Al

o BASSETT BUGY
DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Earth Conditions

The project involves authorization of placement of one existing mooring buoy.
This buoy will not alter any ground features or cicate unstable conditions.

Overcovering Soil

The buoy will employ a concrete anchor block which rests on the bottom
substrate. The block may cover approximately two square feet of lakebottom, thus
removing it from accessibility to bottom dwelling organisms. The block is not heavy
enough to cause significant compaction and will not prohibit burrowing organisms
from inhabiting the substrate beneath the block, Impacts will be minimal,

Topography

The block anchoring the buoy is placed directly on the surface of the lake
bottom. Its size and weight will not modifv the lakebottom features. Impacts wil}
be minimal,

Unique Feaiares

The lakebed in the area is flat and lacks unique features. The anchor block
will not affect the lakebottom or unique features. The buoy is in place and will not
be a new impact.

Erosicn

The anchor block is 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 block is in place or: a relatively level lakebed. No major currenis are in
the area to move sediments. Over time a prevailing current ¢ould move. silt to
collect to the side of the anchor block. The impact will be negligible.

Geologic Hazards

The block and buoy are placed directly on the lakebottom. Their size, eic.
'will not induce seismic instabilities or ground failures. No impacts are expected.
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Emissicns

The mooring buoy is placed manually from a boat and rests directly on the
lakebed. No special excavations are required. No emissions will result from its
Placement as it is already in place.
Odors

The buoy is used for mooring purposes and creates no emissions or odors,

haust eraissions would resuit only from powerboats mooring or casting-off from it.

The impact is negligible.
Air Alterations

The buoy and anchor block semain in the lake. They will not create impacts
which would alter air characteristics in any way.

Currents

‘ The buoy and anchor block are small, less than four cubic feet in volume.
Their placement will not affect currents or water movements..

Runoff

The buoy and anchor block are placed in the body of Lake Tahoe. They will
ot affect surface water drainage patterns, etc,

Flocd Waters

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

Surface Water

The bucy and anchor block are placed in the body of Lake Tahoe. Their
volume will not affect the surface water volume of the jake.
Turbidity

The bucy-and block are placed such that the block rests on the surface of the
lakebed. Turbidity could result from z buoy block being dragged across the bottom
during high +winds with.x boat moored to the buoy. This impact would be negligible.
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Cround Wateis, Flows

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

Groundwater, Quantity

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

Water Supplies

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

Flooding, Etc.

The buoy and anchor block are less than four cubic feet in volume and will
ROt 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. There will
be no impacts.

Plant Species Diversity

The lakebottom at this location is cobbly and capable ¢f supporting sessile
plants. The anchor block and chain can serve as substrate fo7 aquatic plants. The
imnpact would be negligible.

Endangered Species

The buoy and block are placed approximately 100 feet from shore (MLLW)
in Lake Tahoe. The impact to aquatic species is negligible. There will be no impact
to the plant species Rerippa 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.

Introduction of Plants
The anchor block and buoy afford a hard subsirate for sessile aguatic plants

to grow. The mineral nature of the chain and concrete block could encourage a new
plant species to populate this area. The impact would be negligible.
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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 block and buoy could affect the entry into the lakebottom by

wing organisms. Fish and benthic organisms could be attracted by the buoy
assembly for grazing. The impacts would be negligible.

Rare Sp.cies

Tl:e buoy assembly is small and create 2 minimal impact. There should be
no reduction in rare spédies.

New Spacies

The buaoy assembly serves 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 buay assembly is currently in place in Lake Tahoe. The impacts, if any;
are zlready present. The impacts will be negligible.

Noise Increases

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

Severe Noise

The buoy will not generate noise itself. The only noise impacts may arise
from the boat moored at the buoy. Such noise periads would be brief znd negligible.

Light and Glare
The buoy will not be furnished with lighting for navigation. There will be no

impacts from light or glare. No reflections wiii he created from finished surfaces to
create reflective glare.
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Land Use

The buoy is locaied on a shore with many other bucys and piers. There will
not be a newly introduced use for this location to alter local use patterns. Adjacent
buoys are approximately 160 feet to either side of the applicant’s buoy with two
adjacent piers 75 feet and 115 feet from the huoy.

Resource Use

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

Explosion
- e project involves authorization of on: existing mooring buoy with its
attendant anchor block and chain. No hazardous chemicz® or substarices will be

involved. Mooring of power boats could pose a possible hazard from collisior or
fire.

Emergency Plans

The one.mooring buoy is currently in place. The buoys will not create a new
impact upon emergency vessel movements for that area.

