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APPROVE A RECREATIONAL PIER PERMIT

Calendar Item CO5, attached, was pulled from the agenda prior to the meeting.

Attachment: Calendar Item COS
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CALENDAR ITEM

c05 06/36/92

W 22081
J. Ludlow

APPROVE A RECREATIONAL PIER PERMIT

APPLICANTS
Donald A. Wells, Donald A. Wells, Jr.,
Debhie Baker, Kathy La Londe, and
William G. Rokinson
303 Twin Dolphin Drive, Suite 122
Redwood City, California 94065

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION:
A parcel of submerged land located in Lake Tahoe at
Beach, Placer County.

LAND USE:
Retention of an existing pier and two mooring buoys.

TERMS OF PROPOSED PERMIT:
Initial period:
Five (5) years beginning June 30, 1992.

CONSIDERATION:
Rent-free pursuant to Section 6503.5 of the

BASIS FOR CONSIDERATION:
Pursuant to 2 Cal. Cocde Regs. 2003

APPLICANT STATUS:
Applicant is owner of the upland.

PREREQUISITE CONDITIONS, FEES AND EXPENSEE:
Filing and processing fees, environmental fee and Fish
Game fee have been received.
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CALENDAR _ITEM NO. CONT'D)

STATUTORY AND OTHER REFERENCES:
A. P.R.C.: Div. 6, Parts 1 and 2: Div. 13.
B. c¢Cal Code Regs.: Title 2, Div. 3: Title 14, Div. 6.

AB 884:
11/08/92

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:

1. Pursuant to the Commission’s delegation of authority
and the State CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. Ccde
Regs. 15025), the staff has prepared a Proposed
Negative Declaration identified as EIR NU 583, State
Clearinghouse No. 92032061. Such Proposed Negative
Declaration was prepared and circulated for public
review pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

Based upon the Initial Study, the Proposed Negative
Declaration, and the comments received in response
thereto, there is no substantial evidence that the
project will have a significant effect on the

environment. (14 Cal. Code Regs. 15074([bj).

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

P.R.C. 6370, et seq. Based upon the staff’s
consultation with the persons nominating such lands and
through the CEQA process, it is the staff’s opinicn
that the project, as proposed, is consistent with its
use classification.

The Applicant proposes to retain an existing pier and
two mooring buoys, all of which are previously
unauthorized.

The permit includes special language in which the
pernittee 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.
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CALENDAR ITEM NO.“ “ 5 (CONT’'D)

Applicant has agreed to participate in the Interim
Rorippa Management Program.

Pursuant to a comment from the Deparctment of ¥ish and
Game, the buoys and anchoring chains will be annually
detached from the anchor from Lnbor Day through
Memorial Day to allow unrestricted angling.

Permittee agrees to provide written evidence that the
buoys are authorized by the Tahoe Regional Planning
Agency by June 30, 1994.

This property was physically inspected by staff for
purposes of evaluating the impact of the proposed
activity on the public trust.

If any structure hereby authorized is found to be in
nonconformance with the Tahoe Regional Planning
Agency’s Shorezone ordinance, and if any alterations,
repairs, or removal required pursuant to said ordinance
are not accomplished within the designated time period,
then this permit is 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 Tahoe Regional
Planning Agency, permittee shall request the consent of
the State to make such alteration.

The Applicant has been notified that the public has a
right to pass along the shoreline and the permittee
mist provide a reasonable means for public passage
along the shorezone area occupied by the permitted
structure.

APPROVALS OBTAINED:
Pier: Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, United States Army
Corps of Engineers, and Placer County Letter of Approval.

Buoy: Placer County Letter of Approval
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CALENDAR ITEM NO.{: “ 5 (CONT'/D)

FURTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED: .
Buoy: Tahoe Regional Planning Agency and State Lands
Commission

Pierx: State Lands Commission

EXHIBITS:
A: Land Description
B: Location Map
C: Negative Declaration
D: Placer Courty Letter of Approval

I8 RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

FIND THAT THIS ACTIVITY IS CONSISTENT WI'TH THE USE
CLASSIFICATION DESIGNATED FOR THE LAND PURSUANT TO
P.R.C, 6370, ET SEQ.

CERTIFY THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION, EIR ND 583, STATE
CLEARING HOUSE NO. 92032061, WAS PREPARED FOR THIS PROJECT
PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF THE CEQA AND THAT THE
COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION
CONTAINED THEREIN.

