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RECREATIONAL PIER PERMIT

APPLICANTS:
John R. Paul, Jerry L. Paul, Trustees, and
Mary ULouise Paul
2 Hidden Lane
orinda, California 94563

TERMS:
Initial period:
Five (5) years beginning May 5, 1992.

Renewal options:
None.

CONSIDERATION:
No monetary consideration pursuant to Section 6503.5 of the
PoRoCo

APPLICANT 8TATUS:
Applicant is littoral landowner, as defined in
Section 6503.5 of the P.R.C.

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

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

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

AB 884:
07/15/92




caLENDAR ITEM No{] () 4 (conT/p)

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATICON:

1.

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

Regs. 15025), the staff has prepared a Proposed
Negative Declaration identified as Exhibit "C". The
Proposed Negative Declaration was prepared and
circulated for public review pursuant to the provisions
of CEQA.

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

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

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

The Applicant also has an existing and authorized pier
at the site.

This permit is issued zubject to the Applicant
providing evidence to the State Lands Commission of
authorization for the buoys by the Tahoe Regional
Planning Agency by December 31, 1993.

The permit includes special language in which the
permittee agrees to protect and replace or restore, if
requir«d, the habitat of Rorippa subumbellata, commonly
called the Tahoe Yellow Cress, a State-~listed
endangered plant species.

The applicant has been notified that the public has a
right to pass along the shorezone and the permittee
must provide a reasonable means for public passage
along the shorezone occupied by the permitted
structure.
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CALENDAR ITEM I'!O.C G ‘.1.. {CONT'’D)

If any structure authorized is found to be in
‘nonconformance with the Tahoe Regional Planning
Agency’s Shorezone ordinance and, if any alterations,
repairs, or remcval required pursuant to said ordinance
are not accomplished within the designated time period,
then the permit will be automatically terminated,
effective upon notice by the State, and the site shall
be cleared pursuant to the terms thereof. If the
location, size, or number of any structure hereby
authorized is to be altered, pursuant to order of the
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, permittee shall request
the consent of the State to make such alterations.

The issuance of this permit supersedes any prior
authorization by the State Lands Commission at this
location.

APPROVALS OBTAINED:
Placer County

FURTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED:
Tahoe Regional Planning Association

EXHIBITS:
A. Site Map
B. Location Map
C. Negative Declaration

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

CERTIFY THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION, EXHIBIT "“C%, WAS
PREPARED FOR THIS PROJECT PURSUANT TO THE PRCVISIONS OF THE
CEQA AND THAT THE COMMISSION HAS RFVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE
INFORMATION CONTAINED THEREIN.

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

FIND THAT THE ISSUANCE OF THIS PERMIT SUPERSEDES ANY PRIOR
AUTHORIZATION BY THE STATE LANDS COMMISSION AT THIS
LOCATION.
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CALENDAR ITEM NO.C 0 4; (CONT’D)

AUTHORIZE THE ISSUANCE OF A FIVE~YEAR RECRATIONAL PIER
PERMIT TO JOHN R. PAUL, JERRY L. PAUL, TRUSTEES, AND MAYR
LOUISE PAUL FOR THE RETENTION OF TWO EXISTING BUOYS AND THE
CONTINUED USE AND MAINTENANCE OF THE EXISTING AUTHORIZED
PIER ON THE LANDS DESCRIBED ON EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED AND BY
REFERENCE MADE A PART HEREOF.
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97-100-13

10FEET USE AREA

REE Buoy

40 FEET DIAMETER
USE AREA

EXHIBIT "A"
Site Map
PRC 3622
APN 97-100-13
Lake Tahoe
Placer County
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EXHIBIT “C"

STATE OF CAUFCRNIA SETE WILSON. Governor

STATE LANDS COMMISSION EXECUTIVE OFFICE

1307 - 13th Street
LEO T. McCARTHY, Lieutenant Governor Sacramento, CA 95814
GRAY DAVIS, Controller

THOMAS W. HAYES, Drrector of Finance CHARL_ES WARREN
Executive Officer

File: WP 3622
ND 570
SCH No. 91102002

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

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

The dccument 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 reczived by November 1, 1991,