Alter Population

The mooring buoy will not affect the population density or growth patterns
in that area. It is intended for private use by the applicant for mooring of a
recreationzl vessel. There will be no live aboard vessels or increases in local
population.

Housing

The mooring buoy is intended for use by the applicant whose property is
located 225 1o 300 feet west. No new housing will be constructed in association with
thé buoy.
Vehicular Movement

The authorized buoy is intended for the applicant’s private use. ‘No new
vehicular traffic will result from the use of this buoy.

Parking

The authorized buoy is intended for the applicant’s private use. New parking
facilities will not be created or associated with its use.
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M3. Transportation Systems

The proposed project will not introducé new impacts on existing or future G
transportation systems. The bucy is intended for use by the applicant only,

M.4. Circulation

The buoy is located with several existing buoys in Lake Tahoe. It will not
affect land or water traffic circulation.

MS. Traffic

The buoy is located in an existing row of buoys at the west shore of Lake
Tahoe. The buoys generally will affect voating traffic requiring its movements to
waterward, avozding collision with buoys or moored boats. Waterskiing and fishing
1nust be conducted away from the buoys to avoid injury to skiers or fouling of trolling
lines. This impact will not be new but ongoing.

M.6. Hazards

-

The buoy is located in Lake Tahoe and wili not pose a hazard to land
transportation such as motor vehicles, bicycles or pedestrians.

N.1-6 Public Services

The buoy authorization is for one existing mooring biidy intended for private
use by the applicant. The buoy 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.

O.1. Energy Use

The buey will not require use of energy for navigational aids. There will be
uo impact,

New Energy

. The buoy will use no ensrgy in its implementation. There will be no impacts
on future energy needs.

P.1-6 Utilities

‘The buoy will a0t create an impact on utilities services including power, water,
sewerage and waste or communicutions. No impact will. occur.

®

©J

- s e, #

leacEnDaR poser
t he ol
.gM.‘\!WE PASE e3&5.;




Q.1,2 Health Hazards

The buoy consists of a hollow plastic float, chain and a concrete anchor block.
These materials will not pose a health hazard or potential health hazard to humans.

Views

The busy will be placed with several other buoys. The presence of serveral
buoys and moored boats creates an impact upon views from the shore. The impact
will not be new. The additicii-or removal of one buoy will not create a signifizant
impact on the present view status.

Recreation

The buoy will not create a new impact upon recreation in this area. The
existing buoys generaliy i impact water skiing, fishing and possibly swimming activities,
but this will not be a new impast.

Historic-Ethnice Sites

The buoy is located with several other buoys along the shore approximately
100 to 150 feet waterward of the lake shore. There are no archaeologic or ethnic
sites in this location. The buoy will have no impacts upon archaeologic, historic or
ethnic sites.

Degradation

The buoy is a small, passive fixture vhich can be removed. It will not creats
a permanent impact which could degrade the environment or endanger plant or
animal species.

Environmental Goals

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

Cumulative Impacts

The buoy is one of a group of bucys along the shore with several piers. The
issue of buoy fields is raised with regard 10 size of field and numbers of buoys. A
sizgle buoy has a lesser impact than §, 10 or 20 buoys grouped together. The impact
of one buoy and its boat is less than a larger grouping. The psychological impacis
upon individual viewers varies rcgardmg the aesthetic issue. The addition of this
buoy will add to the cumulative impacts of this buoy field. Because of the current
number of buoys in the ficld and the fact that these are currently in place,
authorizing of the mooring buoy will not create a significant impact on the viewshed.
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YJ4. Adverse Impacts

The accumulation of sevéral buoys in a field including the applicant’s buoy
may contribute to visual impacts, but the impact should be negligible. There will not
be a sighificant adverse impact on humans.
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PETE WILSON, Governor

Waﬁg OF CALFORIA < = e

: ' EXECUTIVE OFFICE
STATE LANDS COMMISSION ey - 12th Streét

LEO T. 24cCARTHY, Lisutenant Governor Secramento, CA $5814

GRAY DAVIS, Controlisr ‘i
. CHANLES WARRER
THOMAS W. HAYES, Director of Finance E ve Otficar

April 16, 1991
File Ref.: WP 3551
EIR ND: 549

ROTICE OF PUBLIC REVIE¥ OF 2 NEGATIVE DECLARATION
(BECTION 15072 CFR)

A Negative Declaration has been prepared pursuant to the
requirements of the california Environmental Quality Act ¢section
21500 et seq., Public Resources code), the :State CEQA guidelines
(Section 15000 et seq., Title 14, California Code Regulations), and
+he 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. Comnments
should be addressed to the State Lands Commission office shown
akove with attention to the undersigned. All comments nust be
received by Hay 11, 1991.

