CALENDAR ITEM

2 4 03/06/91.
W 24220 PRC 7513
J. Ludlov

RECREATIONAL PIER PERMIT

APPLICANT:
Tim L. McClean and Susan D. McClean
80 Hanken Drive
Kentfield, California 94904

ARER, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION:
A parcel of submerged land locatri in Lake Tahoe at Meeks

Bay, El Doradc County.

LAND UBE:
Reconstruction and a 20-foot extension to an existing pier,
including the installation of a boat 1lift, retention of an

existing mooring bucy and the placement of a second mooring
buoy.

PERMS OF PROPOSED PERMIT:
Initial period:
Five (5) years beginning March 6, 1991.

CONSIDERATION:
Rent-free, pursuant to Section 6503.5 of the

BASIS FPOR QONBIDERR&IOE:
Pursuant to 2 Cal. Code Regs. 2003.

APPLICANT STATUS:
Applicant is owner of upland.

PHEREQUISITR CONDITIOHS, FEES AND EZPENBES:
Filing fee and processing costs have been received.

(ADDED pgs. 604-604.17)



https://604-604.17

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

B. Cal. Code Regs.: Title 3, Div. 3; Title 14, Div. 6.

AB as4:
04/27/91

CTHER PERTINENT INFPORMATIOM:

i. Pursuant to the Commission's delegation of authority
and the State CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. Code
Regs. 15025), the staff has prepared a Proposed
Negative Declaration identified as EIR ND 528, State
Clearinghouse No. 91012110. Such Proposed HNegative
Declaration was prepared and circulated for public
review pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

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

This activity involves lands identified as possessing 1&@
significant environmental values pursuant to

P.R.C. 6370, et seq. Based upon the staff's

consultation with the persons nominating such lands and
through the CEQA review process, it is the staff's

cpinion that the project, as proposed, is consistent

with jts use classification.

The Department of Fish and Game has determined that the
shorezone at this lccation is unsuitable habitat for
Tahoe Yellow Cress {(Rorippa) and has issued, pursuant
to consultation under the California Endangered Species
Act (CESA), a letter of "no jeopardy" for the proposed
project.

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

In order to determine the other potential trust uses in
the area of the proposed project, the staff contactad
representatives of the following agencies: T.R.P.A.,
Department of Fish and Game, County of El Dorado, and
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carEnpaR ITEM No. 2 4  (cowT'pD)

the Tahoe Conservancy. Nonre of these agencies
expressed a concern that the proposed project would
have a significant effect on the trust uses in the
area. The agencies did not identify andy trust needs
which were not being met by existing facilities in the
area. Identified trust uses in this area would include
swimming, boating, walking along the beach, and views
of the lake.

All permits issued at Lake Tahoe include special
language in which the permittee 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.

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 ternms 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
must provide a reasonable means for public passage
along the shorezone area occupied by the permitted
structure.

APPROVALS OBTAIHED:
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, Department of Fish and Gane,
and El Dorado County.

FPORTHEER APPROVALS REQUIRED:
United States Army Corps of Engineers.




Land Description
Iocation Map

El Dorads Letter of Approval

Fish and Game Letter of No Jeopardy
Negative Declaration

’
. THE PROVISIONS OF THE CEQaA AND
COMMISSION Has REVIEWED aND CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION
CONTAINED THEREIN,

DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECT, As APPROVED, WILL NOT HAVE A
SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE ENVIRONMENT.

CRIBED ON
HEREOF.




Prepared by Judy
Ludlow on 01/ 11/91
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nate _\JS {55‘-"39 O EaRe 14 File Ref: W 24220

Ms. Judy Ludiow

California State Lands Conmission
1807 L3th Street

Sacrasento, California 95814

Subject: Building Permit for Pier (Extension of an existing pier)
Name: Tim McCleen and new boatlift

Address: 80 Hanken Drive
Kentfield, California 94904

Tahoe Address: 8321 Meeks Bay Avenue

County Agsossor's Parccel No._ 16-063-11

dear Ms. Ludlow:
The County ot FEl Dbozado has received notice of the

above-referenced pcoject in Lake Tahoe and has no objection to

the pler repairsconstruction or to the issuance of the 3tate
l.ands Commigscion's permit.