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

JACQUES GRABg @

Division of Environmental Planning
aund Management

Attachment




STATE OF FALIFORNIA ) - i ) PETE WILSCN. Governor

EXECUTIVE OFFICE
STATE LANDS COMMISSION . 1807?13035(:6:0:

LEO T McCARTHY, Lieutenant Governor Sacramento, CA 958
GRAY DAVIS, Coniroller

THOMAS W. HAYES, Director of Finance CHARK..ES WARREN
Executive Officer

PROPOSED NEGATIVE, DECLARATION

File: WP 3622
ND 570
SCH No. 91102002

Project Title: Paul-Doty - Authorization of Two Existing Mooring Buoys
Proponents: Mary Louise Paul-Doty

Project Location: Lake Tahoe, 4910 West Lake Boulevard, APN 097-100-13,
Placer County.

Project Description: Authorization to retain two existing mooring buoys.
Contact Person: Jacques Graber Telephone: 916/323-7209

This document—is prepared pursuant 1o the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et seq., Fublic 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 Studygit has been found that:

L X/ this project will not have a significant effect cn the environment,

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

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST — PART I
m 13.20 (7/82) File Ref.: 3622.1

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A Apphcant: _Mary Touise Paul-Doty Hale-Tippen, Consultants
2 Hidden Lane _P.0. Box 5399

Orinda, Ca. 94563 Tahoe City, Ca. 95730

Checklist Date: __ 08/ 27 / 91
Contact Person: Jacques A . Graber
Telephone: { 916 ) 323 7209

Purpose: Authorize two existing mooripg buovs

Locauon: 4910 West Lake Blvd. APN. 97-100-13, Placer Co.

Description: "~ Authorization of two existing mooring buoys in Lake Tahoe.

Persons Contacted:

11, ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explain all “'yes” and “maybe’’ answers)
A Larth Wil the proposal result in;

1 Unstable varth conditians of changes 1 geologic substructures?

ile

s

FIEFEE

2 Owruptions, displacements, compaction, or o sercavering of the souif,
3

Change in topography or ground surfzce relief teatures? |
The destrucuion, covering, or modific. ion of any umique geclogic ar physical features? .

Any increase in wind or water erosion of soils, either on or off thesite?, . . .. ... ...

. Changes n deposition or erosion of beach sands, or changes in sitation, deposition 3r emgrfmwhwh may-
we N YI ¥
madify the channel of a river or stream or the hed of the ocean or any bay. inlet, or lake? . A .“. Sl

l"""

s o
Exposu.e of all people or property to gealogic hazards such gas earthquakes, landshides, mudshdes ground r-—a /. o
farlure, OF SIMlAr hazards?. . . .o v o e s e s o tsaen st s s anranasennnesonnonosansnnsss Ld Ld &7




Y PR

8. .lir. \Will the proposal resuit in; Yas Mayoe No

1. Substantial 3ir emrmussions or deteriorauon of ambient 3ir quality? ce f e e e e B [_j

2. The creauion of objectionable odors?, . .o . ke e e D D

3. Alteraticn of air movement, morsture or temperature, Of any change «n shmate, either locaily of reqonaily? &, {_,

Water, Will the proposal result in:

-J

1. Changes in the currents, or the course o, tirect:an of water muvements, in either manne or fresh waterss
’
2. Changes n absorpuion ratds, drainage natterns, or the rate and amount of surface water runcff?
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3. Aiteranions to the course or flow of ticod waters?
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4. Change in the amount of surface water in any water body?

5. Discharge .ato surface waters, or in any alterauon of surface water quality, including but not imstea
temperature, dissolved ¢ xygen or turbidity?. .. ... ...

R R T R T I R N R N T S TP S

. Alteration of the direct on or rate of flow of ground waters?
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Change in the quantity of ground waters, either through direct additions or withdrawals, or through inter-
ception of an ayuifer by cuts or excavations?
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8. Substantial reduction in the amount of water otherwise available for public water sucphies?