ADOPT THE NEGATIVE DECLARATION AIID DETERMINE THAT THE
PROJECT, AS AFPROVED, WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON
THE ENVIKONMENT.

AUTHORIZE ISSUANCE TO DONALD A. WELLS, DONALD A. WELLS, JR.,
DEBBIE BAKER, KATHY LA LONDE, AND WILLIAM G. ROBINSON OF A
FIVE-YEAR RECREATIONAL PIER PERMIT, BEGINNING JUNE 30, 1992,
FOR THE RETENTION, USE AND MAINTENANCE OF AN EXISTING PIER
AND TWO MOORING BUOYS ON THE LAND DESCRIBED ON EXHIBIT "A"
ATTACHED, AND BY REFERENCE MADE A PART HEREOF.
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S) .TE OF CALIFORNIA PETE WILSON, Governor

STATE LANDS COMMISSION EXECUTIVE OFFICE
1807 - 13th Street

LEQ T. McCART!RY, Lieutenant Governor Sacramento, CA 98

GRAY DAVIS, Controller
THOMAS W. HAYES, Director of Finance CHAR!:ES WARREN
Executive Officer

March 19, 1992
File: W 22081
ND 583

NOTICE OF PUBLIC REVIEW OF A PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
(SECTION 15073 CCR)

.

A Negative Declaration zas been prepared pursiant 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 Lauds 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 April 19, 1992,

Should you have any questions or need additicnal information, please call the
undersigned at (916) 323-269%4.

1
é[ AN S%/?ZZ(/C(
JANE SMITH
Division of Environmental
Planning and Management

Attachment
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA PETE WILSON, Governor

STATE LANDS COMMISSION EXECUTIVE OFFICE
1807 - 13th Street

LEO T. McCARTHY, Lieutenant Governor Sacramento, CA 95814

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

PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

File: W 22081
ND 583
SCH No. 92032061

Project Title: Wells Pier and Buoys Authorization

Proponent: Donald O. Wells, Jr.

Project Location: Lake Tahoe, near Homewood, APN 98-101-28, 48 Moana
Circle, Placer County

Project Description: This project involves authorization of an existing single-use pier,
constructed in 1980, and two existing buoys. The existing 130’
pier was constructed with 12" diameter steel piles, with a 3’ x
45" launch deck at the waterward end of the pier. The two
existing mooring buoys are located approximately 125’ and 350’
from the end of the pier.

Contact Person: Jane Smith Telephone: 916/323-2694

This dorument 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:

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

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

54|
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LTATE LANDS COMMISSION

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST — PART I

fform 13.20 (7/82)

File Ref.; W 22081

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Apphcant: _lir. Donald Wells, dJr.
Wells Properties
400 Oyster Point Blvd.,Suite 418
South. San Francisco CA 94080
Checklist Date: __03 7 16 7 92
Cantact Person: __Jane Smith
Telephone: { 9]%-——)—.“323-2594

Purpose: _ 10 cons1der authorizaiicn of existing pier and two existing buoys.

Locaton: 48 Moana Circle, near Homewood, Lake Tahoe, APN 98-191-28.

Description: Consider authorization of existing pier (single-use) constructed with
12 inch dwaneter"steel plles, approx1mately 130 feet from h]gh water. An e1ght foot

of the pier, Also cons1der author1zation of two eX1st
approx1maf§;7“T25'?ééf‘éna 360 Feet Trom the end of T

Persons Contact

Kevin Roukey
U.S. Army “Corps of Engineers

226 1 Stxuand c..‘J-L‘lAAA
T ol W wd mbbaladey. “wi Ll 7 T

Sacramento CA 95814-2922

Jim Hamiltdn

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency
P 0 Box—1038—

Zephyr Cove NV 89448-1038

1. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explan all “yes” and “maybe’ answers)
A Lareh. Will the proposal result in: Yes Maybe No

1 Unstable earth conditions or changes 1n geologic substructures? , .,

The destruction, covering, or mo4ific: tion of any unique geologic or physical features? . .

Any increase n wind or water erosion of sois, either on or off the si1te?

Changes in {eposition or erosion of beach sands, or changes in iltation, depositon or EI’OSIOH whlch may
modify the ¢l annel of a rver or stream or the hed of the ocean or any bay, iniet, or laked CGALEN AR,PAS;E

Exposure of all pec~le or property to g
fariure, o simular hazards? .




