals, of radiation) in the event of an accident or upset conditians? « . ccaaesamr o mae et

2. Posuble interference with emsrgancy responss plan or an emergency evacuation plan? . ... ce e v e
Papulation. Witl the proposal resultin:

1 The afteration, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human population of the area?
lousing. Wall the proposal result in:

1 Atfiecting exisiing housing, or create a demand for additional housing? . .
Transpartation]Circulation. Will the proposal result in: ‘

1. Generation of substantial additional vehicular movement?. . ... ...

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

3. Substanual impact upon existing transportation SYSIOMIS? . o v v n e n e m e

4. Alterations 1o present patterns of circulation or movement of people and/or goods?

5. Alterations to waterbomne, rail,ordir r2ffiC? L. oo it

6. Increase in traffic hazards to motor vedhicles, bicyclists, or pedestrions? ..o ac e as et ae et

Public Services. VWil the proposal have an alfect upon, oF resuit in a need for new or altered governmental
services in any of the following areas:

1. Fireprotection? . ....ccoveacnrans
Policeprotection? . . . .. ccovveaven

SchoOls? . vovecenensaasnsssnee

G4 5 ) e e

. Maintenanee of public tacilities, including roads?.

5

Other governmental serices?. . ..o . oveeners

2.

3.

4. Parks and other recreational facilities?. ... vt
5

6

£

aergy. Will the proposs! result in:

1.Useo‘.‘substmtialamoun'.soiiuelorenergv?..........................................

4 &)

2. Substaatial increase in cemand upon existing souwsces of energy, or require the development of new sources? .

Utilities. Will the proposal result in 3 need for new systems, of substantial aiterations to the following utilities:

1. Power OF NATUIAL GAT . o oo v o e v n .
Communication sustems? . . .. ..

Water?. . (v

Storm weater drainage? . .

B3] B9) ) B2 Bl e

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

Solid waste and dispasal? L ... e

Human Heal:h. Will the proposal result in:

.
§

1. Creation ©? any health hazerd or potentiat hizalth hazard (excluding mantal heaith}?

Ik

al

2. Ezposureofpeop!uopotemial heslthhazards? . oo ammevamemenersmons
Aestheiics. 'Will the proposal result in:
1. The cbstruction of any scenic vista of view open 10 the public, or will the proposal result in the creation of

anaestheﬁcallyoﬁensivcsiteopenxopublicview?

Receeation. Wil the pxomsal result in:

1. An impact upon the quality or quantity of exniing recreational opportunities?. . . ..°
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Yes Maybe No

Culiurat Hesaurees.
N . . - - . . =y
1. Will the proposal result in the alteration of or the destruction of 3 prehistoric or historic archeological site? . D [ } !X

2. Will the oroposal result in adverse
sxrucxure.orobiecl?..............................‘..........................

3. Does the proposal have the potential 1o cause a physical change which would affect unique ethnic cultural

values? | |

4. Will the proposat restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential impact area? . . . . . cesnnsn

U. Mandatory Findings o} Sixnificance,
1. Dees the project have the patenitial to degrade the quality of the environment, reduce the habitat of 3 fish or
wildlite species, cause a tish or wildlife population 1o drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten 0 elyminate

2 plant or animal community, reduce the aumber or resirict the range of 3 rare or endangered plant or
animal or 2himinate important exampies of the major pericds of Calitoenia history or prehistory? ... ...

potentia! 1o achieve short-term, 1o the disadvantage of lcng-term, environmental

A T T

2. Does the project have the

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

4. Does the project have environmental effects which will caus? substantial adverse effects on
ci:herdirectlvorindirécilv? T i it e e

. DISCussION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION {Sze Comments Attached)

V. PRELIMINARY DET| EBM!NATION

On the basis of thiy initial evaluation:

@:l find the proposed project COULD MOY have » significant effect on the environment, and s NEGATIVE DECLARATION will
}) be prepared.