J

9. Exposure of peaple or property to water-related hazards such as-flooding or tidal waves?
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10. Significant changes in the temperature, flow or chemical content of surface thermal springs?
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D. Plomi Life. Will the proposal resuit in: .
1. Change in the diversity of species, or number cf any species of plants (including trees, shrubs, grass, crops,
and aquatic plants)?

L L I T T T T T T

2. Reduction of the numburs of any unique, rare or endangered species of plants?
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3. Introduction of new species of plants into an area, or 1n a barrier to the normal replenishment of existing

] T -
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4, Reduction in acrezge of any agricultural crop?
tuimal iife. Will the proposal resuft in:

| Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any spectes of animals (birds, land amimals including
reptiles, fish and shellfish,.benthic organisms, or insects)?

P - - — . w—
H

2. Beduction of the numbers of any unique, rare or endangered species of amimals? ’

L

3 Introduction of new spucies of animals into an area, or result in 3 barrier to the migration or movement of
snimals?
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¥
4. Deterwration to existing fish or wildlife habutat?, . . . ..
NMone, Will the proposal result m:
1. Increase in existing noise levels? . . . ., .

P

2. Exposure of peoplie to severe noise levels? |
Light and Glure. Wil the propesal result

1 The producuon of new light or glare?

Land Uve Wil the proposal tesult in:

1 A substanual alteration ot the present or planned land use of an area?,
Nutural Resources. Wil the proposal result in

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

s m v sk xox

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




Rk of Upset Does the proposal result in

1 A sk of an expiosion or the release of hazarduous substances uncluding, but not umited to, oil, pesticides,
cnemicals, or radiation} n the event of an accident or upset conditions? . .. .. ......

2 Possibie interterence with emergency response pian or an emergency evacuation plan? , .,
Population "Ml the proposal result in,

1 The alteration, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human population of the area? .
Iousing, Wil the proposal resultn,

1. Affecting existing housing, or create a demand focr additional housing?
FransportationfCireulation. Will the proposal result in:

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

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

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

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

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

6. Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclist;, orpedestrians? . . ... ... ...t ee e

Public Services.  Will the proposal have an effect upon, or result 1n a need for new or altered governmental
services in any ¢r the following areas:

1. Fireprotection? . ... ...........
Police protection? . ... ..........
Schools? .. ..... e veannn
Parks and other recreational facilities?. .. ... ..
Maintenance of public facilities, including roads?.
6. Other governmental services?. .. ... ........
Energy. Will vhe proposal result in:
1, Use of substantial amounts of fuel Or energy? . . ... o v vt it it st tn s vin e oanaasasanuonss
2. Substanti«' . r=ase in demand spon existing sousces of energy, ur require the development of new sources? .
Unlitres. Will wes roposal result in a need for new systems, or substantial alterations to the following utilities:
1. Power or natural gas?. . .
2. Communication systems? .
3. Water?, . ......
4. Sewer or septic tanks? .
§. Storm water drainage? . .
6. Solid waste and disposal? . . ... .....
Human tHealth. Will the proposal result in:
1 Creation of ony health bazard or potential health hazard (excluding mental heafth)? |
2. Exposure of people to potential health hazards?
testhetics, Will the proposal result in

1. The obstruction ot any scenic vista or view ofzen (o the public, or will the proposal result in the creation of
an aesthetically offensive site open to public view? . ... i i L e e e

Recreation. Wil the proposal result in.

Yes Maybe No
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1 Ansmpact upon the quality or quantity of existuing recreational opportunities?, |




T  Cultural Resources.

14

1. Wil the proposal result in the aiteration of or the destruction of a prenistonc or histonic archeoiogicai sie? ,

2. Wil the proposal result «n adverse physicas or aestheuc effects to a prefuistoric or historic building,
SUUCIUTE, OF ODJECI?. . . .. L i iie et vs s o e aae s e ar e

3. Does the proposdt nave the potental 10 cause a physical chiange which wouid affect unique ethnic culturai

values? .. ... e e e m e E e ra e e e e e e

4 Will the proposal restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential smpactarea? . ... ....., ...
Mandatory Findings of Significance.