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

A

 #hodues’ GRABER '
fpdvision of Environmental
Planning and Management

attachrent
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PETE WILSON. Governer

~UTIVE OFFICE
STATE LANDS COMMISSION g - 13th Streat

LEO T. McCARTHY, Licutenant Governor Sscramanto, CA 96814

GRAY DAVIS, Coasrolfer
UOMAS ¥, HAYES, Dirsctor of Finance? CHARI:ES WARREN
’ Exscutive Otficor

PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

EIR ND: 549
File: WP 3551

SCH No.: 91042038

Project Title: Miller/Shurtleff -- Authorization of Two
Existing Mooring Buoys

Proponents: G. Willard Miller and Nancy shurtleff

Project Location: Lake Tahoe, JMeeks Bay, apprbxiﬁately 150
feet waterward of applicants' pier, APN
016-300~101, El Dcrado County.

Prcject Description: Authorization of two exis*iny mooring
buoys.

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

This document is prepared pursuant to the requirements of the
california Environmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et sed., Fublic
Resources Code), the State CEQA cuidelines (Section 15000 et seq.,
Title 14, California Code Regulations), and the State Lands
comnission regulations (Section 2901 et seq., Title 2, California
Code Regulations). .

Based upcn the attached Tnitial Study, it has been found that:

1 X7 this project will nrot have a significant effect on the
environment.

L / mitigation measures included in the project will avoid
potentially significant etfects.
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STATE LAMDS COMMISSICN

ENVIRONMENTAL 1EPACT Assamsm:caeckusr —PART # ,
Form 1320 (782} File Ref.:_ WP )_3551

Ny

SACKGROUND {NFORMATION

A. Apphcantt

roy churileff AGENT - vajil Corp
30 Las Cascadas Road p.0. Box 879

Orinda. CA 94363 3 Tahoe City. LA 95730

Checklist Date: 27 7 191
Contact personNacques A. Graber

Telephone: {916 3323-7209

Purpose: Authorization of two existing mooring buoys located apm‘oximate'lv 150 _feet
waterward of app‘licants‘ \pier in Lake Tahoe.

Location: Upland_address: 235 Drum Road, Meeks gay. CA. Mest shore of lLake Jahoe

. T14N R17E SEC 20 M.D.M. ) .

~eccription: _IWO_DUOYS secured by metal chain _and held fast 0 theﬁ&mmwm
block anchors. ,

Persons Contacs€a:

. ‘E?W\RON&!ENTA& §3RPACTS. (Expisin ol *pes”™ and ~“mayba’ saswers)
a. Borth. ¢l the proposal result ind

1. Unstable e+ .conditions of chenges i goo‘-oqicwmv.nmes? R

.=

2. Distuptians, displacements, compaction, oF overcovening of thesoil?. . co-v v e

3. O\a\;eintomaphvorg:wndsudwemie!iea\ures?.....................

4. The destruction, covering, oF moditic tion of any unique geoloqic or physical foatures?

.......»........‘.......

5. Any increase inwind o wsater. erosicn of 30ils, either o gr«.f‘-tt‘ha siter .

X Geposition o eronon of beach sands, OF changes-i siltation. deposition 3L g!gmmiﬂaw e qmen
modity the channst ot 2 giver or stream of the bed ot the oce3n or 30y Bay, inlat, OF 1ake? ..ol .,....—U@ Ej

N SALENDAR BA[E e e =
Exposure of &i people or property 10 genlogic hazseds such 3 earthquakes, 1andslides, my&"gdﬂ. gt;pund
!ailme.o:zimimﬁawdﬂ........................................:7'1\“‘;' 1ol 230,
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_tr. Will the proposal rosult ing .

-
1. Substantiat air evamissiuns or deteriorat:on of ambrent ai quality? . R i D L_j
O

. ~—y =
1. Alteraticn of air movement, moistuie oF temperature, of any changs in climate, either jocally or. regionally?. L.} (I

2.Thecreetionotobieczionsi«leodms?. e e e ...

