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APPROVE RECREATIONAL PIER PERMITS FOR
BUOYS IN LAKE TAHOE

APPLICANTE:
As listed on Exhibit "A" attached

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

Renewal optizns:
tlone

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

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

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

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

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

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

OTHER PERTINENT INPORMATION:
1. Pursuant to the Commission’s delegation of authority
and the State CEQA Guidelines {14 Cal. Code
Regs. 15025), the staff has preparsd Proposed Negative
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Declarations as identified in Exhibit "C". Such
Proposed Negative Declarations were prepared and
circulated for public review pursuant to the provisions
of the CEQA.

Bazed upon the Initial Studies, the Proposed Negative
Declarations, and the comments received in response
thereto, there is no substantial evidence that the
respective projects will have a significant effect on
the environment. (14 Cal. Code Regs. 15074(b))

These activities involve lands identified as possessing
significant environmental values pursuant to

P.R.C. 6370, et sea. Based upon the staff’s
consultation with the persons nominating such lands and
through the CEQA review process, it is the staff’s
opinion that the projects, as proposed, are consistent
with their use classification.

In order to determine the other potential trust uses in
the area, the staff contacted representatives of the
following agencies: Tahoe Regional Planning Agency,
Department of Fish and Game, County of Placer, County
of El Dorzad, and the Tahoe Conservancy. None of these
agencies expressed a concern that the proposed projects
would have a significant effect on trust uses in this
area. The agencies did not identify any trust needs
which were not being met by existing facilities in the
area. Identified trust uses in this area include
swimming, boating, waiking along the beach, and views
of the lake.

All permits include special language in which the
pernittee/lessee agrees to protect and replace or
restore, if required, the habitat of Rorippa
subumbellata, commonly called the Tahoe Yellow Cress, a
State-listed endangered plant species.

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

If any structure authorized is found to be in
nonconformance with the Tahoe Regicnal Planning
Agency’s Shorezone ordinance, and if any alterations,
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repairs, or removal regquired pursuant to said ordinance
are not accomplished within the designated time period,

then the permit will be automatically terminated,
effective upon notice by the State, and the site

shall

be cleared pursuant to the terms thereof. If the
location, size, or number of any structure hereby
authorized is to be altered, pursuant to order of the
Tahoea Regional Planning Agency, lessee shall request

the consent of State to make such alterations.

Regarding items C and D, the issuance of these permits
supersedes any prior authorization made by the State

Lands Commission at their respective locations.

APPROVALS OBTRAINED:
El Dorade County, Placer County, and Tahoe Regional P
Association.

EXEIBITSB:
A. DApplicant List
B. Locaticn Map
C. Negative Declarations
IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

CERTIFY THAT NEGATIVE DECLARATIONS, EXHIBIT "C", WERE

lanning

PREPARED FOR THESE PROJECTS PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF
THE CEQA AND THAT THE COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED, CONSIDERED,

AND ADOPTED THE INFORMATION CONTAINED THEREIN.

ADOPT SUCH NEGATIVE DECLARATIONS AND DETERMINE THAT THE
PROJECTS, AS APPROVED, WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON

THE ENVIRONMENRT.

FIND THAT THY ISSUANCE Of THE PERMITS FOR ITEMS F AND

G

SUPERSEDE ANY PRIOR AUTHORIZATION MADE BY THE STATE LANDS

COMMISSION AT THEIR RESPECTIVE LOCATIONS.
AUTHORIZE THE ISSUANCE OF FIVE-YEAR RECREATIONAL PiER

PERMITS TO THY APPLICANTS LISTED IN EXHIBIT YA" FOR THE

RETENTICON OF EXISTING BUOYS/STRUCTURES ON THE LANDS

DESCRIBED ON EXHIBIT "BP ATTACHED AND BY REFERENCE MADE A

PART HEREOF.
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BRXRIBIT “A®

RECRBATIONAL PIER PERMITS FOR CALENDAR OF_AUGUST 12, 1981

APPLICART

LOCATION

LAND USE
AND 8TATUE

UPLAND
PROPERTY
DEBCRIPTION

Page 1 of 2

CLASSIFPICATION
BoRE )y e

Daniel & Christine
Heioughlin

P.0. Box 731

Carnelian Bay, CA 95711

Lake Tahoe,
Placer County

Retention of
two mooring
buoys

ot 9 of Lake
Forest on Lzake
Tahce Unit #2

91052031 551

s

W 24609

Richarﬁ & Prieda Klein
P.O. Box 5185
Tahoe City, CA $5730

Lake Tahoe,
Placer County

Retention of
two mooring
buoys

Lot 7 of Lake
Park Terrace

91052080

W 24637

Thonas & Martha Huches
1046 - 46th Street
Sacramento, CA 95319

Lake Tahoe,
Placer Ccunty

Retention of
two mooring
bhuoys )

Lot 6 & 6A of
Blachkwood Cove

91052079

W 24671

Barbara Bassett

c/o George Bassett
1838 Tice Valley Blvd.
Walnut Creek, CA 94595

Lake Teahoe,
Placer County

Retention of
one mooring
buoy

Portion of
N1l/2 of
Section 25,
Township 15N,
Range 16E

91052078
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BXHIBIT A"

RECREATIONAL PIER PERMITS FOR CALENDAR OF_JAUGUST 12, 1993

CORDER
HO.

APPLICANT

LOCATICN

LAND USBF
ARD STATUS

UPLAND
PROPERTY
DESCRIPTION

CLASSIFICATION
8CH ¥ HD#

PRC 3551

Miller/shurtleff
30 Las Cascades Road
Orinda, CA 94563

Lake Tahoe,
El Dorado
County

Existing pier,
boathouse,and
retention of
two mooring
buoys

Portion of N
1/2 of '
Fractional SE
1/4 of
Section 20,
Township 14N
Range 17E

91042039 549

PRC 3557

Breuner/Grebitus
1470 Maria Lane, #490
wWalnut Creek, CA 94596

Lake Tahoe,
Placer County

Existing pier
and retention
of four
mooring

buoys

Lot 70 and ‘71
of Lakeside
on Lzike Tahoe

91052072 552

HPRC 7130

Charles J. Winton
110 Lyforé Drive
Tiburon, CA 94920

Lake Tahoe,
Placer County

Existing pier
and boatlift
and retention
of two mooring
buoys

Lot 60, Block
25 Lakeside
on Lake Tahoe

91052071 553
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AUGUST 2, 1991

W 24587
W 24509
W24637
W 24571
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EXHIBLIE "C“

STATE COF CALIFORNIA PETE WILSON, Governae

~ EXECUTWE OFFICE
STATE LANDS COMMISSION 1807 - 13 Street

EO T. McCARTHY, Lisutenant Governor Sacramenio, CA 95814
RAY DAVIS, Controifer

. ; . CHARLES WARREN
HORIAS W. HAYES, Director of Finance Ex ive Officer

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

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

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

The document is attached for your review. Comments should be addressed:
to the State Lands Commission office shown above with attention to the undersigned. All
comments must be received by June 16, 1991,

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

cgues Ehades

JACQUES GRABER (28
Division of Environmental
Planning and Management

Attachment
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STATE OF CAUFORNIA

PETE VALSON. Governor

o EXECUTIVE OFFICE
I TATE LANDE COMIMISSION 1807 - 13th Street

LEQ T. McCARTHY, Lisutsnant Governor
GRAY DAVIS, Controiler
THOMAS V. HAYES, Director of Finsnce

Project Title:
Proponents:

Project Location:

Project Description:

Contact Person:

Sacramento; CA 93
CHARLES WARRE
Executive Officer

EIR ND: 551
File: W 24587
SCH No.: 91052031

McLoughlin —~ Authorization of Two Existing Buoys
Daniel P. McLoughlin

West shore of Lake Tahoe, 4040 North Lake Bivd, APN 092 @
142-07, Placer County.

Authorization of two existing mooiizg buoys.

Jacques Graber Telephone: 916/323-7209

This document is prepared pursuant to the requirements of the Califernia
Environmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et seq., Public Resour~es Code), the State CEQA
Guidelines (Section 15300 et seq., Title 14, California Code Reguiations), and the State
Lands Commission regulations {Section 2901 et s=q., Title 2, California Code Regulations).

Based upoxz-the attached Initial Study, it has been found that:

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

/_/ mitigaticn measures included in the project will avoid potentially significant effects.
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McLOUGHLIN BUOY ‘
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

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

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

Tahoe Shorezone Assessment {February, 1978).

A small 18 to 20 inch wooden wall is constructzd at the foot of:the low escarpment.

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

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

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

ENVIROBMENTAL IPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST - PART U
towm 1230 (7732} File Ref.: W?‘.: 24587

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A Apphcant:  Daniel £. Mclouehlin Vail Engineering
2.0, Box 731 P Q. Rax 879
__Camelian Bav. CA 95711 Tabge City. CA 95730

Artn:  Kevrin Agan

ChecklistDate: _ (4 / 12 /9]

Contact Person: ___Jacques A, Graber
Telephone: { 916 ) 323-7200

Purpase: _Antrharize tun exisring mooring booys

Locaton: _Dlesr shore of lake Tabae at unland address LGA0 N Tobw Blwd
APN 092-142-07-00, Placer County.

Descniption:

3mans N *?2

approximately 225 feet and 300 's property.

Persons Contacted:

1. ENVIROMNMENTAL IMPACTS. {Explain 2il “yes™ and “maybe”’ answers)
A. Lerth. Will the proposal resutting
1. Unstable earth conditions or changes in geotogic substructures? . . . . .
2. Disruptions, displacements, compaction, or overcoveringof thesoil?. . .. .. ... ....
Change i topegraphy or ground surtice celief Jeatures? . . ... ...
The destruction, covening, of modific: tion of any un:que grologic or phynical features?

Any increase in wind or water 2rotion of soils, eitheronor otf thesite?, . .. .. ...

in deposition or erocnon ot bexch sands, or changes in siltation, depositio
modify the channei of a river or stream or the bed of the ocean or any bay, inlet, or I3ke?




8

lzr. Vit the nroposai result i

T Substantial air emmussions o dietenoration of ambient air quality? ., ., i reeer et
J The creation of objectianable odors?, . . . C e ke s aareaveaeae e
3 Alteraticn of air movement, maisture or temperaiure, Or any change 1n climate, esther focally or regionally? .
ater Wil the prowosal result in,

i Chanues in the ciirents, or the course o direcion of water muvements, in either marine or fresh waters?

2 Changes i absoiplion rates, drainage patterns, or the rate and smount of surface water runoff?, ... ...

3 Alterations to the course or flow of fizod waters? ., |
4, Change in the amount of surface w2ler in any water body? et it aeararaaea et e

5, Duscharge into surfaze waters, or in any altersuon of surface water quality, including but not limited to
temperaiure, dissolved ¢ xygen or turoidity?. . .. ... e ieeata wraLsesearaeaaeeeans

€. Alteration of the direct on Gr r2te Of flow Of GroUNd WalerS? . . . .. it it it i n et e e neannnnss

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

B. Substanti2! reduction in the amount of water otharwise available for public water supplies? . ... . ..
9. Exposure of people o1 property to water-ielated hazards such as Hooding or tidal waves? ... ... ...

10. Sugnificant changes in the temperature, fiow or chemical content of surface thermal springs?. . .. ...

D. Plant Lite. Wil the proposal result in;

1. Change in the diverity of species, or number ot any species ot plants (including trees, shrubs, grass, crops,
Gnd BQUANIC DIANSIZ . L . L il L i it i ae e naeeseena e,

2. Reductiun of the numbers of any urigue, rare or endangered species of pIants?. .. . .o oo v v e vnee ...

3. Introducticn of new species of niants into an area, or in 2 barrier 10 the normal replenishment of existing

4. Reduction in acreage of any agricultural €10B7 . . v vttt i it i e e et e e
tnimel Life Wil the proposal result in:

! Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any species of animals (birds, 1and animals including
reptifes, fish and shelifish, benthic organisms, Or tn3e0ts)? . ...ttt ittt or i i e e iiennenns

Reduction of the numbers of any unique, 1are or endangered species of animals?. . . . .. oo vnn oo vn ..

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

4. Detenoration to existing fish or wildhfe habitat?,

Nepse, Wili the proposal resutt in:

1 Ingresse in existing noise levels?, | | |,

2. Exposure of people to severe none levels? . .

Lighi end Glare, Will the prooosal result in:

1 The production of new light or glare? |

fund Uae, Wil the proposa! result in:

1. A substantid! aiteration of the present or planned land use of an area?.
Nerura] Resxources. Will the proposal result in-

', Increasz in the rate of use of 2ny natusal resourees? . ... ... . ... ..

2. Substantia! depletion of sny nonrenewable resources? . ... ... ... crraea e

Yes Maybe No

~ =
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Rk of Upsw:. Does the proposal resultn

1. A sk of 2n explosion of the release of hazarcous substantes {including, but not tirnited o, oil, pasticides,
chemucals, of radigtion} in the event of an accident or ueset P T .