8  Lir. Will the proposal result in-
I Substantial air empussions on deterioration of ambient air quahity? . . C e '2(_,
2. The creation of objectionable odors?. .. . e e e e e . i K]
3. Alteraticn of air movement, moisture or temperature, or any change in climate, esther locally or regionally? ?(—_z

Water, Will the proposal result in:

il igihie

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

I O O
Y E

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

Alterations to the course or-flowof floodwaters? .. . ... ... ... . ovriinerariaennanns

Change in the amount of surface water inany waterbody? . ... ..o e,

Discharge into surface w~aters, ar in any ajterauon of surface water quality, including but not limited to
temperature, dissolved cxygenorturbidity? . .. . ... ... Lo i s

. Alteration of the direct on or rate of flowof groundwaters?. . . ... ... ..ot

. Change n the quantity of ground waters, either through direct additions or withdrawals, or through inter-
ception of an ayuifer by CUTS OF @XCAVAUONST . . . ... ... e receroeoneannaroscstuteotraenans

1]
R
><

OC
e

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

9. Exposure of people or property to water-related hazards such as flooding or tidahwaves? . ............

. m—— —
> >

I

—
L
o

-

10. Sigrificant changes 1 the temperature, flow or chemical content of surface thermal springs?. . .
D. Pluni Life. Wil the proposal result in:

1. Change n the divetsity of species, or number of any species of plants (including trees, shrubs, grass, crops,
and 3GUALIC PRANTS)T. & oo e ettt

. Reduction of the numburs gi any unique, rare or endangered speciesof plants?. . ...... ... .. ..ol

3. Introduction of new_species of glams into an area, or in a barrier to the normal replenishment of existing

DYoL A R

4. Reduction in screage of any agriCUItUral CTOP? . . v v v v v e s ot naaia s e
tnimal Life Will the propos‘al result in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, or numbers ot any species of animals (birds, land animals including
reptiles, fish and shellﬁfh, benthic Orgamisms, Or insects)? . . .. ... i e eae e

Reducuon of the numbers ~f any unique, rare or endangered species of amimals?, .. . .......... ...

introduction of new species of ammals 1nto an area, or result in a barner to the migration or movement of

BTN Te 171 A AN I T I T SRS

O

4. Deterioration to existing fish or wildlifz habitat?.

Nane, Will the proposal result m.

K
3

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

2. Exvosure of peaple 10 severe noise levels? |

Light and Glure. Wil the proposal result in

1 The production of new light or glare?

Land U Whll the proposal resalting

1 A su’stantal alteration of the present or planned land use of an area?. .
Natural Resources. Will the proposal resultin

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

o 0O 0O 0OC

2 Substantial depletion of any nonrenewable resources?

'~ \LENDAR PACE
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Risk of Upset, Does the proposal result in: -

1. A risk of an explosion or the release of hazardous substances {including, but not lirted ‘0, ail, pesticides,
chemicals, or radiation) in the event of an accident or upset conditions?

L R L I T A

2. Possible interference with emergency response plan or an emergency evacuation plan? , . .
Population.  Will 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. Affecting existing housing, or create a demand for additional housing? . .

M. [lransportation|Circulation, Will the proposal resuit in:

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

Aftecting existing parking facilities, or create a demand fc- new parking?.

Substantial impact upon existing transportation systems?

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

I T T T

2.
3.
.4.
5. Afterations to waterborne, rail, or air traffic?

L I R I N S S e e oax

6. Increase in traffic hazards to mote: vehicles, bicyclists, or pedestrians?

N Public Services. Wil the proposal have an effect upon, or result in a need for new or aitered governmental
services in any of the following areas:

1. Fireprotection? . ................
Policeprotection? . . ..............
Schools? .. ......... .. ccn..

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

»

Maintenance of public facilities, including roads?,

v

6. Other governmental services?. . .. ..........

2.
3.
4,
5.

O. Energr. Will the proposal result in:
1. Use of substantial amounts of fuel orenergy?. .. ... . it et ne e e
®)
2 Substantial increase in demand upon existing sources of energy, or require the development of new sourcas? .

P Udiities Wil the proposal result in a need for new systems, or substantial alterations to the following uttlities:

1. Power or natural gas?. . .
2. Communication systems?

3 Water?2. ........

“eas

4. Sewer or septic tanks? . .

8. Storm water drainage? . .

6. Sohd waste and dispesal? . ........
Q. Human Health, Will the proposal result in:

1 Creation of any health hazard or potential health hazard {sxcluding mental health)? . .

2 Exposure of people to potential health hazards?

testhenes Wil the proposal result in

1 The obstruction of any scenic vista or view open to the public, or will the proposat reselt in tae crezaon ot

an aesthetically offensive site open to public views? . .