Weter. Will the proposal resultind

1. Changes in the currents, oF the course or direcuion of water movements, in either marine or fresh waters? . .

J =
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2 Chanyes m Jbsorplion rates, drainage patterns, Of the rate and amount of surface water runoff?2. . ae e

—
L4

3. Alterations to the course ot flow of flood Waterd? ... mesereee
4. Changzinthemoumolsurfacewaerinanywat'e‘tbodv?.......... i

5. Discharge into surface craters, Of in any alieration of surface water quality, including but not timited 10
!emperamrc,diuolved ¢ xyQen of wrbidity? .. - o0 e feeaenes

6. Alteration of the direct on ot rate of fiow of ground watets? . .- . -

7. Change in the quantity of ground waters. either through direct additions of withdrawals, or through inter-
ceptiono!anaquifzrbvcutsorcxcavmom?...... ....,

p— —
i)
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H

8. Substantial reguction in the amount of water otherwise avatlable for public water supplies? ccceeon e

9. Expos-we of people o1 propefty 10 water-related hazards such a3 ficoding or tidat WaVESY e n st

‘-l

o I

~
.
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10. Significant changes in the temperature, {low of chemical content of surtace thermal spsings?. c oo v o v oo m e

D. Flon: Lite. Wil the pioposal result in:

1. Change in the diversity ol species, of aumber of any species of pianis lincluding trees, shrubs, grass, crops.
.mdaqua:xcplauu)’.

i)

2. Reduction of the numburs ¢t any unique, rare o endangered species ofplants?. .o e oo s ee sttt

3. Introducton of naw species of plants into an area, or in a barrier to the normal repienishment of existing
50315“7“------------ ........................ .

4. deuctioninaaeageofanvagticulturalctop? .
tnimot Life Wiil the proposal result in:

{. Change in the diversity of species, of dumbers ot any species of animals (birds, fand animals including
repules, fish andshellﬁsh.benlhicorgamsms.or T R A R

2. Reduction ot the numbars of aav uniqus, rare or endangered species of gnimals?. o v om s m ettt

3. Introduction of new spacies ot animals into an are3, 67 result in a bavrier 10 the migration o¥ movement of

4. Detericration 0 existing fish or witdlife habitat?. . cenn .-
Aciive, Wilt the proposal cesult in:

1. Increase @ existirig nois2 lavels?.

2. Exposure of people to severs noise levels? . . .

Light end Glare. Will the proposal result in:

1. Theproductiona!new lightorg!att? R

Lond Use. Will the proposal result in:

1. A substantial shteration of the present of plannet! jand use of an areal.

Nature] Resources. Wilt the proposal resultn’

1. |mreminl€.enleotmcoianvnaluultesouu:es?. D ’:]

. - - - -‘
2. Substantial deplation of any nonrenewable 1PEOUTCRST L oo e s n T . e D [,_j
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J.

Risk of Upset. Does the proposal result int

1. Arisk ot an axplosiont or the release ot hazardous substances (including. but not. timited 0. oil, wﬁc‘ﬁes.
cheemicals, OF ragiauon) in the event of an accident ot upset conditions?

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

2. Possible interference with emergency response plan of an emergency evacuation plan? . - -

P

papulation. Will the proposal resulting

1. The alieranion, distribution, density, 0 growth rate of the human population of the area?
Housings. whil the pmbosai result int

1. Attecting ex:sting housing. of create 3 demand tor sadiiona! housing? <« - - °
'l'mns;mnaxion](.'irc::m;ion. Wilt the pmpo;a\ result ing

1. Generation of substantiat additional vehiculsr movement?. .o oottt SR
2. Atfecting existing parking tacitities, OF credte 3 demand tor new paskingl. - - -
3. Substantial impict upon existing mnspomﬁon gystents? oo sl RPN
4. Altesations 10 present pantesns of circulation OF, movermant of peopie and/or goods?
. Aherations to watetborne. ¢ail, Of 3if qatfic? cooe ettt v

6. Increase in traftic hazxsrds 1O motor yehicles, pieyclists, ©F pedesu'ems? e

Publit Services. will the proposal have an eftoct upon, OF result in 3 need for new OF
segvices in 30Y of the {oiowing areas:t

1.Fitépe01ecﬁon?

2. Police ptotecﬁon? .o

3.

4.

5. Maintenance ot

5. Other gc-mmmemal e N
Enezy. Wilt the ptopma! cesull in:
1.Useo!wbstamiatamoumso{fuelo:cﬂetgv?...........................
2. Substpm‘aa% incragse in demand upeh existing SOUTCES of energy. of gequire the devsiopment of mvlswm? .
Usilities. Will the proposs! resuitin 3 nead for new systems, o7 substential sitarations 10 the followind utilitias:
I.Wrornatura\g&?.......... e e
2. Communication systemns?

3.Waw?.............

&, Sewes OF geptic tanks? - -

5. Srorm water drainage? - - :

&Solidwasmmdd’nspman

Human Health. Witt the proposs) gesult ind

1. Creation of any health hazara Of poumial health nhazard jexcluding mentel hasita’? -
2.Expowreoneop'.empommialhulthm:més?..........................