2 Posyibie interference with emergency response plan or an emergency evacuation plan? . . .
Ppulotio, Will the proposal tesult i,

1 The alteration, distribution, deasity. of growth rate of the human pogpulation ot the area?
Houung., ¥l the proposal resultin.

1 Atftecting exisung housing, o create 3 demand {or. additiona! housing? .. .

lmn.\pmmlx’anl(’:rmlazion. Will the proposal result .

l

1. Genesation of substantial adcitional vemculd: movemnent?. ..ot

2 Affecting existing parking tacitities, 0F create 3 demand for new parking?. .
3. Substanual impact upon existing 1ransportation syStems? ..o casecn st
4. Alterations 10 present partems of circuiation of movement of pespie sndior goods?

5. A\ta-atiomtowaxerborhe.ra‘d.or PR 1 S A

et
) I ) B

5. increase in 1raific hazards 10 motor vehicles, bicyclists, of pedestrians? . . .o .o es et R

Public Services. Will. the proposal have an eitect upon, o3 result in a need for new oOfF altered govertimemal
sefvices in any of the {ollowing areas:

1. Fite proteclion? .. ..o ettt oT

2.Polmpcolectian?.

ailallal

3.Schools? ..+ .- ettt Tt

-

4. Patks snd other tecieationsl tacilities? . ...- -

5. Waintenance of pubdblic tacilities, including roads?.

-~y
i
H

[ g
o
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—

o

6. Owher governmantal e S

Energy. Will the proposal result ins

]

1 Useolsuﬁstanxialmoumso'tueierznargv?...........

oo
pe) B

2. Substantial incicase in demand upon existing sources of energy, o7 require the dsvelopmentof newsources? .
Unlitics. Wit th2 proposal result i 3 need for new syssems, or substantial ziterations 10 the following utilities:
I.VWOYMIUIQ\Q&?......... o iaaeaianare .o
2. Communication systems?

3 Water?. L. .aee et

4. Sewer ot s2pC tonks? ..

5. 'Stortn water draingge? . . .- - .-

ooupood
B4 851 B9 E9 B 7

6. So!idwasmenddispml? feaam e
Humgon Health. Wil the propossl result ind

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

B=) P4

2. Ekpmﬂofpeople:o;:otentiaihealmhaufds? P i
Aestherics. Will the progosal rasult in:

1. The obstruction ot any sconig VIsta OF VIZW open to the public, 07 will the proposal resultin the creatson of
mwmema\!yoitensive‘sixeqmnmnubhcmew? T

ey OO0

®

Redreation. Wil the proposal fesult in: =

1. An impact upon the quatity of guantity of existing recretionat opportunities?. . . JCALENDAR J’AQE:-—-d'_'&"E1
anme .
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2. Will we oroposal result in 3dverse phyucal or aestheuc effects to 2 prehistoric or wstonc building,
sxructurt.mobiecx?................‘......,...................

L N A e e e L LI

4 Will the proposat restrct existing seligious or sacred uses vathin the potential simpacs area>. ., . ... .. ...

Mandaiore Findings o } Significance.

Does e project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, reduce the habitat of a fish or
wilalife species, cause 3 fish or wildlife population te drog belew selb-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminaze
3 plant or animal community, reduce the number Or restnict the range of 3 fare or endangered plaat or

animal or eiminate 'Mporiant examples of the major pericds of California histary of prehistory?, , .. ..

1
H

Does the project have the potential 1o schieve short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term, environmental

Dozs'the project have MP3ets which are individually lmited, bat cumulauvely considerable? . v eeaa

Does the project have envitonmental effects which will causs substantial adverse effects on
e-therdirecilvorindltmiv?....”......................................

. DISCUSSIoN OF ENVIROMMENTAL EVALUATION /See Corvments Attectsed)

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

L_] i : ) ¥ gificant efieet on the environment, there will not be a significent efiect
beca 1gvan. meazures described on an stiached sheet have boen 2dded ic the project. A LEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be pregared

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

3 requied.
by Vg
’/ / /C’ ’./
12 131 L

For the Stite Lands Gompmission T ey,
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McLOUGHLIN BUOY ‘
DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Earth Conditions

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

Overcovering Soil

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

Topography

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

Unigque Features

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

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

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

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

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

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

oat and rest directly on the
emissions will resujt from their

B3. Air Alterations

The buoys and anchor blocks re
which would alter ajr chara

C.l1. Currents

matn in the lake

- They will not create impacts
icteristics in any way,

blocks area small, less th

an four cubic feet in vo
Ct currents or water mo

vements.

lume.
nt wili*not affe

Flood Waiers

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

Surface Wager

The buoys and anch

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

of Lake Tahoe, Their
surface water volume of the lake,

Turbidity




Ground Waters, Flows

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

Groundwater, Quantity

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

W7ater Supplies

The anchor blocks and buoys 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.

C.10. Thermal Springs

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

Plant 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 biocks are placed agproximately 225-300 feet from shore in
Lake Tahce. 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.

D3. Introduction of Plants

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

At
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Agricultural Crops

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

Species Diversity

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

Rare Species

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

New Species

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

Habiiat Deterioration

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

.

jvoise Increases

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

Severe Noise

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

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

impacts from lig‘iil os-glare. No reflections will be created from finished surfaces to
create reflective giare.

CALENDAR PAGE s i
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H.1.

Land Use

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

Resource Use

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

Explosion

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

Emergency Plans

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

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

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

Housing

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

Vehicular Moverment

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

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 only.

Circulation

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

Traffic

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

Hazards

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

Public Services

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

Energy Use

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

New Energy

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

Utilities

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

” N o PO
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Health Hazards

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

Views

The buoys are placed with several other buoys. The presence of several buoys
and moored Doats creates an impact upon views from shore. The impact will not be
new. The two buoys do not create a-significant impact on the present view status.

Recreation

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

Historic-Ethnic Sites

The two buoys are located with several other buoys approximately 275 to 300
feet waterward of the lake shore. There are no archaeologic or ethnic sites in this
location. The buoys do have no impacts upon archaeologic, historic or ethnic sites.

Degradation

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

Eavironmental 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 “feld". 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'26 buoys grouped together. The impact of one buoy and
its beat is less than a larger grouping. The psychological impacts upen individual
viewers varies regarding the aesthetic issue. These buoys will add to the cumulative
impacts of this buoy fieid. Because of the current number of buoys in the field and
the fact that these are currently in place, authorizing of the two mooring buoys wili
not create a-significant impact on the viewshed.
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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.

—_rTT
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U.S. Coast Guard
Approved Buoy

MHW

Concrete Block
(8 CF Min.)

CEDAR FLAT

Buoys (Typical)

WP 24587

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

" UTRE OFics
STATE LANDS CONMIMISSION f:g‘?.'i:
Sacramento, CA 88214

CHAR\ES WARREN
Exocutive O1foer

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

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

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

The document is attached for your review, Comments should be addressed
to the State Lands Commission office shown above with attention 1o the undersigned. All
comments must be received by June 21, 1991,

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

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

THOMAS W. HAYES, Diractor of Finsnce

Project Title:
Proponents:
Project Location:

Project Description:

Contact Person:

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

LEO V. McCARTHY, Liecionant Govermar

Klein — Autiiorization of Two Existing Buoys

Richard & Frizda Klein

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

County.

Authorization of conti wed placement and use of two existing

mooring buoys.
Jacques Graber

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

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

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

WW

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

Telephone: 916/323-7200

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

PETE WASON, Govarner

EXECUTIVE QFFICE
1307 - 130 Street

CHARLES WARREN

Exscutive Otficer
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STAIT LAROS COMMISSION

ERVIRONNENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST — PART Il

. Y 24609
Form 13.20 (2/32) File Ref.:

i. BACKGROUND INFCRMATION

A. Applicant: Xlein, Richard and Frieda

P.O. 80y 51€5 s

Tadoe City, CA 95730

Checklist Date: _93 7 10 ; 91
Contact Person: _Jacques Graber

Telephone: { 916y 323-7209

Putpose: huthorize continued placement and use of two recreational mooring buoys.

Lake Tahoe - upland address 140 Sierra Terrvace Road, Tahoe City.
APN 094-150-20, Placer County.

Description: Authorization to continue placement ané use of two mooring bovs anchored

with concrete blocks and chains to the bed of Lake Tahoe.

Persons Contacted:

H. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explain all “yes™ snd “moybe™ answers)
A, Easrtis. Will the proposal resultin:
1. Unstabie aarth conditions or changes in geologicsubstructuies? . ... . ... ......
Disruptions, displacemen is, compaction, or overcoveringci thesoil?. . .. ....... ..
Change in tosography or ground surficerelieffeatures? .. .. ... ... .........
The dastruction, covenng, or moditici tion of any unique geclogic or physical festures?

. Any increase in wind or water erosion of sciis, either onoroft thesite?. . . ... .. ...

Changas in depasition or eroston of beach sands, or changes in siltation, deposition 65. f “

modity the channal of 3 river or sticzmn of the bed of the ocean or eny bay, intet, or lake? . 00, VoV,
. LIRS PA(;: s

Exposure of all pecple or property to geologic hazards such as earthquakes, lmdshdgs. mudshides, gtolnd

falure, Or smilar MAZBITEY. . . . . . .t it i iac et e e a e ancsnas s




Lir. Will the groposal tesult in”

1 Substantial ar emenssiong o rleterioraton ot ambient a1 quality?

R TR A R R R I
.

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

3. Alteraticn of air movement_ moisture or iemperatuse, or any change in climate, either tocally or regionally? .
Woter. Will the proposal resull 1

1. Changes in the cuttents, or the cousse of direction of water muvements, in esither manne of fresh waters?

? Changes n absoiption rates, drainage patterns, of the rate and amount of surface water runoff?. . .. ...

3. Altesanions o the course ot flow of tood waters? |,

. M .. e e e oa

5. Change in the amount of surtace waler in zny water body? .

e e m s e xx et eE®w s eEe s e e e

5. Discharge into surface w~aters, Or in 2ny dlteration of surface wiater quahty, including but not limited to
temperature, dissolved ¢ xygen of turbsgity? .. .. .

e e - s A ms e amws e eant e EEEee e

 Alterauon of the direct on or rate of How of ground waters?. . . ..... ..

J R I I ]

Change in the'Quanuty of ground waters, either through direct 2aditions or withdrawals, ot through inter-
ception of an agufer by cuts or excgvations? . . .

e e ®e e m as s s s rexs S seeesoeao o

Substantie) reduttion in the amount of water otherwise available for public water supplies? .
9. Exposure of people o1 property 10 water-related hazatds such as flooding or tidal waves? ...
10. Swpuficant changes in the tamperature, {low or chemical content of surface thermal wnngs?.

Fune Life. Wil the proposal iesulting

1, Change in the diversity of specizs, o number of any species of plants (including trees, shrube, grass, crops,
and 3quatic DIantsd?, . .. .. (e ante e

J T R AU 2 B A S

2. Raductionsf the numbers ol 2ny umique, rare of endangered species of plants?, .. ..o oo i e v

3. Introduction of new 1pecics of plants inlo an aced, Of in a barrier 10 the norma! replenishment of existing
D s ¢ R LR LR

—......-.........o-..-.-------.-.-.-..u

4. Reduqmnmacreaqeofanvagvimf.tmaictop? ot eseaceerasraeraeens

e m ® e e e asm T s

tnima! Life Wil the propossl resultin:

1. Change in the diwversity Of species. or numbers of any species of animals (birds, land animais including
1epuites, fish and shelifish, berthic organssms, o2 T 1) ¥ 20

P L )

2. Redutuion of the numb.rs of any umaue. rare of endangered species of animals?. . . .

x s e aam ..

3. Introduction of new sptes Of smimals into an ares, of result in a basrinr 10 the migeation or movement of
P T 1 R

2. Deterworation 10 existing fish or wildhiz habitat?, . e
Ve, Whll the proposal result e

1 Incredss an existinng noise levels? . . ..

2. Exposuie of pecpiz 10 severe noue leven?

Light esd Glore. Will the prop2sal resuttn.

1. The production of new light or glate?

Lend Use. Will the proposal resuitan:

1. A substantsal alteration of the present or planned 1and use of an areal.

Narusal Resources. Will the proposal result in-

1. Increase in the cate of use of any naturst PIOUTEEI? L ..o ne

2, Substantial deplation of any nonreneaabie fsstces? L. oo en e

Yes Maybe No
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Kok of Upvesr. Does the proposal rejult in

1. A sk ol 2n explosion or the release of hazardous substances {inciuding, but not limited to, oil, pesticides,
thermcals, or rachation) i the event of an accident or upzst conditions?

2. Possible interference with emergency response plan or an emergency evacuation piia2 ...
Papulation. Wil the proposat result in:

1. The alteration, distributicn, density, or growth rate of the human population of the area?
Housing. Wil the proposal resuit in.