D } find that aithough the proposed project could heve 2 signiticant effect on the environment, there will not be 2 significant efiect
in this case because the mitigation measures described on an attached sheer have been added to the project. A NEGATIVE

DECLARATION will be prepared.

l :] 1 find the proposed project MAY have 2 significant efiect on the environment, and sn ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

is requied.

Date: 5/ AP, Q) Z B TGP
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HUGHES BUOY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project.is located on the west shore of Lake Tahoe at the applicant’s upland
address of 3105 W: Lake Bivd. northeast of Skyland, in Placer County.

The upland portion of the parcel consists of a low bluff approximately five feet above
HWL. A smali scarp separates the upland from 2 gently sloping sandy-to gravelly upper
beach. The upiand has been cleared of natural vegetation except for larger trees 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 constructed at the foot of the low esca.ryr‘nent.

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

Two piers are located approximately 200 feet and 1200 feet 10 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-2 spawning area by the California Department of Fish and Game.
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HUGHES BUOY
DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Al. Earth Conditions

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

A2. Overcovering Soil

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

A3. Topography

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

A4. 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.

Ercsion

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

‘The blocks are in place on 2 relatively level lakebed. No major ecurrents 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. No impacts are expected.

» - <rem
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B.1.

B2.

B3.

Ci.

Ca.

C3.

Ca.

CS.

Emissions

The moering buoys are placed manuatly from a boat and rest directly on the
lakebed. No special excavations are req ired. No emissions will resuit from' their
placement as they are already in place.

QOdors

“The buoys are used for mooring purposes and create no emissions or odors.
Exhaust emissions would result only from powerboats mooring or casting-ofi from
them. The impact is negligible.

Air Alterations

The buoys and anchor blocks remain in the lake. They will not create impacts
which would alter air characteristics in any way.

Currents

‘The buoys and anchor blocks are small, less than four cubic feet in volume.
Their placement will not affect currenis or water movements.

Runoff

‘The two buoys and anchor blocks are placed in the body of Lake Tzhoe.
They will not affect surface water drainage patterns, etc.

Flood Waters

The buoys and anchor blocks are placed in Lake Tahoe. They will not affect ~ .

flood waters from streamflows.
Surface Water

The buoys and anchor blocks are placed in the body of Lake Tahoe. Their
volume will not affect the surface water volume of the lake.

Turbidity

The buoys and blocks are placed such that ihe blocks rest on the surface of
the lakebed. Turbidity could result from a bucy block being dragged across the
bottom during high winds with a baat moored to the buoy. This impact would be
negligible.

: U
..';‘LE"‘:}AB PO RUME e ettt s 3t S

5 SRk XAl

“~
g L FoE o oD




Ground Waters, Flows

The buoys, placed on the lakebed will not penetrate the boitom and affect
ground water flows.

Groundwater, Quantity

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

Water Supplies

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

Flooding, Etc.

The buoys and anchor blocks are less than four cubic feet in volume and will
not cause a situation leading to flooding. There will be no impact.

Thermal Springs

There are no known thermal springs in the vicinity of the project so there will
be no impacts.

Flant Species Diversity

The lakebottom at this location is cobbly and capable of supporting sessile
plants. The anchor blocks and chains can serve as substrate for aquatic plants. The
impact would be negligible.

Endangered Species

The buoys and blocks are placed approximately 200-250 feet from shore in
Lake Tahoe. ‘Fhe impact to aquatic species is negligible. ‘ihere will be no impact
to the plant species Rorippa stbumbetllata Roll. {Taioe Yellow Cress) as the project
is in the lake and not on an upland site which could be identified as Rorippa habitat.

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 encourage 2
new plant species to populate this area. The impact would be negligible.
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D4,

E1L

E2

E3.

E4.

F2.

G.1.

Agricultural Crops

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

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

The bucy assemblies are small ang 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.
Habitat Deterioration

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

Moise Increases

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

Severe Noise

Light and Glare

The buoys will not be furnished with lighting for navigation. There will be no
impacts from light or glare. No reflections will be created from finished surfaces.10
create reflective glare.

