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DENIAL ,OF APPLICATION 
,_ AB S•84 

Chapr,;~r 1200, Sta tut~$ of 'i.:977 (Ali 884·'), r~qutres S~at~ 
~&~ile!-~~~, tQ' Q9Wpil~ 1,:~~ts 'o~ _cri,~~t'.i_a s_p_ecifyirig the detgiled 
application ~nformation ~equir•d ~pplicartt~ for development 
projects. Ac~qrdingly, the State Lands ComP1issi9n ,adopted 
!ts, qpeti~•tiop ~ri~~i~a t~vough Gal~rtdar lt~m No. 12 at 
tts AJ,>r'il 1:2,,, .1,978 me~tfng. , ,/ 

'Upder A~ 8~4,~ qnqe ah .;tRPl:~,catiQn, ,h~s 'b~en ,accepted as 
comp'l1~~e, the, Comtniss~on m'-tst ~~t :on the, ~pplioat:ion within 
speci~ied time p¢~iods. Failure to• act w$thin the time 
allow~dt either, by app~bving Pr deQying the· project, rest,Ilts 
in automatic ~pprovai'of the project (by operation of law). 

• +herefor.e, pur~uan~ tp Chapter 1200, Statutes. bf 1977, 
the following app~icatioh for State ~a~ds Commission lease 

• 

1s submitted f()r denial~ This appli.cal;i6n' was deemed complete 
i.n accordance· w~th C6111mi·ssipn-approved c·d:te·ria. 

Exhi:bit "A" qutline\~ th~ application requir;tng denial, 
along wtth the reasons therefor,. 

A· Application, t.o b~ Denied. 

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE 'COMMISSION.: 

l • l?ENY., WITHOUT' l'RE)UDICE TO ,t\Pr,L~CAN'J;' S RIGHT TO REAPPLY 
FOR THE SAME PROJECT, THE APPLICATION LISTED ON THE 
ATTAGHED .EXHIBI! ''A", IN COMPLIANCE WITH- THE STANDARDS 
FOR DENIAL SET FORT\'i IN STATE ADMINIS'i'RATIVE MANUAL 
SECTION, ~099. 

2. AUTHORIZE STAFF TO ADVISE THE APPLICANT 0F THE COMMISSIOi'\'S 
ACTION, TO ,DENY AND OF THE APPLJCANT 1 S 'R1GHT TO 'REAPPLY 
FOR A LEASE. , , 
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APPLICATION TO·BE DENIED. 

~ICANT 

Mr.·. Andy Rossen 

P .. o. Box 2451 

TYRE OF FACILLNY 
~~-.... , 

Exist!ng fish. hatchery in 

th~ f brreer b~d o~ 'the Yuba 

ME!,ry,svi1le, CA 95901 River, .Yuba County 

This application is being denied because pf the '4nresolved title 

proqlE\f\lS within· this area of the ·former b~d of the Yuba River. 

This title question is cur-rertt;ly in litig~tion, Staff ha$ ·received: 

conftrmation of the applicant's desire to reapply for the same 

authoriz.f.'tion pending resolution of the ~it.le problems, 
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C9. DREDGING PERMIT; CITY OF OCEANSIDE 

'9/2'4/80 
w 22549 
Dors~y 

FtRC 5qn2 

Calendar Item C9 was taken 6ff the consent calendar and 
considered· 4u~ing the :r,egul 1;tr agenda. 

·W.i1l:iam F. Northrqp, E~ecutive O~f~~e!j:, e~ptain~d the background 
of ~he item. He advised thpt.he had tecetved i teleph1~e 
call the previou~ night from David Nt:tckies from the· Western 
S~rf~l!s As.:.s.o.ci.a.cton. Mr. ~\lGl<ies £:C?nl;~r\9e~ the Ci~y excluded 
·h:i.m from ~he re:vi¢w process and that the· sand to be tlredged' 
ls c9ntaminate~h 'He reqµest~d that the ite~1 be deferred. 
Mr~ Northrop then telephoned tll~ Citiy ·stl;lting that ip tm 
at;tempt to ensure that all c9n~erns have been adequately 
~ddressed, the C6rr!fnissic;>n us.~a1ly d1ieferrec;l acting on con~.ro
:·Ve-rs~al matters until they at'e a'ssl,li"ed these concerns a·r¢· 
~pnsidered. In ~dditioo, Mr. North~pp also advis•d he ~•d 
:h~d commu~icati:oris from· the c~ty At1torney 9f Oceansipf?, , 
~he May9r ·Of Oceanside, Ass~mbl~fud" Robert F~a2ee, As6~fublywo~ah 
M~.rian Berge~on, and Peter Brand of the .Coastal Cons~t'vancy :9 ~rgi ng the approval of the dredging per.mi:t"' 