1 Attecung existing housing, or create 3 demand for additiona! housing?

Tramsportation{Circulation. Wili the proposal resuitin:

2 (] [)

~-

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

" e e as

3. Substantial impact upon existing W2NSPOrtaAtiIoN SYSIeMSY . & . . v v vt i n e e v v nn..

4. Alterations to prsient patterns of circulaticn or moverms nt of people end/ov goods?

5. Alterations 1o waterborne, rail, or 3iIr 0aHiC? . . . .. L. L e e e

™

ohoboa 0 O og
Lo
H2d

Bl

S. Increass in tratfic hazards 10 motor vehicles, bicyelists, or pedestrians? . . . ... ...

FPublic Nervices. Wil the proposal have arc.effect upen, or result in 3 need for new or sliered governmenta!
sesvices 1n any of the {ollowing aregs:

1. Fienrotecton? . ... il aaan

2. Policeprotscticn? . ... ..o et anan.
380300157 « it et

4. Parks aird other recrestional focilitias?. . . ... ..
5. Maimenance of public tacilities, including rozds?,
6. Other governmentalservices?. . .. .. .. ... ...
Energy. Will the proposa! result in:

1. Use of substantial anountsof fuelorenergy? . . . . . . i ittt i i n i ie e e

- e s s e e 0w

PG (9090 B B )

2. Substantial increzse in demand upon existing sources of energy, or require the davelopment of new sources? .
Urilities. WOl tha proposal result in 2 nsed for new systems, or substantial sitsrations to the following utilities:
1. Pomsrornaturaloss?. .. .. ... ..

2. Communication systems?

Q. Water2. . .. ...... .

4. Seweer or eptic tanks? . .

-5, Storm water drainsge? . .

6. Solid wastyind 003282 L ... .. .

BEEHAHE

Humen Heelth. Will tha proposal result in:

1. Creation of any health hazard o2 potentisl haalth hazerd (excluding mental heeith)?
2. Exposure of peapletopotontizi health hazaeds? . .. .. ... ... .0 mvnnn.
Aesthetics. ‘Wil the proposal result in:

B3

1. The cbstruction of sny scenic vista 0f view Gpen 10 the public, or will the proposal resuit in the crestion of
&n azsthatically offensive site open to PUBLIC VIEW? . . . .. ittt it ittt it et
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Recreatinn, Vil the propesaf resuft in:

1. An impact upon the quality or guantity of existing recreationz! cuportunities?. . . . ICALENDAR PAG&—__D..‘:EE__E
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T. Culiurol Resources, Yes Maybe No
- . [
1. Wil the proposal result in the alteration of or the destruction of 3 prehistoric ot historic archaological site? . [_} L ‘X
2. Will the propcsal result sn adverse physical or assthetic effects to a prehistent or historic building, .
structure,orebject?. .. .. L. Lol L. L. L. [_—| [

3. Does the propasal have the potential 10 cause 3 physical change which would atfect unigue ethnic cultural -
values? .. .. ... ..., T e e ettt e ettt et e L] L
-

4 Will the proposal restrict existing rehgious or sacred uses within the potential impactarea? ., . ... ....... e

Mandagiory Findings of Siznificance.

1. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment. reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildhife species, cause a tish or wildhfe population to drop below selfsustaining bevels, thieaten to ehiminate
3 piznt or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant ar
animat ¢ ehiminale important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?

2. Does the project have the potenual 20 achieve short zerm, 1o the dissdvantage of long-term, envirenmentat
goals? e er e e

R I T T T

3. Does the project have impacts which are individually limited, but cumuiatively considerable?

4. Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substar:tial adverse effects on human beings,
either ditectly or indwectly? . . ... ...

HE. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (See Comments Attached)

T AT e el e e v ieree e

¥, PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
G the basis 6 this initia! evalusiion:

’:;l 1 find the proposed project COULD NOT have 2 sigraficant etfect on the environmaent, and s NEGATIVE DECLARATION wili
) be ptepared. .
L:l i find that althe-xgh the bropoted project could have 3 significant effect on the environment, there will not bz a signifizant etfect
in ths Case Secause the mikgation measures described on an attached sheet have been sdded 10 the aropcr. A NEGATIVE
‘DECLARATION will be prepared

! :] t find the proposed project MAY have 8 significent-atfect on the eaviconment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORY

is requied. /
7 &t

Date: o5 16 [ 92 M@"“ﬁbﬂm
For the State “"?Agﬁ‘lfi‘é’?é’l@a -
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KLEIN BUOY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

.
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KLEIN BUOY
DISCUSSION CF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Earth Conditions

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

Overcovering Soil

The buoys wiil empléy concrete aachor blocks which rest on the boitom
substrate. Each block may cover approximately two square feet of 'lakebottom.
About four square feet of lakebottom will be covered, thus removing it from
aceessibility to bottom dwelling organisms. The blocks are not heavy enough to
cause significant compaction and will not prohibit buriowing organisms from
inhabiting the substrate beneath the blocks. Impacts will be minimal.

Topography

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

Unique -Features

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

Erosion

The anchior blocks are placed directly on the lakebed suiface. 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 currents are
in the area to move sediments. Over time a prevailing current could mave silt to
collect to the side of the anchor blocks. The impact will be negligible.

Geologic Hazards

The biocks and budoys are placed directly on the lakebottom. Their size, etc.
will not-induce seismic instabilities or ground failures. Ne impacis.are expected.

(CALEN‘OAR PAgg DO
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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 odors.
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 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 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 watess from streamflows.

Surface Water

The buoys and anchor blocks are placed in the body of Lake Tahoe. Their
volumae 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 t populate this area. The impact would be negligible.




New Species

Tke buoy assemhlies serve t¢ moor “mall boats. No Species introduciions are
¢ipected 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 Tahoa, The impacts,
if any, are already present. The impacts will be ncgigible.

Neise Increases

The buoys have o whistles or bells for navigational aids, There will be no
increases in nojsa levels,

G.1. Light and Glare

The buoys wiil 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.

e -
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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
apprcximately 140 feet SW, 100 feet NE of applicants’ nearshore buoy and a large
field is approximatley 180 feet {urther NE of the applicants’ buoy.

Resource Use

The two buoys will not increase resource depletion or loss of non-renewaliz
resources. Recreational boats are the only craft to bz 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 e
involved. Mocring of power boats could pose a possible hazard from collision or

fire.
Emergency Plans

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

Alter Population

The two mooring buoys will not affect the population density or gtmwth
patterns in that area. They are intended for private use by the apphcant for moanng
of two recreational vessels. There will be 1io 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 will be construcied in association with
the buoys.
Vezhicular Movement

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

Parking

The authorized buoys are imtended for the applicants’ private use. New
parking facilities will not be created or associated with their use.
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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
transportation 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 buocys use no energy in their implementation. There will be no impacts
on future energy needs.

Utilities

The buoys will not create an impact on wutilities services including power,
water, sewerage and waste or communications. No impact will occur.

——ilr —
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Q.1,2 Health Hazards

The buoys consist of two holiow plastic fleats, chain and two concrete anchor
blocks. These materials will not pose 2 health hazard or potential heaith hazsrdio
humans.

Views

Thke buoys wiil be placed with several other buoys. The presence of several
buoys and moored boats creates an impast vpon views from shore. The impact will
not be new. The addition or removal: of the two bueys 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 impacis water skiing, fishing and possibly swimming activities,
but this wil! not be a new impact.

Historic-Ethmnic Sites

The two buoys are located with several other buoys appreximately 275 10 300
feet waterward of the lake shore. There are no archaeclogic or ethnic sites in this
lozation. The buoys will have 120 impacts upon archaeologic, historic 6r ethnic sites.

Degradatioa

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

Environmental Goals

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

Cumvlative 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 bucys grouped together. The impact of one buoy and
its boat is less than a larger grouping. The psychological impacts upon individual
viewers varics regarding the aesthetic issue. Visua! impacts of S buoys or greater
tends to bring negative responses from the viewing public. The addition of these
buoys will add to the cumulative impacts of this buoy field. Because of'the current
number of buoys in the field and the fact that these are currently in piace,
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authorization of the two moering buays will not create a significant impact on the

viewshed.

Adverse Impacts

The accumulation of several buoys in a fi
buoys may contribute to the visual impacts, but
There will not be a significant adverse.impact on

eld including the two applicants’
the impact should be negligible.
humans.
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PROJECT SITE
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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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No Scale

W24309

APPLICATION FOR TWO
MOORING BUOYS
AT LAKE TAHOE
Applicants
RICHARD AND FRIEDA KLEIN
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STATE OF CALIFORRIA PETE WILSON, Gowernor

OFFICE
STATE LANDS COMMISSION T Orric

LEO T. McCARTHY, Lioutsnant Governor Sscramento. CA 95814
RAY DAVIS, Controller i
! : CHARLES WARREN
OMAS W, HAYES, Director of Finsnea o .

~ May 21, 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 Epvironmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et seq., Public Resourcss Cade),
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
Repulations) for a project currently being processed by the staff of the State Lands
‘Comumnission.

The document is attached for your review. Comments should be addressed
to the State Lands Commission cifice shown above with attention to the undessigned. 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.

Division of Environmental
Planning and Management

Attachment




SYATE OF CALIS GRNIA , PETE WILSON, Goveenor
R

\ ' EXECUTIVE GFFICE
STATE LANDS COMMISSION cxscumie STrc
LEC T. BcCARTHY, Lieutenart Governol Sacramento, CA 35814
GRAY DAVIS, Corirolier

V€S, Di CHARLES WARRE
THSSAS W. HBTES, Director of Frnance ol Otticer

EIR ND: 555
File: W 24637

SCH No.: 91052079

Projec: Tide: Hughes - Autborization of Two Existing Buoys
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 prepaied 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
1Lands Commission regulations (Section 2601 et s2q., Title 2, California Code Reguiations).
Based upon the attached Initial ‘Study, it has been found that:

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

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




STATE LANDS COMMISSION

ERVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST - PART I
File Ref.. W 24637

Form 13.20 (7/82)

1. BAfKGROUND INFORMATION

A, Applicant: __Thomas and Martha Hushes Vail Engineering

1046 - 46th Street P.0. Box 879

Sacramento, CA 95819 Tahoe City, €A 95730

Attn: Kevin Apan

Checklist Date: __05 7 20 7 91
Contact Person: _ Jacques Graber

Telephone: {916 ) 323'?209 .
Puspose: __Application to permit two existing mooring taovs.

Location: _Lake Tahoe, 8105 West Lake Blvd., Homewood, {;m 85-280-42, Placer Cowey,

5. >

Description: __Authorization of twe existing mooring buoys,

Persons Contacted:

' ENVIRONMENTAL INPACTS. (Explain all “yes” end “maybe’” answers)
A, Eorth: Wil the proposa! result in:
1. Unsiable earth conditions or changes in gealogicsubstructures? . . o v v v v v i e e ann
Disruptions, displacements, compaction, or overcoveringof thesoi!?. . . ... .......
Chrange in topography or ground surficerelioffeatures? . ... .. .. .. .. 0ieeann.
The $astruction, covering, or modific tion of 29y unique geologic or physical features? .

. Any increase i wind or water erosion 0f soils, either onoroff thesite?. . ... .......... e

Changss in deposition or erosion of beach-s2nds. or changes in siltation, deposition 67 €rosI0N WiiCh May
madify the channri of a river or stream or the bed of the ocean or any bay, inief, or lokal &

Exposure of all peopie or property to geologic hazards such as earthquakes, landslithsamaidsisies; ground’
failure, Cr SImlar RaZATHE. & . v ittt ittt e cm e e meansaaa oo st n e s Al il o eniadnl bl




<k, Wil the proposal result in. .

1. Substantiat air emveissions o deterioration of ambient anquality? L e e e,

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

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

Water Will the proposal result in:

1. Changes in the currents, or the course oz direction of water muvements, in either marine of fresh waters?
Changes in absorplion rates, dramnage patterns, or the rate and amount of surface water runaf *
Alterations to the course or fiow of tlood waters? . . . . . .

Changeinthcamwnlolsurfecewatzrmankuerbody? et ke ateen e

2
3.
4,
5.

Discharge wnto surfsce waters, or in any teration of surlace water quality, incfuding but not limited to
lempersture, dissolved ¢ xygen or turhidity? . .. N e et a e c e anne.

-6.Altarauono(thed:rectonoﬁ:’ateofﬂowofgroundwaters’. N e r e eeeataar e eaenenea

7. Change in the quantily of ground waters, sither through direct additions or withdrawals, or through inter-
ception of an aquifer by cuts or excavations? . . T T

8. Substanual reduction in the amount of water otherwise available for public water supplies? .. .. ... ... .
9. Exposure of people o1 property to water-related hazards such as flooding or tidal waves? . . . . cer e

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

— pam— am  —
e wsiet wmerw o

D. Plent Life. Wl the proposal sesult in:
1. Change in the diversity of species, or number of any sovcies of plants {including trees, shrubs, grass, crops,

ond aquaticplants??. . ... ... ... ... ...,

?