LI .

Recreation, Will the proposal result in:

Yes Maybe No
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Cultural Resources. Yes Maybe

1
H

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

2. Will the oroposal result in adverse physical or azesthetic effects to a prehistoric or historic building,
BT T LT L LS & 2 I

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

1T 2 S

4. Wil the proposal restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential impactarea? . ...........

U. Mandatory Findings of 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
a plant or ammal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of 2 rare or endangered plant or
animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?. . ... ..

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

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

4. Does the project have environmenital effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directy Or iNdIrCtly? ... oo i ien vt miaaecae et ortrannaeecraesrsasaseasans

111. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (See Comments Attached)

IV, PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
On the basis of this initial evaluation:
[—] i find the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the enviconment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION wil!
be prepared. . .

(X} { tind that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment there will not be 2 significant effect
in this case because the mtigation measures described on an attached sheet have been added to the project A NEGATIVE

DECLARATION will be prepared

]
{ _} | find the proposed project MAY have a signtficent effect on the environiaent, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
1s requied.

Date: 3 / ]6 /- 92




WELLS PIER AND BUQYS
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project proposes to consider authorization of both an existing pier, constructed
in 1980, and two existing buoys in Lake Tahoe, near Homewood, waterward of the upland
address of 48 Moana Circle, Placer County. The existing pier is located on the northern
property line between parcels 27 and 28.

The existing pier extends out approximately 130 feet from high water. Approximately
15 feet of the pier extends beyond low water (6223 foot elevation). Pier construction
consisted of an 8 feet wide wood deck atop 12 inch diameter steel piles spaced at 15 feet
on center. Piles were driven to 6 feet or refusal. At the waterward end of the pier is a 3
foot x 45 foot launch deck. A locked gate fence spans the width of the existing pier. The
existing pier is located in an in-fill area, with adjacent piers located approximately 90 feet
on either side.

The two existing mooring buoys are located approximately 125 feet and 345 feet
waterward of the ordinary low water mark (6223 foot elevation) and, according to the
applicant have been in existence since 1972, hnwever, the applicant has not submitted
supporting documentation. The buoys are appruximately 220 feet apart in distance, the most
lakeward and northeasterly buoy being located approximately 375 feet from the shoreline.
According to the attached drawings provided by the applicant, the existing buoys are within
75 feet of at least six other buoys, also spaced at 75 foot intervals, with the most waterward
of these other buoys extending out approximately 75 feet from the applicant’s most lakeward

buoy.

- DESCRIPTION OF ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The applicant’s property and site of the existing pier is located on a portion of
natural beach shoreline at the west side of Lake Tahoe. The site is part of a private
residence, assessor’s parcel no. 98-191-28, located on Moana Circle near Chambers Lodge
in Placer County.

The beach profile is a very shallow slope and composed of shallow lake bottom
sediments. The beach form is three small benches, the last one a higher upland. The
residence, landscaping and vegetation are found on the elevated upland portions of the
parcel.

The portion of the lake bottom (submerged) below elevation 6223 consists of cobbles
and small boulders between six inches and fifteen inches in size. The tirst bench consists
of cobble and pebble substrate ranging between three inches and one inch in size. The
second bench consists of sand and gravel partially sorted into long bands parallel with the
lake shore alignment. The third bench is composed of primarily coarse sand and granules




fairly sorted between a half of an inch and a sixteenth of an inch grain size.

The upland consists of established topsoil and humus which has been landscaped.
Pine needles and decaying leaves and branches cover the remainder of the unaltered areas

of the parcel.

A small stream, McKinney Creek, is located approximately 300 feet northwest of the
pier. The stream flows through a woodland. It passes adjacent to a crib and across a
gravelly to sandy substrate before entering Lake Tahoe. Hardwood trees, evergreens, shrubs
and grasses are found along this stream course. A population of Rorippa subumbellata has
been found on the beach sediment adjacent to McKinney Creek.

No vegetation including Rorippa subumbellata were found at the project site during
this survey. The beach area was void of vegetation.

The sand gravel cobole substrate characteristic of this site is similar to other Rorippa
subumbellata habitats (Knapp, 1979) (Ferrerira, 1987). Tkis site is considered as potential
habitat for the plant.