1. Does the project have the notential to degrade the quality of the environment, reduce the habitat of a fish or
wiidiife species, cause a {isi1 or wildiie population 16 diop below Helf su;.a.n.ng levels, thizaten to eliminate
a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of 3 rare or endangered plant or

animal or ehmunate unmportant examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?. . .. .. ..

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

T2 . 1 S

4, Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
eitherdirectly or INdireCtY? . . ... . ittt ittt ittt ittt ittt e

3. Does the project have impacts which are individually imited, but cumulatively considerable? . ......... G

i1, DISCUSSION OF.ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (See Comments Attached)

(See Attachecf)

IV. PRELIMINARY YETERMINATION
On the basis of this iniual evaluation:

:.? | tind the proposed project CCULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION wwill
be prepared.

, -
_; | find that aithough the proposed project could have a significant etfect on tne envitonment, there viil pot be a siamificunt arfect
M dus Case because the mitigation wneasures descnbed on 3n attached sheet have been added to the project, A NEGATIVE

DECLARATION will be prepared

)
i | find the props- # proect MAY have a signiticant etfeui on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
15 requied,

/
owe: G121 4l - g-/a;;‘fgm,s{gf é/fﬁ%i__
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PROJECT DESCRIPTICHN

The project involves the proposed authorization of two
existing private mooring buoys at the west shore of Lake Tahoe at
the upland address of 4910 Westlake Blvd. ILake Tahoe.

A private recreational pier is constructed at the applicant’s
upland address. The two mooring buoys are placed approximately 103
and 118 feet waterward of the pier. The buoy anchors are cast in
concrete and placed on the lakebed. A 1 inch chain is attached to
each anchor and holding the buoys.

DESCRIPTION OF ENVIRONMENTAIL SETTING

The project site consists of a low, moderately sloping beach
which rises to a level upland. A small stone and concrete retaining
wall separates the beach slope from the upland zone. The upland is

graded level to accommodate a lawn and residence.

A beach of medium to coarse sand is located at the waterward
point of the beach. This sand zone extends shoreward approximately
ten feet. It changes to a cobbley substrate approximately 80 feest
south of the applicant’s pier. Landward of the sandy zone, the
upper beach displays bands of sandy and cobbley material between 1
and 3 inches in size. This banding of material continues up to the
stone wall.

The shoreline vegetation consists of conifers inland. A two-
story residence covers the center of the upland lot. A lawn is
planted on the terrace facing the lake. Small clumps of grasses and
weeds can be found along the lower foot of the stone wall. No
vegetation can be found beyond the sandy beach out to the water’s
edge. fhe lake bottom at the project site consists of cobbles and
sandy bottom.




A.l.

MARY LOUISE PAUL-DOTY MOORING BUOY
ENVIRONMENTATL TMPACT ASSESSMENT

Earth Conditions

The project involves authorization of two existing
mooring buoys placed waterward of the applicant’s pier.The
buoys are anchorad each by a single concrete block resting on
the lake bed. This construction will not aliter or cover any
ground features or create unstable ceonditions,

Overcovering Soil

The two existing buoys will be anchored each with a
concrete block approximately two feet in diameter placed on
the lake bed. Each anchor will cover approximately three
square feet of the substrate. The anchors and buoys will be
placed waterward of the pier and will not impact upland soil.

Topography

The two mooring buoys are installed waterward of the
applicant’s pier. The mooring buoys are installed each with a
concrete anchor block placed on the substrate. This impact
will be minimal.

Unique Features.

The lakebed at the project site is flat and lacks unique
features. The two existing mooring bucys are installed on the
lakebed using concrete anchor blocks resting on the substrate.

The buoys will not affect unique features on the lake bed.

Erosion.

The two buoy anchor blocks are placed directly in the
lake bed substrate. They will not cause any erosion or
significant disturbance to lake bottom profiles.

Siltation.

The project is currently complete. There will not be new
construction activity which will cause siltation in the water
column. Water levels are currently lower than normal because
of drought. Water level rise might cause minor siltation as
levels return to normal. Some minor prevailing currents may
exist during normal lake levels but the accrual of silts will
be minimal.




A.7. Geologic Hazards.

