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GENERAL PERMIT - RECREATIONAL USE

APPLICANT:
John E. McaAmis and Renee Mcamis
390 Honey Run Road
Chico, California 95928

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION:
A 0.027-acre parcel of submerged land located in Donner Lake
at Truckee, Nevada County.

LAND USE:
Construction and maintenance of a pier which is to be used
for recreational boating.

TERMS OF PROPOSED PERMXT:
Initial period:
Ten (10) years beyinning March 2, 1992.

Public liability insurance:
Combined single limit coverage of $500,000.

Special:
(1) The permit is conditioned on the consent of the
littoral owner.

(2) The permit prohibits the use of the facilities
for residential purposes.

(3) The permit conforms to the Lyon/Fogerty decision.
CONSIDERATION:
$254 per annum; with the State reserving the right to fix a
different rental on each fifth anniversary of the permit.
BASIS FOR CONSIDERATION:
Pursuant to 2 Cal. Code Regs. 2003,
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CALENDAR ITEM NO. 4 (CONT’D)

APPLICANT STATUS:
Applicant is not the owner of the upland.

PREREQUISITE CONDITIONS, FEES AND EXPENSES:
Filing fee and estimated processing costs have been
received.

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

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

AL 884:
03/18/92

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:

1. Applicant is not the littoral owner. The proposed pier
will extend into Donner Lake from common area littoral
lands vested in the Donner Lakeside Landing Homeowners
Association. Applicant is a homeowner and member of
the associaticn. The proposed permil is subject to the
written consent and aprroval of the littoral owner.

Pursuant to the Commission’s delegation of authority
and the State CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. Code

Regs. 15025), the staff has prepared a Proposed
Negative Declaration identified as EIR ND 590, State
Clearinghouse No. $2023003. Such Proposed Negative
Declaration was prepared and circulated for public
review pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

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

This activity involves lands identified as possessing
significant environmental values pursuant to

P.R.C. 6370, et seq. Based upon the staff’s
consultation with the persons nominating such lands and
through the CEQA review process, it is the staff’s

¢ ‘nion that the project, as proposed, is consistent
with its use classification.

APPROVALS OBTAINED:
California Department of Fish and Game.
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CALENDAR ITEM NO. 2 @ (CONT’'D)

FURTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED:
Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board and the County
of Nevada.

EXHIBITS:
A. Land Description
B. Location Map
C. Proposed Negative Declaration

IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

CERTIFY THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION, EIR ND 580, STATE
CLEARINGHOUSE NO. 92023003, WAS PREPARED FOR THIS PROJECT
PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF THE CEQA AND THAT THE
COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION
CONTAINED THEREIN.

ADOPT THE PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND DETERMINE THAT
THE PROJECT, AS APPROVED, WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT EFFECT
ON THE ENVIRONMENT.

AUTHCRIZE [SSUANCE TO JOHN E. McAMIS AND RENEE McCAMIS A TEN-
YEAR GENERAL PERMIT - RECREATIONAL USE, BEGINNING MARCH 2,
1992, SUBJECT TO STAFF’S PRIOR RECEIPT OF THE LITTORAL
OWNER’S WRITTEN CONSENT AND APPROVAL OF THIS PERMIT AND
STRUCTURE; [N CONSIDERATION OF ANNUAL RENT IN THE AMOUNT OF
$254, WITH THE STATE RESERVING THE RIGHT TO FIX A DIFFERENT
RENTAL ON FEACH FIFTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE PERMIT; PROVISION OF
PUBLIC LIABILITY INSURANCE FOR COMBINED SINGLE LIMIT
COVERAGE OF $500,000 FOR CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF A
PIER UTILIZED FOR RECREATIONAL BOATING ON THE LAND
DELINEATED ON EXHIBIT A" ATTACHED AND BY REFERTNCE MADE A
PART HEREOF.
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EXHIBIT “A”
LAND DESCRIPTION

Ordinary Low Water Line

SITE MAP

McAmis
APN: 17-160-30

Donner Lakeside Landing Homeowner Assn.