Aesthesics. Wwill the proposd! resuit ind

1. The obstruction ot any sceniC vista O1 view open 1o e public, of will the P70
anasmeﬁsatwoﬁenﬁvesimcpmxopub\icr:sn? R aaeesest

Recreetion. Will the proposs! result int

1. Animpatt upon the quslity ot queantity of exitting nercaﬁoml opponunitia? s %&:.ENQA& FINe
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Culiural Resvurees. Yes Maybe No

1. Will the proposal result in the alteration of or the destruction of a prehistorit or historic archeological site?.

C

m m

2. Will sthe proposal result in adverse physiczl or sesthetic effects w0 a prehistoric or historic building,
structure, or objeet?. .. ... ...

3. Does the proposal kave ths potential 10 cause a physical change which would affect unique ethnic cultural

oo O

4. Will the proposal restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potentisl impactarea? . .. .........

Maondasory Findings af Siznificance,

1. Doss the project have the potential 1o degrade the quality of the environment, reduce the habitat of 3 fish or
wildiife species, cause a fish or wildlife population W drop below self-sustaining ievels, threaten to eliminate
a plant or 2nimal commumty, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rarz or endangered plant or
animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?

O

2. Does the project have the potential to achiave short term, to the disadvantage of long-term, envircnmental

LI ™)

3. Does the project have impacts which are indivicually limited, but cumulatively considerable? ... ...%...

4. Does the project have environmentat efiects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
eitherdirectly Of InGIreCtlY? . it i it e e e arrrenataacnaaasanacsosssoonanannnnns

181, DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMMENTAL EVALUATION. /See Commeants Attached)

0O 00
[

V. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
On the basis of this initial evaluation:
m.\l find the oroposed project COULD NOT have 3 uignificant effect on the environment, and 5 NEGATIVE DECLARATION will
‘be prepired. .

D I find that although the proposad project could have 2 significant effect on the eavironment, there will nat be a sigrificant etfect
in thih c3se because the wmitigation measures described on an attached sheet have been added to the project. A NEGATIVE

DECLARATION will be propared.
L_] i find the proprsed project MAY have a significant eftzct on the environment, and 2n ENVIRONMEB)TAL IMPACT REPORT
’

is requied. .

Dae: 2/ 25. [.91 . 7z ﬁ,% :
7 the State Lands(Commission
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DISCUSSION GF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION
MILLER-SHURTLEFF BUOYS

Overcovering Soil

The two exisiing mooring buoys cover a small portion «f the iake bottom.
Each buoy utilizes a concrete anchor block approximately two square feet in'bottom
area. These blocks, placed on the lake bed will cover that portion of substrate upon
which they rest. This impact would be cousidered insignificant as the-buoys are‘in
place already.

Turbidity

‘The placement of a buoy may have created an episode of turbidity as the
anchor made: contact with the lake bottom. Such an event would be brief. In this
case, the buoys are already in place and should not create such an event. Only if the
anchors wers moved, sither by intent or shifting from winds puiling a mocred boat
and its attendant bucy, would turbidity cccur. Such an impact would be negligible.

Plant Species

The buoys may create a minor change in plant species. If the bottom is a
sandy substrate, introducing a concrete anchor could introduce an environment for
sessile aquatic plants to colonize. Such an impact would be minor, also colonizadion
should have occurred as the buays are already in place. The lake bottom in this
location is both cobble and sand.

Anime! Species

‘The buovs as mentioned in D.1. could introduce new plant species into an
otherwise unpopulated substrate. ‘This in turn could attract grazing organisms to the
newly colonized anchor, taking up residence at the site. Such an impact would be
minor.

The two mooring ‘buoys affect waterborne traffic patterns. Boats moving
closer toward shore might have to avsid the buoys and their attendant boats to avoid
collision or propeller fouling.

Ski boats and faster moving boats might have to pass farther from the buoys
to avoid:injury to the skiers or collision.

Trolling activities will have to be conducted farther from shore to avoid
fouling lines cn anchor chains or the applicants' pier. This would include top linz
and deep trolling. These-impacts will not be new as the buoys are already in place.