-
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Land Use

The buoys are located between two piers. One pier is 200 feet+ north of the
applicant’s buoys with a second pier approximately 1200 feet southeast of the buoys.
The buoys presence will create ne new impacts as they are currently in place.

Resource Use

The two buoys will not increase resource depletion c. loss of non-renewable
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 collision or
fire.

Emergency Plans

The two mooring buoys are currently in place. 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 a2pplicant for mooring
of two recreational vessels. There will be no live aboard vessels or increases in local
population.

Housing

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

Vehicular Movement.

The anthorized buoys are intended for-the applicant’s private use. No new
vehicular traffic will result from the use of these buoys.

Parking

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

®
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M3. Transportation Systems

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

M4. Circuiation

The two buoys are currently in position in Lake Tahoe. They will not affect
fand or water traffic circulation.

Traffic

The buoys are located approximately 250 feet waterward of the applicant’s
property at the west shore of Lake Tahoe. The buoys generally will affect boating
traffic requiring its movemeits to waterward, avoiding collision with buoys 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 new but ongoing.

Hazards

The bucys are located in Lake Tahoe and will not pose a hazard to land
transportation such as-motor vehicles, bicycles or pedestrians.

N.i-6 Public Services

The buoy authorizatior is for two existing mooring 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 will occur.

0O.1. Energy Use

The buoys will not require use of energy for navigational aids. There will be
nc impact,
O2 New Energy

The buoys use no energy in their implementation. There will be no impacts
on future energy needs,

P.1-6 Utilities

The buoys will not create an impact on utilities services including power,
water, sewerage and wasie or communications. No impact will eccur.

? N
ICALENDAR P20
SRAINUTE P23E

[
(% A% 4

<3CY)

LA TTRTRY T

l




Q.1,2 Health Hazards

The buoys consist of two hollow plastic floats..cliain and two concrete 2achor
blocks. These materials will not pose a health hazard or potential health hazard to
humans.,

Views

The two mooring buoys are currently in place approximately 250 feet
waterward of the applicant’s property. They create a small visual impact. The
impact will not be new. The addition or removal of the two buoys will not create a
significant impact on the present view status.

Recreation

The two buoys will not create a new impact upon recreation in thxs area. The
buoys currently i impact water skiing, fishing and pom’blv swimming activities, but this
will not be a new impact.

Historic-Ethnic Sites

The two buoys are located approximately 200 to 250 feet waterward of the
lake shore. There are no archaeologic or ethnic sites in this location. The buoys will
have no impacts upon archacologic, historic or ethnic sites.

Degradztion

The buoys are small, passive fixtures which can be removed. They will not
create a permanent impact which could degrade the environment or endanger plant
or animal species.

Enviroamental Goals

The impacts created by the bucys are negligible and wzll noi cause impacts of
advamage or disadvantage to environmental values.

Cumulative Impacts

The issue of buoy fields is raised with regard to size of field and numbers of
buoy& A single buoy has a lesser impact than 5, 10 or 20 buoys groupcd together.
The impact of one buoy and its boat is less than =z larger grouping. The
'?sychoiogwal impacts upon individual viewers varies :egarding the aesthetic issue.
The visual impact of one or two buoys has been fcund to be minimal compareg to
a ficld with five or seven buoys causing adverse reactions; fields even begge' causing
the greatest reaction. Authorization of the two mooring buoys will not create a
significant impact on the viewshed. o —
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STATE OF CAUFORIA . ) PETE WALSOM, Govormor

STATE LANDS commniission mgm“

LEO T, ReCARTHY, Lioutenant Governoe Secramenta, CA’

GRAY DAVIS, Congrotiar e
. CHARLES WARREN
THORMAS w2, HAYES, Diroctor of Finaney Otficos

