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NOTICE OF MEETINGS
TARHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY
GOVERNING BOARD

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on september 23 and 24, 1992, commencing
at 9:30 a.m. both days, the Governing Board of the Tahoe Regiconal Planning
Agency will conduct its regular meeting. The September 23 session will

take place at the Nerth Tahoe Co ence

Boujevard ngs Bea al . The September 24 session will take
place at the TRPA offjice, 195 U.S. Highway S0, Zephyr Cove, Nevada. The
official agenda is attached hereto and made a part of this notica.

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that on September 23, 1992, at 8:30 a.m. at
the North Tahoe Conference Center, the Finance Committee will discuss: 1)
receipt of the August financial statement and check register; 2) status of
California and Nevada FY 92-93 budget; 3) FY 92-93 TRPA operating budget;
4) releanse of air quality mitigation funds to the City of South Lake Tahoe
{$500), Douglas County ($30,000), and Placer lounty ($45,000); 5) release
of LTF funde ($42,777) to El Dorado County; and 6) request budgets to
California for FY 93-94 and to Nevada for FY 93-95.

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that on September 23, 1992, at 8:30 a.m., at
the North Tahoe Conference Center, the Legal Committee will discuss
settlement offer in Granzella/Wickland illegal pier.

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that on September 24, 1992, at 8:00 a.m., at
the TRPA office, 195 U.S. Highway 50, Zephyr Cove, Nezvada, the Capital
Financing Committee will meet to discuss: 1) draft financial plan for
submittal to Califcornia State Water Resources Control Board; and 2) status
of MPO application.

Date: September 14, 1992

Ty -}
Deputy Director

NOTE: Items on the agenda without a time designation may not necessarily
be considered in the order in which they appear on the agenda.

This agenda has been posted at the TRPA office and at the following post
offices: Zephyr Cove and Stateline, Nevada, and Tahoe Valley, Al Tahoce,
and Tahoe City, California.




TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY
GOVERNING BOARD

North Tahoe Conference Center September 23, 1992
8318 North Lake Boulevard, 9:30 a.m.
Kings Beach, California

TRPA Office, 195 U.S. Highway 50, September 24, 1992
Zephyr Cove, Nevada 9:30 a.m.
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OFFICIAL AGENDA

I. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
II. ROLL CALL AND DETERMINATION OF QUORUM
III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Iv. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
v. CONSENT CALENDAR (see page 2)
vi. PROJECT REVIEW
A, Fein, Reconstruction of Historic Bliss Boat House, Douglaps Count
APN 01-070-16 j0% "‘;\
B. Fulton, New Single Family Dwelling, Special Use Determination,
Avalanche Hazard, Washoe County APN 123-135-07 lﬁa—\lq

c. Stanford Alumni Association, Special Use Findings, Group " q
Facility/Lodge Addition, El Dorado County APN 021~-150-03 ‘50 3

VII. PUBLIC HEARING AND ADOPTION OF ORDINANCES/RESOLUTIONS

A. Amendment of Chapter 33 Relative to Distribution of Allocations to

Parcels Below the IPES Line IHD \q"f

B. Amendment of Chapter 4, Project Review and Exempt Activities, to
Amend Pacific Bell/TRPA MOU Relative to Activities Exempt from

TRPA Review { '~|5 - ‘5“

C. Amendment of Boundary Line for Plan Area 103, Sierra Tract 55 . lb—,
Commercial, in El Dorado County l

VIII. PLANNING MATTERS

A. Workshop: "Reinventing Government" - Wednesday, 1:00 p.m.
{No Action)

B. Status Report on MOUs “a% “|-]°
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. IX. ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS

A. Filling Vacancies on Governing Board Committees

B. Presentation of Building and Erosion Control Awards -
Wednesda :J0 3.

X. COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS AND BOARD ACTION

A. Finance Committee
1. Receipt of August Financial Statement and Check Register
2. TRPA FY 92-93 Operating Budget

3. Request Budgets to California for FY 93-94 and to Nevada for
FY 93-95

B. Legal Committee
1. Granzella/Wickland Illegal Pier, Settlement Offer |7}| '\qs
c. Capital Financing Committee
XI. REPORTS
. A, Executive Director
1. Status Report on Processed Projects lqta

2. Status Report on IPES (Individual Parcel Evaluation SYStelmel-,

B. Agency Counsel
C. Governing Board Members (No Action)
XII. RESOLUTIONS

XIII. PUBLIC INTEREST. COMMENTS (No Action)
Xv. ADJOURNMENT

CONSENT CALENDAR

Item Recommendation

1. Darold Anderson, Resoluticn. of Approval.
. Enforcement, 800 Tahoe Mountain Rocad, \ -~ b
El Dorado County APN 32-050-72

2., U.S.D.A. Forest Service, Tahoe Approval of findings.

National Forest, New Pipeline, Special —' -‘O
Use Determination, Placer County APN

95-060-05




Consent Calendar (continued)

item

3. Release of Air Quality Mitigation
Funds ($500) to City of South Lake
Tahoe for Transit Site Assessment

4. Release of Air Quality Mitigation
Funde ($45,000) to Placer County for
Paved Bus Turnouts, Maintenance
Facility EIR, and Site Appraisal

5. Release of Alr Quality Mitigation
Funds (530,000) to Douglas County for
Bus Service to Kahle Drive

6. Release of Local Transit Funds
($42,777) to El Deocradeo County for
Bus Plus

7. Douglas County Department of Public
Works, Cave Rock Water Intake Line
Extension, APN 03-180-1é

8. Douglas County Department of Public
Works, Skyland Water Intake Line
Extension, APN 05-051-23

9, carlton Trimm, Resolution of
Enforcement, 214 Quiet Walk Way, El
Dorado County APN 15-370-08

10. Boucher/Young, New Water Intake Line,
Douglas County APN 001-110-07

11. Scuth Tahoe Refuse, Expansion of
Refuse Collection Pacility, El Dorado
County APN 023-311-48

12. Fallon, New Single Family Dwelling,
Special Use Determinatioen, Potential
Avalanche Hazard, 692 Bidwell Court,
Washoe County APN 125-383-Cl1

13, Pacific Bell, Antenna Addition to
Existing Tower, Special Use
Determination, Additional Height, El
Dorado County, File #520-302-92

Page®

Reccmmendation

Approval. H - \‘5

Approval.

Approval.

Approval of resoclution.

14-lo

Approval with findings

and conditions. ' 7 - 2q

Approval with findings

and conditions. 30 - "|' '

Approval. q 9-'

Approval with findings
and conditions. ‘-'3 -53

Approval with findings

and conditions. 5:., - 8'

Approval of findings.

B2 -%%

Approval of findings.

89-93
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d a ty Challenges Approval.
14. Podasto, 256 Egret, El Dorado County APN 36-582-07 q’-i "OO
1s5. Reed, 94 Toiyabe Court, Placer County APN 93-113-08 \CD\"\C7+

These consent calendar items. are expected to be routine and noncontroversial.
They will be acted upon by the Board at one time without discussion. The
special use determinations will be removed from the calendar at the request of
any member of the public and taken up separately. If any Board member or
noticed affected property owner reguests that any item be removed from the
calendar, it will be taken up separately under the appropriate agenda
category.

Four of the members of the governing body from each State constitute a quorum
for the transaction of the business of the agency. The voting procedure shall
be as followse:

(1) PFor adopting, amending or repealing environmental threshold
carrying capacities, the regicnal plan, and ordinances, rules and
regulaticns, and for granting variancees from the ordinances, rules and
regulations, the vote of at least four of the members of each State agreeing
with the vote of at least four members of the other State shall be regquired
to take action. If there is no vote of at least four of the members from
one State agreeing with the vote of at least four of the members of the
other State on the actions specified in this paragraph, an action of
rejection shall be deemed to have been taken.

{2) For approving a project, the affirmative vote of at least five
membera from the State in which the project is located and the affirmative
vote of at least nine members of the governing body are required. If at
least five members of the governing body from the State in which the project
is located and at least nine members of the entire governing body do not
vote in favor of the project, upon a motion for approval, an - action of
rejection ehall be deemed to have been taken. A decision by the agency to
approve a project shall be supported by a statement of findings, adopted by
the agency, which indicates that the project complies with the regional plan
and with applicable ordinances, rules and regulations of the agency.

(3) For routine business and for directing the agency‘'s staff on
litigation and enforcement actions, at least eight members of the governing
body must agrea to take action., If at least eight votes in favor of such
action are nct caet, an action of rejection shall be deemed to have been
taken.

- Article III {g) Public Law 96-551



TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY

P.O. Box 1038
. 185 UU.S. Highway 50 Zephyr Cove, Nevada 89448-1038 {702) 588-4547
Round Hill, Zephyr Gove, NV Fax (702) 588-4527
MEMORANDUM

September 11, 1992

To: TRPA Governing Board
From: TRPA Staff

Subject: Darold Anderson, Resclution of Enforcement Acticn, 800 Tahoe
Mountain Road, El Dorade County, APN 32-050-72.

Based upon this staff summary and attached Exhibits A and B, TRPA staff

recommendes the Governing Board accept a negotiated settlement between Mr.

Darold Anderson and the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency.

The proposed settlement represents full and complete settlement of the
violations alleged by TRPA as deescribed below:

1. Attempted installation/replacement of a septic system without
pricr TRPA approval or authorization.

. 2. Grading in excesa of three cubic yards of material during the
non-grading season in a stream environment zone w;thout TRPA
approval or authorization.

3. Grading without temporary erosion control devices installed.

4, Discharging domestic wastes to the region of Lake Tahoe as a
reault of grading activities associated with the attempted septic
tank replacement.

During settlement negotiations, Mr. Darold Anderson agreed to pay to TRPA a
penalty of $2500 ($1250 within thirty days after TRPA Governing Board
ratification of thie settlement agreement, and to pay the remaining §1250
within six months of the above ratification.) Mr. Anderson agreed to.ceagme
and desist occupancy of all residences on the subject parcel until an approved
domestic waste discharge system is installed and functioning on the subject
parcel.

We have an application from Mr. Anderson for a holding tank system and he is
prepared to install it after all agency approvals are received.

+ The Cease and Desist Order (Exhibit A) references the alleged unauthorized
replacement of a septic system. Copies of photographs of the unauthorized
grading, lack of temporary erosion controls, and the discharge of domestic
wastes (Exhibit B) are attached.

. 9/3/92

JPK:jed CONSENT LENDAR ITEM 1
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. TRPA Governing Board Staff Summary
Resolution of Enforcement Action
Darold Anderson
September 11, 1992
Page Two

staff believes the proposed settlement of a §2500 penalty and Cease and
Desist Order on residential occupancy (until an approved domestic waste
discharge aystem iLs installed) ie appropriate to the alleged violations and
consistant with past settlements. Penalty calculatione were weighed against
the finding that Mr. Anderson was attempting to repair an existing
dysfunctional septic system which will be replaced by holding tanks.

9/11/92 Consent Calendar Item?
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e TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY

sarp P.O. Box 1038
- 185 U.5. Highway 50 Zephyr Cove, Nevada 89448-1038 {702) 588-4547
. Round Hill, Zephyr Cove, NV Fax [702) 588-4527

"ont

CERTIFIED MAIL # P-568-019-425
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

March 25, 1952

Mr. Darold Anderson
8667 Mariner‘'s Drive, #77
Stockton, CA 95219

Subject: CEASE AND DESIST ORDER, Unauthorized/Unapproved Septic System
Inatallation, B00 Tahoe Mountain Road, El Dorade County,
APN 32-050-72.

Dear Mr. Anderson:
TMe Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) has inspected the subject

property on March 10, 1922, and found the following is not in complianca
with the provigions of law or conditions of project approval:

1. 1Insallation/replacement of a septic system without prior TRPA
approval or authorization.

. 2. Grading in excess of three cubic vards of material without prior
: TRPA approval or authorization.