®
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R.1. Aesthetics

The two mooring buoys create an impact upon the aesthetics and scenic vista,
The buoys are small, blue and white, and float on the

Most. viewing in this area will be by
owners. Public im ini {
the beach. The impacts wili be small, The

_existing, already in place.
S.1.  Recreation
The buoys will impact recreation by affecting to a minor degree, trolling and

water skiing activities in the area. Other recreation will not be affected as the buoys
are adjacent 10 private property.
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PEVE VALSON. Gowornoy

STATE QF CALIFORIA
P

- = “
STATE LANDS COMMISSION ﬁgmgz

LEQ.T. EicCANTHY, Licutenarni Governor Secrarmento, CA 95333

IRY DAVRS, Controlier
¥ CHARLES WARKEN
ICAMAS W. HAYES, Director of Financa :

May 21, 1991
File Ref.: WP 3557
EiIR ND: 552

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

A Negative Declaration has been prepared pursuant 1o the requirements of
the California Environmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et seq., Public Rescurces 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 Cod:
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 SRS
to the State Lands Commission office shown above with atter .on to the undersigned. All 17
comrnents must be received by June 21, 1991, g

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

A

Division of Eanvironmental
Flanning and Management

Attachment
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STATE OF CALFURNIA

R e YR e

" 3 EXECUTIVE OFFICE

STATE LANDS COMPMISSION e Smert
LEO T. McCARTAY, Lisutensnt Govamor Sacracwons, CA 95814
GRAY DAWIS, Consaller

S, L r CHANLES WARRER
THOMAS W. HAVES, Director of Finsnce G Officar

Project Title: Breuner/Grebitus — Authorization of Four Existing Buoys

Proponents: William R. Breuner/Edwin A. Grebitus, Jr.

Project Location: Lake Tahoe, 4920-4930 West Lake Blvd,, APNs 097-100-14, 21
& 22, Homewcod, Placer County.

Project Description: Authorization of four existing mooring buoys.
Contact Person: Jacques Graber Telephone: 916/323-7205

This document is 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 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 bave a significant effect on the environment.

/__/ mitigation measures included in the project will avoid potentially significant effects.
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' STATEC LANDS COMMISSION

ERVIRORMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT CHFGKLIST — PART 1

Form 13.20 (7732}

'BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Appiicant: William R. Breuner/edwin A. Grebtus Jr.

File Ret.: PRC 3557

vail £ngineering

1470 Maria Lane

P.0. Box 879

Walnut Creek, CA 95730

Tahoe city, CA 95730

Attn: Xevin Agan

Checklist Date: ___ 95720/ 91

Contact Person: __JaCGues Sraser

TC!QDhOGQZi 916 ) 323‘7209

Purpose: Authorize continued placement and use of four mooring buoys.

© s

Locamon: 4920 west Lake Blvd., APN 097-100-14 ind 097-100-21, Lake Taoe, Placer

County, CA

Dascription: authorize continued placen~=nt ang use of four existing mooring buoys-

Persons Contesiiot:

1l. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explain sl] “yes” and “maybe’’ answers)
A, LEarth. Will the preposal resultin:

1. Unstatde earth conditions or changes in geologic subsTructures? . . . L i i e e
. Disruptions, displacemants, compaction, of overcoveringof thasoif?. . ...........

.Onmgemtomawyotgrmmdwriacuehcfteuums?..........

. Any increase m wind Of water erosion of 30ils, 2ither on or off the L7

2

3

4 The destruction, covering, of moditici tion 6§ 1y umque geologic or physiczl features?
5

6.

Changes in depotition of 2ros:on of beoch sands. or changes in siltation, depositicd or ezpsion whcchmxv
modity the channel of 3 niver or steam or the bed of the ocesn Gf any bay, inlet, or mke? .. .. -

7. Exposuce of 3il people or progenty 10 geslogic hazards such & earthquskes, lmdslades mudsl;ﬁa grow. d;
faiture, OF SIMIlar NBZBFAST. . v o v veaveasorannnossrmresossrioa e anansonees
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i Wl the Broposal result in- .
-

H

L. Substantial arr amrussions of fietenoszuon of ambient air Quality?
2. The ereation of objzctionable odors?. cae. .
3. Atteratien of sir movement, moisture or termpe

Barer. win the proposal result in:

J

1.

ngeintheamcumofsur!acewaxefm*mywnerbodv?...._............................

Disthzrge into surface waters, or in 2y aiteravon of surface water qQuality, including byt not limited 1o
aemperature,dimlveduvgenorturbidi:v?..

2,

3. -
4.

5.

