| MINUTE ITEM .
 nis Calendar ltem No. (0,2
3 approved as Minute ltem

D .2 by the State Lands
ission bya vote of
ﬁn
eeting. CALENDAR ITEM
A 7 C O 2 Y0 12/12/90
- PRC #r3 W 21445
S 1 PRC 3203
PRC 4486
Garibay
APPROVE RECREATIONAL PIER PERMITS
FOR BUOYS IN LAKE TAHOE
APPLICANT: AS LISTED ON EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED
TERMS : Initial period: Five years beginning
December 12, 1990.

Section 6503.5, P.R.C.

APPLICANT STATUS:

in Section 6503.5, P.R.C.

PREREQUISITE CONDITIONS, FEES, AND EXPENSES:

CONSIDERATION: No monetary consideration pursuant to

Applicants are littoral landowners as defined

Filing fee, processing costs, and environmental

fees have been received.
STATUTORY AND OTHER REFERENCES:

A. P.R.C.: Div. 6, Parts 1 and 2.

B. Cal. Adm. Code: Title 2, Div. 3.
AB 884.; N/A.

.
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CALENDAR TTEM no {f ) D (CONT'D)

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:

1. Pursvant to the Commission's delegation of
authority and the Stats CEQA Guidelines
(14 Cal. Code Regs. 15025), the staff has
prepared Proposed Negative Declarations, as
identified in Exhibit "A". Such Proposed
Negative Declarations were pregared. and
circulated. fu..- public review pursuant to
the provisions of CEQn.

Based upon che Initial Studies, the
Proposed Negative Declarations, 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. Codé Regs.
15074 (b); ’

These activities inuolve lands idéntified
as possessing significant environmental
values pursuant te P.R C. 6370, et seg.
Based upon the 'staff's comsulitation with
the persons nominating such lands and
through the CEQR réview process, it is the
staff's opinion that tae projects as
vroposed: are consistent with the lands' use
ciassification.

In order to determine the other potential
trust uves in thé drea of the proposed
projects, the staff contactenr
representatives of ths folliowing agencies:
Tahoe Regicdnial Planning Agency, Department
of Fish and Game, County of Placer, County
of E1 Dorado, and the Tahoe Conservancy.
‘None of these agencies wxpressed a concern
that the proposed projectfs would have a
significant effect on trust uses in the
area. The agencies did not identify any
trust needs which were not being meéet by
existing facilities in the area. i
Identified trust uses in this area would
includ? swimming, boating, walking, along:
the beach, and views of the lake. Prior o
the issuance of ithése permits, staff will
conduct an inspection of the sjites to
review the relation of the permitted.
facilities teo other ‘trust uses.
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All pérmits issuved at Lake Tahoe include.
special language in which the
permittee/lessee agrees to. protect and
replace or restore, if reauired, the
habitat of Rorippa subumbellata, commonly
called the Tahoe Yellow Cress, a
State~listed endangered plant species.

A1l applicants at take Tahoe have been or
will be, notified that the pubilic has &
right to pass along the shorezofie and the
permittee must provide a reasonable means
for public passage aiong the shorezone
occupied by theée permitted structure.

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
crdinance are not accomplished atithin the
designated time period, then this lease
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, o: number of any
structure hereby authorized is to be.
aitered, pursuant to order of the Tahoe
Regicnal Planning Agency, Lessee shall
request the consent of State to make such
alteration.

Regarding Items A and B, the issuance of
these permits supersede any prior
authorization by the State Lands Commission
at their respective locations.

APPROVALS. ORTAINED: .
£1 Dorado County, Placer County, and Tahoe
Regional Planning Association.

FURTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED:
Naone.

EXHIBITS: f. 6Gpplicar® List.
B. Location #Map.
C. WNegative Declarations.
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CALENDAR ITEM Nq.Cfi 3 2 (contioy

IT 1S RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

1. CERTIFY THAT MCGATIVE DECLARATIONS, EXHIBIT "C", WERE
PREPARED FOR THESE PROJECTS PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF
THE CEQA AND THAT THE COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED, CONSIDERED
AND ADOPTED THE INFORMATION CONTQINED‘TﬁgRglN

’

DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECTS, aS APPROVED, ‘WILL NOT HAVE )
SIGWIFICANT EFFECT ON THE ENUVIRONMENT .

FIND THAT THE ISSUANGE OF THE PERMITS FOR ITEMS a aND &
SUPERSEDE ANY PRIOR AUTHOKIZATIONS BY "HE STATE LANDS
COMMISSION. AT THEIR RESPECTIVE LOCATIONS.

AUTHORIZE THE ISSUANCE OF FIVE-YEAR RECREAGTIONAL PIER
PERMITS TC THE APPLICANTS LISTED IN EXHIBTIT wpn SEGINNING
DECEMBER 12, ¢ FOR THE RETENTION OF EXISTING
BUQYS/STRUCTURES ON THE LANDS DESCRIBED ON EXHIBIT "g"
ATTACHED AND BY REFERENCE MADE A PART HEREOF .

il \(‘. (8\
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EXHIBIT "A"

RECREATIONAL PIER PERMITS. FOR' CALENDAR OF DECEMBER 12, 1530 Page 1 of i

«

LARD USE JPLAND 7 ‘
ITEH . W.0. ¥O. . . APPLYCANT LOCATION' .& STATUS. ._. PROPERTY DESCRIPTION BN H0. SCH. BO.. .
A W 21445 ‘wllliam & Helen Crabtree Lake Tshoe, Pier and two = All of Lot 12 and & portion 530  9uL020857,
P. 0. Box 1570 Placer County mooring buvys of Lot 13, ¥Moana Beach ’
Rancho Cordova, CA 95741 Subdivision

B PRC 3203 Bernice ‘Hogan Lake Tahea2, Existing pier Lot 1, Sunnyside Tract "7 77535 90021044
1205 Country \lub Drive Placer County and boathouse .