3. Grading in a stream environment zone without temperary erosion
controls installed.

4. Discharging domesti¢ wastea to the region of Lake Tahoe as a result
of grading activities associated with the attempted septic tank
replacement.

The discharge of domestic wastes {by continued use of a geptic aystem)

to the Lake Tahoe Regicn is prohibited by the TRPA Code of Ordinances,
Section 208 of the Federal Clean Water Act, and the Porter-Colugne Act,
unlegs an alternative waste discharge plan (other than hook-up to the South
Tahce Public Utility Districts sewer system) is approved by the California
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region, (CRWQCEB).

This ig a CEASE AND DESIST ORDER! NO_FURTHER NSTRUCTION TIVITY IS T
TAKE E ON THE OPERTY UNTIL FURTHER W, TEN NOTT BY TRPA

You are hereby directed to take the following action towards compliance:

1. Submit documentation to TRPA demonstrating approval of an alternative
domestic wastewater treatment system since January 1, 1972.

Flanmng for the Protection of our Lake and Land




arch-25, 1932

Mr. Darold Anderson
Page two

2, 1Install temporary erosion controls downslope of all areas disturbed
as a result of grading acitivities on the property.

3. Submit documentaticn to TRPA approving the continued use of an
alternative domestic wastewater treatment system.

4. Upon approval by the CRWQCB of the appropriate domestic wastewater
treatmant system, contact TRPA to file the appropriate project
application for review and approval of the system. The filing fee
shall be doubled ag commencement of construction {(grading and
dismantling of the existing septic system) occurred prior to TRPA
authorization or approval.

Installation of the temporary ercsion contrcls must be completed
immediately. The temporary erogion controls must be maintained,

Not. until the approval of a domestic wastewater treatment system is
approved will the CEASE AND DESIST ORDER be removed.

Completion of the above required items does not relieve TRPA from
initiating further enforcement action, including fines.

You are advised that Article VI (1) ¢of the Tahoe Regional Planning
Compact provides that:

Any person who violates any ordinance or regulation of the Agency is
subject to a civil penalty not to exceed §%,000 and an additicnal.- civil
penalty not to exceed $5,000 per day, for each day in which a vieclation
persists. In imposing the penaltiee authorized by this subdivision, the
court shall consider the nature of the violation and shall impoge a
greater penalty if it was willful or resulted from gross negligence than
if it resulted from inadvertence or simple negligence.

If you should have any questions concerning this matter, please do not
hesitate to contact me at (702) S588-4547 hetween the hours of 9:00 a.m.
to 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday (excluding heolidays).

Sincerely,

NN

Jon Paul Kiel
Associate Environmental Specialist
Environmental Compliance Division

cc: Steve Chilton, Chief, Environmental Compliance Division, TRPA
Scott Ferguson, CRWQCR
Ginger Huber, El Dorade County Health Department
T.0. Polson, South Tahoe Public Utility District
Rick Hydrick, South Tahoe Public Utility District
David McDowell

EXHIB!




QUALITY
| ORIGINAL (S) |
TO FOLLOW

HIGH DESERT MICROIMAGING, INC.
1225 FINANCIAL BLVD
RENO, NV 89502
(775) 359-6980










TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY
STAFF SUMMARY
Project Name: Alpine Meadows Water Distribution Pipeline
Application Type: Public Service, Special Use Determination

Applicant: USDA Forest Service, Tahoe National Forest

Applicant’g Representative: Alpine Springs County Water District, Tom
Skjelatad

Agency Planner: KXathy Canfield, Assaciate Planner

Location: Upper Bench Road, West of Highway 89, Alpine Meadows, Placer County
(See Exhibit A)

Agseggor’s Parcel Number: APN 95-060-05 and 95-100-23

Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends that the Governing Board make the
gspecial use findings outlined in Section ¢ of this staff summary.

Project Description: The applicant proposes to construct approximately three
miles of 12" pipeline and a booster station for the Alpine Springs County
Water District. Water sources for this project are located entirely within
the Bear Creek watershed which is outside of the Lake Tahoe Basin.
Approximately 9,000 linear feet of pipeline for the proposed project is within
the Lake Tahoe Basin and requires review and approval by the Tahoe Regional
Planning Agency. The booster station and the remaining pipeline are not
located within the jurisdiction of TRPA.

Site Degcription: The proposed project will be located entirely within the
right-of-way of Upper Bench Road. The land capability is Class 3 and a small
portion of Class 1b. No additional land coverage is propesed for this
project. The new pipeline will be placed under existing pavement.

Isgues: The proposed project invelves a special use and, therefore, requires
Governing Board review in accordance with Chapter 4, Appendix A, of the TRPA
Code. There are no significant project related issues.

Staff Analveis:

A, Environmental Documentation: The applicant has completed-an Initial
Environmental Checklist (IEC) in order to asgsess the potential
environmantal impacts of the project. No significant environmental
impacts were identified and staff has concluded that the project will

not have a significant effect on the environment. A copy of the
/KC 7
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Alpine Meadows Water Pipeline

Page 2
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completed IEC will be made available at the Governing Board hearing
and at TRPA.

Plan Area Statement: The proposed project is locatad within Plan Area
166 (Upper Ward Valley). The Land Use Clasgification is Recreation
and the Management Strategy is Mitigation. Agency staff haes reviewed
the subject Plan Area and has determined that the project is
consistent with the applicable planning statement, planning
considerations and special policies. The proposed activity is listed
as a apecial use.

Reguired Findings: The following is a list of the required special
uge findings set forth in Chapter 18 of the TRPA Code of Ordinances.
Following each finding, Agency staff has briefly summarized the
evidence on which the finding can be made.

1.

The project, to which the use pertains, is of such a nature,
gcale, densitv, intensity and type to be an appropriate use for
the parcel on which, and surrounding area in which, it will be

located.

The pipeline is a public health and safety facility. The pipeline
will provide water from wells located cutside of the Lake Tahoe
Basin to homes also located outside of the Lake Tahoe Basin. The
eamall portion of the entire project located within TRPA's
jurisdiction will be placed under existing pavement. No
additional structures are proposed.

The project, to which the use pertains, will not be injurious or

disturbing to the health, safety, enjocvyment of property, or
general welfare of persons or property in the neighborhood, or
general welfare of the region, and the applicant has taken
reascnable steps to protect against any such injury and to
bprotect the land, water and air resources of both the applicant’'s

property and that of surrounding property owners.

The applicant will be required to provide both temporary and
permanent -Bast Management Practices (BMPs) for the project area
located within the Lake Tahoe Basin. The proposed pipeline will
be located under existing pavement and will provide water to the
Alpine Meadows area.

roject, to which the use pertains, will not change e
character of the neighborhood, detrimentally affect or alter the

purpose of the applicable planning area statement, community plan

and specific or master plan, as the case may be.

The project is consistent with the provisions of Plan Area
Statement 166 (Upper Ward Valley). The proposal does not change
the existing use. The project will not affect or alter any TRPA

8
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Alpine Meadows Water Pipeline

Page 3
. planning documents.
D. Reguired Actions: Agency staff recommends that the Governing Beard

make the following motions based on this staff summary and the evidence
contained in the record:

I. A motion based on this staff summary, for the findings contained
in Section C above, and-a finding of no significant environmental
effect.

II. A motion to direct staff to complete review of thia project, and
if appropriate, appreve the project with the appropriate
cenditions of approwval.

/KC 8
a9/8/92 Consent Calendar Item No, 2




ALTERNATIVE 4: 6-18-92
Existing Right-of-Way Off-Road Pipeline
PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

CExHBIT A {




TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY

P.O. Box 1038
185 U.S. Highway 50 Zephyr Cove, Navada 89448-1038 {702) 588-4547

Round Hill, Zephyr Cove, NV Fax (702} 588-4527
MEMORANDUM

September 11, 1992

To: TRPA Governing Beard

From: Agency Staff

Subject: Release of Air Quality Mitigation Funds (§500) to City of South

Lake Tahoe for Transit Site Appraisal

Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends the Governing board approve the
release of air quality mitigation funds in the amount of $500 to the City of
South Lake Tahoe for costs of a proposed transit tranefer station property
value appraisal.

Discussion: Section 93.5 of the TRPA Code of Ordinances specifies the manner
in which traffic and air quality mitigation funds are to be distributed and
used. Mitigation fees are collected by TRPA and held in trust for the
jurisdictione within which projects are being completed. TRPA disburses
these funds to the jurisdictions upon their reguest, provided that TRPA finds
that the proposed use of the mitigation funds are consistent with TRPA’'s
adopted Regional Transportation Plan - Air Quality Flan.

The City of South Lake Tahoce has requested the release of traffic and air
gquality mitigation funds in the amount of $500 to pay for the costs of
completing an assessment of the property value of a site proposed for the
location of a public transit transfer station. This site is located at the
corner of U.S. Highway 50 and Lake Tahoe Boulevard (South Tahoe Wye).

staff has reviewed the City’s request for the release of air quality
mitigation funds held by TRPA and has determined the proposed use of the
mitigation funds is conmsistent with the TRPA Regional Transportation Plan -
Air Quality Plan.

As of July 31, 1992, the City of South Lake Tahoe had a balance of $104,037 in
their mitigation fund account. Following the release of the raquested §500,
the mitigation fee fund account will be §$103,537.

If there are any questions, please contact Leif Anderson at (702} 588-4547.

9/11/92 CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM %.1
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TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY

P.O. Box 1038
195 U.S. Highway 50 Zephyr Cove, Nevada 89448-1038 {702) 588-4547
Round Hill, Zephyr Cove, NV Fax (702} 588-4527
MEMORANDUM
September 11, 1992
To: TRPA Governing Board
From: Agancy Staff
Subject: Releape of Air Quality Mitigation Funds {$45,000} to Placer County
for Paved Bus Turnouts, Maintenance PFacility EIR, and SLte
Appraisal

Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends the Governing board approve the
release of air quality mitigation funds in the amount of $45,000 to Placer
County for pavement of bus stop turnouts, the transit maintenance facility
EIR, and an appraisal for the proposed TART maintenance facility.

Digcussion: Sectien 93.5 of the TRPA Code of Ordinances specifies the manner
in whienh traffic and air quality mitigation funds are to distributed and

used. Mitigation fees are collected by TRPA and held in trust for the
juriasdictions within which projects are being completed. TRPA disbursaes these
funds to the jurisdictions upon their requests, provided that TRPA finde that
the proposed use of the mitigation funds are consistent with TRPA'ms adopted
Regional Transportation Plan - Air Quality Plan.

Placer County has requested the release of mitigation funds in the total
amount of $45,000. The mitigation funds are being requested to pave between
ten and fifteen bus stop turnouts ($25,000), to complete an EIR on the
proposed TART maintenance facility ($15,000), and to perform an appraisal of
the property value of the site proposed for the TART maintenance facility
{$5,000).

Staff has raviawed the County’s request for the release of air gquality
mitigation funda held by TRPA and has determined that the proposed uses of the
mitigation funds are consistent with the TRPA Regional Transportation Plan -
Alr Quality Plan.

As of July 31, 1992, Placer County had a balance of $272,187 in their traffic
and air quality mitigation fund account. Following release of the requested

§45,000, the mitigation fund account balance will be $227,187.

If you have any guestions, please contact Leif Anderson at (702) 588-4547.

9/11/92 CONSENT DAR ITEM #.
/la Ly
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TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY

P.O. Box 1038
195 U.S. Highway 50 Zephyr Cove, Nevada 89448-1038 (702} 588-4547
Round Hill, Zephyr Cove, NV Fax (702) b88-4527
MEMORANDUM

September 11, 1992

To: TRPA Governing Board
From: Agency Staff

Subject: Release of Ailr Quality Mitigation PFunds ($30,000) to Douglas
County for Bus Service to Kahle Drive

Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends the Governing Board approve the
release of air guality mitigation funde in the amount of $30,000 to Douglas
County for continued funding support of STAGE transit service from the
South Shore Stateline area to Kahle Drive.