APN: 17-160-26

(Concrete Wall)

|
|
|
|
|
|
|

A

10 foot use area
10 foot use area

| <8 feet —»-

EXHIBIT "A"

W 8670.115
Donner Lake

No Scale Nevada County
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EXHIBIT "c"

REQUEST FOR SHORTENED REVIEW
Mc AMIS RECREATIONAL PIER

Exceptional Circumstan

This project is a proposed recreational pier at Donner Lake in Nevada County.

The staff of the State Lands Commission is requesting a Shortened Review pursuant to
PRC Section 21091 because the project applicant is under severe time constraints with
respect to his exercising available options.

The project applicant has received a Stream or Lake Altcration Permit (11-651-91) from
the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG). One of the conditions of this
permit is that "work in the lake bed shall be corducted only in dry areas; concrete forms
and concrete shall only be poured in leak prodf forms in dry areas” (emphasis added).
Tke CDFG permit also requires that construction be confined to the period March 1
through October 15.

Historically, the Sierra Pacific Power Company, which controls the storage and release of
water from the dam at Donner Lake, has restricted the outflow from the lake on

April 15. In a conversation with that agency on January 31, 1992, staff was advised that,
because of the extreme drought conditions, the company will begin holding water in the
lake on March 15, a month ahead of schedule. Due to the subsequent rise of the water
level in the lake, the applicant will no longer be able to meet Fish and Game’s condition
regarding construction only in a dry area of the lake.

To ensure the applicant’s ability to construct the facility in compliance with the
conditions imposed by Fish and Game, the State Lands Commission must act on this
application at its next meeting. While the meeting date has not yet been set, staff
anticipates that a meeting will be set during ike week of March 2, 1992.

A shortened review period of Zi days for the attached Initial Study/Proposed Negative
Declaration will ailow the Commission to consider the project and the applicant to meet
the time constraints of the CDFG permit.
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Shortensd Review Ragquest Form
(To be filled out and signed by the Lead Agency and submited with project documents to SCH)

To: State Clearinghousc From: State Lands Commission
1400 Tenth Street Lead Agancy

1807 13th Strreet
Sacramento, CA 95814 .

Sacramento, CA

Phone#: (916) 324-4728

SCH# Contact: . .

Px*xfﬂda M. Amis Recreaticnal . ..-

Project Location: bonner Laxe
Cly

Explain “axceptionsl circumstances”(CEQA, Section 1520%(d)) for requesting a shortensd review.

PLEASE

List stete responeibia & truetes agenciee, as well 28 any agencles that have commented on the project
(Send advance copies of the documant to these agencies):

Department of Fich and Came

Truckee=NDonneyr Recyeatian £ Dary Diatriect

As designated representative for the lead agency, I verify, in their behalf, that there is no "statewidz, regional, or
areawide significance™ 1o this project.

Today's dats: Juruary i 1992

vwlght Do oL anaor: l : l ' %‘_{_})}‘ PAG.{::. “"Qi .
—— i , [HINUTE PAGE Skts
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA PETE WILE ., Governor

STATE LANDS COMMISSION EXECUTIVE OFFICE
1607 - 13th Street

LEO T. McCARTHY, Lisutenant Governcr Sacramento, CA 95814

GRAY DAVIS, Controller
THOMAS W. HAYES, Director of Finance CHARI:ES WARR
Executive Officer

January 31, 1992
File: W 8670.115
ND 580

NOTICE OF PUBLIC REVIEW OF A I;ROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
(SECTION 15073 CCR)

A Negative Declaration has been prepared pursuant to the requirements of
the California Environmental Quality A<t (Section 21000 et seq., Public Resources Code),
the State CEQA guidelines (Section 15000 .t seq., Title 14, California Code Regulations),
and the State Lands Commission Regulations (Section 2901 et seq., Title 2, California Code gg

Regulations) for a project currently being processed vy ihe staff of the State Lands
Comumission.

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 February 24, 1992,

Should you have any questions or need additional information, please call the
undersigned at (916) 324-4715.