The existing pier is located in one of the highest density stretches of shoreline at
Lake Tahoe. There is 3,150 feet of shoreline in this area. The February 1978 Phillips

Brandt Reddick report on The Cumulative Impacts of Shorezone Dev
Tahoe identified the project area as having 2 1978 density of 4.13 piers per 1000 feet of

shoreline, with a future density of 6.03 piers per 1000 feet of shoreline. The shorezone in
the area is mapped spawning habitat on the Prime rish Habitat Maps identified by the
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency.




DONALD A. WELLS JR. PIER AND BUOYS W 22081
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

A.l. Earth Conditions

The project involves an existing recreational pier and two buoys. The existing pier
was constructed with open steel pilings supporting a wood deck. The buoys are anchored
by concrete blocks resting on the lakebed. This construction did not alter or cover any
ground features and did not create unstable conditions.

A2. Overcovering Soil

The existing pier was constructed with 12" diameter steel pilings for support driven
into the lakebed. An eight foot wide wood deck was constructed cn pilings, approximately
six feet above the lakebed. This open construction did not cover the lake bottom except the
space occupied by pilings and the bucy anchors. The buoys are anchored with concrete
blocks approximately two feet in diameter resting on the lakebed. The amount of soil
coverage which the piles and buoy anchors occupy is considered to be a minor impact.

" A3. Topography

The existing pier was constructed using an open construction. The pilings were set
with hydraulic pressure to minimize impacts to the lakebed. The structure does not modify
the topography of the lakebed. No new shore modification resulted from the pier
construction. The mooring buoys were installed with concrete anchor blocks resting on the
substrate of the lakebed. This impact was minimal.

A4. Unique Features

The lakebed at the pier site is flat and lacks unique features. The existing pier was
designed with open construction to reduce impacts to the lakebed. The pier and buoys do
not affect any unique features.

AS. Erosion

The pilings were placed directly in the lakebed substrate and the buoy anchors rest
on the bottom of the lakebed within the body of the lake. They did not cause any wind or
water erosion or 51gmﬁcant disturbance to lake bottom profiles.

A6. Siltation/Deposition

The existing pier was constructed using an open construction. Their placement would
not have an ‘impact to existing erosion or depositional processes.

Al. Geologic Hazards

‘C.‘-»LE»‘JC.‘“ R PACE
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The pilings were set directly into the lakebed. The buoy anchors rest on the bottom
of the lakebed. The depths of installation weie shallow and did not induce seismic
instabilities or ground failures. No impacts occurred.

B.1. Emissions

The pilings were set using a barge-mounted pile driver. Construction crews arrived
by car and truck during construction. Some emissions resulted from operation of the pile
driving equipment and vehicles used by commuting workers. This impact was small and
temporary, lasting during the construction.

B.2. Odors

The construction operations created some odors as engines were operated during the
piling installation and from crew vehicles arriving at and leaving the site. This impact was
not significant and was temporary; lasting until construction was completed. Use of the pier
creates some odors as boats arrive and Jeave. This impact is seascnal, intermittent, and
considered to be minimal.

B.3. Air Alterations

The existing pier and buoys are located in the lake. They do not contain fuel-
operated equipment, nor featares which would create impacts which would alter air
characteristics in any way.

C.1. Currenis

The existing pier was constructed using an open piling design and the buoys held by
submerged anchor blocks and chains. These structures do not create a significant impact
on currents or water movements.

C.2.  Runoff

The existing pier and buoys were placed within the body of Lake Tahoe. They do
not affect surface water drainage patterns, etc.

C.3. Flood Waters

The existing pier and buoys were placed within the body of Lake Tahoe. They do
not affect flood waters from streamflows.

C.4. Surface Water

The existing pier and buoys were placed in the body of Lake Tahoe. The pilings and




bueys do not affect the surfare water volume of Lake Tahoe.

CS. Turbidity
The existing pier was constructed in the dry land area so no turbidity resulted from

the operations. The buoy blocks rest on the lake bottom. Minor amounts of sediment may
be disturbed from boat movements at the pier. These impacts are considered minimal.

C.6. Ground Water Flows

The pier pilings and buoy blocks were set at relatively shallow depths. They do not
affect ground water flows.

C.7.  Ground Water Quality

The pier and buoy anchor blocks were set at relatively shallow depths and o not
serve as water acquisition facilities. They do not affect ground water supplies.