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

00 Goor

7. Changa.- in the quanuity of ground waters, either through ds
ception of an aquifer by cuss or axcavations? , | ..

ol
—
7

.-l
. |

8. Substanua reduztion in the amount of Wwalsr otherwise availsble for public water supplies? . e,

9. Expesure of Peaple 0: property 1o water-related hazards sycn 33 llooding or tigs! waves? L ... ... .

L
r-i-\
- o

L
7

10. Signitican; changes in the temperature, flow or chemical content of surface !hml prings?. . | | e
B. Plans Lite. Will the Proposa recuit in:

1. Change in the divarsity of species, or aumbar of any
:mdacuahcntmts)-..................

2. Reduction of the numb.

0 an 2re3, or resuif in a bartier to the migration or movement of

--..---..o-...-a-...---..-----...y ....................... v e

4. Deterivrangn 19 existing fisk or wildlife habitar?_ e

Nerive. Wilh the Proposal resuls in:

1. mcremmeaizﬁngnoiselmls?. e,

2. Exposure of PECDIe 10 sovere nore levals? . ..

Lizht and Glore, vy the proposal renult in:

V. The production of new light or Qlace? ..

Land Usr. wiis 1 Propzal result in:

1. A substanqg; alterstion of the present or plannet 1ang use of 3n area?. .
Neturat Resources wy the propesal result in:

LR lnmmhxhenteofuseofmm(um fesQurces?. .. ... .. Ces
2. Substantial depletion of any nonrentwable resources? | | e




Risk of Upser, Does the pioposal res;m m ¥es Maybe No

L. Arisk of an explosicn of the release of hazardous substances {including, but not limited to, oil, pasticides,
chemicals, or rathation) in the event of an accident Orupsetconditions? ... .. ............. ceeaae D D

2. Fossible interference with emergency respense plan or an emergency evacuation plan? . . . D E’ E]
FPopulation. Will the proposai result in:

1 The sheration, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human population of the area? D [— ] E
flousng, Wil the propasat result n;

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

]
U

{ransportation|Circulation. Wil the proposal result in:

1. Generation of substantiai additiona! vehicular movement?, . . ... . . .. .

Bl

2. Affecting existing parking facilities, or create a demang *or new parking?. .

¢

..

3 Substannal impact upon existing transportation systems? L ... L. L. L. e
4. Alterations 10 present patterns of circulation or movement of people and/or goods?

5. A!tetauonstowalcrbcr‘-.:,rail,orarrttafﬁc? e e e i c e,

00000
OBE000O0

GINEIE]

6 Increase in tratfic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists, or pedestrians?

R T S

FPublie Services, Wil the proposal have an effect upon, or result in a need for new or aitered governmenta!
sefviCes in 2ny of the {ollowing sreas:

1. Fizeprotecuon?.......,.,.....
2. Policeprotection? . ... ..........
3.Schools? .. ... L
4. Parks end other recreational tacilities?, ., ... ..

5. Maintenance of public facilities, including roads?.

0OO0000o o

6. Other governmental services?, . .. ... ..... ..
Energy. Will the proposal resultin:

l.Useoisubstantialmoumsoffuelorcnergy?..........................................

Bl BREREF

2. Substanual increase in demand upon existing so:irces of energy, or require the development of new sources? .
Utilities. Will the proposal result in 3 need for new tystems, or substantial alteretions to the following utilities:

1. Power or naturat gas?. . .

2. Communication systems?

S.Water2. ... . .......

4. Sewer or septic tanks? . .

5. Storm water gdrainaga? . .

6. Solid wasts and Qisposal? Ceenean

.

U0 000000 oo

Humar: Health, Wil the proposal result in:
1. Creation of any health harsrd or potentiat health hazerd texcluding mental health)?

B8 B85

2. Exposumofneoolewpo:emialhcc!thhazards?........................

Aestheties. Will the proposs! result in:

1. The obstruction of any $CErAC Vista Of view open 10 the public, or will the proposal result in he creation of
an aesnenically offensive site open to public view?

O
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Recreation. Wil the proposal result in:

G R e e

L. An impact upon the quality o quantity of existing recreational opnortunities?. . . . ing- SHBAR R D &a Q
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Cultural Resources. . Yes Maybe-No

o e
1. Will the proposal result in the alteration of or the destruction of a prehistoric or historic archsological site? . U L f é( ;

2. Will the proposal resul’ in adverse physical or srsthetic effects to a prehistoric or histaric building, D [.‘ -

structure, or object?
oL@

4 Will the proposal restrict existing religious or sacred user within the potential-npactares? ..., . . .. D [ ! !,;
Mendatory Findings of Sipnificance,

1. Does the project have the potential ta degrade the quality of the 2nvironment, reduce the habitat of 2 fish or
wildlife species, cause a tish or wildlife pocuiation to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten 1o eliminate
a plsnt of animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of 3 rare or endangered plant or
animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?, .. ... ..