Attachment
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

STATE LANDS COMMISSION EXECUTIVE OFFICE
1807 - 13th Street

LEC T. McCARTHY, Lisutenant Governor Sacramento, CA 95814

GRAY DAVIS. Controller
THOMAS W. HAYES, Director of Finance CHARLES WARREN
Executive Officer

PETE WILSON, Governor

PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

File: W 8670.115
ND 580
SCH No. 92023003

Project Title: McAmis Recreational Pier
Proponent: John McAmis

Project Location: Northwest shore of Donner Lake, 15837 Lakeside Landing,
adjacent to APN 17-160-12, Nevada County. .

Project Description: Proposed construction of an 8 x 32’ recreational dock on the
northwest shore of Donner Lake. Ten wooden pilings will be
used to support a wooden deck. Pilings will be attached to 2'6"
concrete blocks. The blocks will be placed a minimum of 18"
into the lake bed. Construction will occur on the dry lake bed
as water levels permit.

Contact Person: Judy Brown Telephone: 916/324-4715

This document is prepared pursuant to the requiremeats of the California
Environmental Guality 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, Catifornia Code Regulations).
Based upon the attached Initial Study, it has been found that:

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

/X / mitigation measures included in the project will avoid potentially significant effects.
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'.S TATC LANDS COMMISSION

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST — PART I
Furm 13.20 (7/82) File Ref.: W 8670 135

I. BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A,

Apphcant: John McAmis

390 Honey Run,koad‘

Chico, €A 95928

Checklist Date: _01 [/ 39 / 92

Contact Person: _ Judy__Brown
Telephone: {916 ) 324-4715

Purpose: To construct a private dock for recreational purpases

- " «

Location: Northwest shore of Donrer Lake, 15837 Lakeside Landina, adjacent
to APN: 17~160-12, Nevada County

Description: _PYXopcsac construction of an 3’ X 327, open piling recreatjonal

pier. Pilings will be attached to 2’6 “ concrete blocks and set in the

lake bed a minimum of 18”. construction will be performed on the dry _

Persons Contacted: L+ake bed when water levels permit.

Pat O “‘Brien

Department of Fish and Game

Karry Przetiorski

Wevada County Planning

tl. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explain all “yes” and “maybe” answers)

A.

Earth  Will the proposal result in: Yes Maybe No

1. Unstable earth conditions or clianges in geolegic substructures? . . . . . . l:] D i;—_‘
. Disruptions, displacements, compaction, or overcoveringof thosoil?. ... . ....... E
. Change in topography or graund surfice relief fectures? ... .. v oot enn s B
. The destruction, covering, or wodifici ticn of any unique geologic or physical feature:?

. Any increase in wind or water erosion of sotis, either on or off the site?. .

CRCErE L N

2
3
4
5
]

Changes in deposition or erosion of beach ssads, or chatyes . s.iaton, deposition or erosiongylych may
modify the channel of a river or stream or the bed of the ocesn or any bay, inlet, or fake? ..., ...
LALLouniy PISE e
Exposure of all people or property to geologic hazards such as earthquanes, lan :l;ln;'eamupﬁt}gzs. ground
failure, or similar hazards?. .. ... ... Iy il

NI R P AT I R N Y I AR




Air. Will the proposal result in:

1. Substantial air emmissions o1 deterioration of ambient air quality?. . .......... R
2. The creation of objectionable 0dors?. . . ... . ... ittt e
3. Alteraticn of air movement, moisture or temperature, or any change in climate, either locally or regionally? .
Ioser. Will the proposal resultin:

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

Changes m absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the rate and amount of surface water runoff?, . .. ...

2.
3. Alterations to the course or flowof flood waters? .. .. .. ...t ienineriinarneanen
4.

Changeintheamoumofsurfacewaterinanywaterbody?..........