C38. Water Supplies

The existing pier and buoys are not intended for water acquisition. They do not
affect water supplies.

CS. Flooding

The cumulative volume of the pilings and buoy assemblies will r.ot induce flooding.
The structures do not interfere with water movements to induce flooding,

C.10. Thermal Springs

There are no thermal springs in the vicinity. The existing pier and buoys do not
affect any thermal springs.

D.1. Plant Species Diversity

The lake bottom at the site consists of smali pebbles with an underlie of course sand,
The structures furnish a substrate for sessile aquatic plants. The property is approximately
300 feet from McKinney Creek, which is a known location for populations of Rorippa
subumbellata, Roll. A soils and vegetation report was prepared on the applicant's property

but no specimens of Rorippa subumbellata, Roll, were found. However, the site is
conducive to supporting the species. .

The applicant has agreed to participate in the Interim Management Program for
Rorippa_subumbellata, Roll, and will adhere to all conservation and access guidelines,
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Attachment C.

D.2. Endangered Species
A site inspection for Rorippa subumbellata, Roll. was conducted on the dry lakebed.

No specimens were found. The applicant has agreed to participate in the Interim

Management Program for Rorippa subumbellata, Roll. and will adhere to all conservation
and access guidelines, Attachment C. The continued use of this pier, implementing the

conservation and access guidelines for Rorippa subumbellata, Roll, would not impose a
significant impact to threatened or endangered plant species.
D3. Introduction of Plants

The existing anchor chains and pier pilings afford a hard substrate for sessile aquatic
plants. Other piers and bucys are located in the vicinity of the site so no new imgpact on
plant populations is created. No landscaping is proposed in this project.
D4. Agricultural Crops

The existing pier and buoys are located in Lake Tahoe. No agriculture or
aquaculture are carried’out in this area. There is no impact.

E.l. Animal Species Diversity
'The existir;g pier pilings and buoy anchors affect sccess to the lake bottom by

burrowing orgamnisms. Fish and benthic organisms are attracted to the pilings and buoy
assemblies for grazing and shelter. The impacts are minimal.

E.2. Rare Species

The existing pier may serve as shelter and a fcod source to fish. The two existing
mooring buoy anchors cover a small portion of the lake bottom. Each buoy utilizes a
concrete anchor block approximately two square feet in size. There is no impact on rare
fish species.

E.3. New Species
No new animal species are being introduced to the area by this project nor is the
existence of the nier or buoy anchors within the boy of the lake posing a barrier to animal

migration. No niew animal species were introduced as a result of the applicant’s pier.

E.4. Habitat Deteriocation

: v
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The project is located in a designated fish spawning area. However, since the pier
and buoys are already in existence, there is minimal impact.

F.1. Noise Increases

The construction of the existing pier involved a period of moderate noise levels as
the pilings were being set and the pier itself was being constructed. Noise from work crew
vehicles arriving and leaving the site occurred at the beginning and end of
work days. This activity ended when the project was completed. Some noise will continue
to result from seasonal use of the dock for boating access. These occurrences are brief and
minimal. No new noise will occur from the continued existence or use of the two existing
mooring buoys.

F2. Severe Moise

The construction of the existing pier may have caused perious of extreme noise as
pile driving equipment was being used. These episodes were brief, lasting seconds or
minutes in duration.. Some severe noise may arise from boat use during engine operation.
These occurrences will be brief.

G.1. Light and Glare

The existing pier was constructed during daylight hours. There are no navigational
lights on the existing pier or buoys to create light or glare. No reflections or glare are
created from finished surfaces.

H.1. Land Usé

The existing pier and buoys were installed among existing piers and buoys on either
side, so there is no alteration of land use patterns. Adjacent piers are approximately 90 feet
to the right and left of the site.

I.I. Resource Use

The existing pier and buoys do not increase resource depietion or loss of non-
renewable resources. The existing pier and buoys are used only for recreational boating
purposes. .

J.1. Explosion

As the pier and buoys currently exist, there is no risk of explosion of fuel during
construction. Recreational boats will use the pier and buoys. Possibility of explosion will
be minimal.
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J2.  Emergency Plans

The pier and buoys do not have zn impact upon vmergency vessel movements in the
area as they are located among other piers aad buoys.

K.1. Alter Population

The existing pier and buoys do not affect the population density or growth patterns
in the area. The pier and buoys are tor private use by the applicant for mooring of a
recreational vessel. There are no live-aboard vessels or increases in local population
resulting from this project.