Modesto, CA 95356 and one mooring

buoy ‘

)

C  FPRBC 4486 Arthur & Donna Andetrson Lake Tahoe, Existing pier Portion of Lot 7, Bloak a, ~ 537 ‘96631952 “

111 Jennifer Lane El Dorado County and boathouse Futicon Propecties :
Alame, CA 93507 ' and two mooring

buocys
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_ GEORGE DEUXMERAN, Goverrnor

T EXECUTIVE OFFICE
1807 - 13th Streat

T Yol o g

JESSE R. NUFF. Dirgcics of Finance

NOTICE OF PUBLIC REVIEW
(BBCTION 1867

A Negativ Dgclaration has been prepared pursuant to the
'requiremen‘ts of the califorria Environmental guality Act (Section
21000 et segc<. public Resources Code), the State CEQA guidelines
(Section 15000 et seq., Title 14, california Code \‘Regule\xtic’gns) , and
Lie State Lands commission regulaticns {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. Comnents shouwld be
addressed to the state Iands copmission off jce shown above, with
attention to the undersigned. All comments must be received: bY

November 25, 1990.

should you have any g&iesfii‘is?’is« or need additional jnformation,

ry

pléase call the undersigned at (91€) 323-7209.

o
/6/ ZEZZ'Q/Af
JACGUES GRABER
pivision of Environmental

N

Planning and Management
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STATE OF CAUFSAMIA . . .. L. GEORGE DEUHIIERAN, Governor
STATE LANDS SSI0! o ‘ EXECUTIVE OFFICE
STATE L& G;DS COMMISSION 1807 - 1o .
LEQ T.24SCARTHY, Lioutensnt Governor Sacromento, CA 95
GERY DAVIS, Contraller CHARLES WARREN
JESSE 8. HUFF, Dirscior of Finance Executive Officer

EIR ND: 535
¥ile Ref.: ¥WP 3203
SCH No.: 90021044

Project Title: Authorizaticn. of Existing Mooring Buoy
Proponent: Bernice Hogan
Project Location: In Lake Tahoe off Hogan pier, 2624 West

Lake Blv Ar 055-030-15, Pla,cer
’Cﬁuﬂty.

Project Description: Autherizatisn of an existing mooring

‘buaoy.

Contact Ferson: Jucgues Graber Telephone: 21i6/322-7209

This decument is prepared pursuant to the requirements of the
California Environmental Quality dct (Section 23000 et seq., Public
Resoarces Code). the State. CEQA Guidelines (Sec ction 15000 et seq.,
Title 14, california Code Regulatiams) . and the Stat= Lands
Ccxmission regulations (Section 2301 =2t seq., Title 2, California
Code Regulations).

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

L X/ this project will not have 2 significant effect on the
-environment.

[ / mitigaticn méasures included in the project will avoid
pofentlally significant effacts.

CALENDAR PAGE
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E&Vlﬂﬂ&ﬁ‘lﬁ?ﬂ' AL 1PACT ASSESSMENT CHECKUIST— PART i1

.- -

1320\02752) Fite Res.; WP_3203 "™

BACKGROUND INFORMATION ~ —

A, Appticany: _Bernice Hogan

1205 Country Clud Drwe

~

Mﬁdotfn ("J3 Q5356

Checklist Data: __ Q07 28 /o0
Contact Person: Jacques Graber
Tetephone: (916 ) 323-7209 .
Purpose: Authunzatlg__of an_ex u‘tj_nq mooring buay,

p1

Location: _Lot 1. .Sm;ms ide &7 éggc. portion of NEI-NW3 sec. 25 T15 N B}IEE ﬁnﬁ.- n'm.'! ‘1'91 )
Lake Tahoe off Hogan Pjer 2CNE of Pier, :

Description: &ufhorjzg the use of an -existing mooring buoy ﬂm:‘ﬂﬂﬂz's EJ.E;' - 2 (Y2
Kestlake Bivd.

Persons Contacted:

ENVIRONMENMTAL INPACTS. (Explzin 3/l “yes™ and “maybe” snswers)

Al

Earth. Will the propozal result i
. Unsiable zarth conditions or changes in geologic substsustures? . .., . .. ...,
Distizgtions, displacements, compaction, or vvercoveringof thesoil?. .. ... .:
Change in topography 6c ground surfice relief features? . ... .. .. ., .|
The destruction, covering, or modific: tion of any unique geologic or physical eaturis?

Any increase in wind or water erosion of soils, siiher onor off thesite?, . . ..

Changes in depatinesi or erosion of beach sands, or changs in siltaten, -dep mt»on,.qr ;ym;mvp chmay
madity the channel of 3 nve- or stream cr the bad of the oCedn ¢r 3ay bay, inl t, or Abl’é?\- g A

*lele e

S,
Exposure of 3t people or sropérty o geolagic hazards such 33 earthquakes, ends ef L%ﬁ%ﬁ
fadure, orimifac hazards?. . ... .. ... ... ..l
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B. .Lir. Will the groposal result in:

1. Substantial air emmissivng o taterioration of amorent mur Quatity?

-o...--n.o.o,.-.-o--....-u..
-

2. The creztion ot.cbjectionsble odors?. . . o - .

R R R I I I I ST R T

3. Alteraticn of 3ir mavement, snsisture or tempeiolure, of any change in climate, ¢ither localiy ar regicnally?,

Warer. VIl the proposal result m:

“e
..

1. Changes w the currents, or the course or direction of witer movements_ in either matinz or fresh waters?

L

GO0

‘.
p!
>

Z. Changes &1 absotption rates; dzaindye patterns, or the rae and amount of surface water runoff?

Te v

v

BEBG

2
3. Anzerations 1o the'course or flow of flood waters? .

AN LR I R L T

..--...-...--..\..a.-..--.... ..

4. Change in the amdunt of surfacs water in 2y warsi y?

5. Discharge into>surface waters, or in:any alterauon ol serface water quality, including butiot limites 1o
temperature, dissolved ¢ 2Ygea O turbidity?. ., ., -, .

~.-----...--..-..-.---...----..

O COr
)

Alteration of the dirert on or rate of flow of ground waters?

e L I R e R T T T T R, o0 0w

I

Change in the quantity of ground waters. eithér through direct additiosis or wiih':‘fawgls. or through insar.
ceotion of an awuiler by cuts or excavations? .. ...~

TR e e e s meeamae S TP KR A 4k Ak eauaa

Y

[

Substsntial s€duction in the amoutt of watar ciherwise availalile for public wscer supplies?