5. Discharge into surface waters, or in any alteration of surface water quality, including but not limited to
temperature, dissolved cxygen or trbidity? . . ... .. oh s e aren e et eee e

6. Alteration of the direct on or rate of flow of groundwaters?. . ..., . veueecerroreroncaen.

7. Change 1n the quantity of ground wiaters, either through direct additions or withdrawals, or through inter-
cepcion of an aquifer by CUTS Or EXCaVATONS? . .. ... ..t cecneserns e ccacanoncneens

8. Substantial reduction in the amount of water otherwise available for public w-ter supplies? ...........
g, Exposure of people 01 property to water-related hazards such as flooding or tidal waves? . . ...........
10. Significant changes in the temperature, flow or chemical conitent of surface thermal springs?. ... ... ....

Mant Life. Will the proposal tesultin: .

1. Change in the diversity of species, or number of any species of plants (including trees, shrubs, grass, crops,
ONG BQUALIE PIANTS)?. o v v i et ae e st vasaasnaseesanoaatanee ot st e tena s e

2. Reducuun of the numours of any unique, rare or endangered speciesof plants?. . ... ..o ie il

3. Introduction of new species of plants into an area, or in a barrier to the normal replenishment of existin
9

DT T 7 R
4. Reduction 1n acreage of any agricultural Crop? .. ..o v ottt oo arraen ot
tnimal {.ife  Wiil the proposal result in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any species of animals (birds, land animals including
reptiles, fish and shellfish, benthic organisms, or 11111 7 I A I R R R

2. f.+ wuon of the numbers of any unique, rare or endangered species of animals?, ... ot

3. Inhcuuction of new sp2cies of animals into an area, or result in a barriet to the migration or movement of

BT LT L 72 I R
4. Deterioration to existing fish or wildlife habitat?. . . e
None. Will the proposal result in:

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

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

Light ard Glure. Will the proposal result in:

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

Land Use. Will the proposal result in:

1. Asubstantial alteration of tie present or planned land use of an area?.
Notural Resources. Wil the proposai resultn:

1. Increase in the rate of use of any natural resources?. . . ..........

2. Substanuial depletion of any nonrenewable resources? . . .........
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Rixk of Upses. Does the proposal result in:
fUp Yes Mayba No

1. Arisk of an explosicn or the release of hazardous substances (including, but not limited to, oif, pesticides,
chemicals, or radiation) in the event of an accident or upset conditions? . . . .. ................... rx._]

2. Possible interference with emergency response plan or an emergency evacuation plan? . . . b-d
Population.  Will the preposal result in:

1 The alteration, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human population of the area?
Housing. Will the proposat result in:

1. Atfecting existing housing, or create a demand for additional housing? . . .
Transportation/Circelation. Wiil the proposal result in:

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

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

3. Substantial impact upon existing transportation systems? . . . .. .............

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

5. Alterations to waterborne, rail,orairtraffic? . . ........................

Looocoo o o

6. Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists, or pedestrians? . . . ... .........0 0. ..... .

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

1. Freprotection? . . ..............
. Policeprotection? . . .............
.Schools? . ....................
. Parks and other recreational facilities?. . .....

. Maintenance of public facilities, mcluding roads?.

2
3
4
5
6

. Qther governmental services?. ... ..........
Enesgy, Will the proposal result in:

1. Usd of substantial amounts of fuel or energy?. .. ... ittt e e e e,

LOooOoood
N O I

10

2. Subszantial increase in demand upon existing sources of energy, or require the development of new sources? .
Unlities. Will the proposal result in a need for new systems, or substantial alterations to the following utilities.
1. Power or natural gas?. , .

. Communication systems?

Water?, . ...........

. Storm water drainage? . .

onooC.o
Oouoocon

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

. shd waste and disposal? ... ......
Human lieelth. Will the proposal result in:
1. Creation of any health hazard or potentual health tiaeardd (excliuding mental nedin
2, Exposure of pecple to potential health hazards?
Aesthetics. Wil the preposal result in

1. The obstruction of any scenic vista or view oper: to the pPUblC, OF Wb the LM< LS for e It v "
an aesthetically offensive site open to public view? . .

Recreation, Wil the proposal result in:

1. Animpact upon the quality or quantity of existing recreational opportunities?.

CALENDAR PAGE
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Culiural Resources. Yes Maybe No

. , . . . ) =1
1. Will the proposal result in the alteration of or the destruction of a prehistoric or fistoric archeological site? . r_| ] ;

]
]
H
.