2. Does the project have the potenual to achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term:, environmental

3. Doas the project have impacts which are individually limited, but cumulatively considersbie? . et erea.

4. Does the project have environmental effects which will Cause substantial adverse effects on human beings;
mherdirecxlyofinditectlv?..........._.........................................

1. DISCUSSIGN OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (See Comments Attrached)

IV. PRELIMINARY BDETERMINATION
On the basis of this initial evalustion:

m t tind the propossg project COULD NOT have a significent effect on thewnvironment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION wyilt
) be Rrepared, .

[J i find that 3lthough the proposed project could have a significant effoct on the environment, thers will not be a significant effset
in th .

is cate because the mitigation measures described on an attached sheer have been addnd 1o the projct. A NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared,

i_:] i fing the proposed projecs MAY have a significant atiect. 57 the enviranment, and an ENVIAONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
i3 reqQuicd,

Bate: o5/ 20 ;&1 2 . e
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BREUNER/GREBTUS BUOY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project is located on the west shore of Lake Tahoe at the applicant’s upland

address of 4920-4930 W. Lake Bivd. northerly of Homewood, in Placer County.

The upsand portion of the parcel consists of a low bluff appreximately three feet
above HWL. A small scarp separates the upland from a gentiy sloping cobbly upper beach.
The upland 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 smal! 18 to 20 inch stone wall is constructed at the foot of the low escarpent.

The lakebed at the parcel slopes gently waterward. Substrate consists of cobbles and
boulders six inches and larger mixed with graveL Sandy, silty bottom is found at MILW,

Two buoy fields are located in the vicinity of the applicant’s parcel. Approximately

twenty buoys are located in the general buoy field. Two piers are located approximately 200

feet and 150 feet to either side of the applicant’s propenty.

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 California Departrnent of Fish and Game.
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BREUNER/GREBTUS BUOY

DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

A.1l. Earth Conditionus

The project involves authorization of placement of four existing mooring

buays. These will not alter any ground features or create unstable conditions.

Qwezcovering Soil

The buoys will employ concrete anchor blocks which rest on tlie bottom
substrate. Each block may cover approximately two square feet of lakebottom.
About eizht square feet of lakebottom will be covered, thus removing it from

accessibility to bottom dwelling organisms. The blocks are not heavy enough to

cause significant compaction and will mot prohibit burrowing -oiganisms from-

inhabiting 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 and weight wiil not modify the lakebottom features. Impacts will

be minimal.

‘-u”
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Ad. Unique Features

The lakebed in the area is flaz and lacks unique features. The anchor blocks
will not affect the lakeboitom 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
or regrading are required.which might upset botiom profiles and cause erosion. No

impacts will occur.

Siltation

The blocks are in place on a relatively level lakebed. No major currents are

in the area 1o move sediments. Over time a prevailing current could move silt- 0

collect to the side of the anchor blocks, The impact will be negligible.

Geologic Hazards

The blocks and buoys are placed directly on the lakebostom. Their size, etc.

will not induce seismic instabilities or ground failures. No impacts are axpected.

-—e o
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The mooring bucys 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.

The bucys are used for mooring purposes and create no emissions or odors.

Exkaust emissions would result only from powerboats mooring or casting-off 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.

CQurrents

The buoys and anchor blocks are small, less than four cubic feet in volume.

Treir placement will not affect currents or water movements,

Runoff

PTALENDAR PAG Sy
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The two buoys and anchor blocks are placed in the body of Lake Tahoe.

They will not affect surface water drainage patterns, etc.

C3. Flood Waters

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

C4. Surface Water

The bucys and anchor blocks are placed in the bedy of Lake Tarze. Their

volume will not affect the surface water volume of the lake.

C5. Turbidity

The buoys and blocks are placed such that the blocks rest on the surfacé of
the iakebed. Turbidity could result from a buoy block being dragged across the

bottom during high winds with a boat moored to the buoy. This impact would be
negligible.

C6. Ground Waters, Flows

“The buoys, placed on the lakebed will not penstrate the bottom and affect

.-
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ground warer flows,

C7.  Groundwater, Quantity

The buoys and anchor blocks rest directly on the substrate surface. They will
%ot penetrate the lakebed and affect groundwater supply.

C8. Water Supplies

The anchor blocks iind:buoys will not be uscd as water acquisition facilities,

The water supply at Lake Tahoe will not be impacted.

C9. Flooding, Etc.

The buoys and anchor hlocks are less than eight cubic feet in volume and will

not cause a situation leading to flocding. There will be no impact.

C10. Thermal Springs

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

D1, Plam Species-Divarsity