1{ vyou have any questions, you may roach me at (916)445-7134

Sincerely,
¥l dorado Tounty

Building Division

J0UN S. WALKER
suilding inspector 11




$tare of Californie i MMW
Memorand W m EXHIBIT *p»

To : Mr. Randy Morey Dcte December 14, 1s8%0 6
State Lands

From W«mmm - Region 2

Subject: Additionai Review for thse HcClean Project #W24220

The Department °©f Fish and Game
i photog

in any way. " applic
complete Survey information and ghotographs W

consultation materials to Prevent further delays in €@ permitt ng
brocess,

If the DFG can be of further assistance, Please contact

- Jerry Mensch, Environmental Sexrvices Supervisor, telephone
(916) 355~7030.

Ms. Jan Brisco




EXHIBIT “E"
e

EXECUNIVE OFFICE
1807 - 13¢h Strent

O T. LAcCARTNY, Liewranant Governor Secraments, CA £5814
RAY DAVIS, Contralisr CHARLES WARREN
Executive Otficer

Uy A T et N A bt e

EIR ND: 528
File: W 24220
SCH No.: 91032110

Project Title: McClean - Reconstruction/20-Foot
Extension of Pier & Authcrization of Two
¥Mooring Bucys

Proponent: ‘ Tim McClean

Project Location: Lake Tahoe, 8321 Meeks Bay Avenue, APN
16-063-11, Bl Dorado County.

Project Description: Authorizaticon of reconstruction and 20-
foot extension with boatlift of existing
pler and two mooring buoys.

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

This decument is prepared@ pursuant to the requirements of the
California Environmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et seg., 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.

7 / nitigation measures included in the project will aveoid
potentially significant effects.
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PETE WRSOM, Ganrmz
S R T RO T N P SR TR ey

STATE OF CALFOANIA
N

STATE LANDS COMMISSION s::m sgfe

LEQ T. McCARTHY, Lisutansnt Govsmor T —y Q@N
GRAY DNAVYIS, Controdier

- CHARLES WARREN
THOMAS W. HAYES, Diroctor of Finence £x

Januaxy 30, 1991
File Paf.: W 24220
EIR WD: 528

EOTICRE OF PUBLIC REVIEW OF A KEGATIVE DECLARATICOH
(BECTIOR 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 seg., Title 14, California Code Regulations), and
the State Lands Ccamission Regulations (Section 2901 et seq., Title

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

The decument is attached for your review. Comxents
should be addressed to the State Lands Comaission office shown
above, with attention to the undersigned. All comments must be
received by March 2, 1991.

Should@’ you have any guestions or need additional
information, please call the undersigned at (918) 323-720%.

Planning and Management




STATE LANDS COMMISSION

EBVIRONMENTAL IRIPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST ~ PART I

Foem 13,20 (7/32). File Ref,; W 24220

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Applicant: Tin ¥McClean
80 Hanken Drive
Rentfield, CA_ 94904

CrecklistDate: _ 8 [ 24 1 90

Centact Person: __Jgoquen CGraber
Telephone: {916 ) 323-7209
Purpose:  Recreational Uge

Location: Lake Tahoe, address: 8321 Meeks Bay Avenue, El Dorado County, APN 16-063-11

Oescription: __Existing, wnauthorized pier and one mooring buoy—project inwcaves

. o V. .
reconstruction of this pier with

of 2 boatlifs and one moorving buoy,
Persons Contacted:

. ENVIRONMENTAL INPACTS. (Explain afl “yi”™ and “masybe” answers)
A, Earth. Wil the proposa! result in: .
1. Unstabie exrth conditions or chenges in goologicsubstruciures? . .. ... ... .. ...
2. Disruptions, displacements, compaction, or overcovesingof thesoif?. . ... ........
Changaintcocg'aphyorgtwnqsumnrdia!feamm?.. f et eerersaes e
The destruction, covering, or modific: tion of any unique geologic or physicat features?