Now

9. €xpasure of peapie o Sroperty to water-felatad hazards such 3s flonding or 2:32; waves? .o .

G0 8O
i
]

10. Signiticant chanqes in the temperature, flow or chemical content of surface thermal spnngs?. . |

s

O. -Flanr Lite. Wil the BIBPOSI sekult n:

1. £hange in the diversity of species. or number of any species of plants (including trees, shrubs, grass, crops,
sndaquancplantsd?, .. ... ..., ..

,..-.---..---.---.--.-.--..ﬂ.-o--..-.-..-n-...-

2. Reduction of the numbe-rs of any uniGue, rars or endangzrad speces: of plants?

A

3. Intreduction of new spécies of plants into an 2rez,.or in a-barrier 10.the normal replenishment of sxisting
spacies?

---....«---.---..-o-...-..-----:-'--‘-.----,..-.-o........-..-.-..--.-

% Reduction in-acresge of aay agriculturs! erogr?

-----..-g......--.---...-..-..---........

Paimal Life Will the proposal result in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, or numbers ot any species of ani
feptiles, fish and shellfish, benthic organisms, of % 3ects)?
e :
. e . -
2. Reguction of the numbewrs of Ny unique, £312 07 endangered species of ammals?

(103

Pt A Rt ae e eeawe adea

3 Introduction of new spacies of Snimals nto 2n area, o result in a barrier to the migration or movement of
snimals?

--‘-....-g..--..--‘----..-.- T T T

4. Dzterivration 1o existing fish or wildhfe hatitat?

i

Nane. Wil the proposal result in:

1. i-ma'sé;ﬁ existing noite lavele?. . . ... ‘e
2. Exposure of people 1o severe nose levels? | | .,
Livht and Glare, Will the proposdl result in:

L. The psoducnion of new light or glxed? | |

Lund Use. Wil the prososal tesult in:

<

0 0O 0O O

1. A substantial alteration of the present or planned iand use of an area?.
Naiura] Resources. V.1 the proposal resultan:
1. Increase in the rate of.use of anv natural te30urces?

L T

2. Substantual depletion of any nonrenewable resources?

LR R IR
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J. Rik of Upset. Does the P10pos3! result in: ~

Yot Mayoe. No
1. Arisk of an 2xpiosion of the release 0!, :zzarfous 1Obstances bincluding, but not limited to, oil, pesticides,
chemicals, or radistion) in the event of an acticent or upsat conditions? ... ... .. .. . e B D m

2. Possible interfere -2 with emergency response plan or an emergency evacuation plan?

“t e s e aeeea

K. Fopulation. Wil ine propesal resultin:
1. The aiterazion, distribution, dansity, ur growth rate of the human population of the area?
L. Yousing. Vhit the propasst result in:
1. Alfecting existriig housing, of create 2 demand for &iditional housing? . . |
. TrenspoiigtivajCircutstion, Will the progosal resuit in:
1. Gensraticn of substantiay additional vehicular movement?

Affecting existing parking facilities, o createa demand for new parking?,

« s o “ s eraeaa R

0
158

—

Alterations 16 present paiterns of circulation of movemeny of pecyle oarifor goods?

><

2.

3. Substantial impact Uporiexisting transporiation systemsz7 :
4.

5.

Alterations 16 walerborne, rail, or air traffic?

R L

B [

6. Inciease in tratfic hazards 10 moror vehicles, bicvelists, or pedeserizing | |, . e “caeen

nlalalnln
OE0
]

N. Public Services, Will- tne proposal.-have an effect upon, or result in 2 necd for n2w or altered governmental
$EIvIces in aay of the following areas:

1. :Fite protection?

O

2. Poiieemotéémn?.......... v
Schgnls?

[0
MBEBE

-oa--a-q.:--.--.-.-.

00

Paiks and o her rocrestiondl facilities?. . . .

“ % e

Maineanarice of public'facilities including roads?.

Othér.gavernm mutal services?. . ..., ..

nooo
00O
b<] &)

13

. O. Encrer. Mittihe PICposal sesing vees

1. Usrnt subtantiz: swisunts of fut or energy?. ., .

<

T e e s e, o....-c-o~--c.--.--...

00
(10

2. Substai  Jincrazse in demand upin existing $ources of erergy, or require the development of new souscer? |

P, Uritities, Win the proposal resuit i3 need for new systems, or subitantial altérations 1o the ?ouowi,ng utilities:

!.‘I’owcrbrna!uralgaz?...

Communication systems?

a0

g ot

4

/
i

Sewver or sepic tanks? -

OO0

B0 000o
00

1

2.
3.\':':!::?.......(... .
8.

5.

Storm water drainages . .
8. Solid waste snd disposal? . ... ... ...
Q. ix‘.mmn Health, Wit he proposal result in:

.- Creation of any heaith hazard or pitentizl health hazard {excluding mental health)? |

O

2. Exposure of people 1o potential health hazirds?

Aesthetics, Vil the proposal resulz in: .

1. Tne obstruction ‘0t.any icenic vista or view open 10 the public, or will the proposal resuit in the creation of
% aesthelically-otfensive site open 1o pubhic wew? . B L CE T T RO

Recreation, Wilt me preposal resuls in:

e

- ——————

3
¥

1. An impact uBdn the quaiity or quantity of existing recreational opportunities?. | .. CAJ.‘E.‘WR PAGE
MINUTE PAGE
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T. Colsuref Risonrcey,

ical changa which would 2ect unigyue ethn

- gos

V. Mendaiory $inding of Significonce.

ic eultural
M I R A A LI I U
%3cred uses within the potential'impact arga?'

..o

3,plant o1 znirsl:

4 F en s . o0

2nima! or eliminafe seeportan
2. Dues the pro

rep 1
Y. reduce the number or

below selfsustining levels

restrict the range of 3 rore
t examples of.the majer periods of Zaliforma history
dject have the patential to schieve short.term

. thresten 10 eliminate
o7 endangsted plint oy
orprefistory?. . ... . . .
- to'the diszdvantage of tong-term, environmental
3. Doss the project have impacts wh:ch are individually limited
4: Does the project have
erther directly or indi

]

ted. but cumulatvaly consitsc a7
environmenta! effects whi
rectly?