Fe s % 0 wm e s e nrrt e

R

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

4. aeductioninacreageotmyagriculmrslcrop?..‘...................
Animaol Life Wi the proposat 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. Rz2uet.on af the numbers of any unique, rire or endangered specizs of animals?. . .. ... ...... ceeen

3. Introduction of new spacies of animals into an 2rea, or result in 3 barrier to the migrition or mavement of

Imimale? ... L e,

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

1. Increase in existing noise devels?. .. ... ..... ... "

2. Expasure of people 10 tevere noise levely? . _ ... | .

Light ond Glare. Wilt the proposal result in:

1. The production of new lightorglare? . . .. ... ... .

dond Use. Wil the proposal result in:

1. A substannal alteration of the present or plaaned land use of an acea?.
Natural Rezources. Wil the proposs! result in:

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

2. Substantial depletion of any nonrenewable resources? . Cetaceann . .

'CALENDAR Padiess., o5 4o
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Rk o Hipser, Does the proposal result in.

1. A risk of an explosion or the release of hazardous substances {including, but not limited to, oil, pesticides,
chemicals, of radiation) in the event of an accident 07 UPSEL CONGILIONST + . v vy venn s esvoanancanns

2. Possible interference with emsrgency response plan or an emergency evacuation plan? . . . .
Papulution. Wit} the proposal result in:
1 The alteration, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human population of the area? .
Housing. Wil the proposal result in:
1 Atiecting existing housing, or create a demand for additional housing? . .
Transpartation]Civeulation, Will the proposal resutt in: ‘
1. Generation of substantial additional venicular movement?. . ... ......
2. Affecting existing parking facilities, or create a demand for new parking?.

. Substantial impact upon Existing transPOrtation SYSIOMS? . . o v oo s i e e e v e nn e

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

be) 0 <) bd) (5 ()

3

4

S. Alterations 1o waterbome, rail, o it 12fIC7 & . . oot it e vt e et e
6

. Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists, Or Pedestriznsy « . . ..ottt v e vt e enacnnnnns

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:

3. Fiteprotection? . .....co0vvennan.

. Policeprotection? . . .............

. Parks and other recreational facilities?. .. ... ..

g B4) i) o) )

2
3.8chools? ....... ... i,
4
5

. Maintenance of public facilities, including roads?.

]

6. QOther governmental seevices?, .. ... ........
Energr. Will the proposal result in;

1. Use of substantial amountsof fuel orenergy?. . ... ..t v it in i e e cnnncnennncnenenen

) ]

2, Subsantial incresse in cemand upon existing sotcces of energy, or require the development of new sources? .
Utilities. Will the proposal result in 3 need for naw systems, or substantial alterations to the following utilities:
1. Power or natural gas? . . .
2. Communication susteins?
3.Watee?. . ...,
4. Sewer or sepuic tanks? . .

5. Storm water drainage? . .

I IS

6. Solidwasteanddisposal? .. ... ....
Hueman Health, Will the proposal result in:

.
f

al

1. Creation ¢! any health hazerd or potentiat hesith hazard (excluding mental health)?

)

>
e

2. Exposureof peoplotopotential heslth hazards? . . ... .. .. . i erennan
Aestheiics. Will the propotal resuft in:

1. Ttz abstruction of any scenic vista or view open 10 the public, or will the proposal result in the creation of
#n zesthetically offensive sitc open topublicview? . .. .. .. .. ittt inritensnnaanscannacsnn

O GO0 O00O000C 00 oO0O0DDO Doooao
13 00 000000 00 000000 O=00c00
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Receeation. Will the proposal result in:

1. An impact upon the quality or quantity of exnting recreational opportunities?. . . ..%ﬁ:"@‘:‘.‘ REpIS U

.
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Yes Maybe No

Culiurat Hesourees.
1. Will the proposal result in the alteration of or the destruction of 3 prehistoric or historic archeological site? . D [ j (X ,

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

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

values? | |

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

Mandatory Findings o} Significance.,

1. Does the project have the patential to degrade the quality of the environment, reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate
2 plant or animal community, reduce the aumber or resirict the range of 3 rare or endangered plant or
animal or ehminate important examples of the major periods of Calitosnia history or prehistory? | ...
2. Does the project have the potential 10 achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term, environmental

3. Does the project have impacts which 2re individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? it

4. Does the project have environmental effects which
cither directly or indireciiy?

V. PRELIMINARY DET EBMINATION

On the basis of this initial evalustion:

@‘»l find the proposed project COULD MOY have 2 significant effect on the environment, and 38 NEGATIVE DECLARATION will
2 be prepared.

D } tind that sithough the proposed project could hzve 2 significant effect on the environment, there will not be 2 significant etiect
in this case because the mitigation measures descsibed 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 2n ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
is requied.

Date: O | PP~ P) Z RGP
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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 portioa 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 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 small 18 to 20 inch wooden wall is constructed at the foot of the low esca.rpt‘ncnt.

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

Two piers are located approximately 200 feet and 1200 feet to either side of the
applicant's property.

The shorezone is open and affords no inlets or features for shelter for fish. The site
has been identified as-2 spawning area by the California Department of Fish and Game.

——— .
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HUGHES BUOY
DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Earth Conditions

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

Gvercovering Soil

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

Topography

The blocks anchoring the buoys are placed directly on the surface of the lake
bottom. Their size and weight will not medify the lakebottom features. Imipacts will
be minirnal.

Unique Features

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

Erosion

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

The blocks are in place on a relatively level lakebed. No major currents are
in the area to move sediments. Gver 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.

YCALEND AR PaSE
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Emissions

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

The buoys are used for mooring purposes and create no emissions or odors.
Exhaust emissions would result only from powerboats mooring or casting-off from
them. The impact is negligibie.
Air Alterations

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

Quitents

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

Runoff

The two buoys and anchor blocks are placed in tbe 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 the blocks rest on the surface of
the lakebed. Turbidity could result from 2 buoy block being dragged across the
bottom during high winds with a boat moored to the buoy. This impact wouold be

negligible.
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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 buoys 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. ‘The impact to aquatic species is negligible. ‘there will be no impact
to the plant species Rorippa subumbetilata Roll. {%: anoe 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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Agricultural Crops

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

Species Drversity

The anchor blocks and buoys could affect the entry into the lakebottom by
burrowing vrganisms. 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 and create a minimal impact. There should-
be no reduction in rare species.

New Species

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

‘The two buoy assemblies are currently in place in Lake Tahoe. The impacts,
if zny, 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

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

Lignt 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.to
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 no 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 applicant 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
the 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 the applicants only.

MJ4. Circuiation

The two buoys are currently in position in Lake Tahoe. They will not affect
iand 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 movemesiits 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 trelling 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 mainteaance or
other public services. No significant impact will cccur.

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.
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Q.1,2 Health Hazards

The buoys consist of two hollow plastic floats..cliain and two concrete zachor
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 smal! 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 this area. The
buoys currently impact water skiing, fishing and possibly 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 zegarding the aesthetic issue.

The visual impact of one or two buoys has been fcuand to be minimal compareg to

a ficld with five or seven buoys causing adverse reactions; fields ever bagge' causing

the greatest reaction. Authorization of the two mooring buoys will not create a

significant impact on the viewshed. —
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STATE OF CAUFORIA . ) PETE WALSOM, Govormor

STATE LANDS commniission mgm“

LEO T, ReCARTHY, Lioutenant Governoe Secramenta, CA’

GRAY DAVIS, Conrotiar i
: CHARLES WARREN
THOMAS W. HAYES. Diroctor of Fingneo Otficar

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
processed 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 zall the
undersigned at (916) 323-7209,

0RUls GKABER
“Division/of Environmental
Planning and Management




Project Title: Basseit ~ Authorization of One Euisting Buoy

Proponents: Barbara B. Bassett
Lake Tahoe, 2710 West Lake Blvd., APN £5-030-14, Placer
County.

Aushorization of continued placement and use of ong existing

mooring buocy.
Telephone: 916/ 323-7208

Contaci Person: Jacques Graber

This ared pursuant t0 the requirements of the Cglifomid
Environmental ty jan 21000 &t €G- Public Resources Cede), the State CEQA
Guidelines (Sectio ay, Title 14, California Code Regulations), and the Sate
Lands Commission r¢ jon 2901 et segQ- Title 2, California Code Regulatiems).

attached Initial $tudy, it has been found that:

effect on the environment.

ct will avoid potentially significant effects.

-

Based upon the
LXK/ this project will not have 2 significant

[/ mitigation measures included in the proje
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STATL LANDS COMMISSION

ENVIROMMERTAL IPBPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST — PART 01

Foren §3.20 {7/82)

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Appheant: 3arpara dassett

George Bassett - Ayent

519 i#ainesr Road

c/o Setter Homes Realty

Oringa, Ca 94563

1338 Tice Valley Boulevard

Walnut Creel, ZA_%4595

Checkiist Date: 05,065 4 9

Contact Person: Jacquas Graper

Telephone: {916 ) _323-7209

Purpose: AutoQrization of cantinued placemens of one scaring.nuay saterward.of

4 iy

Locsvon: ____Uplang aodress of 2710 W, Laxe 3lwd. APN H3-030-14. Plager.County

Descniption:

Persons Cantacied:

B, ENVIRONMENTAL INPACTS. (Explain ol “yes™ znd “maybe™ arswers)

Lareh. Wil the proposst result in:

1. Unsteble eerth conditions or chenges ingeologicsubstructures? . . . .. .. ... unns

Disruptions, displacemants, compaction, or ovarcowering of thesoil?. . . . .. N ceeeee

Change in 10pOgraphy OF ground surlice sefief festures? . ... . ...

The destructicn, covering, or mod:tics tion of any umgue geclomce ar phyics! features?

Any incresse in wind Ot water erosion of 30ils, estheroncroti thesite?. . ....... ..

Changes in deposition or erotion of beach sands, or changes in siltation, daposition ov erosion which

modify the channs! of 2 rivec of stream of the bad of the ocesn or aay bay, inlet, or sbAALENDAR.

FAGE

Exposuse of 3l people OF Property to geologic hazerds such a3 earthquakes, landaliciiimuBelides, I

failure, Orsimilar BB2rds2, . L . .. e i riect et caccat s acsronealn
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.Lir. Wili the proposal resuit in:

1 Subsiantial 3ir emeussions or deteroration of ambient airquality? . . .. ... ... ... Teeaeeseaene
2, The creaton ot objecticnable odors?. . . i et ieeac i e eemecc et
3. Alteraticn of air movement, moisture or tempesature, or any changs in climate, either locally or regionaliy?

Warer. Wil the proposat resuftine

. anges o the curients, or € ConIte Of direction OF wafier movements, 10 StNey MArNe Or resn watels!?
1. Chang h th d f wat t ™ nne or fresh waters?

r
r“. -
[}

2 Changes in absciphion rates, deamnage pattesns, or the raze and amount of surface water runoff?, . . .. .

3. Alterations o the course ot Slow Of flond Watert? L . .. .. . . s ot ittt et

4. Change in the amount of surface water N any waterBody? ... o iv ittt iiiriine e tieaneeannas

Discharge into surface waters, or 1 any alteration of surface water quality, including but not limited to
temperature, dissolved cxygen or turhidity?. . . ... ...

D1 (3]
&3]

Alteration of the directonorrateot Howot ground widters? . .. . ... . o ittt tneencccocannens

7. Change =5 *P» guantity of ground waters, either through direct additions or withdrawais, or mmum s
ception of an aqUIfer Dy CUTS OF EXCAVATONST .. ... + ' er teveenannne e onoanaancanas

,_..,
wJ

8. Subistantia! recduction in the amount of water otherwise avadable for public water supplies? . ... ... ..

~e

[}
- oa wms b -

gt 0o 4d

-
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9. éxposure of peopie 01 property 10 water-related hazarus such as floodingor tidalwaves? ... ........
10. Signiticant changes in the temparature, flow or chemical content of surface thenmglsprings?. . ... . ...
flont Lite. Vil the proposal tesuit in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, or number of 2ny species of plants lincluding trees, shrubs, grass, crops,
and aQUANIC PIaNtS) . . L L. . ..t e i aee teectcieertteerateac ittt e e

2. Restuction of the numbers of sny unique, rare or endangeredspecissof plants?. ... . ... ... .........

3. wntroduction ot new species of plants 1nto 2n arez, Or in 3 barrier to the nonmal replenishmant of axisting

4, Reductioninacredge of any agnieultural CroD? . . . ...t i ittt iatiae et
trnimol Life Will the proposat zesult in:

}. Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any species of animals (birds, fand’ animals inciuding
repuifes, tish and shellfish, benthic 07gaMEms, OF INSECIS)? . . . o i iv ve it i ee v ea e ceenenrannns

o

B

2. Redustion of the nambers of 20y unigque, rare or endanjered specissof animale?. . .. ... ... oL

{

F O 0 R Y
el

ol
L.

71
L.

3 introduction of naw spacies of 3aimals into an area, or result n 2 harrier 10 the migration or movement of

E3

<. Deterivration to existing fish or wildlife habitet?, . .. .

0o 0o o o0 O
]

Noive. Wil the preposal result ing

1. Increxs mnegisting notse lovels?. . .. ... .. ...

g1

2. Exposute of peodle 10 severe noise levels? .. .
Light ond Glare. Vil the proposal rezult in:

1. The-producthion of new lightorglare? . .. ... ...
Lead Use, Weil the proposal result in:

[

1. & substanuai alteration of the present or plannad land uie of an area?’