Discussion: -Section 93.5 of the TRPA Code of Ordinances specifies the manner
in which traffic and air quality mitigation funds are to be distributed and
used. Mitigation fees are collected by TRPA and held in trust for the
jurisdictions within which projects are being completed. TRPA disburges these
funds to the jurisdictions upon their request, provided TRPA finds that the
proposed use of these funds are consistent with TRPA‘s adopted Regional
Transportation Plan - Air Quality Plan.

Douglas County has requested that air quality mitigation funda in the amount
of 530,000 be raeleased to them. These funds are toc be used to reimburse the
City of South Lake Tahoe for their expense incurred in providing STAGE transit
service to the Kahle Drive area.

Staff has reviewed the County’s request for the release of air gquality
mitigation funds and has determined that the proposed use of the mitigation
funds is consistent with the TRPA Regional Transportation Plan - Rir Quality
Plan.

As of July 31, 1992, Douglas County had a balance of $150,461 in their traffic
and air gquality mitigation fund account. Following the release of the
requested funds, thelr mitigation fund balance will be $112,068.

If you have any guestions, please ccntact Leif Anderson at (702) 588-4547.

9/11/92 CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM 5.1 3
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TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY

£.0. Box 1038
. 195 U.S. Highway 50 Zephyr Cove, Nevada 89448-1038 (702) 588-4547
Round Hill, Zephyr Gove, NV Fax {(702) 588-4527
MEMORANDUM
September 10, 1992
To: TRPA Governing Board Sitting as the Regional Transportation
Planning Agency
From: Agency Staff
Subject: Release of Local Transportation funds (542,777) to El Dorado County
for Bus Plus
staff Recommendation: Staff recommends Governing Board approval of the

attached resolution approving the allocation of Local Transportation Funds
being held in trust for El Dorade County in the amount of §42,777 to El Dorado
County for operating expenses and capital needs of the Bus Plus transit system
during the 1992-93 fiscal year.

Discussion: As the designated Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA)
for the California portion of the Tahoe Region, TRPAR has the responslibility
for administering the funds which are provided by the Transportation

. Development Act (TDA). TDA provides two sources of funds which are intended
to support and develop transportation services. These funda are from the
Local Transportation Fund (LTF) and the State Transit Assistance Fund (STA).

TDA legislation provides a source of financial support for public
transportation by allowing counties to impose a cne-guarter percent sales tax.
The revenue collected from the tax is returned tc the county of origin to be
redistributed on a population basis. These funds are deposited in a local
transportation fund. RTPAs administer these funds within their areas of
jurisdiction. Local transportation funds are allocated by the RTPAs for use
in the counties based upon pricrities set by the TDA.

The first priority for the use of LTF monies is to support the RTPA’s cost of
administering the TDA program. The second priority allows up to three percent
of the TDA monies to ba allocated to the RTPAs for transportation planning and
programming purposes. Third priority for the use of these monies allows a
portion to be set aside for bicycle and pedestrian facilities. After these
priorities, claima may be filed by transit operators for operating costs or
capital requirements; by cities or counties for transit services provided
under contract; or by cities or counties for streets and roads, if no unmet
transit needs which are reascnable to meet exist in the claimant’s
jurisdiction.

9/10/92 CONSEN ALENDAR ITEM 14
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Release of LTF to
El Dorado County
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Staff recommendations for the allocation of Local Tranaportation Funds to El
Dorado County are based on the TDA rules and regulations and on tha
cbjectives of the TRPA Regional Transportation Plan - RAir Quality Plan Goals
and Policies.

The amount of LTPF monies appertioned for use by El Dorade County to support
its Bus Plus transit system in the Tahoe Region during FY 1992-93 was
insufficient tc meet the transit systems budgeted needs. The TRPA Governing
Board has previously approved a total of $148,323 for operation support of
the Busa Plus transit system. This amount was the total apportioned to the
County. An additional $42,777 is required tec meet the systems budgeted
operational costs and capital needs during PY 1992-93.

Staff has reviewed the claim submitted by El Dorado County and has determined
that the claim is consistent with TDA rules and regulations. The services to
be provided through the use of these monies are also consistent with the TRPA
Regional Transportation Plan - Air Quality Plan. The approval of this claim
will serve to meet a portion of the identified unmet transit needs which
currently exist in the unincorporated portion of El Deradoe County in the
Tahce Region.

If the Board approvesa El Doradc County’'s raquest for release of 542,777, a
balance of approximately $233,466 will remain in the Local Transportation Fund
account being held in trust for use by El Dorado County.

If you have any queations, please contact Leif Anderson at (702) 588~-4547.
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TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY
SITTING AS THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY
RESOLUTION NO. 92-

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE ALLOCATION OF
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS TO EL DORADO COUNTY (542,777)

WHEREAS, the Tahoe Regional Planning agency (TRPA) was designated
by the State of California as the Regional Transportation Planning Agency
(RTPA) for the Tahoe Region; and

WHEREAS, as the Regional Transportation Planning Agency, TRPA has
the responsibility for allocating monies from the Local Transportation Fund
for the Tahoe Region; and

WHEREAS, TRPA as the RTPA has received a claim from El Dorado
County for $42,777 to be taken from the Local Transportation Fund held in trust
for El Dorado County to be used for operating expenses and capital needs of
the County’s Bus Plusa tranait aystem during FY 1992-93; and

WHEREAS, TRPA as the RTPA has reviewed the claim submitted by El
Dorado County and has found it to be consistent with the Transportation
Development Act rules and regulations; and

WHEREAS, the provision of public transit services by the El Dorado
County Bus Plus transit system is conaistent with the TRPA Regional
Trangsportation Plan - Air Quality Plan goals and policies.

NOW, TEEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Governing board of the Tahoe
Regional Planning Agency sitting as the RTPA for the Tahoe Region that
$42,777 from the lLocal Transportation Pund being held in trust for El Dorade
County be released to El Dorado County for operating expenses and capital
needs of the County‘s Bus Plus transit eystem during FY 1992-93.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this day of September 1992,
by the Governing Board of the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency sitting as the
RTPA for the Tahoe Region, by the following vote:

Ayes:

Nays:

Abstaini

Absent:

William F. Cronk, Chairman
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency
Sitting as the Regional
Transportation Planning Agency
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TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY
STAFF SUMMARY
Project Name: <Cave Rock Water Intake Line Extension
Application Type: Public Service/Shorezone and Special Use Determination
Applicant: Douglas County Department of Public Works
Applicant‘s Representative: Rich Drew
Location: Lakeridge Estates No. 1, Lot #16

Agsgessor's Parcel Number/ Project Number: 03-018-16, Douglas County

Agency Staff: Coleen L. Shade, Associate Planner

Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends approval of this project based on the
findings and conditicons presented in this staff summary.

Project Description: Douglas County Department of Public Works proposes to
replace 1100 feet of PVC and 400 feet of steel intake lines with a 1700 foot
intake line. This extended line will be anchored every 10 feet with 350 pound
anchors. The anchors will be constructed to allow passage of electrical
cables for the pumps and the 1 inch water sampling line through each anchor
block. The intake line shall be buried on-shore to a depth of three feet.

S8ite Description: The project area is located within the Lakeridge estates
subdivision just south of Cave Rock. Portions of the foreshore and the
backshore are made up of beach sands. The lakeward portion of the foreshore
and the nearshore consist of a rocky lakebed substrate with substrate size
ranging from a few inches in diameter to very large boulders., The portion of
the backshore that abuts the bluff and continues to the top of the bluff is
adequately vegetated. The project is located within a mapped and verified
feeding and/or escape cover habitat.

Issues: The propocsed project involves the extension and expansion of an
existing shorezone facility. Water intake lines are a special use in thisa
Plan Area, the project is a non-conforming shorezone structure, and the
project inveolves a multiple-use recognition, therefore Governing Board review
is required in accordance with Chapter 4, Appendix A, of the TRPA Code. The
primary project related issues are:

/CLS CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM NO. 7 b
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Cave Rock Water Intake Line Extension
Page 2

2.

3.

Scenlic Quality:

Scenic¢ Shoreline Unit 27, Lincoln Park, has a travel route rating of 7
which 1ls in non-attainment with the gcenic guality standard. The
applicant proposes to replace an existing water intake line and extend it
600 feet farther into the lake. The pipeline will be constructed of
black plastic so that when it is set on the lake bottom it will not have
a significant visual impact. The old lines, constructed of white PVC,
will be removed. The new line will have a decreased visual impact due ta
its dark color.

Fish Habitat:

The project is located within mapped feeding and/or escape cover habitat.
TRPA's staff has made an on-site inspection of this site and determined
that the project will not have an additional impact on the fish habitat
provided the lakebed substrate is not disturb ocutside of the pipeline’s
footprint.

Emergency Permit:

In accordance with Section 5.20 of the Rules and Procedures, emergency
permites may be issued by the Executive Director if a public health and
safety problem exists. TRPA issued an emergency permit June 19, 1992 to
the Douglas County Department of Public Works to extend their existing
water intake line. Because of the low lake level, the existing system
could not meet the water demands of those using the system. In addition
there is the possibility of not meeting fire flows with the existing
system. Though an emergency permit was issued, it does not waive this
project from being heard and acted upon by the Governing Board. Special
use findings, approval of an expansion of a non-conforming shorezone
structure (due to fish habitat), and multiple-use recognition all must be
made by the Governing Board.

Staff BAnalysis:

A.

/CLS
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Environmental Documentation: The applicant has completed an Initial
Environmental Checklist (IEC) in order to assess the potential
environmental impacts of the project. No significant environmental
impacts were identified and staff has concluded that the project will
not have a significant effect on the environment. A copy of the
completed IEC will be made available at- the Governing Board hearing and
at TRPA.

Plan Area Statement: The project is located within Plan Area 64,
Lakeridge. The Land Use Classification is Residential and the
Management Strategy is Mitigation. Agency staff has reviewed the
subject Plan Area and has determined that the project is consistent
with the applicable planning statement, planning considerations and
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Cave Rock Water Intake Line Extension

Page 3
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special policies. The proposed activity is listed as a special use.

Land Coverage:

1. Land Capability District:

The mapped land capability districts of the project area are class
la and backshore.

2. Existing Coverage:

As conditioned, the applicant will be required tc submit a site
plan with all existing land coverage calculations reflected on
plans.

3. Propesed Coverage:

The applicant proposes no new land coverage.

4. Allowed Coverage:

The allowable land coverage will be determined upon receipt of the
final site plan.

5. Coverage Mitigation:

The applicant shall be required te mitigate excesa land coverage
pursuant to Section 20.5.A(3) of the TRPA Code i1f excess land
coverage is discovered within the project area.

Multiple-Use Reccgnition: By approving the project, the TRPA Governing
Board shall be recognizing this water intake line and associated
mechanisms as a multiple-use facility serving Douglas County residences
within this system’s service area.

Shorezone Tolerance Digtrict: The subject parcel is located within
Shorezone Tolerance District 3. The preoject, as conditioned, complies
with the shorezone tolerance district standards.

Required Findings: The following is a list of the required findings as
set forth in Chapters 6, 50, 51, and 52 of the TRPA Code of

Ordinancea. Following each finding, Agency staff has briefly
summarized the evidence on which the finding can be made.

1. The project is consistent with and will not adversely affect
implementation of the Regional Plan, including all applicable
Goals and Pelicies, Plan Area Statements and maps, the Code, and
other TRPA plans and programs.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM NO. 7




Cave Rock Water Intake Line Extension
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(a) Land Use: The applicant will be required to apply BMPs to the
project area. This project will not change the existing land
use on the aite.

(b) Transportation: This project proposes to ancher the new
intake line to the lakebed every 10 feet with 350 pound
concrete anchor blocks so that the proposed line will not
interfere with water-borne transportation.

(c) Conservation: The project is located in Scenic Shoreline
Unit 27 which is in non-attainment with regard to the scenic

ratings. Staff has determined that given the removal of the

existing pipe, and the color and design proposed for the new

pipe will not degrade the shoreline or roadway unit ratings.