The two buoy assemblies are set directly onto the lake
bed. The depths of installation will be shallow and should not
induce seismic instabilities or ground failures. No impacts
are expected.

Emissions.

The project is complete. There will not be anv new
construction which would generate new emissions. The
authorization will be for the existing structures.

Odors.

The two mooring buoys are currentlf in place. There
will not be any new construction activities to create odors.

Air Alterations

The two buoys are located in the lake. They will not
create impacts which would alter air characteristics in any
way.

Currents.
The two existing mooring buoys are held by submerged

anchor blocks and chain. These structures will not create a
significant impact on currents or water movements.

Runoff.

The two mooring buoys are placed within the body.cof Lake
Tahoe. They will not affect surface water drainage patterns,
etc. )

Flood Waters.

The two mooring buoys are placed within the body of Lake
Tahoe. They will not affect flood waters from streamflows.

Surface Water.

The two mooring buoys are placed in the body of Lake
Tahoe. The anchors and buoys will not affect the surface water
volume of Lake Tahoe.

Turbidity

The two mooring buoys are currently in place. There will
be no construction activity to generate turbidity in Lake
Tahoe. The water level is low due to drought. There may be




turbidity related to a return to normal water levels.

Ground Water Flows.

The two mooring buoy blocks are set at relatively shailow
depths. They should not affect ground water flows.

Ground Water Quantity.

The two buoy anchor blocks are set at relatively shallow
depths and do not serve as water acquisition facilities. They
should not affect ground water supplies.

Water Supplies.

The buoys are r»t intended for water acquisition. They
will not affect water supplies.

Flooding.

The cumulative volume of the two buoy assemblies will not
induce flooding. The structurec will not interfere with water
movements to induce flooding.

C.10. Thermal Springs.

There are no thermal springs in the vicinity. The project
will not affect any thermal springs.

Plant Species Diversity.

The lake bottom at this location is sandy and cobbley. It
would be conducive to supporting sessile bottom plants. The
structures could furnish a substrate for sessile aquatic
plants. This impact would not be new as the anchors and buoys
are in place as well as several piers located adjacent this
site which can furnish habitat for sessile aquatic plants.
There will be no impacts on upland plants.

Endangered Species.

An existing pier is constructed extending from shore 96
feet waterward of the high water line. The buoys are placed
103 to 218 feet beyond the pier. No impacts to aquatic plants
are expected as they are already in place. The project will
have no impacts on aguatic or land plant populations.

Introduction of Plants.

The anchors, chains and pier pilings will afford a hard
substrate for sessile aquatic plants. Piers and buoys are
located on either side of the project site and the two mooring
bucys are in place so they will not create a new impact on

aquatic plant populations.
: ‘—-_m - E ;
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D.4. Agricultural Crops.

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

Animal Species Diversity.

The twe buoy anchors could affect access to the lake
bottom by burrowing organisms. Fish and benthic organisms
could be attracted to the buoy assemblies for grazing and
shelter. The impacts would not be new as the structures are
already in place.

Rare Species.

The two buoy assemblies are currently in place so impacts
to fish will be absent. During normal water levels, the impact
should be minimal ag fish will repopulate the site.

New Species.

The project is currently in place. No new animal species
will be introduced as a result of the project.

Habitat Deterioration.

The project is currently in place. There will be no new
or increased habitat deterioration resulting from the
authczrization of these structures.

Noise Increases.

There will be no construction activities to generate new
noise as the project is already ir place. There will not be
any whistles or bells on the bucys for navigational aids so
noise levels will not change from this.

Severe Noise.

The two buoys are in place. There will be no new
construction activity to generate noise associated with this
project.

Light and Glare.

The project 1is already constructed so 1light from
construction will not occur. There will be no navigational
lights on the buoys to create light or glare. No reflections
or glarve will be created from finished surfaces. There may be
glare from reflective surfaces of moored boats but this will
not be a new impact.

* A P S -
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Land Use.

The buoys are already installed among existing piers and
buoys at either side of the project site. There will not be a
newly introduced use for this location to alter local use
patterns. Adjacent piers are approximately 91 feet right and
437 feet left of the proposed site.