Naiusal Hesources. YEi§ the propossl resultin:

]

1. ncrease tn the rate of use of any natural resources? . |

2

e

2. Substantizl depletion of sny nonrencwable rescurces? ..

b
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Rk of Upset. Does the proposal result in

1. A risk of 2n explosion or the release of hazardous substances {including, but not limited to, oil, pesticides,
chemicals, or radiation) in the event of an aceident or upset conditions?

2. Possible interference with emergency resporise plan ot an emergency evacuation plan? . , .
Population, Wil the proposal result in:
1. The alteration, duistribution, density. or growth rate of the human population of the area?

Hoasg, Wili the proposal result in:

O 0O

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

1. Atfzeting existing housing, or create 3 demand for additional housing?
fransporiation|Circulation. Wil the proposal result in:

1. Generation of substantia! 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. Atterations to waterborne, rail. or air traftic?

D B T

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

T

Public Nervices. Will the proposal have an etfect upon, or result in.a need for n2w or.2itered govermmental
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. Whli the proposal result in:

1. Lheo!wbst&ntialmunuo”uﬂoemmyh..,.................

L R T T T T

H@'@a@@

2. Substantial increase in demangd upon exnting sources of energy, or requirz the davelopment of new sources?
Utilities. Wil the propotal result in 3 need for new systems, or substantal alterations to tha lollowing utilities
1, Powerornaturaigas?. . ... .

2. Communication systems?

3o Water?. ..., ...,

4. Sewar or septic tanks? . .

L
O
]
O O
00O
0 d
a o
0o
0 0
HER
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a0
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5. Storm water drainage? . .
6. Solid wastz end disposal? . .. .......

(2 & Lo () (1

Husmon Health, Wit the proposa! result in:
1. Creation of any heatth hazard or potential health hazard (excluding mental haaith)?

2. Expcmreaweopletoommxialhcalmmuds?........................
Arsthetics. Wili the proposal result in:

(4l {d

1. The obstruction of any scanic vista or view open to the public, or will the proposal sesult in the crestion of
on sesthetically offensive site apen 10 public view?

Rocvestion. Will the proposai result in: .

‘0 OO0 o

&

]

|

=
u]

. An impact upon the quality or quentity of axisting racrextions! opportunities?. . . . CALEMDAR :AG{;:’_‘:E.
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Cultursl Rrsources. Ves fAsybe No

. - . ~
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 cthanic culteral 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 10 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 ENV!ﬂONME‘rTAL IMPACT REPORT
is requied, .

Date: 09 16 Im




- 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 ow 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 lzkebed at the parcel slopes gently waterward. Substrate consists of grave! and
cobbles. arcund three inches and larger.

Several buoys arnd piers are located in the vicinity of the applicant’s parcel.
Approximately eight biliays 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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o BASSETT BUOY
DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACY 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 boitom dwelling crganisms. 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 lakebéttom features. Impacts will
be minimal.

Unique Fezidres

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 o 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, etc.
‘will not induce seismic instabilities or ground failures. No impacts are expected.

5
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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.
Qdors

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.
Alr Alterations

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

Rurnoff

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

Flocd Warers

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

Surface Water

The buoy 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 buey-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 vinds with.2 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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D4,

E.L

E2

E3.

E4.

F.1.

F2

G.1.

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

T1:e buoy assembly is small and create a 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 periods 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 be created from finished surfaces to
create reflective glare.

3
CILLEMDRR AAST

T




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 100 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 pessible hazard from collisior or
fire.

Emergency Plans

The one.mooring buoy is currently in place. The buocys 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 frem 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 buey is intended for use by the applicant only.

Circulation

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

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, avoiding 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.

Hazards

-

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

Public Services

The buoy authorization is for 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 pretection, school and park facilities, road maintenance or
other public services. No significant impact will occur.
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.

Utilities

‘The buoy will not create an impact on utilities services including power, water,
sewerage and waste or communicutions. No impact will occur.

®
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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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1J4. 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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[ ' EXECUTIVE OFFICE
STATE LANDS COMMISSION Sa07 - 12t Stred
LED T. MeCARTHY, Lisutenant Governor Sacramento, CA 35814
GRAY DAVIS, Controllss

. CHARLES WARRER
THOMAS W. HAYES, Director of Finance Erecutive Officar

April 10, 1991
File Ref.: WP 3551
EIR ND: 549

NOTICE OF PUBLIC REVIEY® OF A NEGAT;VE DECLARATION
(BECTION 15073 CFR)

A Yegative Declaration has been prepared pursuant to the
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act ¢Section
21500 et seq., Public Resocurces Code), the :State CEQA gm.delines
{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 1is attached for your review. Comments
should be addressed to the State Lands Commission office shown

akove with attention to the undersigned. All comments nust be
received by May 11, 1991.

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

A

aﬁm GRABER
\fv;sian of Environmental
Planning and Management

aAttachnant
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA PETE WILSON. Governer

STATE LANDS COMMISSION f:g_&lzm g::lge

LEO T. McTARTHY, Licutenant Governor Sscramento, CA 95814

GRAY DAVIS, Controffer
; CHARLES WARREN
OMAS W, HAYES, Dirsctor of Finznce ive Off;

PROPOSED GATIVE DECLARATIOM

EIR ND: 549
File: WP 3551

SCH No.: 91042029

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

Proponents: G. Willard Miller and Nancly Shurtleff

Project Location: Lake Tahoe, Meeks Bay, approximately 150
feet waterward of applicants' pier, APN
016-300~101, E1 Derado County.

Prcject Description: Authorization of two existiny 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 seq., Public
Resources Code), the State CEQA Guidelines (Section 15000 et seq.,
Title 14, California Code Regulations), and the State Lands
comnission regulations (Section 2901 et seg., Title 2, California
Code Regulations). .

Based upcon the attached Initial Study, it has been found that:

I X7 this project will not have a significant effect on the
environment.

{ / mitigation measures included in the project will avoid
potentially sigrificant effects.
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STATE LAMDS COMMISSION

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST — PART 8t ,
Form 13.20 (7/82) File Ref.:_ WP 3551 :

Y

i. BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Appucant: ___G, Millard Miller/ Napcy Shurtleff Vail Carp
30 Las Cascadas Road P.0. Box 879

Orinda, CA 94363 B Tahpoe Citv. CA_G5230

Checklist Date: 247 1.9
Contact PersonNacques A. Graber
Telephone: { 916 ) 323-7209

Purpose: Authorization of two existing mooring buoys located approximately 150 feet
waterward of app?icants' ‘pier in Lake Tahoe.

Locaton: Upland ad:_iness: 235 Drum Road, Meeks Bay, CA. West shore of Lake Tahoe
T14N R17E SEC 20 M.D.M. . .

Omcription: T80 buoys secured by metal chain and held fast to the lake hottom by concrete
block anchors.

~ .

Persons Contacsdd:

tl. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explain all “yes™ and “maybe’ sisvers)
A, Berth. viill the proposa! result in:

1. Unstable eut” .conditiom or chenges in geclogicsubsh Jtures? . .. . ..

2. 'Disruptians, dispizozments, compaction, or overcovering of the soil?. . .

Cheng e in topography or ground surfice relief features? .. ... ... ...

T e A e e e es

7he destruction, covering, or modifics tion of any unigue geologic or physical {eatures?

noooo §
noono §
100009 #

Any increase in wind or water.erosion of 1oils, either onor-o'tthesite? .. ... ... it

Chenges in degaiition or erosion of beach sands, or changes-in siltation, deposition -2t erpsion which IR N
modity the channst of a tiver or stresm of the bed of the ocean or any Bay, inlat, ovlake? . ... ... .. cos E E:]

“CALENDAR 3458 s T
Exposure of il people or property to genlogic hazards such a5 earthquakes, iandslides, mudslides, ground 2 o ol

tailwe.orzimi!arﬁawdz?...........,............................Z*Jﬂﬁ‘ﬂi.?\i’.mm&'

-
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C.

iz, Will the proposal result in: Yas Hlaybe No

hane T S |
1. Substantial zir eiamissions or detenoridtion of smbent a Quality? . ... .. . il e D [__j

2 Thecreation Of G esioNEMe 0dOIS2. . . . ... ... it cecenreccaaressecoacteatroaan e

y—
4

]
E

9. Alteraticn of 3ir movement, moisture or Temperatuce, or any changs in climate, either locally or regionally?.

Worer. Will the proposal result in:

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

J

i
-
>

)
-
-

B B30 g8

[

2 Changes n absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the rate and amcunt of surface water cunoff?, . .. ...

....,
L.J

3. Alterations 1o the course or flow of flood waters? . .. .. . ... ivs teeeeevsssncansarsnsne

G

4. Change in the amount of surfacewaterin any watee body? . . . (... ...ttt ennronnncnranes

5. Discharge into surface aters, of in any alieration of surface watar quality, including but not limited 1o
temperature, dissolved ¢ xygernorturbidity? . . . ... ...

03

6. Alteration of the directoncrrateof flowofground waters? . . . .. .. .. .. i iieeuernocannananens

2 00 00

v
| b
0]

7. Change in the quantity of ground waters, either through direct additions or withdrawals, or through inter-
ception of an aQUIler By CUB Or EXCEVBUIONST .« . o v 2 i vt veacotnnescnveosnansssnssosssensnans

- Vow?

-

8. Substanual reduction i the amount of water otherwise avatlable tor public watersupplies? ... ........

r

9. Exposwre of people o1 property 10 water-related hazards such as floodingortidalwaves? . ... .........

J00

.
™

B Sl

)
-

10. Significant changes in the temperature, flow or chemical content of surface thermal springs?. . ... ... ...

Plont iife. Wit the proposa! result in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, or number of any species of piants {including trees, shrubs, grass, crops,
Ind QU PIBITSI?. L . ittt ittt e e rn et re et e et e et an et

2. Reduction of the numbeers ¢f any unique, rare or endangered speciesof plants?. . . .. ..o v v i e cevn e

3. Introduction of new species of plants into an ared, or in a barrier to the normal replenishment of existing

™

i
1O k]
O
0

x‘ :
L e

4. Bzduction inacreage of any agricultural crop? . . ... . . . it i i it ittt e c et et

tuimot l.ife  Will the proposa! result in:

0o g

1. Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any species of animals (birds, land znimals including
reptiles, fish and shellfish, benthic orgamsms, Or inseCts)? . .. . ... ittt ineaneanaanes

T10]

2. Reduction of tha numbers of any uniqus, rare or encsngered specissof animals?. ... ..ot cuvvan. .

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

)
- ned

)

4, Detericration to existing fish or witdlife habitat?. .

Meiive, Wikl sthe proposal result in:

1. Incredse i existing nois2 tevels? |

2. Exposure of pesple 10 severs noise levals? . _ .

Light and Glare. Will the proposal result in:

1. The productionof new lightorglare? . . . ... ...........

Land Yse. Will the proposal result in:

O 0O 0o

1. A substantial siteration of the present or planned land use of an area?.
Naturel Rescurces. Will the proposal result in®
1. Increase in tive rate of use of any natural resources? . . . ... ... ... . . D ‘D rz,,*

. -3
2. Substantial deplation of any nanrenewable sesources? ... ... ... .. e et aaeeen D {__j {:_X:]
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Risk of Upset, h ! ttin:
of Upset. Does the proposal result in Yas Meybe.No

1. A risk of an explosion or the release of hazardous substances (including, but not limited 20, oil, pasticides,
chemicals, or radiation) in the event of an accidentorupsetconditions? . .. ... .ccvvnt ceaannans D D E}

2. Possible interference with emergency response plan or an ernergency evacuation plan? . . D D
Population, Will the proposal result in: % g
1. The alteration, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human population of the area? D E] m

Housing. VWhil the proposal result in:

1. Atlfecting existing housing, or create a demand for ad2isionel housing? . . .

0
U
B

Transporiation|Circulazion, Wit the proposal result in:
1. Generation of substantial additional vehiculsrmovement?. .. ... ......

2. Atfecting existing parking facilities, or create 3 demand for new parking?, .

aoao
HOERER

Substantisl impict upon existing transpontationsystenys? . . ... ... 0.l

i

Alterations to present patierns of circulation of movement of pecple and/or goods?

3.

a.

5, Alterations to watetbomne, rail, orairtradfic? _ . . . ... . .. i s

6. Increase in traffic hazards 1o motor vehicles, Ditychists, OF PEABSIIBN? . . . o v v v on s e enseen s

Public Services.  Will the proposal have an effact upon, or result in 3 need for new or sliered govemmentat
services in any of the following areas:

1, Firéprotection? . ... ....ccrunn.

2. Policeprotection? . . ....... ...
3.8hools? ... ... i e

4. Parks and other recreationsi-facilitias?. ... ...,
5. Maintenance of public facilities, including roads?,
6. Othergovernmental services?. . (..o vvn v e v
Enezy. Will the proposal result in:

1. Useof substantial smounts Of fUel Or eneIgYT . L . . v v e vt vranesnoveonsvooascannsannse

OO0 000000 0o0ooo0od
0o aooooo osao

2. Substantial increzse in demand upon existing sdurces of enargy, or require the devsiopment of newsources? .
Urilities. Wili the proposal resuit in a need f0r sy systems, of substential alterations to the following utilitias:
1. Povsgr of natural gas?. . .