2. Will the proposal result in adverse physical or aesthetic effects to a prehistoric or historic building,
struclure,mobiect?........................................n..................

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

values7

4. Will the proposal restrict existing religious cr sacred uses within the potential impact area? . . . . . e

Mandatory Findings of Significance.

1. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a tish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate
a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a 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 potential to achieve short term, to the disadvantage of long-term, environmental

goals7

3. Does the project have impacts which are individually limited, but cumulatively consideratle? . . ... ... ..

4. Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
eitherdirectlyorindir'ectlv?...........................,.........................

fil. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (See Comments Attached)

V. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

l. 1 | find the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will
be prepared.
roposad.

fl(] | find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a sng;u ficant effect
in this case because 4he mitigation measures dosoesied er=otMehiadeahast have been added to the project. ANEGATIVE

DECLARATION weiiebepiopassd. has been prepared.

l__] | find the propesed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMrACT REPORT
is requied.

Date: 0¥ 31 /L92 / v -
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Project Description

This project proposes the construction of a 10 piling
recreational pier, 8/ wide by 32’ in length, to be 1located
waterward of APN: 17-160-12, 15837 Lakeside Landing, on the
northwestern shore of Donner Lake, Nevada County.

The pier will be attached to the upland by a post and beanm
wocd frame adjacent to the existing concrete retaining wall
separating the lake from the upland. The pier pilings will be set
in 2/6" steel drums filled with concrete which will rest in the
lake bed. The holes for the pilings will be dug by hand tools to
a minimum depth of 18". The pilings will be set in 276" steel
drums filled with concrete prior to bein¢g placed into the lake bed.
The deck will be constructed of wood material. The proposed
construction will take place within Donner Lake at its lowest water
level. The Department of Fish and Game will be notified prior to
the commencement of construction. The pier pilings will not be
treated with wood preservatives. No treated material will be used
that might come in contact with the lake water. .

Environmental Setting

The shore area of the proposed project site contains a concrete
wall which fronts four lots within this area. The wall existed
prior to applicant’s acquisition of the upland property. Two other
single~family dwellings exist along this segment of the shoreline
to the west.

Immediately east of the proposed project site lies a vacant lot.
Approximately 100 feet to the east of the proposed project location
is a recreational pier and gazebo used by the Donner Pines West
Recreation Association.

The Truckee-Donner Recreation District owns and operates a public
day use area located approximately 260/ to the west of the proposed
project. Uses of the day area include, shoreline fishing, a
delineated swimming area, power and manually-operated boats and
floating devices, and sunbathing.

The existing recreational uses of the lake within the proposed
project are seasonal and may include swimming, use of recreational
floating devices, boating, shoreline fishing and trolling.
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III. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION
MCAMIS RECREATIONAL PIER

Earth

1.

Earth Conditions

The project involves construction of an 8’ x 32’ open
piling recreational pier. This construction will not
cause unstable earth coaditions or changes in the
geologic substructure of the project site.

Compaction, Overcovering of the Soil
The proposed pier piiihgs will be set in 2/6" steel drums
filled with concrete which will cover and compact the

soil where they rest on the bed of Donner Lake. This
impact is not considered t~ be significant.

Topography

This project would not involve grading or the placement
of £ill upon the ground surface. There will be no impact
to the existing topography of the project site.

Unique Features

This proposed project is designed with open construction
to reduce impacts on the lake bed. The shore has been
modified with a rock retaining wall. This project would
not involve the placement of fill into the bed of Donner
Lake. This project will not have an impact on unique
features.

Erosion

The proposed pier is of open piling de51gn. Pier pilings
will be set in 2/6" steel drums filled with concrete
which will rest in the lake bed. The construction and
placement of this pier will not increase wind or water
erosion of soils.

Siltation

The proposed project would be constructed on the dry lake
bed durlng low water levels. Water level rise might
cause minor siltation after the progect is completed.

Some minor prevailing currents may exist durlng normal
lake levels but the accrual of silts will be minimal.
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