L R
.....-.---....,.-.--..--u---..----‘-4-'-.--.n.-.--

\

o0 beings,

3

ch will cause substantisl adverse affects §n hu
'il. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (See'Cominents Attached]

RS

3. Will the peoposal resuit in the lieration of or tha deltruction of 3 predhistnric by historic'archeotogics! sito?:,
2. Wili the -proposdl result in adverse phvsical or sesthetic: effects to a prehistoric or historic brilding,
Structure, or object?. .. ., . R R R R
3. Does the propors! have the potential 10 cause a phys
vaives? R S
o 4. Wil the proposal rastrict existing religious o7

10 O
Cr 0o

[

A
\

IV. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
On the basis of this initiz) evaluation:

[l find
be

12
4

(71 1 find whax although the proposed
in €us cise becs

€ gropased ‘project COULD NOT have a3 significant effec:
GECLARATION

wse the mitigatog

will be prepared.
{_] § find the provoses pio

an the environmene, and a NéGATIVE‘bECL&aATIQN will.
is requied.

Date: 09

- - -

- 8nd an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT RE
(CALENDAR PAGE
e lumwure-pacE
For the State Lands
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DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL MIH}TIOH

E.4. Fish, wWildlife Habitat

The proposed projec: is located within fish spauning
habitat as indicated on TRPA ‘maps and could affect the bottom
substrate. As the buoy is' already in place there will be no

impacts form introduction of a néw buoy. Its presence reiioves
approximately 1 square foot of bottom surface frem spadWning
accessibility. 1If the buoy was not authorized .and removal
required, the bottom area occupied by the anchor would 'be

vacated and made available for spawning use. This area is
believed not significant encugh to impact spawning activity.

Traffic

The proposed project may influence boating traffic but
only minisally. The buoy is located between four octher
mooring buoys and three piers. High speed boat traffic would
be moving farther waterward (easterly) of these buoys. The
applicant‘s buoy may inpact accessibility to adjacent piers.
for incoming and outgoing boats. If unauthorized, its removal
would create a slightly wider space between adjacent buoys for
boating traffic to navigate.

Its presence will not affect current boating movements.

Aesthetics e ) , '

The authorization™ of the 'buoy will not affect the
aesthetic qualities of the area. ds the buoy is already in
place. Its presence iz affecting the current vista by
increasing the cumulaktive visual impact of several buoys at
the site. Its removal would Yeduce the cumulative impact of
buoys at this locality. The adjacent landowners maintain the
kuoys and so their impacts are accepted.

The buoy will sometimes have a small boat moored to it.
Single moored becats present a low impact on aesthetics but
increased numbers can .stimulate negative reactions from
observers (The Cummulative Impacts of Shorezone Develcpnént at

Lake Tahoe, 1979).

CMENDAR PAGE . L7
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GEORGE DEVXMERAN, Gorernor
EXECUTIVE OFFICE
1807 - 13th Sweey
Sacremanto, CA ‘95814
CHARLES VIARREN
Executive Otfdu

‘ ‘Octuber 26, 1990
File Ref.: WP 448¢.9
EIR ND: 537

NOTICE OF PURLIC REVIEW OF A MEGATIVER DECLARATION

(BECTION 35073 CFR)

A Negative Declaration has boen prepared pursuant to the

requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (Snction

21000 et seqg., Public Pesources Code), the State CEQA guide.ines

{Section 15000 et seq., Title 14, California Code Regulations), and

| the State Lands Commission Requl: tions (Section 2901 et seq., Title

2, California Code Regqulations for a. Project currentiy being
proceszed by the staff of the Si: ‘te Lands Commission.

The document is attactked for your review. . Conmments
addressed to the ‘Sta:e Lands Commission office shown

with attention to the undersigned. All comments must be
received by November 26, 1950.

Shouid you have any questions or need _additicnal
information, Please call the underszigned at (316) 323-7209.

-

_-7IACQUES GRABER
- Pivision of Environmental

Planning and ranagement

Attachment
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.;f STATE LANDS COMMISSION
<

-ENVIRDNMENTAL (IPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST-~ PART U
Foem 12.20, (7/92)

BACKGROUMND INFORMATION

A. Agpheant: _ Arthur and Donna Anderson
111 Jennifer Lane
Rlzmo, CA 94507

Crisckist Date: ___ 10y 04 ; SO
Contact f’ersoft:‘}acques A. Graber

Tetephone: 916 ) 323-7209
Putpose: Authorization of two buoys installed adjacent to applicant's pier.

N

Lecation: ‘Lake Tahoe Rubicon Bay. 8655 Beach Lane, E1 Derado County, APN 016-142-131.

Mumim; Ay;horize twe mooring buoys which aré already in place approximately 150
feet east and 170 feet E.S.E. of applicant's pier.

Persons Contacted:

1. ‘ENVIRONMENTAL WPACTS. [Expluin all “yes™ and “maybe” ~mswers)
A, Earth, Wil the proposal result in:
1. Unstable e2rth conditions o changes in geologicsubstructuses? . ..o o en ...
2. Disruptions, displicemeants, compaction, or.avercoveringot thesoil?. . ., . ... .....
Change in topograghy or ground surficerelief features? . . . ... ... ... .........
The destruction, covering, or moditics tion of any unigue geologic o7 physical features?

.

Any increase in wind or water erosion of sauls, estheronorotf thesite?, | ... ... ...

Changes in deposition or crosion of beach sands, or changes in sitation, depatition o
modify the channel of 3 fiver 0f 1tream or the bad of the ccean or My biy, inlat, or 15k

Exaqsu:e of all.people or-prdverty 1o geologic hazacds such 23 earthquskes, %.tndsiid«.h
tailure, or similer hazasds?. . . . koo

E I R T T T T S A S B T 2 oo 4
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STATE OF CAUFORANIA . . . . GSOAGE SEURMESAN, Governce
T AT 31 ABAS T EXZCUTIVE OFFICE
STATE LARNDS COMRMISSION $207 - 3% Swrst
ST BcCARTYHY, Lisutenant Govarnor Sacrowsat, CAS5314
GRAY DAVIS, Contrafior CHARLES WARREN
JSESSE R. HUFF, Dirgctor 07 Finance Executive Officer

EIR ND: 537
File Ref.: WP 4486.9
SCH No.: 90021052

Project Title: Authorization of Two Existing Mooring
Buoys.