2. Communication systems?

3.Water2. .. ... ...

4, Sewser Of seplic tanks? | .

5. Storm water drainsge? . . .

€. Solid waste and disposal? . ... ...

Human Health. Witl the proposz! result in:

o 00 000000

1. Creation of any health hazard or potential health hazard {excluding mentel haalthi? |

ga aooooaa

2. Exposure of peopletopotential haslth hazards? . . . .. .. .. it ieriinnnenn
Aestherics. 'Will the proposal result in:

1. The obstruction of any scenic vista or view open 10 the public, or will the propotal rzsult in the creation of
an sesthetically offensive site CP2n Lo PUDLC VaAT . .. i ittt incnonoannsvsasnnansenens

Recreztion, Wilt the proposal resalt in:
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1. An impact upon the quelity or quantity of exitting recreation! opportunitiss?. . . . SEALENDAR 55 Fowes ' i i .
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Yes Maybe No

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

C

m m

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

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

oo O

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

Mondasosy Findings of Siznificance,

1. Doss the project have the potentia! 1o degrade the quality of the environment, reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildiife species, cause a tish or wildlife population w0 drop below self-sustaining ievels, threaen to eliminate
a plant or 2nimal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rar2 or endangered plant or
animal or eliminate important examples of the majos periods of California history or prehistory?

O

2. Does the project have the poteatial to achkiave short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term, envircnmental

LIt ™)

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

4. Does the project-have environmentat etfects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly Of InGIrBCHY? V. L .ot ieineeucarnoreanaseasnannssnecsorssasnanannnnns

181, DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION. {See Commeats Attached)

0O 00
(]

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

m.\l find the oroposed project COULD NOT have 3 ngnificant effect on the environment, and s NEGATIVE DECLARATION wilt
‘be preprred, .

D i tind that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environmeni, there will nat be a significant etfect
in thi» c3se because the mitigation messures descibed on an attached sheet have beon added to the project. A NEGATIVE

DECLARATION will be prapared.
L_] 1 find the proposed project MAY have a significent eftect on the environment, and 2n ENVIRONME&}TAL IMPACT REPORT
’

is requied. .
/2 7

Daz: 2/ 25. 191 . /xé%‘ :
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 sinall portion of 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 considered 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, either by intent or shifting from winds pulling a moocred boat
ang its attendant bugy, would turbidity occur. 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 colonization
should have occurred as the buoys are already in place. The lake bottom in this
location is both cobble and sand.

Anima! Species

The buovs as mentioned in D.1. could introduce new plant species into an
otherwise unpopuiated substrate. ‘This in turn could attract grazing organisms to the
newly colonized anchor, taking vp 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 avid the buoys and their atterdant 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 he conducted farther from shore to avoid
fouling lines cn anchor chains or the applicants’ pier. This would include top linz
and deep trolling. Thece-impacts will not be new as the buoys are already in place.

ICALENDAR SalE—r-;
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R.1

S.1.

Aesthetics

The two mooring buoys create an impact upon the aesthetics and scenic vista,
The buoys are small, blue and white, ard float on the water's surface. The impact
of the two buoys wili be noticeable to persons viewing from shore, boats moored at

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

_ existing, already in place.
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.

beatenoar P2t
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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

W
" 3 EXECUTIVEOFFICE -
STATE LANDS COMMISSION 13, Smeet

LEO T. McCARTAY, Lisutensnt Govamor Sacranwots, CA 95814
GRAY DAVIS, Consaller

T iAd : CHAMLES WARRER
TROMAS W. HAVES, Director of Finsnce e tive Officer

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: 916/323-7209

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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(STATU LANDS COMMISSION

ERNVIRORMENTAL 1MAPACT ASSESSRRENT CHFCXLIST - PART H X
Form £3.20 {7/82) File Ref.; PRC 3557

BACKGROUND INFORMAYIGN

A. Appiicahy; __William R. Breuner/Edwin A. Grebtus Jr.
1470 Maria Lane

Vail Engineering
P.0O. Box 879

Walnut Creek, CA 95730 Tahoe city, CA 95730

Attn: Xevin Agan

Checklist Date: ___057.20 ¢ 91
Contact Person:  Jacqgues Sraoser

Telephone: { 916 ) 323-7209

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

RS N

Locstion: 4920 West Lake Blvd., APN 697-100-14 ind 097-100-21, Lake Taoce, Placer
County, CA

Description: Authorize continued placexwvnt ang use of four existing mooring buoys.

Persons Conteci

il. ENVIROMMENTAL INPACTS. (Expiain 8l “yes” and “maybe’ answers)
A, LEarch. Wil the preposal resulting
1. Unstaide earth conditions o changes in geologic substructures? . . . ... oo v v vnns
. Disruptions, displacemants, compaction, or overcoveringof thasoil?. . .. .. .......

Changa in 1opography or ground surficerehief festures? . ... . ... ... . it

hoooo §
00080 §
DE0E &

. Any increase i wind or water erosion of soils, sitheronoroff thesite?. . . . ... ... . ... ........... D D m

SIS o e el
Changes in depctition of eroson of beach sands, of changes in siliation, depositic on etagion whcchmlv [%vr
modily the channel of 3 river or stzeam of the bed of the ocesn or eny bay, inlet,or lake? . . ... - ":D

&~ """\-

“-‘.
7. Exposuse of all prople or progerty o geslogic harards such o8 ezrthquakes, lmdslades muésl;ﬁa

iwmecrsm!uhu&rds?.........._.......................‘..............'.—.'.T'.'.""{ i ‘ l‘l

2

3.

4 The dessruction, covering, or moditics tion of wny unique geologic or physicel features?
5

6.




O.

der. Wil the proposal resuit in: .

1. Substantiat air emnpussions o detenoizuion of ambieant ar quatity? . |, | :

2. Thecreation of Objactionable 0UDrS?. . ... . & .t iurerineneunneossonvosesoncncnanenss
3. Alteraticn of 3ir movement, moisture or temperature, or.any change in climate, either Jocally or regionally? .
fazer. Will the proposal result in:

1. Changes in the currents, or the course or dirvztion of water mouvements, in either manne or fnvsh waters? |
2. Changes in J1s01phion 73%es, Yraindge patte.as, or the rate #nd amount of surface water runaff2, . . . ...
3. Alteranons to the course or flow of ficod waters? .. .. ..

4, Change in the amount ol surface water i dny water Body? . . . .. . i i ie it ittt ti et et enaaen

5, Discherge into surface waters, ar in zny alterauon of surface water guality, including but not limited to
temperature, dissnived ¢ xygennor turbidity? .. .. ...

6. Alteraticn of thedurectonorrateof Hlow ol ground waters? . . . . . ... ..ttt nvtnnrneonsnnnnnenn

7. Changc in the quantity of ground waters, either through direct additions cr withdrawals, or through inter-
ception of an aquifer by custs or axcavatons? . . .. .

8. Substanta! reguction in the amount of walsr atherwase available for public water supplies? ... ..

9. Exposure of pesple 0: property 10 water-related harsrds such 33 Hloodingor tidalwaves? .. .. ... ......
10. S:gniticant changes in the temperature, How or chemical content of surtace thermat springs?. . ... ... ...

Plant Lite. Wal the propesl rewit in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, or numiser of any spacies of piants {including trees, shrubs, grass, croos,
sndaguaticplanted?, L. L. L. i i i

2. Reducuion of the numbsrx of any umique, rara or endangied speciesof plants?, .. ..o v it iannn e

3. introduction of new species of piantr-into zn area, or in a barrier to the nonnal replenishment of existing

4. Reduction 1n 20reug2 of any 30ncullural CroP? & .. it it it ittt n e
tnimsl Lije Wil the proposal result in:

1. Change in the diversity of spezies, or numbers of any species of animais {birds, land animals including
reptifes, fish and shefifish, benthicorganmisms, or ingecls}? L ...ttt i it nennnuaananannann

2. Reduztion of the numbeurs of any unique, rare or endangaved speciesof animals?. . . . .. .....c.c.0n.na

3. Introduction of new species of animals IO an ares, of resull in a barrier to the migrstion or movement of

4. Deterioration o existing fis¥ or wildlife habitat?. . . .. .

SMeive. Wil the proposal result in:

1. Increme mexiztingnoiselevels? ., ... ... . ..., ...

2. Expolure of prople 10 severe none levels? .,

Lirh and Glore, Wil the propasal exult in:

1. The production of new lightorglase? ... .. .......

Land Use. Will the proposal result in:

1. A substantial alterstion of the present or plannexd tand use of 3n area?.

Netural Resources. Wil the proocsal resultin:

1. Increase in the rate of use of any rdtural resourees? . .. .. .. ... ... .-

2. Substantial depletion of any nonrenewable resourees? . . ... ... ... : .

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

L. Arisk of an explosicn of the release of hazardous substances {including, but niot limited to, oil, pesticides,
chemucals, or radiztion) in the event of an accident orupsetconditions? . ............... e D D

2. Fossible interference with emergency respoense 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
Hlousng, Wil the propasat resuls n;

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

]
O

{ransportation]Circulation. Will the proposal result in:

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

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

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

5. Ailetauonstowalcrbcr‘-.:,rail,ora:r!rafﬁc? e e e e i i e,

00oo0o
LOBEO0O0O0
BFOBRERGE

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

R B I T S

Publie Sercvices, Wil the proposal have an effect upan, or result in 2 need for new or aitered governmenta!
sefviCes in 2ny of the {oliowing areas:

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

5. Maintenance of public facitities, including roads?,

0OO0000 o

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

I.Useoisubstantialmoumsoffuelorenergv?..........................................

Bl BREREFE

2. Substantial increase in demand upon existing sori'ces of energy, or require the development of new sources? .
Utilities. Will the proposal result in 3 need tor new tystems, or substantial alterstions to the following utilities:

1. Power or naturat gas?. . .

2. Communication systems?

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

4. Sewer or septic tanks? . .

5. Storm water drainaga? . .
6. Sciid waite and Gisposal? . e

.

U0 000000 oo

Humsr: Health, Wil the proposal result in:
1. Creation of sty health hazard or patential health hozerd texcluding menrtal health)?

B8 S86EEF

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

Aesrheries. Will the proposs! result in:

1. The obstruction of any 3C2MIC Vista Of view open 10 the public, or will the proposal result in the creation of
an aesthetically offensive sitz open 1o public view?

O
O
O
OJ
O
O
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U
O
O
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Recreation, Will the proposal result in:

» Uttt U 5 © s e e,

1. An impact vpun the quality or quantity of existing recreationa! opportunities?. . . . . SALERDAR P
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T  Cultural Resources.

1. Will the proposal result in the slteration of or the destruction of 3 prehistoric or histonic archeolagical site? .

2. Will the proposal resul’ in adverse physical cr sthetic effects to a prehistoric or histaric building,
DL LT (1 T T 17T

3. Does tha proposal have the potential to cause a phytical change which would affect uiique ethnic cultural

4 Wil the propesal restrict exaisung religious or sacred user within the potential- .npactares? . . ... .. .. ..
Mandatory Findings of Significance,

1. Does the project have the potential ta degrade the quslity of the 2nvironment, reduce the habitat of 2 fish or
wildlie ;:m:nes cause 2 tith or wildlife poguiation to drop below sclf sustaining levels, threaten to elirminate
a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of 2 rare or endanpered plant or
animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?. . . ... ..

2. Does the project have the potential 1o achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term:, environmenta!

3. Doss the project have impacts which are individually limited, but cumulatively considersble? . ... .,....

4, Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human bsings;
erther directly GrinditeCtly? . ... .. ... ittt ireenecoasonoanrasnsescessancasecsassenns

lii. DITCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION [See Comments Attached)

V. imewammv DETERMINATION
On the basis of this initia! evalustion:

Gi L’ﬁnd the prepozsd project COULD NOT have a significont effect on theunvironment, and 8 NEGATIVE DECLARATION will
preparad. .

I—J i find that although the proposed project could have a significant effoct on the environment, Siers will not be a significant effzct
in this cae becawsz the mitigation meszsures described on an attached sheet have been addid to the projct. A NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

i_ ] i find the proposed projécs MAY have 2 significant atisct.in the anvircnment, and 2n ENVIAONMENTAL IMPACT REPOAT

is requied,
e
Date: 05/ 20 /.91 :
F°‘%«5’&'?ww_,&t._
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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 up«and portion of the parcel consists of a low bluff approximately 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 escarprent.

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 MLLW.

Two buoy fields are ocated 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 property.

The shorezone is open and affords no inlets or features for shelter for fish. The site

has been identified as a spawning area by the California Departient of Fish and Game.
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BREUNER/GREBTUS BUOY

DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

A.1l. Earth Conditionus

The project invelves 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 not prohibit burrowing oiganisms from:

inhabiting the substrate beneath the blocks. Impacts will be minimal.