May 21, 1991
File Ref.: W 24671
EIR ND: 556

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

» Cali C Regulau'ons):
(Section 2901:et seq., Title 2, California Code
pracessed by the staff of the State Lands

The document is attached for your review. Comments should be addressed

to the State Lands Commission office shown abovewith attention to the undersigned. .All
comments must be recejvad by Juae 21, 1991,

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

0RUls GKABER
“Division/of Environmental
Planning and Management
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Project Title:

Proponents:

This 4@
Environmental
Guidelines (Secno
Lands Comzmission 1¢

Based upon the

[ X/ this project will not have a significant

[/ mitigation measures included in the proje

Basseit ~ Authorization of One Existing Buoy

Barbara B. Bassett

Lake Tahoe, 2710 West Lake Blvd, APN 85-030-14, Placer

County.

Authorization of continued placement and use of ong existing

mooring buoy.

Jacques Graber Telephone: 916/ 323-7208

ents of the Czlifamia

d pursuant 10 the requirem
21000 et seq- Public Resources Cede), the State CEQA

N“;ﬁﬂu 14, California Code chu!a&ions), and the State
ion 2901 et seq., Title 2, California Code Regulaticns).

attached Initial $tudy, it has been found that:

effect on the environment.

ct will avoid potentially significant effects.
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STATC LANDS COMAMISSION

ENVIRONMENTAL IPACT ASSESSHENT CHECKLIST )
Forem §3.20 (7/82) File Ref.. ¥ 24571

SACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Apphcant: 3arpara sassett George Bassett - Ayent

519 minsr Road c/o setter HomeS Realty

Orinda, Cn 94563 1338 Tice valley joulevard

walnut Creek, LA 94595

Checklist Date: 05 4 Gs 4 91

Comact?ersoh' Jacques Graper

Telephone: {916 } 323-2209

Purpose: BEJIDQZJ' zation nf ggn:‘,ungd nlacenent. af W{.}Y—m&emard of

M"

Lacation: yplang ~adress.as 2230 ¥ vaka Bl . BEN £2-010-14.. Places CounLy.

Descniption. autharization of continued nlacmw_nf Ane _goncing M,

G. Persons Cantacied:

ENVIROW&EN?AL 1APACTS. {Explain &l “yes" &nd “maybe” answars)
Earsh., Wikl the propossi result in:

1. Unstzbie esrth conditions of chengas in geologic substeuctures? . . - .- -

R

2. Dimxp\iom.dhplaamms. compaction, of ovarcovaring of the PP | 2RI
2. c\mge:nawaphyafgmurﬁsumcemhei foptures? .. oo m e s vttt

4. The destruction. covering, of mod:fici tion of anv unique geoloc &f physics! foatures?

5. Any increase in wind ot water erosion ot soils, eithes on cr ot the sited. . s e e

6. Changes in deposition of erouon of beach sands, or changes in siltation, deposition oF 3
modity the channg! of a river ot siream oOf the bed of the ocsan or 3ny Bav. intet, or sl ENDAR.

>
Ko

3

-

l -~ G NS

7. Exposuse of 3l peopls Of propeity 10 geologic nazerds such 33 esrthqua’es, IM&:&MW:
las!ure.crﬁﬂﬁlumwdt?....-.............. R

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




§. .lir. Will the proposal result in:
1 Substantial 3if emmussions Ot deterioration of ambuent air quality?.
2. The creauon of objecticnable odors?. . - e e
3. Alteraticn of ar movement, maisture or temperature, or 3nyY change in climate, either tocally or regionauv? .

Water. Will the proposal resulin’

.J

1. Changss 1 the curients, of the course of direction of water movements, eiter mannc of fresh waters?

r.4.n
[}

2 Changes w ahsciption rates. Granage panerns, of the rate and amount of surface water runoff?. . ... -
3. N:erauomtothecouxsemﬂowotNcodwaters’“ e e et .
3. Cﬁangcmtheamoqmoisurfacewuermmywaurbodv?...... R i

Discharge into qurfzce waters, Gr 10 any alteration of surface watar quality. including but not limited to
temperazu:e.dissolvedcxvgenorlurbiditv?......