Proponent: Arthur and Donna Andersen

Project Location: 8655 Heach Lane, Rubicon Bay, Lake Tahoe,
APKR 016-142-131, El Dorado County.

Pxroject Dascription: Authorize continued positioning anﬁuase
cf two mooring buoys near applicant's
pier.

Contact Parson: Jacgques Graker Telephone: 916/323-7209

. This document is prepared pursuant to the regquirements of the
Cazlifornia Environmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et seq., Public
Resources Code), the State CEQA Guidelines {(Section 15000 et saeq.,
Title 14, cCalifornia Code Regulatijons), and the State Lands
Commission regulations (Section 2901 &t seqg., Title 2, California
Code Regulitions)..

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

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

mitigation measures includéd in the project will avoid
potentlialily significant effects.

caLENDAR PagE 20
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8. .40n Wil the propesal result in:

£

a0oa §

1. Substantial air emmissions o deterioration of ambientairquality?. . .. ... ... ... ... e reneaas
. «.Z. Thacreationat objectinnable cdors?. . . . ..

. .

‘.o-..--~o---l¢|‘----O.ov.-.‘u.----o-.cn..

3. Alteraticn of 2ir movemens, moisture or temperature. o any change i climats, either locally or fegionaily? .

C. Woter. Wi} the propozal result in:

). Changes in the cusrents, or the Goride or duriction of waisr movements, in either marine o5 fresh waters?

...,
.
Eo
.

2 Changes in absoiption rates, dfsinage pariefns, or the fate anz amount of surface water runoff?

Sa e e ean

006

O G
00 oG

3. Alterations to the course or flov:.tilood waters? . . . .

Tt T E st e sttt vttt e an s s e o

4, G!angeinth’emomtohurfa':gwaxerin‘\anywaterbo::v?. e ittt et
S. Dircharge into surtace maters. Gv in any alteraticn of surface water quality, including but not limized to
temgesature, disseived ¢ xyaen or turbidity?

S e ax s e wunaew A I N T T T,

HE BEE

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

i T T

7. Change in the quantity of ground waters, cither through direct 2dditions or withdraweals, or through inter-
ception of an aguifer by cuts or excavatiorg? .. ...

3 O

s
[N

]

. M R R R T T T T

-

Je

8. Substantial reduction in te amount ol water othervwnse avalsble for public water supplies?

C

® % 4 s e e s

\
|

0
e

9. Exposure of people or. progerty 1o water-related hazards such 2s'ficoding or tidal waves?

L I T I S,

10. Sigmficant changes in the temparature, flow or chemical content of surface thermal springs?

O. Plans Lite Wil the proposl sesult in:

1. Changg in he diversity of species, or number of any ipecies of plants {including trees, shrubs, grass, crops,
andequaneZientsit. L. L. L L ...,

--'--g-.o--....-.....-.....--...--...n.

2. Reduction of the numbers of any imigque. rare or endangered species af plants?. . ... ............ ...
3. Introducuon of new specias of plants into 2n ared, ar in 3 barrier-to the normal replenishment of existing
pectes?,

....‘o.--.o.o.-.o.-...-...-..--.....-.-.-.-..-........-.-..-----.

4. Reduciy 5 in aczeage of any Agriculturaf crop? . . . ..

--.-.._..--..--.........----.---...--.

00 oy

tuimal Life. Will the proposat result in:

L. Change in the diversity of species,‘ or num'o“gts ot ‘any species of animals {birds, land amimals wicluding
teptites, fish and shellfish, benthic organisms. or insects)?

I T R R

-

{
1

2. ‘Reducticn of the numbe:rs of any unique, rare of endangered species of anierals?

Ve ® s 8 euisensseccanosesa

L

3. Introduction of new spacies of-animals into 3n 3783, Qr result 1y 3 barrier 1o the migration or movement af
animals? L T T

.--..-----.--...-....-;-.-.A.--.--.

4. Detenpration to existing fisk or wildiife nabitat}

st a e .

08 0

uin

Nenve, Will the preposal resuli m:
b iacrexse mexisting noise levels?, . . ... ... ... ...

2. Exposure of people to evere noue levels? . . .

.

Light and Glere, “Witt the progoss; o itin:

T The production of new light or glare? . _ . . -

LR PR

O 0o

Land Use. Wi the propesa! result in:

1. A substanteal alidranon of the prasent or planned fand use of an area?,

O

Natars! Resources. Y1 the proposat resuit in:

L “Increzse in itie rate of use of any natural resources?

"Iuh."“l.l‘ .

3

2. Substeatial depletion of 2ny nonrercwable resources? . | | e - E] . [ | 2]
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Ri& of Upses. Does the pioposal resultin.

1. A risk of ani explosion oc the refedse of hazardous subszames (-.xcb:dmg. but not l:mmd 0, oil, pesticides,.
chemcals, or rediation) i in t"eeevent of an accident or upset coriditions? . . ... ........

2 Poseble interference with emavgency résponize plan or an emmgmcy evacuation pian? . , . .

Papulation: Will ths oropesal result in:

3. The alterazion, distridution, density, or growth raie of-tha human population ot the area?
sinauag, Wil the propiosz! result in:

1. Atfecting existing housing, or create a dernand for sdditional Fousing?

TrensportativafCircuiation, Will the proposal result in:

1. Genaration of substantial additionat vehicular movement?

L N R

2. Attecting 2xisting parking tacilities, or create ¢ demand for new parking?,

3. Substantiz! i pact upon existing transportation systems? . ... . ... ...

“« s e e s

4..Alterations-to Jresent patterns of cicculation or movement of people and/or goods?

5. Afteratiors 1o waterborne, Fzil, or air traffic?

2 % % e s eaam e a5 e s ares e o

V. Innrease in tratfic hazards to moior vehicles, bicyclists, or pedestiians?

FPublic Services Wil the propése) have an effec upon, or result in a nqed for new o7 alteted govarmnmental’
sesvices 10 any of the iclewing areas:

1. Fiteprotection? , . _...........

o

. Polickprotection? . . ... .........