Fisheries are discussed further in Finding 4, below.

(d) Recreation: The project involves the replacement and
extension of an existing water intake line and will not
create additional impacts upon public access along the
shoreline.

{({e) Public Service and Facilities: Due to low lake levels Douglas
County‘s Department of Public Works cannot maintain their
current level of sgervice with the length of their existing
line and pumping facilities. The intake line extension and
booster pump installaticn will provide increased system
reliability.

(f) Implementatiocn: This project requires no devalopment
allocations and is consistent with the Implementation Element
of the Goals and Policies.

The project will not cause the environmental threshold carrving
capacities to be exceeded.

The basis for this finding is provided on the checklist entitled
"Project Review.Conformance Checklist and Article V{g) Findings"”
in accordance with Chapter 6, Subsection 6.3.B cf the TRPA Code of
Ordinances. All responses contained on said checklist indicate
compliance with the environmental threshold carrying capacities.

A copy of the completed checklist will be made available at the
Governing Board hearing and at TRPA.

Wherever federal, state or local air and water quality standards
applicable for the Region, whichever are strictest, must bhe
attained and maintained pursuant to Article Vi(g) of the TRPA
Compact, the project meets or exceeds such standards.

(Refer to paragraph 2, above.)
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will not adversely impacet: (1} littoral processesg;
(2)fish spawning; {3) backshore stability; and (4) on-shore
wildlife habitat, including wildfowl nesting areas.

The project, as proposed, will replace and extend the existing
line by 600 feet. There is no evidence that the existing intake
line is inhibiting littoral processes nor is there evidence that
the proposed extension would create any additional impacts to
littoral processes., This section of shoreline is mapped feeding
and/or escape cover habitat. Staff has made an onsite inspection
and surveyed recent aerial photos and has determined that the
placement of the extended intake line will not have a negative
impact on fish habitat as long as the lakebed substrate is not
disturbed outside of the pipeline foot print. The backshore
within the projeect area is currently stable and the project, as
conditioned, will not adversely impact backshore stability.

There are sufficient accessory facilities to accommodate the
proiject.

The project is a special accessory use to the existing
residences, and the existing facilities, such as the pump station,
are capable of accommodating the proposed project.

The project is compatible with existing shorezone and lakezone
uses or structures on, or in the immediate vicinity of, the
littoral parcel; or that modifications of such existing uses or
gstructures will be undertaken to agsure compatibility.

The water intake line is an accessory structure to a special use,
and will not have an adverse impact upon other accessory
structures (piers and buoysg) in the vicinity.

The use proposed in the foreshore or nearshore is water-dependent.

The propesed intake line is water-dependent.

Measures will be taken to prevent spillg or discharges of hazardous

This approval prohibits the use of wood preservatives on wood in
contact with the water. Storage of hazardous materials will not
be allowed on the beach or in the backshore. Spray painting and
the use of trubutyltin (TBT) will be prohibited.

Construction and access technigues will be uged to minimize
disturbance to the greound and vegetation.

The applicant shall not be permitted to store construction
materials on the beach. Ground disturbance shall be kept to the
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Page 6

10.

i1.

o -

13,

14.
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absolute minimum. There shall be nc disturbance of vegetation in
this area. Pinal plans shall include provisions to protect the
backshore.

The project will not adversely impact navigation oxr create a

threat to public safety as determined by those agencies with
jurigdiction over a lake’'s pavigable waters.

The design of this project reduces potential navigational hazards
by locating the proposed line below ground until it daylights at
low water. This project must also be reviewed by Nevada Division
of State Lands, Nevada Department of Wildlife, and the U.S. Army
Corp of Engineers. These agenciles make their own public safety
findings.

TREA has sclicited comments from those public agencies having
jurisdiction over the nearshore and foreshore and all such
comments received were considered by TRPA prior to action being
taken on this project.

Comments were solicited from the U.S. Army Corpa of Engineers,
Nevada Department of Wildlife, and Nevada Division of State Lands.
All agencies have commented and no adverse comments were received
from any of the above agencies.

The project, to which the use pertains, is of such a nature,
gcale, dengity, intenaity and tvype to be an appropriate use for
the parcel on which, and surrounding area in which, it is located,

The proposed project involves the extension of an existing
water intake line and by its very nature requires it to be
located within a littoral parcel.

The proiect, to which the use pertains, will not be injuricus or
disturbing to the health, safetv, enijoyment of prcoperty, oOr
general welfare of persons or property in the neighborhood, or in

the region.

The purpose of the project, as proposed, is to increase system
reliability so that water needs are met for both domestic use
and an adequate fire flow is maintained.

The applicant has take reascnable steps to protect the land,

water, and air resources of both the applicant‘’s property and
that of the surrounding property owners.

The project, as conditioned, includes both temporary and
permanent BMP’‘s to protect both the land and water resocurces of
the area. There is no aspect of the project that would adversely
affect the air rescurces of the area.
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15.

15,

17.

roject, to which the use pertains, will not ¢hange the
character of the neighborhood, detrimentally affect or alter the
purpose of the applicable plan area statement, community,
redevelopment, specific, or master plan as the cagse wmay be.

The project area and adjoining littoral parcels are currently
used for a variety of water related uses including dispersed
water-oriented recreation. The proposed intake line extension
and new booster pump (with enclosure) will have no additional
impact on the existing uses or character in this neighborhood.

The structure does not cause significant shoreline ercsion or
interference with gediment transport.

The replacement of the existing line with a new intake line that
extends 600 feet farther into Lake Tahoe will not degrade the
existing situation as determined by both an on-site inspection and
a survey of aerial photographs taken in this area. There is no
current evidence that the existing line is inhibiting littoral
transport or causing shoreline erosicn.

The project is in compliance with the scenic threshold.

Based upon the. proposed design and dark color (black) of the
intake line, staff has determined that the project will not
degrade the scenic threshold.

Required Actions: Agency staff recommends that the Governing Board
approve the project by making the following motions based on this
gtaff gummary and the evidence contained in the record:

I.

II.

A motion based on this staff summary, for the findings contained
in Section F above, and a finding of no significant environmental
effect.

A motion to approve the project, based on the staff summary,
subject to the following conditions:

1. The Standard Conditions of Approval listed in Attachment S,
with the following modifications:

2. Prior to commencement of construction the following special
conditions of approval must be satisfied:

{a) The site plan shall be revised to include:

(i) The existing and allowable land coverage
calculations:

CONSENT_CALENDAR ITEM NO. 513
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The

(ii) A note indicating: "all barren areas and areas
digturbed by construction shall be revegetated in
accordance with the TRPA Handbook of Best
Management Practices. Application of a mulch may
enhance vegetative establishment.®

{iii)} Temporary erosion control structures located
downslope of the proposed construction area.

{iv) Vegetation protective fencing around the entire
construction site.

{({b) The applicant shall mitigate excess land coverage con
this property by submitting an excess coverage
mitigation fee, or by removing coverage within
Hydrologic Transfer Area Number 3 (Bee attached map).

excess coveradge mitigation fee shall be calculated as

follows:

(1)

(2)

Estimated Project Construction Cost x Factor (from Table A
below).

Please provide a construction cost estimate by your
contractor, architect or engineer. Use Table A, below, to
calculate the percent fee. (Note: The percent fee should be
converted to decimal form when performing calculations. For
example: A percent fee of 0.06% should be represented in
decimal form as 0.0006.) In no case shall the mitigation fee
be less than $100.00.

Excegs land coverage may be removed in lieu of an excess
coverage mitigation fee, Tc calculate the amount of excess
coverage to be removed use the following formula:

Excess coverage mitigation fee (per formula {1), above)
divided by §5.00 per sguare foot.

If you choose this coption, please revise your final site. plan
and land coverage calculations te account for the coverage

removal.

TABLE A

Square Feet of Sguare Feet of
Excess Coverage Factor Excess Coverage Fee Factor

400 or less .0006 11,000~ 15,9000 .0250

400-

600 .0012 15,000- 18,000 .0275

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM NO. 7
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600- 1,000 .0025 18,000- 21,780 L0300
1,000- 1,500 . 0050 21,780~ 43,560 .0325
1,500~ 2,000 .0075% 43,560~ 65,340 .03s50
2,000~ 2,800 .0100 65,340- 87,120 .0375
2,800~ 3,800 .0125 87,120-108,900 .0400
3,800~ 5,000 .0150 108,900-130,680 .0425
5,000~ 6,400 .0175 130,680~152,460 .0450
6,400~ 8,000 .0200 152,460-174,240 .0475
8,000-11,000 .0225 174,240 or greater L0500

(¢} The final construction drawings shall have notes
indicating conformance to the following design standards
for color, roofs, and fences:

(1} GColor: The color of the proposed water intake line
shall be black.

(2) Roofs: Roofs shall be composed of nonglare
earthtone or woodtone materials that minimize
reflectivity.

{(d) The applicant shall submit a projected construction
completion schedule to TRPA prior to commencement of
conatruction. Said schedule shall include completion
dates for each item of construction, as well as BMP
installations for the entire project area.

(e} The applicant shall provide plans for TRPA approval
which detail the method of removal of the existing land
intake line. The final plans alsc include detail on
the intake screens for the intake structure, which are
constructed using 2/32 inch mesh.

{£) The applicant shall submit 3 sets of final construction
drawings and site plans to TRPA.

Disturbance of the lake bed materials shall be kept to the
minimum necessary for project construction,

Best practical control techneology shall be employed to
prevent earthen materials to be resuspended as a result of
the construction and installation of the water intake line.
The applicant shall install a turbidity screen around the
entire construction site (in the water), if needed, prior to
construction. This screen may be removed upon project
completion only upon a satisfactory inspection by TRPA to
insure that all suspended materials have settled.

The discharge of petroleum products, construction waste and
litter {including sawdust), or earthen materials to the

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM NO. 7
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Page 10
surface waters of the Lake Tahoe Basgin is prohibited. All
surplus constructicn waste materials shall be removed from
the project and deposited only at approved points of
dispeosal.

6. No containers of fuel, paint, or other hazardous materials
may be stored on the beach or in the backshore.

7. gravel, cobble, or small boulders shall not be disturbed o©
removed to leave exposed sandy areas, before, during, or
after construction.
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TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY
STAFF SUMMARY

Project Name: Skyland Water Intake Line Booster Pump and Enclosure
Applicaticn Type: Public Service/Shorezone and Special Use Determination

Applicant: Douglas County Department of Public Works

Applicant’'s Representative: Rich Drew

Location: Skyland Subdivision No. 1, Lot #32 Skyland Court

Asseggor’g Parcel Number/ Project Number: 05-051-23, Douglas County

Agency Staff: Coleen L. Shade, Associate Planner

Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends approval of this project based on the
findings and conditions presented in this staff summary.

Project Description: Douglas County Department of Public Works proposes to
install a low-head booster pump below the bluff southwest of the existing
Skyland water aystem pump station, and plumb it to the existing 6-inch steel
intake line. The booster pump would be located below the high water line of
Lake Tahoe, at an elevation of approximately 6,227 feet (Lake Tahoe datum).
In addition to the booster pump, other project facilities include electrical
wiring in conduit extending from the existing pump station to the booster
pump, controlas in the existing pump station, and a small woecden structure (3°
x 3" x 3') to. enclose the new booster pump. The new booster pump will lift
water to the elevation of the pumps in the existing pump station. The new
booster pump propesal at Skyland is viewed, by the applicant, as a temporary
measure to enable service area water needs to be met until Cave Rock and
Skyland water systems are hydraulically tied together. The booster pump and
small wooden enclosure will be removed once the two systems are tied together
or when the lake level reaches 6,226' (Lake Tahoe Datum), whichever occurs
first.