Topography

The blocks anchoring the buoys are placed directly on the surface of the lake

bottom. Their size and weight wiil not modify the lakebottom features. Impacts will

be minimal.
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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 sill-i0'

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.
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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.

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

Exiaust 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.

Currents

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

Tkeir placement will not affect currents or water movements,

C2. Runoff
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TALENDAR PAG S g immm

P ey I
RAITE AR, SO0

- ..
.

w—_e




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 Waiers

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

C4. Surface Water

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

Y
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ground warer flows,

C7.  Groundwater, Quantity

The buoys and anchor blocks res? directly on the substrate surface. They will

%ot penetrate the lakebed and affect groundwater supply.

C8. Water Supplies

The anchor blocks /ind:buoys will not be used as water acquisition facilities,

The water supply at Lake Tahoe will not be impacted.

C9. Flooding, Esc.

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

not cause a situation leading to flooding. 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 Plant Species-Divarsity

AR 7258




Supporting secsile plants. The anchor blocks ang

aquatic plants. The impact would pe negligibje,

Endangereq Species

Ron’ppafhabitat.

D3, Introduction of Planis




E.L

Species Diversity
The anchor blocks and buoys could affect the entry into the lakebottom by
burrowing organisms. Fish and benthic organisms could be attracted by the buoy

assemblies for grazing. The impacts would be negligible.

Ruse Species

The bucy assemblies are small and create a minimal impact. There should

be no reductior in rare species.

New Species

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

Habitat Deterioration

The four buoy assemblies are currently in place in Lake Tahoe. The impacts,
if any, are already present. The impacts will be negligible.
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The buoys have no whistles or bells for navigational aids. There will be no

increases in noise levels.

Severe Noise

The buoys will not generate noise themselves. The only noise impacts may

arise from the boats moored at the buoys. Such noise periods would be brief and
negligitie.

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 to
create reflective glare.

The bunys are located near two existing clusters of buoys. There will not be
a newly introduced use for this location to alter local use patterns. Adjacent buoys

are approximately 150 feet north and 200 feet south of the applicant’s pier.

Resource Use
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The four buoys will not increase resource depletion or loss of non-renewable

resources. Recreational boats are the only craft to be meored at these buoys.
‘Explosion

The project involves authorization of four 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 collisiox or

five.

Emergency Plans

The four existing mooring buoys are near two established clusters of buoyx.

The buoys will not create a new impact upon emergency vessel movements for that

darea.

Alter Population

The four 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 recreational vessels. There will be no live aboard vesseils or increases in-local

population.




1.1. Housing

The mooring buoys are intended for use by the applicant whose property is

located 225 to 300 feet west. No new housing will be constructed in association with

the buoys.

M.1, Vehicular Movement

The autherized buoys are intended for the applicant’s private use. 'No new

vehicular traffic will result from the use of these buoys.

M2 Parking

The anthorized buoys are intended for the applicants’ private uvse. New

parking facilities will not be created or associated with their use.

M3. Transportation Systestis

The proposed project wili not introduce new impacts on.existing or future

transportation systems. The buoys are intended for use by the applicants only.




The four bucys are located near existing clusters of buoys in Lake Tahoe.

They will not affect land or water traffic circulation.

Traffic

The buoys are located near existing clusters of buoys at the west shore of
Lake Tahoe. The buoys generally will affect boating traffic requiring its movements
to waterward, avoiding collisio1 with buoys or moored boats. Waterskiing and fishing
must be conducted away from the buoys to aveid injury to skders or fouling of trolling

lines. This impact will not be new but ongoing.

*

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

-

Public Services

The buoy authorization is for four existing mdoring 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 mainienance or

other public services. No significant impact will sccur.
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O.1. Enpergy Use

The buoys will not require use of energy fcr-navigational aids. There will be

no impact.

O2 New Energy

The buoys use no energy in their implementation. There will be no impacts

or future encrgy needs.

P.1-6 Utilities

The buoys will not create an impact on utilities services including power,

water, sewerage and waste or communications. No impact will occur.

Q.12 Health Hazards

The buoys consist of four hollow plastic floats, chain and four concrete anchor

blocks. These materials-will not pose a heaith hazard or potential health hazard to

numans,




The buoys will be placed with several other buoys and adjacent piers. The

presence of several buoys and moored boats creates an impact upon views from Gb

shore: The impact will not be new, The additici:or removal of the four buoys will

Dot create a significant impact on the present view status,

Recreation

The four buoys will not create a new impact upon recreation in this area. The
buoy field generaliy impacts water skiing, fishing and possibly swimming activities,
but this will not be 2 new impact.

Historic-Ethnic Sites

The four buoys are located with several other buoys approximately 190 to 300
feet waterward of the lake shore. There are no archaeologic or ethnic sites in this

location. The buoys will have no impacts upon archaceologic, historic ot ethnic sites,

Degradation

The buoys are smail, passive fixtures which can he removed. They will not
€reate a permanent impact which could degrade the environment or endanger plant

or animal species.
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U.2. Environmental Goals

The impacts created by the buoys are negiigible and will not cause impacts of

advantage or disadvantage to environmensal values.

Cumulative Impacts

The buoys are four of a group of buoys in a "field". The issue of buoy fields

iy raised with regard to size of field and numbers of buoys. A single buoy has a

lissser impact than S, 10 or 20 buoys grouped together. The impact of one buoy and

its boat is less than-a larger grouping. The psychological impacts upon individual
viewers varies regarding the aesthetic issue. Tests conducted showed up to 58%
disapproval of boats greatér than seven closely spaced at mooring buoys. The
addition of these bucys will add to the curaulative impacts of this buoy field.
Recause of the current number of buoys in the field and the fact that these are
currently in place, authorizing of the four moering:bucys will not creaie a significant

impact on the viewshed.

Adverse Impacts

The accumulation of scveral buays in a field including the applicants’ four
buoys may contribute to the visual impacts, but the added impact should be

uegligible. There will not be a significant adverse impact cn humans.
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STATE OF CAUFORNY,

W
STATE LANDS COMMISSION %mgmfs
LEO T. McCARTHY, Liouronant Governor Sacramenio, CA 58214

| W. HAVES, Diractor of Finsnce CHARLES WARREN
May 21, 1991
File Ref.: WP 7130
EIR ND: 553

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

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

Commission.

The document is attached for your review. Comments shouid be addressed
Lands Commission office shown above with attention to the undersigned. All
comments must be received by June 21, 1991.

Should you have any questions or need additional information. please call the
ersigned at (916) 323-7202.

JACQUES GRABER
Division of Environmental
Planning and Managemen;

Attachment
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STATE LANDS COMMISSION

LED 7. PAsCARTHY, Lieutensnt Govemor
GRAY DAVIS, Comtrolier
THOMAS VY. HAYES, Dirsctor of Firance

EIR ND: 553
File: WP 7130
SCH Mo.: 91052071

Project Title: Winton — Authorization of Two Existing Buoys
Proponents: Charles J. Winton Iii

Project Location: Lake Tahoe, 4790 West Lake Bivd, APN 097-075-18, Placer
County.

Project Description: Authorization of two existing mooring buoys.

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

* Tuis documeni is prepared pursuant to the requireraents of the California
Environmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et seq., Public Resources Code), the State CEQA
Guidelines (Section 150C0 et seq, Title 14, California Code Regulations), and the State
Lands Commission regulations (Section 2901 et 5¢q., Title 3, California Code Regulations).

Based upon the attached Initial Study, it basibeen found that:

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

L./ mitigation measures inclided in the project will avoid potentially significant effects.
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STATL LANDS COMMISSION

ENVIRONMENTAL iMPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST - PART I
Foem 13,20 (2/82) File Ref.: Wr 7139 :

BACKGROUKD INFORMATION

A. Apphiant: Charles Winton III Briscu faterprises
110 Lviord Drive P.0. Box 7468
Tiburon, CA $4°220 Tahoe city, CA 95730

Attn: Jan Brisco-

Checkhist Date; ___ 057 20 ;91
Contact Persond acques Graoer

Purpose: Authorize placement of two existing mooring buoys

Location: West shore, Lake Tahoe, !cKinney Bay near Homewodd, CA 4790 W. Lake 3ivd.

ARN 97-075-04

Description: Buthorize continuea placement anc use of two mooring buoys at applicant s

upland address.

Pessons Contacted:

. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTYS. (Explain 8l “yes” and “maybe” snswers)
A. Eerth. Will the proposal result in:
1. Umstable carth conditions or changes in ¢eClogie substrectsres? , . .. . oo vve v v o n e
2. Disruptions, ditplacements, compaction, ofr overcoveringot thesoii?. . . ..... .. ...
Change i topography or ground surlice rolief festures? . . ... ...
The destruction, covering, or modifit tion of any umgue geclogic or phynical features?
Any increase in wind or water erosien of sodds, esitheronor st thesste?. . . .. ... ... ..

-—

Changes in deposinon Or erotion of besch sends. or changes in siltation, deposiion or erasion which may
modify the channel of 8 niver or stream or the bed of the ocean or sy bay, inlet, or lake?- /0, 57 "hadt -

s s e v e ae el

Exposure of all pecple or proparnty to geclogic hazards such &5 esrthquakes, igndslidm’.' m&!i&aﬁ&oﬁ-——
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B. .l Will the preposal result in:

1. Substaatial 3ir emmussions ot detenicration of arabseni arquality? ... .. Ll ol e i e,

0 -

2. The creation of objectionable edore?. .. . e

]

-
b

3. Alteraticn of 3ir movement, mossture of temparature, or any changs in climate, either locally or regionatly? .

IWarer. Will the proposal result in:

1. Chanqes in the currents, or the course or direction of water movements, 1n either manne or fresh waters?

% T

< ML HEE

o

13

2 Chsnges m 3bsorption rases, drainage patterns, or the rate and amount of surface water runoff? [ .. ...

3. Alterationstothe course or-flow of Hood waters? . . ... . ...ttt iveernccncancnoannanes

J

4. Changeinths amount of surface water in any water bogy? . . . . .t ittt et eenacnabosananaes

5. Discharge into surfece -waters, 07 in any alterauon of surface water quality,.including but nos limited to
temperatuie, dissolved cxygenor tusbidity? . . . ... ... L.ttt ittt ittt e

6. Alterationof thadirectonorrate ot flow of SroUndE Waters? . . . .. .. .. vnrcnneecncccnnanenn

NI

7. Change in the quantity of ground waters, either through direct additions or wathdrawals, or through inter-
ception of an aQuUIfer by CUI Or BXCOVANONGT .. ... . ... oeceeocarnsannnsronassaceeoceans

. -
“J

8. Substantial reduction in the amount of water otherwise svailzble for public water supplies? . . .

sor 1Ty

£

po—
PP |

r-

8. Exposure of people o1 property 1o wates-related hazards such 2s flooding or tidal waves? . ... .

OGS 00 CAaci

e,

10. Signiticant chanqes in the tamperature, flow or chemical contant of surface thermal springs?. . .

r

Plaar Life. Wikl the proposa) cesult in:

1. Change in the diversity of specigs, or number of any species of plangs (including trees, shrubs, grass, crops.
AN BQUANE PIANIS) D . . L L ..ttt i i iececeeacee s et eet et

2. Reduction of the numbuerx of any unique, rare or endangered speciesof PIants?. .. .. .. .. ittt

3. fatroduction of new species of plants into an 2caa, Or in 3 barrier 10 the normal replenishment of existing

R

4. Reduction i aereage of any anicu i ural Cr0D? . o o it o vt ittt i en et arataciatectananns
tnizmal Life Will the proposal result in:

1. Change in the diversity of specizs, or numbers of any species of animals {birds, 1and animals including
repules, fish and shellfish, benthic orgamsms_ o7 inseets)? . . . ..ottt ie e it i nnncansnonnncans

r
i

2. Reduction of the numbers of any unigue, rare or endangered specissof animals?. . . .. ... ..........

3. Introduction of new spacies of animals into an 2rea, or result in 3 barrier to the migration or movernent of

-
3
o o

r

(30 3 00 00
L
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4. Deteriuration 1o existing fish or wildlife habitar?. .
Xuire, Wil the proposal result in:

1. Increase ws existing noisedevels?. . . ... ... ...

o
0300

(]
B B B8 5

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

Lizkt ond Gkive. Wili the proposal result ing

1. The groduction of new lighterglare? . . ... ...

Leed Use. Wil the progosa! result in:

1. A substantial alterstion of the present or planned land use of an area?.

Nasurel Besources. Whill the proposal result in:

0D 0O O O
i

J

f. incresse in the rate of use of any naturairesources? ., .. ... .. .cvvv.

2. Substznna! depletion of any nonreniewable resowrces? L ... .. .. ...
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Rk of Upver Does the proposal result in Yes Maybe No

1. A risk of z:. explosion or the relrase of hazardous substances {including, but not limited to, oil, pestickdes,
chemical,, ur radiation) in thegvent of an accident or uEet COnAINONSY . .. .. .. .. .. s v ecenrnsenn D D [’a

2 Possible interference with emergency response plan or 3n emergency evacuation plan? . . . G [j [B
Population, Wil the proposal result in:
t The alteration, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human population of the trea? D r ’ @

Houung, Wil the proposal resultin,

-

X

O
0

1 Atffecting existing housing, or create 3 dzmand for additional houzing? . .
transporietionfCirculation. Will the proposai result in.