D 3]

Bl B E

Alteraliono!xhedntedonortateo!tlowofgroundwmm?...............................

7. Change = 0 quantity ‘of ground waters, auther through direct additions of withdeawals, of through ini:
czpnonoianaquifefbycu\sorexcavanons?.. e -

|
Lud

]
»
[

~

8. Subistantial secuclion in the amount of water otherwise avaiable for public water supplies? .

oo 00 okt

-
- w0 dem

=

9. éxposure of peopie O progerty 10 water-related hatarus such 3s flooding or tidal waves? . . .

\

8KT R

—
-

10. Signiticant chonges in the iemparature, flow or chermical content of surface thermgl sprnings?.

-

0. Plaut Life. Wil the proposdi tesult in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, Of nurnber of any species of plents lincluding trees, shrubs, grass, crops.
ond aquatic plantsd2. « o s v e e s m TS

=

0
=
=0

2. Rectuction of the aumbess of 3ny unique, rare of endangered species of plants?. ..o ea sttt

3. atroduction ot new species of plants nto an 3rea, Or i d barrier to the nosmas! replenisnmeant of axisting

wems’

Lo}
——? borm

o

a. Reductéomnamageofanyagriculmralcm?.........................................

tnimel Life Will the proposal resulting

1. Change in the Giversity of species, of numbers ot any species of animais {birds, 1and’ snimals including
xepmes.hsha\dshellﬁsh,benthicorgamum.orinsecu)?. R R -

2. Reduction of the numb-:rs ol any unigue, r3re 0f endaniered 1pecies ofanimale?. . c et

r

3 Introduction of new spicies of saimals nto an area, or result mn 2 barrier to the migration of movement of

g

L.

£3

2. Deterioranon 10 existiny fish or wildlife habitet?. . .

0o no o 00 adl

Nuive. Will tha proposat result W

1. Increass in ¢isting noicelovels? . oL e on

L

2. Exposure of people 10 severe noise levels?

Light end Glare. Will tha proposal rezult in2

1. Tha.producticn of 'new lightor glare? ...

Lund Use. Well the propos3! result in:

1. & substanuai alteration of the present or plannad fand use of an area?’
Naiusal Resources. Yiii the proposdl resultins

1. :nmmmmerateo!usaolas\ynawaltmmm?. Ciesecsneees

oo 0o o OO

2. Substantil depletion of sny nonrencwiabte resources? .o ae et e
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Rk of Upset. Does the proposal result in

1. A risk of an explosion or the release of hazardous sudbstances {including, but not limited to, oil, pesticides,
chemicals, or rachauion) in the event of an accident or upset conditions?

2. Possible interference with emesgency response plan or an emergency evacuation plan? .. .

Population. Vil the propesal result in:

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

Hoasmg, Wil the proposal result in:

1. Atfzeting existing housing, or create 3 demand for additional housing?

fransporiation|Circulation. Wil the proposal result in:

1. Generation of substantial additional vehicular movement?. .. .......,
2. Aftecting axisting parking facilities, of create 3 demend for new parking?,

3. Substantial impact upon existing ransportation systems? . . . . . . C et e
4. Alterations to present pattems of cireulation ormovemaent of people and/or goods?
5. Aherations to waterborne, rail, or air traftic?

D B T

6. Incresse in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyelists, or pedastrians?

T

DOEO000 0O
(=) (1 [2) () ()

Public Nerrvices. Will the proposal have an etfect upon, or result in.a need for n2w or.2itered govemmental
services in any of the following areus:

1. Fireprotectimw?................

s¢

2.Po!icecrotmon?.,.............
3Schoo!s7.

4. Parks and other recreational tecilities?. .. ... ..

000 Ooooog

5. Mzintenance of public facilities, including roads?.

8. mhmganmmmwwrvica?..............