Resocurce Use.

The buoys will not increases resource depletion or loss of
non-renewable resources. The two buoys will be used only for
recreational boats and use.

Explosion.

The project involves authorization of two existing buoys.
Risk of explosion of fuel or by collision of recreational
boats could occur during use. Precautions will be taken to
minimize this possibility.

Emergency Plans.

The two buoys are located among several existing piers
and buoys. These structures will not create a new impact upon
emexrgency vessel movements in the area.

Alter Population.

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

Housing.
The two mooring buoys are intended for use by the
applicant whose property is located at the shoreward end of

their pier. No new housing will be constructed in association
with the pier and buoys.

Vehicular Movement.

The buoys are intended for the applicant’s use. No new
vehicular traffic will result from use of the two mooring
buoys.

Parking.

The two buoys are intended for the applicant’s private
use. New parking facilities will not be created or associated
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with their use.
Transportation Systems.

The proposed project will not create new impacts on
existing or future transportation systems. The buoys are
intended for the applicant’s use only.

Circulation.

-

The buoys are constructed among :several existing piers
and buoys. They will not affect current land or water traffic
circulation.

Traffic.

The two buoys are leocated among existing piers and buoys
at the west shore of Lake Tahoe. There are presently three
buoys located to the right of the proposed project and another
three buoys to the left of the site. The existing piers and
buoys generally affect boat traffic, driving it waterward to
avoid collision with these structures. Waterskiing and fishing
must ba conducted away from the piers and buoys to avoid
injury to skiers or fouling of trolling lines. This impact
will not be new, but ongoing.

Hazards.

The two mooring kuoys will be located in Lake Tahoe and
will not pose a hazard to motor vehicles, pedestrians or
bicyclists.

.

N.1-6. Public Services.

The project involves authorization of two private
mooring buoys. These existing structures will not create a new
impact on public services -including fire and police
protection, school and park facilities, road maintenance or
other public services. No significant impacts will occur.

Energy Use.

The project is already in place. There will be no new
demand on energy for construction. The project will not
require use of energy for navigational aids.

New Energy.

The mooring buoys will require no energy for construction
since they are already installed . There will be no impacts on
future energy needs.

P.1-6. Utilities.
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The two buoys will not create an impact on utilities
services including power, water, sewerage and waste or
communications. No impact will occur.

Q.1-2. Health Hazards.

The buoys will use 1 inch chain attached to a concrete
anchor block and a plastic float. These materials will not
pose a .health hazard or potential health hazard to humans.

Views.

The buoys are placed among several other piers and buoys.
The presence of several piers and buoys will create an impact
upon views from shore. This project will not create a new
impact upon the present view status, but will contribute tc an
existing condition with several piers and buoys.

Recreation.

The proposed project will not create a new impact upon
recreation in this area. The buoys could impact waterskiing,
fishing and pessibly swimming activities, but this will not be
a new impact.

T.1-4. Historic Ethnic Sites.

The kuoys are located waterward of the lake shore. There
are no known archaeologic or ethnic sites in this location so
there will be no impact.

Degradation.

The buoys are installed among several other buoys in a
small area on Lake Tahoe. The presence of several buoys could
cause a degradation of the visual quality of the area bhut this
will not be a new impact.

Environmental Goals.

The impact created by the buoys’ presence is considerable
but their presence amonyg several existing buoys will be a less
significant wvisual impact. Their presence among existing
facilities will not adversely affect current environmental
goals.

Cumulative Impacts.

The proposed mooring buoys are located among several
existing buoys, and piers including boathouses. Pier and buoy
densities were studied for visual impacts and discussec' in The

Cumulative TImpact of Shorezone Development at Lakes_ Tahoe
(1978) .It was determined that greater pier and buoy densities
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create a greater negative impac’t on the public than few or i
piers or buoys. This project will add to the cumulative impact
of buoys already installed but the impact will not be new.

Adverse Impacts.

The accumulation of several buoys in this area including
the applicant’s buoys may contribute toc the visual impacts,
but the 'added impact of the project should be negligible.
There will not be z significant adverse impact on humans.
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