1. Genesation of substantial sdditions! vehicular movement?, . . ... .....

O
U
(3

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

3. Substantial 1MPIct UPON EXISTUNG LrAnSPOrIALICN SVSIEMS? . . . . vt v i v s v v e

FOREE

4. Alterations 10 present patterns of circulation or movement of peaple and/or goods?

5. Alterations 1o waterborne, rail, 6r e Uatfic? .. ... . i it et

0oaoa
D&BO0r

6 Increase in traffic hazards 1o motor vehicles, bieyclists, or padesteisns? . ... ... ..

4 s e 2 A e v e et

Public Serrices, Will the proposal have an eflect upon, or result in a need for new or zltered governmental
serwices 1N any of the following areas:

1. Fireprotection? . . .. .o ev v annns
2. Palicepmotection? . . ... ... . en.
3.Schools? .. ... ...ttt

4. Parks and other secreational facilities?, ... .. ..

5. Maintenance of public facilities, including roads?.

6. Cther governmentaiservices? . . .. ... ... .. ..

Loogaod

Erergy. Will the proposal result in:

1. Useof substential amountsof fugl orenergy? . . .. .. ... i i iitiiritnanetoennstonensanaenn

AR BREBAER

2. Substantial increase in demand upon axisting sources of energy, or reguire the davelopment of new sources? .
Utilities. Wil the proposal result in 8 need for new systems, or substantial slterations to the foliowing utilities:
1. Powrer or natural gas?. . .

2. Commun:cation systems?

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

4, Sewer or seplic tenks? | .

5. Stonm wster drainage? . .

6. Solidwasteand dispozal? .. ........

Hursgn Health. Wl the proposal resultin:

1. Creation of any health hazard or potentie! health hazard fexcluding mental hesith)?

O 00330

2. Exponse of people topotentil health hazards? . .. ... ... ...t
Aestlivrics. Will the proposzl result in:

1. The obstruction of any scenic vista ot view open to the gublic, or will the proposal resutt in the creation of
an settheticaliy offensive site OPEN 1O PUBUE VIBW? L . . ... i ittt ionenmscatntnrensnnneesnn

Rrervasion. YOI the proposal tetult in: —

. . ~r—

1. An impact upon the quality or quantity of existing recreational opportunities?. ... ., , ;;.3‘\;25"‘&.:‘-"‘36
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Yes Maybe No

™= [

1. Will the proposal cesult in the altsration of or the destruct:on of a prehistaric or histotic archeoclogical site?. '

Cultare] Resources. .

2. Will the proposat result in adverse phys‘jal or zestheuc effects to 2 prehistoric or historic building,
SETUCIUTE, OF ODIEET. L . L\ttt ittt ee et e e it e ae e ae e e et aenann

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

LT

4. Will the proposal restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential impactsrea? . .. .. .......
Mendaiory Findings oy Sakni[t;iﬁ.‘e.

1. Does the project have the omznual to degrade the quality of the envircnment, reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife specizs, cause a tish Qr wildlife population to drop below sclf-susummg fevals, thteaten to eliminate
3 plant or animal commumw, reduce the number or restrict the range of 2 rare or endat\wred p!am or
animal or eliminate inportant examples of the ma2;or periods of California nistory or prehistory?. . ... ...

Z..Does me project have the potenual to achieve short-term, 1o the disadvantage of long-term, environments!

3. Dom the projoct have inmpacts which are individually imited, but cumulatively considerable? .. ... ... ..

4. Does the project have envitonmantal effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly OF IndIteCtly? | . L . ...ttt it inereenneerononcaacaoanenonssaaasenens

fli. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION [See Comments Attached)

V. PRELIMINARY DETERAINATION
On tha baus of this initial evaluation:

m 1 find the propused project COULD NOT Rave a sigmificant effect on the enviconment, and s NEGATIVE DE CLARATION will
be prepared,

.

D ! tind that although the propoted projest could have 2 ugmificant gffzct on the enviroamsny, th(m will not be 2 significant effect
in this cas2 becsuse the mibgation mesasures described on an attached sheet have been add«d to the project. A NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

!_:} I fing :t: proposed project MAY have a signeficant efiect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
is A
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WINTON BUOY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

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

address of 4790 W. Lake Blvd. northerly of Homewood, in Placer County.

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

Tahoe. Shorezone Assessment (February, 1978).

The lakebed at the parcel slopes gently waterward. Svbstrate consists of cobbles and

boulders six inches and larger.

A 110 foot long wood pier projects from the applicant’s property into Lake Tahoe.
The two buoys are located approximately 80 and 150 feet waterward of the pier. Two piers

are located approximately 150 {eet to either side of the applicant’s property.

The shorezone is ¢pen and afferds no inlets or features for shelter for fish. The site

‘has been identified as aspawning area by the California Department of Fish and Game.
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WINTON BUOY

DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

A1 Earth Conditions

The project involves authorization of placement ol two existing mooring tuoys.

These wiil not alier any ground features or create unstable conditions.

A2 Ovescovering Soil

The buoys will employ concrete anchor blocks which rest on the bottom

substrate. Each block may cover approximately two square feet of lakebottom.

About four square. feet of lakebottom will be covered, thus removing it from

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

cause significant compaction and will not prohibit burrowing ¢fganisms from

inhabiting the substrate beneath the blocks. Impacts will be minimil.

A3. Topography

The blocks anchoring the buoys are placed directly on the surface of the'lake

bottom. Their size and weight will not nodify the lakebottom features. Impacts will

be minimal.
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and lacks unique features. The anchor blocks

ed in the ared is flat
atures. The buoys are in

The lakeb
place and will

will not affect the lakebottom O unigue fe

not be a-new impact.

AS5. Ercsion

or blocks are placed directly on the lakebed surface. No excavations

<d which might upset bottom pro

The anch
files and cause erosion. No

or regrading are requir

impacts will occur.

AS. Giltation

placcon 2 relatively fevel lakebed. Ne major currents are

The blocks are in
could move silt to

nts. Over time a prevailing current

ove sedime
_ The impact will be negligible.

in the area 10 ™

collec: to the side of the anchor blocks

A, Geologic Hazards

The blocks and buoys are placed directly on the lakebotiton. Their size, etc.
will not induce seismic instabilities of ground failures. No impacts ar¢ expected.
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manually from 2 boat ang rest directly on the

ing buays are placed
ns will result from their

The moo

lakebed. No special excavatio
as they are already in place:

d. No emissio
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placement
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4 for mooring purposes and cr

erboats mooring of casting-off from

The buoys aré use

ns would cesult only from pow
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them. The impact is negligible-

B3. Air Alterations

The buoys and anchor blocks remain in the lake. They will not create impacts

The buoys and anchot blocks are small, 1&58 than fous cubic feet in volume.
movements.

Their placement will. not

affect currents ot water
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Will not affecs




ground water flows,

Groundwater, Quantity

The buoys and anchor blocks rest directly on the substrate surface. They will

not penetrate the iakebed and affect groundwater supply.

Water Supplies

The anchor blocks and buoys will not be used as water acquisition facilities.

The water supply at Lake Tahoe will not be impacted.

Flooding, Erc.

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

The blocks and buoys are placed in Lake Tahoe and will not affect n=arby
thermal springs.

Piant Species Diversity

v
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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.

Enda.ng‘ered Species

The buoys and blocks are placed approximately 190-340 feet from shore in
Lake Tahoe. The impact to aquatic species is negligible. There will be no impact
to the plant species Rorippa subumbelilata Roll. (Tahoe Yellow Cress) as the project

. @

is in the jake and not on an upland site which could be identified as Rorippa habitat,

Introduction of Plants

The anchor blocks and bucys 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.

Agricultural Crops

The buoys and anchor blocks are located in Lake Tahoe. No agricuitire or

aquaculture are carried out in this area: There will be no impact.

Species Diversity




ntry into the Jakeboiioni Uy

oys could’ affect the €
be attracted by the buoy

The anchor blocks and bu
Fish and benthic organisms could

acts would be negligible.

assembiies for grazing. The imp

burrowing Organisias.

E2. Rare Sgecies
minimal impact. There should

be no veduction in rare SPEcics.

3. New Species

oor small boats. No species introductions are

assemblics serve to M
ity. Certain grazing:fish might the area for feeding

The buoy
move into

expected from this acti

but this impact would be negligible.

E4. Habitat Deterioration

blies are carrently in place in Lake Tahoe.

e two buoy assem
if any, are already present. The imp2<ts will be negligible.

F1. Noise Increases

The buoys bave 0O whistles or bells for navigational aids. ‘There will be 10
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increases in noise levels.

Severe Noise

The buoys will not generate noise themselves. The only noise impacts may

arise from the boats mooréd at-the buoys. Such noise periods would be brief and

negligible.
Light and Glare

The buoys will not be furnished with lighting for navigation. There will be no

impacts from light or glare. No reflections will be created from finished surfaces 10

create reflective glare.

“The buoys are located approximately 80 feet and 150 feet waterward of the

applicant’s 110 foot long pier. There will not be a newly introduced use fer this

location to alter loca! use patterns. Adjacent buoys are approximately 150 feet North

and 150 feet south of applicant’s nearshore buoy.

Resoures Use




The twe-bnoys will not increase resource depletion or loss of non-renewable

resources. Recreadonal'boats are the only craft to ke 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

invoived. Mooring of power boats could pose a possible hazard from-collision or

fire.

Emergency Plans

The two existing mooring buoys are in an established cluster of buoys. The

buoys will not crezate a new impact upon emergency vessel movements for that area.

Alter Population

The two mooring buoys will not affect the population density or growth
patterns in that area. They are intended for private use by the applicant for mooring
of two recreational vessels. There will be no live aboard vessels or incrzases in local

population.

L.1. Housing




The mooring buoys are intended for use by the applicant whose property is
located 200 10 300 feet west. No new housing will be constructed in association with

the buoys.

M.1. Vehicular Movement

The authorized bucys are intended for the applicant’s private use. No new

vehicular. traffic will result from the use of these buoys.

M2. Parkiag

The authorized buoys are iintended for the applicants’ private use.

parking facilities will not be crzaled or associated with their use.

M3. Transportation Systems

The proposad project will not introduce new impacts on existing or future

transportation systems. The buoyk szé intended for use by the applican. mly.

M4, Circulation

The two buoys are presently lccated 80 and 150 feet waterward of the

applicant’s pier in Laka Tahoe. Thiey will not affect land or water traffic circulation,
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The buoys are located 80 and 150 féet waterward of the applicant’s pier at the
west shore of Lake Tahoe. The buoys generally will affect boating traffic requiring 2
its movements to waterward, avoiding collision with buoys or moored bgazs.
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 ongeing.

M.6. Hazards

The buoys are located in Lake Tahoe and will not pose a hazard to land

trausportation such as moter vehicles, bicycles or pedestrians.

N.1-6 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, schoo! and park facilitics, road main:enance or

other public services. No significant impact will oscur.

O.1. Energy Use

The buoys wili not require use of energy for navigational aids. There will be
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no impaci.

G2, 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,

vrater, sewerage and waste or communications. No impact will, occur.

Q.1,2 Health Hazards

The buoys consist of two hojiow plastic floats, chain and two concrete anchor
blocks. These materials will not pose a health hazard or potential health hazard to

humans,

The buays are placed with several otiier buoys. The presence of sévearal buays
and moored boats creates an impact upon views from shore. The impact wiil not be

new. The two buays do not create a significant impact on the presefnt'view status.
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S.1.

Recwzation

The two buoys'¢o not create a new impact upon recreation in this area. The
buoys and pier generally impact water skiing, fishing and possibly swimming activities,

but this will not be a aew impact.

T.14 Histeric-Ethnie Sites

The two buoys are located waterward of the applicant’s pier approximately 190

10 340 feet-waterward of the lake shore. There are no archaeologic or ethnic sites

in this location. The buoys do have no impacts upon archaeologic, historic or ethnic

sites..

U.1. Degradation

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

or animal species.

U2. Environmental Goals

The impacts created by the buoys are negligible and will not cause impacts of

advantage or disadvantage to environmental values.
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U3. Cumulative Impacts

The two buoys are located waterward of the applicant’s pier. Adjacent piers
150 feet either side of the site also have buoys. The issue of bucys is raised with
regard to numbers of buoys especially in groupings. 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 a larger grouping. The psychological impacts upon individual
viewers varies regarding the aesthetic issue especially with groups of 5 or more buoys.
These buovs will add to the cumulative impacts of buoys generally throughout the
lake. Because of.the current numbez of buoys scattered around the lake and the fact
that these are curréntly in place, authorizing of the two mooring buoys will ne: create

a significant impact on the viewshed.

Adverse Impacts

The accumulation of buoys throughout the'lake including the two applicant’s

bucys may contribute to the visual impacts, Sut the impact should be negligible.

There will not be a significant adverse impact oix-humans.
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