Schools? ..... .. ..i.ivennn.

000

Paris and 'other recieational facilities?. .. ... .

R

00 O0O00o0
D D H
18] 83485

00O ooooog oo

Maintenancs ot public facilities, including roads?.
. Other goveramental services™. . .. .. 0. ... ...
Enrrgy. Wil the proposai result.n:

1. Use of substantial amounss of fuel or energy?. . .

L I T T T

2 Substaniid increase in demand upoa existing sources of energy, ur requite the development of new sources?

T

Tuilities. Wil the proposal result in a need for new systems, or substantial altarations 1o the following utilities:

4. Povidr or natural gas?’, , .

\3
s

. Communication systems?

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

S. Stotit water drainage? . .

2
3.
4, Sevver or septic tanks? . .
S
5

. Solid waste and disposal? ... .. .,...

Human Heglth. il the proposal tesult in:

1 Creation ot a7 health hazaid or potential hieslth hazand (excludiig mentai Nealthj?

00 oOooo

2. Emuxeofpeapletonotemmlhgaltnhazard.. B e r et recneeeaar e

0 gogogiit]

Aesthetics. Wil “he proposal result in:

1 The obstruction ot any scemc,vnsta o1 view open to the public, or will the propusal result in the ¢reation
an azsinenucally Gisensiva site. opea* 30 publiz wiew?

R A I T T S

-0
1]

Receeation. W tha proposal result iz

¥ Animpast upon the quality or quentity of existing cecreational opportunities?, . . . [CRLENUAR ?AGE
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T. Eulvura! Resources.
3. Will the proposal result in the siterstion of or the destruction 6f & prehistoric or #toric archeological site?.

2. Will the proposa! result in acverse physical or aesthetic effects to a prehistoric or ‘hiswgric building,
structure, orobject?..... ...l L. ... o

.......».----..-..-........---..\..-..--,-

3. Duus the proposal have the potentiat 10 cause a physical change which would affect unique ethnie cultural

values? | | ﬁ.~,.¢.

4. Will the propesat restizoexisting religious or sacred uses within the potentiat impact area?

L I I R I

U. -Mandatory Eindings of Sigaificance.

1./Ooes the project have the patzntial o degrzde the quality of the environment, reduce the habitat of 3 fish or
‘wildlite specres, cavse a tish or wildhie population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten %o elimirase
a plant Qr animai community, feduce the number g restrice the range of 3 rare or endangeved plant or
2nimal or éliminate important examples of the major periods uf Califarnia history or prehistary ?

2. Does the project-have the potential 1o achieve short.term, to the disadvantage of long-term, environmental
goals?...................

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

® e e s e e

4. Does the croject have environmental effects-which will cause substantial idverse effects on human beings,
eﬂhezdirectl&oripdimcxh?’........ Cetaae e ie e

,,-.---o...--o-ow--.-.--

11 DISCUSSION GF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION 7S¢2 Comments Attached)

IV. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
On tke basit of this initia! evaluation:

m I find the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant cl?cc_:t on the environment, and 3 NEGATIVE DéCI.ARAT!E}N will:
be prepared.

D ! find that 2lthough thé proposes proj T ) signifi fect on the enviroament, there will not be 2 significani éfect.

in this case because the mitigation . ached sheet have besn added to the project, A NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will Le prepared.

f_:] i find the proLoszd projet MAY have a significant effect on-the environment, and a’p"EN‘»IiRONMENTAL IMPACT RERC
is requied, '

A

10 /69 /90 *?/{gé}.ﬁ}&f@
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October 8; 1990
File Ref.: WP 4486.9

project Hzrrative

The applicant has submitted an application to authorize the
continuéd use of two mooring buoys installed approximately 150 feet
east and 170 feet E.S.E. of an existing pier and boathouse also

owned by the applicant. No new construction is intended for this
project.
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EXECUTIVE OFFics
can . 1807 - 13th Gargar
GRAY DAVIS, Controties Ca 88814
¥ DAVIS, Contro, -

JESSE RYHUFE, Dirveror of Fingros CHARLES wahngx

Eznecutive Oicer

ND: s3p
File Ref: W 21445

ProjectxProponcm: William J..Crabtres
Project Location;

ng moo‘:ing buoys.
Jacques A. Graber Telephone: (916)323-7209

Project Description: Authorization, of two existi

Contact Person:

. This documen is prepared bursuant 1o the fequirements of the California
Environmenta] Cality Ac ‘PublicR
Guidelines (Secti

« tate CEQA
Sec q.. Title 14, California - cgulations), and the State
Lands LCommission regulations (Section 2901 et

California Code chulau'ons).

FORM 13.17 (4/9q)
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STATE OF CAUFCRIZA

- i
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GEORGE DEUKMENAN, Gowrrer

STATE LANDS COMMISSION
LEO Y. MECARTHY, Lisuzensnt Governor
GRAY DAVIS; Controlier

JESSE R.HUFF, Director of Finance

EXECUTIVE OFFICE
1807 - 13th Streot
Sserdnmento, CA 958
CHARLES WARRER
Enscutive Officer

Swpterber
File Reference:
SCH NO:

19, 19%0.
WP 21445
90020850

NGTICE OF PUBLIC REVIEW OF

a HEGATIVE DECLARATION
(SECTION 45073. CFR).

A Negative Declaration has been prepared pursurant to the

requirements of
219000 et seq.,

the €alifornia Environmental Quality
Public Resources Code},
{Section 15000 et seq.,

Act {Section
( the State CEQR guidelines
Title 14, California Code Regelations) and

the State Lands coxmission Regulations (Section 2901 et seq., Title

2,
processed

The document is attached for your reviev.
addressed to the State Lards
attention to the upndersigned.

October 21, 19S0.

california Code Regulations) for a project currently being
by the staff of the State Lands Commission.