Any increase in wind o water erosion of soils, eitheronoroff thesite?. . . ... ... .. cereeea

Changes in deposition or eresion of beach sands, or changes in siltation, deposition i0n whu‘gh nay
maodity the channei of 2 river or streamn or the bed of the ocean or any bay, inlet, or | DAR

Exposure of all peoplz or proparty 10 geotogic -hazards suth as earthquakes, tandsti




Adr. Will the propasal result in: Ves Maybe No
1. Substantia! air emmissivns or deienorathion of smbient sirQuality?. .. . ... ..... O R U E] [x}
Z. The creation of ObDeCTONEBIZ OQOTST. ... v « .+ coeenrecroensrnresnsauennensennenena D U &
3. Alteraticn of sirmovement, moisture or tamperature, or 3ny change in climate, either locally or regionaliy?. !-.] ; ;
Watee. Will the propésal result in:

1. Changes in tha curtents, ©r thg course o1 direction of water movements, in cither marine o¢ fresh woaters?

Changes in absarpbion rates, drainage pattesns, of the rate and amount of surface water runoff?, .. .. ..

Chznge in the amount of surface waterinany waterbody? . L ... ittt it einonrennnaas

2.
3. Alterations 10 She Coursa Or Hlow ol OO WateraY . L .. . L it it ittt cnvnornecnnsonnnssas
4,
5.

Dicharge into surface aaters, or in 3ny alteration of surface water quality, incuding but not fimited to
termperatuse, disstlved exygen or tusbidity? . . ... ...

6. Alseration of the direct onorrate ot flow ol ground watess? . . . L .. . ittt i it nerosansnnans

Change in the quantity of ground waters, sither through direct additions or withdrawals, or through inter-
ceplicn of 2n aquifer by CUL Of eXERYIUOMS? . L . ... .. .. it titneanssnenn-osocconoanennn
8. Substanial eeduction in the amount 0f wat2r othierwise avalable for public water supplies? | .
8. Exposure of people ot prepety 10 water-related hazsids such a3 licoding or tidst waves? . . .
10. Syniticant changes in the temparatuse, flow or chemtical content of surface thermal springs?.
Plang Life. ¥4l the proposal result in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, ér‘number of a0y species of plants {including trees, shrubs, grass, crops.
ANd BQUATE PIBNES) Y. . . ot it ittt tiat chebee it easresecarane e at et aeaa

2. Redection of the numbars of gny unique, rare or endangeredisoscies of plants?. . . .. ... oo i nns

3. intraduction of new species 'of plants into 3n 2123, o7 in 3 barrier to the normal repienistwnent of existing

4, Redutticn in acraage ol any agnicultueBl CI0PT . ... ittt it v v eanaisaaessnsassssneneannos
Animel Life. Will the proposal result in:

1. Change in the diversity of spicies, or numbers of any speciss of animals (birds, land animals including
reptifes, fish and shelifich, benthic Otganitms, OF INSBCIS)Y . . . .. ..ttt i ittt isencennnenennn

Reduction of the numbers of any unigue, rare or endangerad specigsof animals?, ... ... ... evunn.n.

3. Introduction of new pecies of animals into an arca, or result in 3 barrier 1o the migration or movement of

4, Deterioration 0 existing fish or wildiife hahitas?.

Noive, Will the proposs! result in:

1. Increase menistingnofsdtovels? . . ... ... ...

2. Exposure of peopie 10 severe noise levehr? . . ...

Light aad Glare, YAD the proposal tesult in: *

3. The production of new lightorglare? . ... ...

Lamd L7, Wit the proposal result in;

1. A substad@n:ai alteration of thepresent or planned tand use of an srea?.
Notaral Reavurces. VAl the proposa! result in:

1. Ingreste in the rete of use of any notural resourees? . . ... .. ... ...

2. Subsiantis! depigtion of any nonrenewable tesoutees? . ... ... ...,




Rk of Upset, Does the proposal result in:

£
g
§

1. A risk‘ of an explosion or the release of hazardous substances (including, but not limited 1o, oil, pesticides,
chermicals, or radiation) in theevent of an accident or Upsel CONAItIONS? .« .. oo vt i v e vevecncncnnnn

2. Possible interference with emergency response pizn or an emergency evacuation plan? . . .
Papulation. Will the proposal result in:

1. The alteration, distribution, density, o¢ growth rate of the human population of the area?

00

E

{fousing. Will the proposal result in:

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

TremporiationfCirculation. Will the proposal result in:

1. Generation of substantial additiona! wehiculer movement?. .. ........

2. Aflecting existing parking facilities, or treate a demand for new pasking?.

3. Substanlial impact upon existing trensportationsystems? . . .. .. ... v e,
. Alterations to present patteras of circulation or movement of pecple end/otr goods?

5. Alterations to vraterboma, seil, or air tratlic? . .. . oo ittt it i it s

ooooco g O ogrs

OGO 0
MOHMME R

6. Incredse in traffic hozards to moior vehicles, bicyalists, Or pedestriansy v v o v v vt eeeeconeentoncse

Public Services. Will the proposal have an effect upon, or result in 8 need for new or altered governmental
services in any of the following aress:

bt
o

Fireprotecticn?.........:.\....
Palice protection? . . oo cvvv.. Ve
L Schools? L ... ie i et iae i

. Parks and other recreational fecilities?. .. ... ..

alcils

Maintenance of public facilities, inchading roads?,

Quc0oo
a10000

Other governmental services?, . . ... ..., ...

Energr. Will the proposal result in:

)

1. Uscof substantial emounis 0f (ol Or @niigir . « o oo v vt v vennoenensneeseonssseossansnsnenss

]

2. Substantial increes? in Cemand upan existing sources of energy, or require the developmsnt of new sources? .
Uiilities. Vil the proposal result in a need for new systems, o substantial slterations to the following utilities:
Power or natural gas?. . .

Communication systenmvs?

1.
2.
J.oWaterh ...
4.

Sewer or seplic tenka? . .
5. Stonm water drainage? . .
6. Solid wie enddisposal? .. ... .....
Human Healih. Wil the propossl result ks
1. Creation ¢f say health hszard or patential health hazard (exciuding mental health)?

a00oo0oo ba

2. Exposure of people 1o potential heslth hazards? . oo oo veveneneeernneennns

R. Aesthetics. Will the propesal result in:

1. The obstruction of any gcenic wista or view open to the public, or will the proposal resuit in the creation of
an aesthetizally ofiensive site open topublicview? . .. ...t ittt it nrnonnnnsaonsaanans

Kecreatinn,. Vil the proposa! resuit in:
1. An impact upon the quality or quantity of existing recreational opportunities?. . . .




T. Curs] Resonsoes, Yes daybe No
1. ¥l tha reposal result in the stteration of or the dastruction of a prehistoric or historic archeologics! site?. D [: j [xi

2. Will the proposal result in adverse physical or aesthenc effects to 3 prehistoric or historic building, -
T S N '&

3. Does the proposal have the potentisl to caute 3 physical change which would affect unique ethnic cultural
T 2 B R R Y

4 Will the propesal restrict existing religious or sac1ed utes within the potential impactares? . .. ......... D LI [xl

Mandatory Findings of Significance.

1. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quzlity of the enviranment, reduce the habitat of a tish or
wiidlife speciss, cause 2 tish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminata
3 plant or animal community, reduce the numbar or restrict the range of 3 rare or endangered plant or .
animal or ehiminate impostant exzamples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?. . ... ... [:] [ ] l x,

2. Does the project have the potential to achiese short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term, envircnmensal

3. Does the project have impacts which are individually limited, but cumutatively consideradle? .. ... .... L] [} [X]

4. Dous the proiect have environmenia!l efiects which will cause substantial sdveise eftects on human beings, .
L L T {1 D D B‘

15, DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (5#e Camments Attached)

V. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
On the basis of thes initial evaluttion:

1X] 1 find the proposed project COULD NOT hava 3 significant effect on the enviconment, snd 8 NEGATIVE DECLARATION will
be prepated.