Site Degcription: The project area is located within the Skyland Subdivision
No. 1, lot 32. Portions of the foreshore and of the backshore. are

made up of beach sands. The lakeward portion of the foreshore and the
nearshore consist of a rocky lakebed substrate with substrate size ranging
from a few inches in diameter to very large boulders. The portion of the
backshore that abuts the bluff and continues to the top of the bluff is

net adequately vegetated and ig. eroding. The project is located within a
mapped and verified feeding and/or escape cover habitat.
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Skyland Water Intake Line Booster Pump and Enclosure
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Igssues: The proposed project inveolves the expansion of an existing shorezone
facility. Water intake lines are a special use in this plan area, the project
is a non-c¢enforming shorezone structure, and the project involves a
multiple-use recognition, therefore Governing Board review is required in
accordance with Chapter 4, Appendix A, of the TRPA Code. The primary project
related issues are:

1. Scenic Quality:

Sceni¢ Shoreline Unit 27, Lincoln Park, has a travel route rating of 7
which is in non-attainment with the scenic gquality standard. The
applicant proposes to install a new booster pump that will be plumbed
with the existing water intake line. In addition a small pumphouse (3 x
3’ x 3') will be constructed to enclecse the booater pump. The small
pumphouse will be painted a color that will blend with the bluff that is
directly behind its proposed location. Staff has determined that this
project, which is temporary, will have ne impact on the scenic threshold.

2. Fish Habitat:

The project is located within mapped feeding and/or escape cover habitat.
TRPA‘s staff has made an on-site inspection of this site and determined
that the project will not have an additional impact on the fish habitat
provided the lakebed substrate is not disturb outside of the pipelines
footprint.

Staff Analysis:

A. Environmental Documentation: The applicant has completed an Initial
Environmental Checklist (IEC) in order to assess the potential
environmental impacts of the project. No significant environmental
impacts were identified and staff has concluded that the project will
not have a significant effect on the environment. A copy of the
completed IEC will be made available at the Governing Board hearing and
at TRPA.

B. Plan Area Statement: The prcject is located within Plan Area 65,
Skyland. The Land Use Classification is Residential and the Management
Strategy is Mitigation. Agency staff has reviewed the subject Plan
Area and has determined that the project is consistent with the
applicable planning statement, planning considerations and gpecial
pclicies. The proposed activity is listed as a special use.

C. Land Coverage:

1. Land Capability Disgtrict:

The mapped land capability districts of the project area are class
4 and backshore.
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2, Existing Coverage:
As conditioned, the applicant will be regquired to submit a site

plan with all existing land coverage calculations reflected on
the plans.

3. Proposed Coverage:

The applicant proposes no new land coverage.

4., Allowed Coverage:

The allowable land coverage will be determined upon receipt of the
final aite plan.

5. Coverage Mitigation:

The applicant shall be reguired to mitigate excess land coverage
pursuant to Section 20.5.A(3) of the TRPA Code if the project area
ig found to have existing excess land coverage.

Multiple-Use Recognition: By approving the project, the TRPA Governing
Board shall be recognizing this water intake line and associated
mechanisms as a multiple-use facility serving Douglas County residences
within this systems service area.

Shorezone Tolerance District: The subject parcel is located within
Shorezone Tolerance District 8. The project, as conditioned, complies
with the shorezone tolerance district standards.

Required Findings: The following is a list of the required findings as
set forth in Chapters 6, 50, 51, and 52 of the TRPA Code of

ordinances. Following each finding, Agency staff has briefly
summarized the evidence on which the finding c¢an be made.

1. The project is consistent with and will not adversely affect

implementation of the Regicnal Plan, including all applicable
Goals and Policies, Plan Area_ Statements and maps, the Code, and
other TRPA plang and preograms.

{a) Land Use: The applicant will be reguired to apply BMPs to the
project area. This project will not change the existing land use
on the site.

(b} fTranspeortation: This project propecses to install a new booster
pump and wooden enclosure at, approximately, lakebed elevation
6,227 {(Lake Tahoe Datum). At present, the lake level is at about
6,221 (Lake Tahoe Datum). Conditions of approval include the
removal of this structure if the lake level reaches 6,226 prior to

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM NO. 8
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{c)

(4)

(e)

(f)

the Skyland and Cave Rock water systems becoming one hydraulic
system {which at that time the pump and structure would be
removed). At the current level, this project poses no increased
hazard to water—-borne transportation.

Conservation: The project is located in Scenic Shoreline Unit 27
which is not in attalnment with regard to the scenic ratings.
Staff has determined that the color and design proposed will not
degrade the Shoreline or Roadway unit rating. Fisheries are
discussed further in Finding 4, below.

Recreation: The project involves the installation of a new
booster pump and wooden enclosure to be plumbed into the existing
system. The 3’ x 3’ x 3’ wooden pump enclosure will not create a
significant impact upon public access along this section of
shoreline.

Public Service and Facilities: Due to low lake levels Douglas
County’s Department of Public Works cannot maintain their current
level of service with the length of their existing pumping
facilities. The new booster pump will provide for increased
system reliability.

Implementation: This project reguires no development allocations
and is consistent with the Implementation Element of the Goala and
Policies.

The proiect will not cause the environmental threshold carrying
capacities to be exceeded.

The basis for this finding is provided on the checklist entitled
"Project Review Conformance Checklist and Article V{(g) Findings"”
in accordance with Chapter 6, Subsection €6.3.B of the TRPA Code of
Ordinances. All responses contained on said checklist indicate
compliance with the environmental threshold carrying capacities.

A copy of the completed checkligt will be made available at the
Governing Board hearing and at TRPA.

Wherever federal, state or local air and water guality standards

applicable for the Region, whichever are strictegt, must be
attained and maintained pursuant to Article V(g} of the TRPA
Compact, the project meetg or exceedsg such standards.

(Refer to paragraph 2, above.)

This project will not advergely impact: {1y littoral procesgses;
(2)fish spawning; {(3) backshore gtability; and {4) on-sghore
wildlife habitat, including wildfowl nesting areas.

The proposed project is to install a low-head hooster pump at an

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM NO., 8 .«
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approximate lake elevation of 6,227' (Lake Tahoe Datum).
Conditions of approval will have this structure removed prior to
lake levels reaching the structure. This section of shoreline is
mapped feeding and/or escape cover habitat. Staff has made an
onsite inspection and has determined that the placement of the new
booster pump will not impact the lakebed substrate and therefore
will have no negative impact on fish habitat. The backshore
within the project area is currently in need of stabilization and
revegetation and as a condition of approval, the applicant will be
required to stabilize and revegetate the project area.

There are sufficient accessory facilities to accommodate the
project.

The project is a special accessory use to existing residences.
There are sufficient accessory facilities, such as slectrical
service at the main pump station, teo accommcodate the project.

The project is compatible with existing shorezone and lakezone
uges or structures on, or in the immediate vicinity of, the
littoral parcel; or that modifications of such exigting uses or
gstructures will be undertaken to asgure compatibility.

The water intake line is an accessory structure to a special use,
and will not have an adverse impact upon other accessory
structures (piers and buoys) in the vicinity.

The use proposed in the feoreshore or nearshore is water-dependent.

Water intake lines, by their nature, are water-dependent.

Measures will be taken to prevent spills or discharges of hazardous
materials. ’

This approval prohibits the use of wood preservatives on wood in
contact with the water. Storage of hazardous materials will not
be allowed on the beach or in the backshcre. Spray painting and
the use of trubutyltin (TBT) will be prohibited.

Construction and access techniques will be used to minimize
digturbance to the ground and vegetation.

The applicant shall not be permitted to store construction
materials on - -the beach. Ground disturbance shall be kept to the
absclute minimum. There shall be no disturbance of vegetation in
this area. Final plans shall include provisions to protect the
backshore.

The project will not adversely impact npavigation or create a
threat to public safety as determined by those agencies with
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

jurisdiction over a lake’s navigable waters.

As conditioned, the new booster pump and weoden enclosure will
be removed before they interfere with navigable waters. This
project must also be reviewed by Nevada Division of State Lands,
Nevada Department of Wildlife, and the U.8. Army Corp of
Engineers. These agencies make their own public safety findings.

TRPA has solicited comments from those public agencies having
jurisdiction over the nearshore and foreshore and all such
comments received were considered by TRPA prior to action being
taken on this project.

Comments were solicited from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
Nevada Department of Wildlife, and Nevada Division of State
Lands. All agencies have commented and no adverse comments were
received from any of the above agencies.

The project, to which the use pertains, ig of such a nature,

scale, dengity, intensity and tvpe to be an appropriate use for
the parcel on which, and surrounding area in which, it is located,

The proposed project involves the addition of a booster pump
to an existing water intake system. By its wvery nature,

the project is required to be located within a littoral
parcel.

The proiject, to which the use pertains, will.not be injurious or
disturbing to the health, safety, enicoyment of property, or

general welfare of persons_or property in the neighborhocod; or in
the region.

The purpose of the project, as proposed, is te increase system
reliability so that water needs are met for both domestic use
and an adeqguate fire flow is maintained.

The applicant has taken reasonable steps to protect the land,
water, and air resources of bhoth the applicant’s property and

that of the surrounding properiy owners.

The project, as conditioned, includes both temporary and
permanent BMP’'s to protect both the land and water rescurces of
the area. There is no aspect of the project that would adversely
affect the air resources of the area.

The proiject, to which the use pertains, will not change the
character cf the neighborhood, detrimentally affect cr alter the
purpose of the applicable plan area statement, community,
redevelopment, specific, or master plan as the case may be.

Py
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17.

The project area and adiocining littoral parcels are currently
used for a variety of water related uses including dispersed
water-oriented recreation. The proposed intake line booster
pump {with enclosure) will have no additional impact on the
existing uses or character in this neighborhood.

The structure does not cause significant shoreline erosion or
interference with sediment transport.

There is no current evidence that the existing line is inhibiting
littoral transport or causing shoreline erosion. The
installation of the new booster pump and wooden enclosure will be
above current lake level and, therefore, create nc obstacle to
sediment transport or create shoreline erosion.

The proiect ig in compliance with the scenic¢ threshold,

Based upon the proposed design and color of the wooden pump
enclosure, staff has determined that the preoject will not degrade
the scenic threshold,

Required Actions: Agency staff recommends that the Governing Board
approve the project by making the following motions based on this staff
summary and the evidence contained in the record:

I.

II.

/CLS
9/10/92

A motion based on this staff summary, for the findings contained
in Section F above, and a finding of no¢ significant environmental
effect.

A motion to approve the project, based on the staff summary,
subject to the following conditions:

1. The Standard Conditions of Approval listed in Attachment §,
with the following modifications:

2. Prior to commencement of construction the following special
conditions of approval must be satisfied:

(a) The esite plan shall be revised to include:

(i) The exisgsting and allowabkle land coverage
calculations:

(ii) A note indicating: "All barren areas and areas
disturbed by construction shall be revegetated in
accordance with the TRPA Handbook of Best

Management Practices.  Application of a mulch may
enhance vegetative establishment.”

{(iii) Temporary erosion control structures located

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM NO. 8:36
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downalope of the proposed construction area.

(iv} Vegetation protective fencing around the entire
construction site. ’

{b) The applicant shall mitigate excess land coverage on
this property, if any, by submitting an excess coverage
mitigation fee, or by removing coverage within
Hydrologic Transfer Area Number 3.

The excegs_coverage mitigation fee shall be calculated as
follows:

(1)

(2]

Estimated Project Construction Cost x Factor (from Takle A
below).

Please provide a construction cost estimate by your
contractor, architect or engineer. Use Table A, below, to
calculate the percent fee. (Rote: The percent fee should be
converted to decimal form when performing calculations. For
example: A percent fee of 0.06% should be represented in
decimal form as 0.0006.) In no case shall the mitigation fee
be less than $100.00.

Excess land coverage may be removed in lieu of an excess
coverage mitigation fee. To calculate the amount of excess
coverage £to.be removed use the following formula:

Excess coverage mitigation fee (per formula (1), above)
divided by $5.00 per sguare foot.

If you choose this option, please revise your final site plan
and land coverage calculations to account for the coverage
removal.