Comments should be
Commission office shown above, with
a1l comments must be received by

Should you have any guestions or need additional information,

please call the urdersigned at (916) 323-7205

Attachment

G

acques A. Graber
pivision of Reséarch
and Planning

£
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;SI’AT(“ LANDS COMAISSION
ERVIRONMERTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENY CHECKLUIST — PART I -

Foiri 33.20 (7782}

Fila Ref.: 21445

. BACKGROUND INFCRMATION

A. Appheant: ?ﬁ 11iam J. Crabtree (

2.0, Box 1570 . |
Rancho Cordova, CA 95741

B  Checklist Date: 09 4 196 ¢ 9{) .
C. Contact Persen: Jacques Graber . . .
Telephone: { 916 ) . 323-7209

pi

D. Purpose: _Installation of two (2) mooring byoys

4 .y

3 Lo;:atcon- Lake Tgflqe Hest Shore (mile 19.2) 62 boana Circle, Placer County. APN G9-301-27.

[ « s

F  Descpuon TwO existing mooring buoys placed agprqximtﬂ.t.m.lm.fwumfroz
the waterward side of the Crammmmm&tmmmh

Authorizatdion of placement of two exxstm mooring_bua oo
HKXWX&&X of Lake Tahoe

Declaration EIR N.D. NO.528. SCH NO‘« SN020850 for oawisting pier

ENVIRCNMEMTAL IMPACTS. Explain all *
A, ELarth. Will the proposal result in:

“ and.“maybe’’ answers)

1. Unstatie saith conditions or changes in geologic substructures? .. . .. ... ...
2. Distuptions, displacements, compaction, or overcoveringof thesoil?. . .. .. .... ...

3. Chande in topography of ground surfi ce relref features? . . ... ...

The destruction, covering, r modsfici tion of any unique geologic oz.physical features? . . ... ... .o

Any increase in wind or watererosion of soils, either oty or off thesite?. . . . ........

Chmga in deposmon or trosnon of basch sends, or changes in snllataon deposmcu or

Exposuce of all people or property te geologic hazards-suen as earthquakes, landshides } N
ialute Orumilar ha2ards?. . . . ... ... ... Tiesecnncantestrenateannonsn
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. L1y .
B. .Lir. Wil the proposal result in:
.

l Substaatial m emmnwcm or ¢etenoration of smbi_nt air quemy?

--..2 ‘l'hecraauon of objectionable odors?, . .. .. .

--lvan-’..;Q.io..i-’"--.cci:'.

&y LR el

I T T Y P N T S S,

3 Aitmncn of air inovernent, moisture or lemperature, oF any change 1n chinvate, esther locally or ragionally? .

o~

C. Worer. Wil the proposal result in: ‘

00 OGS 000

I. Chmges in the currents, or ths course or direc:1on of watm- mavements, ia either manne or fresh waters? . _
P
2 Chmges in ahsonmcn tates dramnage na:te*ns ot th: fate and 2mount of sutface waterrunoff?. ... .. ...,

- ——— . - . - ..y,

3. Alterations to the course or flow of H1dod waxem? el

“ s me e ...-......................-.—-.'.—.
- * avlrs o

.. - -

4, Chame i, the amount ot surface water in sny vrater body?

. - . . - L )
et . .. . . L R . .o

5. Dnscharqe into surfzce ~aters, or in any alteration of surfaco water quality, including but not Simited to
temparature, dissclved ¢ xygen or terbidity? . .. ... 7. ..

- 6. A}mrationc(lhadi:cctonenateofﬂowoigoundwalers?..................’.......;..”.... .
7. Change in the quantity of ground swaters. either through direct additicns or withdraveals, or through inter-
caption of an eqmlerbvcutsorexcavauuns?.....; R T A

-

8. Substantisl reduction 1 the a2mount of water otherwise available for public water supplies?

30 00 G(jDD.,' [0

o po—y
sl

~e

# % a0 s e e oaaa

9. Exposure of peapie Gt property 1o water-related kazards such as flooding or.tida) waves?

muis
e

10. Significant changes in the tempeeature, fiow or chemical content of surface thesmal springs?

L R N I N

D. Pl Lite. Wil the aroposal 1esult i in: . x
1. Gnany in the diversity of speci €3, Or number of any species of plants lincluding tress;'shrubs, grass, cropt,
and aquatec plants)?

.---...-..-.--.....-n.-....-.-.-.--..-....-.o--..-.-.-..--.-

oy
] i
A

2. Rzduztiun of the numburs of:3ny uniqus, rare or endangered specissof plants>. ... .. ... ........ e

3. Introduction of new spacies of planis into &n ares, or in 3 barrier to the normal replenishment of existing

SDCCWS_.....~......,~................................... “ 4 e et s et e et

4. Reduction in ecreage of any agricultural crop?

M A A I T T
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35
3

o

Animaf Life Wil the proposal result in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, O7 numbers of<any species of animals {birds, Yand animals including
reptiles, fish and shellfisk, benthc-mgznmm o7 insects)?

..c-.u--o-.-n.-..c....-.-o-~--.-..
«

.

2. RBrduction of the nuzibes of any unique . race or endsngered species of animals?

-~ e

* introduction of new sprcies of animals into an ares, of result 1n 3 barrier to the rmgrauon or smovement of

;:mmals?.,.....

L . T T

- ¢
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s e, “r e e

[
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4. Detenuration 10 existing tish or wildlife habitat?,
Nefe. Will the praposal result in:
1. Increie in existing nolseldevels?. . . .. ... ... ..

2. Expostire of people 0 severe nose leveis? | . . . .

ot 0o g
o &

Light end Glere. Wil the proposal! result in:

1. The production of new ligr - or glare?

L R

EJ[;J' 0O 0O
0 oo

Land Use. ¥Jill the proposal result in:

1. A substantial sitesation of the present or planned land Gse 6., _rea?.

(J

Noturel Resources. Will the proposal rasuls in:
§. Increase in the rave of use of any naturs! cesources?

Trevs eI e rea

2. Substantial cepletion of any nonrenewable s2sources?
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3. Rak of Upwt, Does the pioposa! resuit in:

1. A risk of 2n explosion cf ul'e_ release of hazardous substances {including, but not limited o, oil, pesticides,
chemicals, or radistron) in e event of an accident or upsetconditions? ... .. ... L.l

2. Passible interference with emergency rezponse plan or an emergency evacuatios plan? ., .

Population, Wil the propésal result in:

1. Tae alteration, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human popuiation of the g7ei?

Housing, Wil the prouposad result in:

=

O O

LE0000 O

L. Affecting existing hcusing, or create & demand for additions) housing? . .
'I'mnspm:auba/('ircqla'tio::. Will the proposal resuis in:

1. Generation of substantial &dditional vehicular movement?

@i

Atfecting existing parking facilities, or erest= a demand for new parking?,
Substantial impact upon existing Traniportation systems?. ... ., . .,

» e e 4 e

Alterations to waterborhe! e3il, or air traffic? -

.‘..........................