L.1. Housing
The existing pier and mooring buoys are used by the applicant whose property is

located at the shoreward end of the pier. A residence exists o the upland. No new housing
was constructed in association with the existing pier and buoys.

-

M.1. Vehicular Movement

The existing pier and buoys are for the applicant’s private use. No new parking
facilities were created or required to accommodate the use of these facilities.

M.2. Parkirg
See response to M.1. above.
M.3. Trampoﬁaﬁon Systems

The construction crew accessed the site using existing roadways. The project would
have no significant impact to transportation systems.

M4, Circulation

The existing pier and buoys were constructed among several other existing piers and
buoys. Adjacent piers and buoys are located on either side. The pier on the north is 135
feet long and is app.uximately 90 feet from the applicant’s pier. The pier on the south is
105 feet long and is approximately 90 feet from the applicant’s pier. As there exists a buoy
sorzie 90 feet waterward of the applicant’s most lakeward buoy, effects on current Jand or
water traffic circulation are negligible,

M.5. Traffic

The existing pier and buoys are located among several existing piers and buoys at the

: v
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west shore of Lake Tahoe. All of these existing piers and buoys affect boat traffic, driving
it waterward to avoid collision with these structures. Waterskiing and fishing must be
conducted away from the piers and buoys to avoid injury to skiers or fouling of trolling lines.
This impact is not new, but ongoing. According to TRPA, the existing pier is within an
established pierhead line.

M.6. Hazards

As the pier exists within the shoreline of Lake Tahoe and the existing buoys are
located in the body of the lake, they do not pose a hazard to motor vehicles, pedestrians or
bicyclists.

N.1-6 Public Services

Continued use of the existing pier and buoys would not create a new impact cn
public services including fire and police protection, school and park facilities, road
maintenance or other public services.

O.1. Energy Use

The existing pier and buoys did not require use of energy for navigational aids. Fuel
and electricity were required during construction. Since construction has been completed,
there is no further impact on energy use.

0.2. New Energy

The existing pier and buoys require no energy, therefore there is no impact on future
energy needs.

P.1-6 Utilities

The existing pier and buoys do not create an impact on utilities services including
power, water, sewerage and waste or communications. A residence is located on the upland
which provides these needs.
Q.1-2 Health Hazards

The existing pier was constructed with steel pilings, steei and wood framing and wood
decking. The buoys used a 2-inch chain attached to concrete anchor blocks and plastic
floats. These materials do not pose a health hazard or potential health hazard to humans.

R.1. Views

The existing pier is located in cae of the highest density stretches of shoreline at

"CALENDAR P2 B SO0

__’\_)‘QJAD

Zs,.smm's PACE




Lake Tahoe. The existing pier and buoys are located among several other piers and buoys.
This does not create a new impact upon the present view status, but contributes to an
existing condition.

S.1. Recreation

The existing pier and buoys do not create a new impact upen recreation in this area
as they exist among several other piers and buoys. The structures in this area would
continue to have a minor impact on waterskiing, fishing and possibly swimming activities.
This pier has been constructed within the limits of the established TRPA pierhead line.

T.1-4 Historic Ethnic Sites

The existing pier and buoys are located waterward of the lake shore. There are no
known archaeologic or ethnic sites in this location so there is no impact.

U.1. Degradation

The existing pier was constructed with steel pilings and steel/wood decking. This
structure does create a visual impact which could be considered a degradation. There are
several piers in the immediate area so this impact is not new, but ongoing,

»

U.2. Environmental Goals

The continued presence of the existing pier among other existing waterward
structures does not adversely affect current environmental goals.

us. Cumulan:;e Impacts

The existing pier and buoys are located among several existing piers. Greater pier
densities create a greater megative impact on the public than few or no piers. These
structures also create a negative barrier to beach walking. This existing pier does add to the
cumulative impact of piers already installed. The project does not create significant impacts
on its own merits.

Ud4.  Adverse Impacts
The accumulation of several piers in this area including the applicant’s existing pier

may contribute to the scenic quality of this segment of shoreline, but the added impact of
the applicant’s existing pier is negligible. There is no significant adverse impact on humans.
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EXHIBIT C

INTERIK MHANAGEMENT PROCRAN
FOR Roripps subumballata Rell.
(TAHOE YELLOW CRESS)

An interim management plan has been developed to eliminate the
impacts caused by the construction of piers and appurtenant
facilities along the shoreline of Lake Tahoe and to protect Xorippa
subumbellata Roll. and its habitat from degracdation. This intsrim
plan will function until the final management plan is completed.
This interiam plan has the following elements: 1) the minimization
of the area disturbed .due to construction and access to and fron
the pier; and 2) censervation measures for the species along the
shoreline of Lake Tahoe. These interim. quidelines apply to any
pier project which will disturb the lake Tahce shoreline between
the elevations 6220' and 6232' LTD.