Energy. Wili the proposal result in:

1. Use of substential ameunts of fusloranergy?. .. ..............

AR SR T T I O R I T S S

H@'@a@@

2. Substantial incresse in demand upon exnting sources of energy, or requirz the davelopment of new sources? .
Utilities. Vil the proposai result in 3 need 100 new systems, or substantial alterations 1o the following utilities:
1, Powerornaturalgas?. . ... .
2. Communication system?
3. Vigter?. . ...........

4. Sewar or septic tanks? . |
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5. Storm watsr drainage? . .
6. Solid wastz end disposal? ... ... .. ..
Husmen Health, Wit e proposa! result in:

(2 & Lo () (1

1. Creation of any hesith hazard or potential health hazard {excluding mental haatth}?

2. Expcmreaweopletopmemialhcalmmuds?........................
Arsthetics. Will the preposal result in:

(4l {d

1. The obstruction of any scenic vista or view open to the public, or will the proposal result in the crestion of
on sesthetically offensive site open 1o public view?

Rocrestion. Will the proposzi result in: .

‘0 OO0 o

&

18

=
u]

. An impact upon the quality or quantity of existing racrestional opportunitiss?. . . . . CALEMDAR :;‘Ga':_‘:ﬂ
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Ves fsybe No

Cultural Rasonrces,
. - . ~
1. Will the proposal result in the alteration of or the destruction of a prehistoric or historic archeological site? . D L ;

2. Will the proposal result in adverse physical or aesthetic effects 10 3 prehistoric or historic building, -
structure, or object?. .. .. D [

t
»

3. Does the proposal have the potential to cause 2 physical change which would affect unique cthnic cultural Ej [_
1

4 Will the proposal restrict existin; religious or sacred uses within the potential impactarea?............ D f_g
Mondaiory Findings o ) Significance.

1. Does the project have the potentia! 1o degrade the quality of the environment, reduce the habitat of 2 fish or
wildlifz species, cause 2 tish or wildlite popuiation to deop balow self-sustaning levels, threaten to eliminate
3 plant or animal communsty, reduce the number or restrict the range of 3 rare o7 endangersd plant or
animal or ehminate important examples of the major periods of Califerma history or prehistory?, .. .. ..

Does the project have the potenual 1o achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term, environmental

goals? . ...
Does the project have impacts which ave individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? . . . . _ ..

Does the project have environ
mthetdimctiyorindirec:lv?.....................................................

Hi. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (Ser Comments Attached)

V. PRELININARY DETERM!MAHON
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

E) 1 ting the proposed projeet COULD NOT have 2 significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will
) be prepared. .

E] 1 find that although the proposed project could have 3 significzat effect on the environment, there will not be a significant eftecy
in this cate becaute the mitigation measures deseribed on an attached sheet have been added to the projget. A NEGATIVE
DECLARATION wil) be prepared

[ 21 1 find the proposed projeet MAY have 3 significant effect on the 2nvironment, and an ENVISONMEAFITAL IMPACT REPORT
is requied, .

<
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- BASSETT BUOY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project is located on the west shore of Lake Tahoe at the applicant’s upland
address of 2710 W. Lake Blvd. in Tahoe City, Placer County.

The upland portion of the parcel consists of a low bluff approximately five feet above
HWL. A small scarp separates the upland from a moderately 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 "mixed coniferous
forest™ on the Tahoe Shorezone Assessment {February, 1978).

A small 10 to 15 inch stone wall is constructed at the foot of the low escarpment.

The lakebed at the parcel slopes gently waterward. Substrate consists of grave! and
cobbles. arcund three inches and larger.

Several buoys and piers are located in the vicinity of the applicant’s parcel.
Approximately eight bilays are located in the general buoy field. Two piers are located
approximately 50 feet and 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
hias been identified as a spawning area by the California Department of Fish and Game.
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