Oo0oooo

2

3.

4. Alterations tc present patterns of circulaticn or movement of pecple and/or goods?
S.
€

JLIE

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

=<

T T T

Sublic Xervices, Wil the proposat have an effect upon, or result in a need for new or 3ltered governmentsl
services in any of the foliowing areas:

!
g

.Firemotection?...............
Pn&iccpm!&c!ion?..............
Schoals? ., .

M e

ooo

Maintenance of public facilities, including rozds?,

0
O
00
00
o

2

3.

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

6.

]
b
]
i
]

L 2 I R

Crher governmental sarvices?
Emergy. Wili the progosal result in:

1. .Use of substantial arrounts of fuel or encrgy?. . . .

- “« e e e T

uln

2. Substantial increase in demar:g upon existing sources of energy, or require the deveiopment of new sources? |
Utilitées. Wil the proposal result in aneed for new svstems, or substantis) s!temtion; to the following utilities:
1. Power or natural gas?. . . . .

2. Communication systems?

Iowater2. ..., ...

B BIBE

4. Sewer or septic tanks? . |

5. Stonm water drainage? . .

6. folid waste and disposal? ., ., . . ...
Humen Health, win the propesal result in:
1. Creation of any health hazard or potential health hazard {excluding manta! heaith)?
2. Expozure of people 1o poténtisl health hazards?

R L

]

Aesthetics. Will the croposal result in:

1. The obstruction of any scenic vista or view open 10 the public, or will the proposal result in the creation of
an estatically cifensive site open 10 public view?

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

U 00 Ddooooo oo o
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Recrzatiovn. ¥hn the proposal result in:

f. An impact upon the quality or Quantity of existing recreational opportunities?. . . . .. .CALENDAR PAGE
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Ceirurel Ressurees,

-
1. Will 2.8 proposst resiidt in the ahcrauon of ar the destruction of 8 aeﬂhmnm. or h.stonc svcheologicsd site?,

.2. Witl ths proposal mzul. n advefse physuical.or qesthcu: effects to a3 prefustonic or histone bm!dmg.
BUCTUIR, OF OB, i . i iuuuneueercanaconocscaonaoeaesenanasenenannsnenna +

]

Og C

3. Does'the.propesal have the potenual 1o cause a physicat changs which wouid arfect unique ethnic cultural
1177 PP PP,

R R I I I I O R T R )

4. Viill the proposz! restrict existing religious or sacred utes within the potential smpactareas . . ... .. .. ...

Rendasory Findings af Sigaificauce.
3
1. Poes the pruyeca have th= potential to degnde the quality of the ervironmant, reduce the “abyi atofafishor
vldhife species cause 20188 97 w2 e pefaancn 19 O1S0 Delow 8 tfgustaning le.ols, thaten to slirunate
s plant or amimat communty, feduce the numser of restnict the rangs of a rase or,endanrred plant or
anima! or eliminate important examples of the ma;oz petiods of Cahfornia history or prehistory?. .

I Y

O
.
[

2. Does_the projert have the ootential 1o actueve shori-term, to the disadvantage of iong-term, environmentas:

BOBIE? . Lttt it iiieea it a e eec e eaaan e n e ene e e e e

31*9\0@5 the project have impacts which sre individually iimuted, but cumulatively consideraole? .. ... .....

00
P

4_ Does the project have envizonmental effects whichr will cause substantial sdvirse éffects on human Bangs,
éither directly oindirectly? .

)
.-i

LI N T T T S S T O G

3. DIESUSEION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION /Ser Comments Attacheo)

V. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
O the basis of this ini2ist evalustion:

&_' ! tind the proposed project COULD NGT havz a signuficant effect on the environment, and 3 NEGATIVE DECLARA.T!QN will
) be p:epued

»
.

D ! fing that although the proposed project could ha.c a signe, st etfect on the envnonn.ent there vah not be a sigificant ettect.
n this case because the mitigauon measuies descnibed on.an attzched siget have been dded to the pioject. A NEGAY TVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

l_ i { find the propused propet MAY have 2 3igmficant effect on the enviesament,-end an ENVINONMENTAL IMPACYT REP
is requicd.

e . e e

comvr ;n‘q-:u.?\ra DA . 3<?, .
Fa+ the State Lands A 'i‘i“m“‘zﬁaé"&‘_’j’“ 3385 -
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E.4. Animal Life

opportunities for
not -affect other sh
especiglly trolling,fishiﬁg use
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DISCUSSION OF ENVIRGNMENTAL EVALUATION

The Site of

, ’ buoy installation is within an area
designated by TRPA as being fish spawning rehabilitation
habitat. However, TRPA has determined that this project will

not have an adverse effect on the fish habitat and has issued
2 perzmit for t activity.

-
-

-

Waterborne Traffic

The buoys gre}locatqg approximately 50 feet and 100 feet
scuth of the waterward end of the pier,ﬁapprgximqtely 8 feet
landward of the ThP2 pierhead iine. fhe northerly buoy is

iocated approximately 140 feet south of a pier adjacent the
northerly side of th

) e pier. The south buoy is 1located
approximately 70 feet north of the next adjacent pier south of
the applicant's prioperty.

The installation of the buoys might influence water
trafilic. Their glacement and subsequent use will affect
moverents of Passing boats, most. likely trolling or mooring.
Faster moving traffic might be aifected but it is usually
farther out in the like and not afZected by ‘the buoys.

Aesthetics

The buoys fioating on the water suriface could impact the
view. Buoys are asually brightly coldred for visibility,
their contrast agaipst the water could créate a slight impact.
Their proximity to: a nearby pier will 'reduce their impact
Compared to their Leing placed by thémzelves. The buoys are
small and will not icreate a great visual impact.

Recreation

The use of

the buoys will impact recr<afional use

he land owners installing €hem. It will
ore users.

It might affect water users,
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