TABLE A
Square Feet of Sguare Feet of
Excess Coverage Factor Excess Coverage Fee Factor
400 or less .0006 11,000~ 15,000 .0250
400- 600 .0012 15,000- 18,000 L0275
600- 1,000 .0025 18,000- 21,780 .0300
1,000- 1,500 . 0050 21,780~ 43,560 .0325
1,500~ 2,000 .007s 43,560- 65,340 L0350
2,000~ 2,800 .0l00 65,340- 87,120 .0378
2,800~ 3,800 0125 87,120-108,900 .0400
3,800~ 5,000 .0150 108,900-130,680 . 0425
5,000- 6,400 .0175 130,680-152,460 . 0450

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM NO. 8
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6,400- 8,000 .0z00 152,460-174,240 .0475
8,000-11,000 .D225 174,240 or greater .0500

/CLS
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{(¢c) The final construction drawings shall have notes
indicating conformance to the following design standards
for color, roofs, and fences:

(1) Color: The color of the proposed wooden enclosure
shall be compatible with the surroundings.

(2) Roofs: Roofs shall be composed of nonglare
earthtone or woodtone materials that minimize
reflectivity.

{d) The applicant shall submit a projected construction
completion schedule to TRPA prior to commencement of
construction. Said schedule shall include completion
dates for each item of construction, as well as BMP
installations for the entire project area.

(e} The applicant shall submit 3 sets of final construction
drawings and site plans to TRPA.

The adequacy of all reguired BMPg as shown on the- final
construction plans shall be confirmed at the time of the TRPA
pre-grading inspection. Any required modifications, as
determined by TRPA, shall be incorporated into the project
permit at that time,

Disturbance of the lake bed materials shall be kept to the
minimum necessary for project construction.

Best practical control technology shall be employed to
prevent earthen materials to be resuspended as a rasult of
the construction and installation of the water intake line.
The applicant shall install a turbidity screen around the
entire construction site (in the water), if needed, prior to
construction. This screen may be removed upon project
completion only upon a satisfactory inspection by TRPA to
insure that all suaspended materials have settled.

The discharge of petroleum products, construction waste and
litter (including sawdust), or earthen materials to the
surface waters of the Lake Tahoe Basin is prohibited. All
surplus construction waste materials shall be removed from
the project and deposited conly at approved points of
disposal.

Nc containers of fuel, paint, or other hazardous materials

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM NO. 8 )
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. may be stored on the beach or in the backshore.

8. Gravel, cobble, or small boulders shall not be disturbed or
remocvaed to leave exposed sandy areas, before, during, or
after construction.

9. The applicant shall be required to remove the low-head
booster pump and wooden enclosure once the Skyland and Cave
Rock water systems are tied together hydraulically or once
lake level returns-to 6,226 {Lake Tahoe Datum), which ever
occurs first.
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TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY

P.O. Box 1038
185 U.S. Highway 50 Zephyr Cove, Nevada 89448-1038 (702) 588-4547

Round Hill, Zephyr Cove, NV Fax (702) 588-4527
MEMORANDUM

September 9, 1992

To: TRPA Governing Board

From: TRPA Staff

Subject: Trimm, Resclution of Enforcement Action, 214 Quiet Walk Way,

El Derado County, APN 15-370-08

Based upon this staff summary, TRPA staff recommends the Governing Board
approve a negotiated settlement between Carlton Trimm (hereinafter Trimm), and
the Tahoce Regional Planning Agency (hereinafter TRPA}.

The proposed settlement consists of these items:

1. Trimm agrees to pay TRPA the lump sum of $3,500 on or before
October 4, 1992,

. 2. Trimm agrees to abide by all conditions imposed on the project by
TRPA, including future negotiated revisions based on the
submitted- scenic analysis.

The proposed settlement represents full and ceomplete settlement of the
viclations alleged by TRPA as described below:

Removal of three live trees greater than six inches diameter at
breast height without a tree removal permit from TRPA or the
California Department of Forestry. The trees were located on the
lakeside of the proposed house at 214 Quiet Walk Way, El Dorado
County, Assesscor’s Parcel Number 15-370-08.

The retaining wall is not constructed according to the TRPA
approved plans.

With revisions, the tree removal and wall construction will not impact scenic
gquality as viewed from Lake Tahoe.

TRPA staff believes the proposed settlement is appropriate to the wviolations
and consistent with past settlements.

If you have any guestions in regard to this agenda item, please contact Steve
Chilton at (702)588-1169.

9/9/92
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. TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY
STAFF SUMMARY
Project Name: Boucher/Young - New Water Intake Line
Application Tvpe: Shorezone, Special Use Determination
Applicant: Constance Boucher/James Young

Applicant's Representative: Leah Kaufman

Location: 1860 U.S. Highway 50, Douglas County
Assessgsor‘s Parcel Number/ Project Number: 01-110-07
Agency Staff: Jim Lawrence, Associate Planner

Staff Recommendaticon: Staff recommends approval of the project. The required
actions and recommended conditions are outlined in Section F of this staff
summary.

Project Description: The proposed project involves the replacement of two
existing water intake lines with a new water intake line and submersible pump.
The existing water intake linea are approximately 200 feet and 150 feet in
. length and will be removed. There is an existing 30 inch man-made gully
located on the beach that formed when a pressure relief valve failed. The
applicant is proposing a new line 2 inches in width and 350 feet in length.
The new line will be located in the gully, which will then be restored to
natural condition. There will be no disturbance of material within the lake.

Site Description: The foreshore contains sand with areas of cobbles and
boulders, and is located within an area mapped as  feeding and/or escape cover
habitat on TRPA’'s fish habitat map. There is presently an active permit
associated with the site for the construction of a new single family
residential unit.

Isgsue: The proposed project involves the installation of a new submersible
punp and water intake line and therefore requires Governing Board review in
accordance with Chapter 4, Appendix A, of the TRPA Code. The primary project
related issue is:

1. Fish Habitat:

The project is located within an area mapped as feeding and/for
escape cover habitat. TRPA staff have determined that the new
intake line and submersible pump will not have an adverse impact
on habitat if appropriate access and construction techniques are
employed.

JL CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM rgo
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Boucher/Young, Water Intake Line
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Staff Bpalvsis:

o .

Environmental Documentation: The applicant has completed an Initial
Environmental Checklist (IEC) in order to assess the potential
environmental impacts of the project. No significant environmental
impacta were identified and staff has concluded that the project will
not have a significant effect on the environment. A copy of the

at TRPA.

at TRPA.

B. Plan Area Statement: The project i= located within Plan Area 59,
S$hakespeare Point. The Land Use Classification is Residential and the
Management Strategy is Mitigation. Agency staff hag reviewed the
subject Plan Area and has determined that the project is consistent
with the applicable planning statement, planning considerations and
special policies. The proposed activity is designated as a special

accessory use in this Plan Area.

C. Land Coverage:
1. Land Capability District:

The land capability districts of the project area are class 2,4,6,
and backshore. The total project area is approximately 693,700
equare feet.

Existing Coverage:

Backshore: 0 sguare feet
Class 2: 338 sguare feet
Class 4: 27,829 ggquare feet
Class 6: 19,269 sgquare feet
Total: 52,845 square feet

3. Proposed Coverage:

The applicants. do not propose any new coverage.

JL
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4. Allowed Coverage:
Backshore: 189 square feet
Class 2: 945 sguare feet
Class 4: 64,995 square feet
Class 6% 76,493 sguare feet
Total: 142,622 sguare feet

CONSENT . CALENDAR ITEM 10
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S. Coverage Mitigation:

The proposed preoject dees not involve any additional e¢overage and

existing coverage is within the allowed coverage for the project

area, therefore coverage mitigation ie not regquired.

D. Shorezone Tolerance Digtrict: The subject parcel ig located within
Shorezone Tolerance District 5. The project, as conditioned, complies
with the shorezone tolerance district standards.

E. Required Findings: The following is a list of the required findings as
set forth in Chapters 6, 50 and 52 of the TRPA Code of Ordinances.
Following each finding, Agency staff hag briefly summarized the
evidence on which the finding can be made.

1. The project is consistent with and will not adversely affect
implementation of the Regional Plan, including all applicable

Goals and Policies, Plan Area Statements and maps, the Code, and

other TRPA plans and programs,

(a} Land Use: The applicant will be required to apply
EMPs to the project area. This project will not
affect the allowed land use on the site. Water
intake lines are a special accesscry use within the
shorezone.

{b) Transportation: The water intake line does not involve
an increase in daily vehicle trips or vehicle miles
traveled.

(c) Conservation: The project, as conditioned, is consistent
with the fisheriea, shorezone, and scenic subelements of the
Conservation Element of the Regional Plan. The project is
located within Scenic Shoreline Unit 26, which is in
attainment with the scenic guality threshold. sStaff has
determined the project will not degrade the scenic threshold
standard. Fisheries are discussed further in finding 4,
below.

{(d) Recreation: The project will not interfere with public
access along the shoreline or with recreation on the
lake.

(e) Public Service and Facilities: The project does not require
additional public services or facilities. There is no
evidence that the project will adversely affect
implementation of the Public Services and Facilities Element
of the Regional Plan.

(f) Implementation: There is no aspect of the project which will
adversely affect the Implementation Element of the Regional
Plan. The project does not require allocation of any units
of usa.

JL CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM 10
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2. The project will not cauge the environmental threshold carrving
. gapacitieg to be exceeded.

The basis for this finding is provided on the checklist entitled
"Proiject Review Conformance Checklist and Article V(g) Findings"
in accordance with Chapter 6, Subsection 6.3.B of the TRPA Code of
Ordinances. All responses contained on said checklist indicate
compliance with the environmental threshold carrying capacities.

A copy of the completed checklist will be made available at the
Governing Board hearing and at TRPA.

3. Wherever federal, state or local ajir and water quality standards
applicable for the Region, whichever are strictest, must be

attained and majintained pursuant to Article V{(g) of the TRPA
Compact, the project meets or exceeds such standards.

{Refer to paragraph 2, above.)

4. The propoged proiect will not adversely impacts: (1) littoral
processes; (2) fish spawning; (3] backshore stabiljty: and (4)

on-shore wildlife habitat, including wildfowl nesting areas.

Staff has determined that the project, as designed, will not
adversely impact littoral processes., This section of shoreline is
mapped feeding and/cr escape cover habitat, however, it has been
determined by staff that the new intake line in its proposed

. location will not have a negative impact on habitat because any
disturbance to potential habitat will be restored to natural
conditions. The backshore in the project area is mostly stable
and the project, as conditioned, involves stabilization of needed
areas, The project is not located within an identified on-shore
wildlife habitat area.

5. There are sufficient accessory facilities to accommodate the
proiect.

The project is a special accessory use and the existing facilities
are capable of accommodating the proposed project.

6. The proiject ig compatible with existing shorezcne and lakezone
uses or structures on, or in the immediate wvicinity of, the
littoral parcel;:; or that modification of such existing uses or
structures will be undertaken to assure compatibility.

The project is a compatible accessory structure to a permissible
use and is compatible with other accessory uses in the wvicinity.

7. The use propoged in the foreshore 9or nearshore is water-dependent.

The proposed intake line is water-dependent.

JL CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM éo
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a.

10.

11.

12.

13.

Measures will be taken to prevent spills or discharges of
hazardous_materials.

This approval prohibits the use and storage of hazardous materials
within the shorezone and lakezone. S$Spray painting and the use of
tributyltin (TBT) will be prcohibited.

Congtruction and access technigues will be used to minimize
disturbanc¢e to ground and vegetation.

The applicant will be required to use existing disturbed areas for
access to the project area, and storage of construction materials
shall not be permitted on the beach. Conditions of project
approval will require restoration of all areas disturbed by
construction activity.

The project will not adversely impact navigation or create a

threat to public safety as determined by those agencies with
jurisdiction cover a lake's navigable waters.