B 1 find that 2ithough the proposed project could have 3 signiticant effect on the environiment, there will not be a sigrificant etfect
in this case\becauie the mitigation measures described on 30 attached theet have been added 1o the project. A NEGATIVE

DECLARATION will be prepored.

! ] I find the proposed project MAY have @ significant effzet on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPOH;

i requied,

!/ 130 1.2/,




McClean Environmental Impact Assessment

The support character of the pier requires several support points to be driiled and
pinned to adjacent boulders through which it projects. The pins drilled into the rocks
can cause or accelerate splitting or erosion of the boulder, either by chemical action
or physical splitting of the rock.

The extension of the pier will require the driving of new pilings into the lake bottom.
Sleeves or cassions will be piaced around the pilings as they are being driven to
prohibit turbidity in surrounding waters. A turbidity screen will be placed around the
entire project 2s required by TRPA permit.

The shoreline of L.ake Tahoe is known habitat for Rorippa subumnbellata Roll. and
is listed by California as an endangesed species. The reconstruction and extension
of the pier will disturb shoreline above 6223 feet.

Ii has been determined the project will not affect Rorippa subumbellata due to the
naturé of the property which consists of massive boulders and little or no-sandy
substrate upon whith Rorippa depends. the survey by Ms. Julie. Etra of Tahoe
Native Plants also found no Rorippa plants within the project site. The Department
of Fish and Game bas issued a dctcrmmauon of “no jeopardy” indicating the project
will not affzct Rorippa subumbeliata Roll. (memo 12/14/50).

The site for reconstruction ard extension of the pier, and addition of a boat lift is
within an area designated by TRPA as being fish spawning habitat. However, TRPA
has reviewed the project and determined it will not have adverse efiects upon the fish
habitat and has'issued a permit for this activity.

M 5. The extension and reconstruction of the pier will have a minor influence on boating
traffic. The lengtiiening will affect boat traffic minimally in passing around the
structare. The improvements may increase frequency of use. New boat traffic will
be minimal, as the pier is & private strecture and not for public use. The buoys
should not affect boating traffic any differently. One buoy is presently in place while
a new buoy is being installed near the pier which will force boating traffic waterward
itself. Adjacent buoys are located approximately 150' on either side of the applicant’s
buoys. The applicant's buoys will cause no new impacts to recreational fishing
.sovements and topline trolling,

The lengthened and rebuilt pier will create a greater visual impact. The structure
is gver twice enlarged. This will make the pier more visible to waterbome viewers.
, Views adjacent to the pier will be impacted. It will extend further into the lake and
cbstruct views from the adjacent shore. The buoys will lend a minor impact to views.
One huoy is currently in place, a second buoy may increase visnal impact slightly.

—— U 14
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The reconstruction and lengthening of the pier will pot affect the recreational
opportunities for the general public. The structure is private and for use by the
owners. The improvements will affect the use by the owners, possibly increasing
boating use and other activities on the lakeshore.




S@mﬁw
Memeoevrandum

» Mr. Randy Moroy
State Lands

From + Deportmont of Fih and Gome - Region 2
Scbipct: Additienal Review for the McClean Project $§W24220

The Department of Fizh and Game iDFG) has reviswved the supplemental
information and photograghs provided by the applicant regarding
potential Rerippa habitat on the subject property. After an
exanination of these materials, the DFG is reversing our earlier
informal finding of jedpardy for this project. The additional
information indicates that this parcel does not contain potantial
Rorippa habitat nor would this project impact Rorippa populztions
in any way. We wish to advizse appiicants to provide us with
complete survey information and photographs with the prelimina
consultation matorials to prevent further delays in the permitting
process. t .

if the DFG can be of further assistance, please contact

- Jerzy Mensch, Environmental Services Supervisor, teiephone
(916) 355-7030. ’ ,

ce: Hr. Hen Berg, NHD
Ma., Jan Brizco