Construction and Access Guidelines

Construction of new piers, pier extensions, pier rcplacements,
and piler modifications shall be governed by the following
guidelines:

1) All construction activities shall be conducted from the
water side of the pier. The area of disturbance of the
lake bottom and shoreline shall he no greater than the
footprint of the pier. Censtruction disturbance caused
by the construction vehicle shall be limited to the area
where the pier sets or an space of similar size directly
adjacent to the pier. In no case shall the space
disturbed be greater than that which the pier occupies or
will occupy.

In areas having a cobble or sandy-cobble backshore, the
beach and offshore substrate compacted by contact of the
sibstrate with construction equipment shall be rolled to
level the depressions created by the tracks of the
construction vehicle. Any remaining compacted soils
shall be loosened with pronged hand tools ‘to reduce the
compaction and then filled with comparable gmall cobbles.
taken from the backshore. These cobbles must be taken
from the backshore without damaging the habitat or the
species.

No equipment or materials shall be located or stored
between elevation 6220' and 6232' LTD.

No consiruction activity at the site shall begin or
proceed without the presence of the &5tate Lands
Commission mitigation monitor on site. The proiject
applicant shall notify the designated mitigation monitor
at least 14 days prior to when censtruction will
commence.
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Only one pedestrian path shall be allowed between the
upland residence and the pier. Such path shall be
bordered by native vegetation similar to willow, service
berry, or manzanita. Prior to construction of the
pedestrian path, a plan shall be submitted to the Statas
Lands Commission showing the location of the path, the
proposed vegetation planting, and the tyr= of vegetation
proposed as screening.

All existing individuals: and colonies eof Rorippz
subumbellaia on the project applicant's propezrty ..hall ba
fenced to prevent damage during ccnstruction.

Sonservatiopr Guidelines

All applicants for projects which may impact the habitat or
potential habitat of Rorippa subumbellata Roll. shall ‘be
participate in the final conservation and management program set
forth in the Management and Enhancement Plan for Rorippa
subumbellata. For these interim guidelines the following shall be :
provided at the time of application:

1) The project applicant shall submit a report describing
the soils and vegetation on the applicants property. The
report shall enmphasize the area located between
elevations 62327 and 6223°' LTD. Such report shall
describe the texture and composition of the soil, the
slope, and the existing vegetation types and their
condition. Such report shall be submitted with a plan
view map of the aresa at a scale of 1":10' and photographs
of the mapped area.

other

The project applicant shall be required to provide the State
Lands Commission with a letter of credit to insure the compliance
with all mitigation measures. The amount of the required letter of
credit shall be established at the time of project approval. In
the event that the mitigation measures and the conditions are not
complied with as determined by the Commission's mitigation monitor,
the l«tter of credit may be forfeited after a hearing before the
State Yands Commission. Money forfeited by project applicants
shall be used to remedy the impacts of the project and to censerve
Rorippa subumbellata, -

-4

The project applicant shall also reimburse the State Lands
Commission for all costs incurred by the State Lands Commission to
monitor and enforce these and other requirements imposed on the
project as provided by Section 21080.6 of the California Public
Resources Code.
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EXHIBIT ''D"

Date  May 14, 1992,

File Ref: Y 22081

Ms. Judv Ludlow

California State Lands Commission
1807 13th Street

Sacramento, California 95814

Subject: Building Permit for Pier Retention of an existing pier and

N two mooring buoys
Name: Donald A, Wells, Jr.

Address 303 Twin Dolphin Drive, Suite 122

Redwood, City, CA 94065

/7
Placer County Assessor's Parcel No. 98-101-28

Unland Address: 48 Moana Circle

Dear Ms. Ludlow:

The County of Placer has received notice of the above-referenced
project in Lake Tahoe and has no objection to the pier repair/

construction or to the issuance of the State Lands Commission's
permit.

If you have any questions, you may reach me at (916) 889-7584

Sincefely.

JAN CHRISTIAN
Associate Civil Engineer
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