There is no evidence that the project will adversely impact
navigation or create a threat to public safety. In addition, the
project must alsc be reviewed by the Nevada Division of State
Lands and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. These agencies make
their own public safety findings.

TRPA has solicited comments from those public agencies having
jurigdiction over the nearshore and foreghore and all such
comments received were considered by TRPA prior to action being
taken on this project.

This project must receive approval from the Nevada Division of
State Lands, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, and Nevada
Divigion of Fish and Wildlife. <Comments from the above agencies
were solicited as part of the review of this procject. No adverse
comments were received from any cof the above agencies.

The project, to which the ugse pertains, ig of such a nature, scale,

density, intensity and type to be an appropriate use_ for the
parcel on which, and surrounding area in whigh, it is located.

The project is a special accessory use to a permissible use and by
ite nature is an appropriate use for the parcel and surrcunding
area in which it is located.

The project, to which the use pertains, will not be injuriocus or
disturbing to the health, safety, enjovment of property, or

general welfare of persons or propertvy, or general welfare of
persons cr property in the neighborhcocod, or in the region.

The purpcse of the intake line is to ensure that adequate
water is available to the property for domestic water and
minimum fire flow.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM 10
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F.
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14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

The applicant has taken reasonable steps to protect the land,
wate alr respources of both the applicant’'s property and

that of the surrcunding property owners.

The project, as conditioned, includes both temporary and
permanent BMPs to protect both the land and water resources of
the area. There is no aspect of the project which would
adversely affect the air resources of the area.

The project, to which the use pertains, will - not change the

character of the neighborhcod, detrimentally affect or alter the

purpose of the applicable plan area statement, communitv,
redevelopment, specific, or master plan as the case maybe.

Staff has reviewed the proposed project and determined that it
does not alter the purpose of, nor detrimentally affect, the plan
area statement. The project area and adjeining littoral parcels
are currently used for a variety of water related uses.

The structure does not cause significant shoreline erosion or
interference with sediment transport.

A site review indicates no buildup of sedimente in the proximity
of the existing structure and based on information contained in
the IEC, the water intake line will not degrade the existing
gituation nor inhibit sediment transport.

The proiject is in compliance with the scenic threshold.

Based upon the proposed design and dark coleor of the intake line,
staff has determined that the project, as cenditioned, will not
degrade the scenic threshold.

The project complies with the reguirementg to install BMPs as set
forth in Chapter 25.

The conditions of approval insure that all BMPs requiring upgrades
or installation will take place.

The project complies with the design gtandardg in Section 53.10.

The proposed intake line, as conditioned, shall be constructed of
materials that blend with the background.

Required Actions: Agency staff recommends that the Governing Board
approve the project by making the following moticns based on this staff
summary and the evidence contained in the record:

I.

A motion based on this staff summary, for the findings contained
in Section E above, and a finding of nc significant environmental
effect.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM 10
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II. A motion to approve the project, based on the staff summary,
. subject to the following conditions:

A. The Standard Conditions of Approval listed in Attachment s.

1.

JL
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B. Prior to commencement of construction the following special
conditions of approval must be satisfied:

The applicant shall submit a construction schedule
prior to commencement of construction. This schedule
shall identify dates for the following: when
installation of temporary erosion contrel structures
and turbidity screens will occur; when construction
will start; when construction slash and debris will be
remove; when installation of all permanant erosion
contrel structures will occur, and when construction
will be completed.

The final construction drawings shall have a notes
containing the following information:

a. Any lake bottom disturbance shall be corrected
using handrollers to reconsolidate any disturbed
shorezone sediments.

b. Storage of construction materials or debris shall
be prohibited on the beach or within 50 feet of
the beach bluff.

c. No rocks or other beach material shall be removed
or relocated in any manner as part of project
construction, other than that associated with
excavation required to install the water intake
line.

The applicant shall submit 3 sets of final construction
drawings and upland site plans to TRPA.

The final construction drawings shall have notes
indicating conformance to the following design standards
for color:

Color: The color of the intake line shall be compatible
with the surrocundings. Hues shall be within the range
of natural cclors that blend, rather than contrast, with
the lake bottom.

The applicant shall provide plans for TRPA approval
which detail the method of removal of the existing lake
intake lines and for stabilization of the backshore
area.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM 10
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Water Intake Line

Spray painting and the use of tributyltin (TBT) is
prohibited.

Storage of construction materials shall be prohibited on the
beach or within 50 feet of the beach bluff.

Fertilizer use on this property shall be managed to include
the appropriate type of fertilizer, rate, and frequency of
application to avoid release of excess nutrients and minimize
use of fertilizer.

The applicant shall obtain all required approvals from the
U.5. Army Corps of Engineers, California Department of Fish
and Game, and the California State Lands Comaission for this
project.

The adequacy of all required BMPs as shown on the final
construction plans shall be confirmed at the time of the TRPA
pre-grading inspection. Any required modifications, as
determined by TRPA, shall be incorporated intc the project
permit at that time.

This approval is based on the permittee’s representation that
all plans and information contained in the subject
application are true and correct. Should any information or
representation submitted in connection with the project
application be incorrect or untrue, TRPA may rescind this
approval, or take other appropriate action.

Disturbance of the lake bed materials shall be kept to the
minimum necessary for project construction.

The discharge of petroleum products, construction waste and
litter (including sawdust), or earthen materials tec the
surface waters of the Lake Tahoe Basin is prohibited. All
surplus construction waste materials shall be removed from
the project and deposited only at approved peints of
dispcsal.

Gravel, ccbble, or small boulders shall not be disturbed or
removed to leave exposed sandy areas, before, during, or
after construction.

All construction activity shall take place during the
non-spawning season, between July 1 and October 1.

The applicant shall submit post-construction photcos within 30
days of the project completion date, demonstrating any
resultant impacts to scenic quality as viewed from 300 feet
from shore locking landward and to lake bottom conditions as
viewed from the subject parcel.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM 10
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Water Intake Line

No trees shall be removed or trimmed without pricr TRPA
written approval.

Excavation equipment shall be limited to the project area
within the shorezone to minimize site disturbance.

Prior to any construction activity commencing, the permittee
shall contact TRPA and arrange for a pre-construction
inspection to verify that all temporary eroceion control
measures and turbidity barriers are installed properly.

No raking of the beach or shoreline shall be allowed before,
during, or after construction.

Removal of the existing lake intake lines shall not commence
until current and forecasted weather conditicons are suitable,
such that wind, wave action, or littcral currents will not
significantly lower the performance of the required turbidity
curtaina. The suitability of weather conditions shall be
determined by TRPA staff on the date of the removal of the
intake lines.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM 10
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TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY
STAFF SUMMARY

Project Name: South Tahoe Refuse Company - Multiple Recovery Facility {MRF)

Application Type: Public Service, Special Use Determination

Applicant: South Tahoe Refuse Company
Applicant’s Representative: Gary Midkiff

Agency Planner: Jim Lawrence, Associate Planner
Logcation: 2140 Ruth Avenue, El Dorado County

Asgessgor’s Parcel Number/ Project Number: 23=-311-48

Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends approval of the project. The
required actions and recommended conditions are outlined in Section F of
this staff summary.

Project Description: The applicant is proposing a 27,286 square foot building
and an additional 38,231 sguare feet of paving to accommodate a Multiple
Recovery Facility (MRF). The purpose of the MRF is to recover the amount of
recyclable materials that are presently being transferred to landfills, which
would help meet the requirements of the California Integrated Waste Management
Act of 1989 (AB939). AB939 mandates that the volume of solid waste going to
landfills be reduced 25 percent by 1995 and 50 percent by the year 2000. All
refuse collected by South Tahoe Refuse Company will be run through this
facility. Please refer to Exhibit B for a detailed description of

propesed facility and feasibility analysis.

Site Description: The proposed project is located in the City of South Lake
Tahoe, between Elcise and Ruth Avenues and adjacent to Dunlap Avenue (see
project location map). The parcel presently contains three buildings, one of
which is used for transferring waste material. This building is presently

not large encugh to handle all waste material, thus some of the waste material
is stored outside. In addition, to the three buildings much of the site
conadiats of paving and compacted dirt for parking, traffie¢ circulation, and
storage. The site is approximately 53 percent covered.

Issues: The proposed project invelves a special use and an addition of over
1,000 square feet of public service floor area and therefore requires
Governing Board review in accordance with Chapter 4, Appendix A, of the TRPA
Code. The primary project related issues are:

1. Land Coverage: Total existing coverage on the subject parcel is
105,720 square feet, 13,683 sgguare feet of which is unauthorized.
The preposed project will involve an additicnal 65,517 sguare feet
/JIL CONSENT CALENDAR TITEM 11.
9/9/92 r
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of coverage, for a total of 171,237 square feet. The TRPA Code
of Ordinances states that the maximum allowed coverage for Public
Health and Safety Facilities is the minimum amount needed to
achieve their public purpose. The applicants have submitted a
feasibility analysis which concludea that there is no feasible
alternative site and that the expansion is the minimum amount
necessary to accommodate a recovery facility necessary to meet the
requirement of the California Integrated Waste Management Act of
1989. The feasibility analysis is included as Exhibit B of this
staff summary. All) coverage beyond the allowed base coverage
must be transferred to the project area consistent with the TRPA
Code.

Noise: The maximum community nolse equivalent level (CNEL) for
the Plan Area is 65 CNEL. A noise analysis was performed at the
site in December of 1989. The noise analysis indicated that the
facility is operating at a CNEL at Ruth Avenue of 58.1 dB. The
applicants indicate that since the proposed MRF facility will be
enclosed, the CNEL for the refuse center will not increase, and
will most likely decrease. TRPA staff agrees with this
assessment, however as a condition of the permit, the applicant
will be regquired tc perform periodic noise analysis to ensure that
the operation meets the TRPA noise standard.

Traffig/Air Quality:

* Vehicle Trip Generation: The proposed MRF facility
will result in 192 additicnal daily vehicle trip ends which
is defined by the TRPA Code as a minor increase. The
applicant will be assessed an air guality mitigation fee
for the increase in daily vehicle trip ends.

* Ingress/Egress: Access to the site at this time is through
two 20’ wide driveways off Eloige Avenue and two 20‘ wide
driveways off Ruth Avenue. Another drive is proposed
off Dunlap Avenue to access a new employee parking area.

* Alr Quality: The proposed project 1s not expected to result
in a significant impact on regional mobile socurce emissions
of oxides or hydrocarbons. The proposed MRF will require
additional staff to coperate the recovery process. The
applicant estimates that, with two shifts operating, the
demand for parking will increase by 30 vehicles. The refuse
company will consider alternatives to reduce the demand for
parking. These alternatives include diascount bus passes, a
ride-sharing reducticon program, and kicycle racks. Since the
proposed project will not result in an increase in the amount
of waste processed at the facility, an increase in the amount
of waste transfer trucks traveling to an from the facility is
not anticipated.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM 11.
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* Parking: The interim TRPA parking standards provide that the
local jurisdiction parking standards apply to the project.
This project will provide 32 additional parking spaces. As a
condition of approval, the applicant shall provide evidence
that the project meets the City of South Lake Tahoe's parking
standards.

Staff Analvysia:

A.

/JL
9/9/92

Environmental Documentation: The applicant has completed an Initial
Environmental Checklist (IEC) in order to assess the potential
environmental impacts of the project. No significant environmental
impacts were identified and staff has concluded that the project will
not have a significant effect on the environment. A copy of the
completed IEC will be made available at the Governing Board hearing and
at TRPA,

Plan Area Statement: The project is located within Plan Area 110,
Special Use Area 1. The Land Use Classification is Commercial-Public
Service and the Management Strategy is Redirection. Agency staff has
reviewed the subject Plan Area and has determined that the preoject is
congistent with the applicable planning statement, planning
considerations and special policies. The proposed activity is listed
as a special us=e.

Land Coverage:

1. Land Capability District:

The land capability district of the project area is class 7. The
total project area is approximately 200,210 square feet.

2. Existing Coverage:
Buildings: : 23,358 sguare feet
Other Structures: 2,540 sgquare feet
Parking/Storage: 79,822 sgquare feet
Total: 105,720 sgquare feet

({includes 13,683 square feet of unauthorized coverage)

3. Proposed Coverage:

Buildinga: 50,644 sgquare feet
Other Structures: 2,540 square feet
Parking/Storage: 118,053 square feet
Total: 171,237 square feet

4. Allowed Coverage:

The maximum allowed land coverage (base coverage plus transferred
coverage) for public health and safety facilities is the minimum
amount needed to achieve their public purpose. The base coverage
for the subject parcel is 60,063 square feet.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM 11.
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5. Coverage Mitigation:

There is no excess land coverage associated with this project.
All coverage over the base allowable amount will be transferred
to the site pursuant to Chapter 20 of the TRPA Code.

Building Height: Based on a 2 percent cross-slope retained across the
building site, and a 1:12 roof pitch, the maximum allowable height for
the proposed building is 25 feet, 8 inches. The TRPA Code, however,
allows an additional 4 feet for public service buildings provided
certain findings can be made (height findingsa are discussed below).-
Thus, the maximum allowed height for this project is 29 feet, 8 inches.
Conditions of approval will ensure that the procject will not exceed the
maximum allowed height.

Regquired Fipndings: The following is a list of the required findings as
set forth in Chapters 6, 18, 20, and 22 of the TRPA Code of Ordinances.
Folleowing each finding, Agency staff has briefly summarized the
evidence on which the finding can be made.

1. The project is consigtent with and will not adversely affect
implementation of the Regional Plan, including all applicabile
Goals and Policies, Plan Area Statements and maps, the Code, and

other TRPA plans and proqrams.

(a) Land Uge: Regional public health and safety facilities
are a special use within the applicable plan area
statement. Existing adjacent uses include commercial,
light industrial, guasi-public service, and residential.
The applicant will be reguired to apply BMPs to the project
area.

(b) Transportation: No significant impacts to transportation
have been identified. The project will result in an
increase of 192 daily vehicle trip ends which is defined by
the TRPA Code as a minor increase. The applicant will be
asgessed an air quality mitigation fee to mitigate the
increase of daily vehicle trip ends.

(c) Conservation: The site is not located in a TRPA scenic
roadway or shoreline unit. No impacts to conservation have
been identified.

(d) Recreation: No impacts to recreation have been identified
for this non-recreation project.

{(e) Public Service and Facilitiegs: Based on the feasibility
analysis submitted by the applicant, this project has been
determined to be necessary for meeting the California
Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989, This act mandates
that the volume of solid waste going to landfills be reduced
25 percent by 1995 and 50 percent by the year 2000.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM 11.
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(£} Implementation: There is no identified aspect regarding this
project which will adversely affect the Implementation
Element of the Regional Plan. The project does not require
alloccations of any units of use.

The project will not cause the environmental threshold carrying
capacities to be exceeded.

The basis for this finding is provided on the checklist entitled
"Project Review Conformance Checklist and Article V(g) Findings"
in accordance with Chapter 6, Subsection 6.3.B of the TRPA Code of
Ordinances. All responses contained on said checklist indicate
compliance with the environmental threshold carrying capacities.

A copy of the completed checklist will be made available at the
Governing Board hearing and at TRPA.

Wherever federal, state or local air and water guality standards
applicable for the Region, whichever are strictest, muat be
attained and maintained pursuant to Article Vi(g) of the TRPA

Compact, the project meets or exceeds such standards.

Refer to paragraph 2, above.)

The project, to which the use pertainag, is of gsuch a nature,
gcale, density, intensity and type to be an appropriate use for
the parcel on which, and gurrounding area in which, it will be
located.

This project ig an expansion of an existing special use {(regional
public health and safety facility). Adjacent and nearby uses
include commercial, light industrial, quasi-public service and
residential. Although land coverage is proposed te increase, the
number of waste transfer trucks using the facility is not proposed
to increase.

The proiject, to which the use pertains, will not be injurious or
disturbing to the health, safety, enjoyment of property, or

general welfare of persong or property in the neighborhood, or
general welfare of the region, and the applicant has taken
reasonable steps to protect against any such injury and to protect
the land, water and air resources of both the applicant’'s property
and that of surrounding property owners.

The applicant shall be required to install Best Management
Practiceas ({BMPs) within the project area te protect the land,
water, and air resources of both the project area and the
surrounding area. In addition, all waste will be sorted and
stored within the existing and proposed structure. Presently,
some of the waste is stored in an open area. The project may
result in a decrease in noige level.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM 11.
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10.
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The proiject, to which the use pertains, will not change the
character of the neighborhood, detrimentally affect or alter the
purpose of the applicable planning area statement, communitv plan
and specific or master plan, as the case may be.

The propoaed project is an addition to an existing public service
facility and will not change the characteristics of this facility,
nor will the project change the characteristics of the
neighborhood. The project is not within an adopted community,
gpecific or master plan area.

The project is on the list of additional public service facilities
if reguired pursuant to Section 33.5.

The proposed project does not create additional service capacity
and, therefcre, is not required to be on the list of additional
public service facilities pursuant to Section 33.5.

There is no feagible alternative that would reduce land coveraqge.

Based on the feasibility study submitted by the applicant, there
is no feasible alternative for meeting the mandates of the
California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989. Increasing
coverage on the parcel is necessary to accommodate the recovery
facility and another location is not feasible because an
alternative site cannct be located that meets zoning requirements,
is centrally located, has required acreage, has existing utility
and sewage facilities, has adequate traffic flow, and is
econcmically possible to develop without a significant increase
in cost.

The proiect, because of its unusual configuration or service
requirement, requires special consideration.

The additional coverage is necesgary to accommodate the recovery
facility, which is necessary to meet the mandates of the
California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989.

The facility primarily serves the needs of persons other than
thogse who are, or will be, residents of the lands in gquestion, or
the owners of the land in guestion.

The facility is to serve the residents within the service area of
the South Tahoe Refuse Company by recovering recyclable materials
and reducing the amount ¢of waste entering landfills.

When viewed from major arterials, scenic turnouts, public
recreation areas or the water of take Tahoe, but not from a
distance of less than 300 feet, the additional height will not
cause a building to extend above the forest canopy, when

present, or a ridgeline.

The proposed project is not visible from a major arterial, scenic
turnout, public recreation area, or the waters of Lake Tahoe.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM 11.
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12.

13.

With respect to.that portion of the building which ig permitted

t additional height, the building has been designed to minimize
interference with existing views within the area to the extent
practicable.

The design of the structure will include the minimum height
necessary to allow for .the dumping of the waste transfer trucks
and for the structural safety of the building. Views of the
lake or ridgelines will not be obstructed.

The function of the structure requires a greater maximum height
than otherwise provided for in Chapter 22.

The structure requires a height greater than that allowed to
provide adequate room for dumping of the waste transfer truck and
for the structural safety of the building.

Reguired Actiong: Agency staff recommends that the Governing Board

approve. the project by making the following motions based on this staff
gummary and the evidence contained in the record:

I.

IT.

A motion based on this staff summary, for the findings contained
in Section E above, and a finding of no significant environmental
effect.

A motion to approve the project, based on the staff summary,
subject to the following conditions:

A. The Standard Conditions of Approval listed in Attachment Q.

B. Prior to commencement of construction the following special
conditions of approval must be satisfied:

1. The site plan shall be revised to include:
(a) The following revised land coverage calculations:

(1) New off-site land coverage created in the
public right-ocf-way.

(k) All property lines.

' (c) Temporary ercsion control structures located
downslope of the proposed construction area.

(4) Vegetation protective fencing around the entire
construction site.

(e) Edge of pavement {existing recadway) to allow
calculation of new land coverage in the publie
right-of-way.

"
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(D)

(E)
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(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

(%)

The applicant shall submit a $1,920 air guality mitigation
fee based on an additional 192 daily vehicle trip ends at a
rate of $10 per trip end.

The applicant shall submit plans, cost estimates and
installation schedule for the inatallation of all required
water quality improvements (BMPs) for the entire project
area. The security reguired under Standard Condition 2 of
Attachment ¢ shall be equal to 110 percent of the estimated
BMP costs.

The applicant shall pay an offsite coverage mitigation fee
assessed at $5 per sgquare foot for the creation of any
impervious coverage in the public right-of-way.

The applicant shall transfer 78,796 square feet of coverage
to this parcel. BAll transferred coverage shall be from land
capability class 7 or from any IPES score lot, and be located
within Hydrologic Area 5. (Note all coverage transfers must
be in compliance with Chapter 20 of the TRPA Code cf
Ordinances, and the TRPA Rules cof Procedure.)

The height of the proposed structure shall not exceed 29
feet 8 inches.

The applicant shall consolidate all lots within the preject
area into one legal lot of record pursuant to applicable
county/city subdivision ordinances and state subdivision
laws, or the applicant shall record a deed restriction
permanently consoclidating the affected parcels for land
coverage and project area calculation purposes.

The applicant shall provide evidence that all basic service
requirements for minimum fire flow will be met or exceeded in
accordance with Section 27.3.B, Tabkle 27-1 of the TRPA Code.

The applicant shall submit 5 sets of final construction
drawings and site plans to TRPA.

The applicant shall monitecr the facility and provide evidence to
TRPA that the site will not exceed the community noise equivalent
level (65) for the plan area. The moniteoring method and schedule
shall be approved by TRPA prior to acknowledgement of the permit.

The architectural design ¢f this project shall include elements
that screen from public view all external mechanical equipment
and refuse enclosures.

Excavation equipment shall be limited to the foundation foot
print to minimize site disturbance.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM. 11.
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(F)

The adequacy of all required BMPs as shown on the final
censtruction plans shall be confirmed at the time of the TRPA
pre-grading inspection. Any required modificationes, as determined
by TRPA, shall be incorporated into the project permit at that
time.

CONSENT CALENDAR IT 1.
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INTRODUCTION

The State of California has taken action to mitigate the
effects of the large volume of solid waste disposed of in
landfills with the resulting negative environmental impact on
surface and ground water, air guality, litter and misuse of
natural resources.

‘With the passage of the California Integrated Waste
Management Act of 1989 (AB939) the burden of reducing the
amount of solid waste going to Califernia‘s landfills was
imposed on the cities and counties.

AB939 mandates that the volume of solid waste going to
landfills be reduced 25% by 1995 using source reduction and
recycling. Safe removal of hazardous waste from the
wastestream coupled with appropriate disposal is alse required.
Subsequent legislation requires that cities and counties
provide for the safe removal of household hazardous waste from
the wastestream coupled with aprrepriate disposal.

South Tahoe Refuse Company currently operates a permitted
large volume transfer station on appropriately zoned land
located on Ruth Avenue in Scuth Lake Tahce, Califeornia. The
site consists of more than four acres and has a recent (1591)
amendment tc the existing solid waste facility permit providing
for compacticn and transfer of up to 230 tons of solid waste
per dav. The compacted solid waste is currently hauled out of
the Tahoe 3asin for disposal to a sanitary landfiil in Douglas
County, Nevada. The Douglas County, Nevada landfill is
scheduled to close in April, 1992. After the Douglas County
landfill closes the compacted solid waste will be hauled out of
the Tahoe Basin for dispeosal to a ganitary landfill in Storey
County, Wevada. '

South Tahce Refuse Company currently serves the City of
South Lake Tahoe (population 22,000) and other areas of the
Tahoe Basin {population 16,000) providing solid waste
collection, hauling, transferring, compacting, hauling and
disposal. The volume of solid waste processed annually (1980)
is 60,662 tons. Modest growth is forecast for the South Lake
Tahoe area over the next 10 years.

South Tahoe Refuse Company currently utilizes a baler at
the transfer station to bale corrugated cardboard from selscted
commercial loads and collections from it’s State of California
Certified Recycling Center located at 2192 Ruth Avenue. The
baled corrugated is shipped to market ou:t of the Tahoe Basin.
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