,Ms~ Katherine E. Stone, from the law offises of Bµrke, 
'Williams ang,' Sorensen, app~ared· repre-sent:ing the City . 
. She stated that 1) the Stat~ Cqastal ~ommissio~ will be 
considering Mr. Nuckles' appeal to the· Regipnal Commission 
n~xt we~k--it is the staff bf the Coastal Commission's 
recommendation there is no substantial issue, 2)· t;:he City 
has already addressed the issues raised by Mr. Nuckles •. 

Mr. Nuckles was not present at :the m·ee:ting. 

Becaus~ timing was critical to the project, the Cornmissi6n 
did not want to hold it up. It therefore approved the staff's 
·t1ecommendation contingent on the Coastal Commission approving 
t:he project. 

Upbn motion duly made and carried, the following resolution 
was approved by a vote of 3-0; 

'i'HE COMMISSION: 

1. DETERMINES THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION HAS BEEN PREPARED 
FOR THI$ PROJECT BY CITY O~ OCEA~SIDE. 

2. CERTIF-IES THAT THE COMMlSSlON HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED 
Tl~b INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE NEGATIVE DECl.l\RATlON. 



••• 
3, PETERMINES THAT THE PROJECT WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT 

l·:FF&CT ON 'tHE ENV-1 RONMENT ! . 

4. DETERMINES THAT THE PROJECT IS CONSISTENT WITH THE 
PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 6.5·, .bF TITI.;E 2, OF 'ti-\~ CAL. 
ADM·. COD~. 

5. FINDS THAT THIS 'PROJECT IS SITUATED ON I.AND· ITENTIF1Eb 
AS POSSESSING ENVIRONMENTAL VALUES iN THAT THE STATE 
LANDS COMMLSSION FOUND ALL WATERWAYS UNDER THE COMMISSION 11S 
JURi~DI~TtON BAVE ~~VIRQNME~TA~ s~Gt;.JIF'rcANGE ~ .. ~u'l' THkr · 
THIS PR0jECT lS COMPATIBLE WITH1 THAT F,tNDING .AS IT 
APPLI~S ·To THE SUBJ.ECT LAND. . 

6. ·AUTHORIZES. Tl-tE STAFF TO ISSUE TO THE CI'TY OF OCEANS,!DE 
THE DREDGING PERMiT, ON FIJ ... f IN THE. :OFFICES ·Of' THE 
COMM-iSSTON. ·SkID· :PERMI'V 'Sl-ltliL BE ISSUED IN .coNSDBRA:t10N 
OF THE ·PU~L·~C 1,iSE AND BENEF1T WHIQH 'WILL, ~ESULT THEREFROM. 

~Af.D ·P~Rtt.i:r SHAL~ ALLQW 'rlil:! D~EDG~NG Of M/\XIM'dM Olf 
70Q., OOQ· (;tJ,B-19., YARPS ·oF ·~tI~~~L~ O~Ht;:F: 1-'llA~, ·OIL, QAS . ,, 
AND.GEOTHERMAL FROM A AREA OF GRANTED TIDE AND. SUBMERG~D 
LA~DS IN TitE PACJ:FIC ·odEAN- Arr THE MOUTH OF THE' SAN . 
Lti~S RE'i RIVER IN TiiE CITY bF oc¢ANSIDE., SA~ DI;EGO 
·COUN:tY .• SAID AREA IS INDICA1'ED IN EXHIBIT "A" ·ATTACHED 
HERE~O AND 'BY THIS REFERENCE EXPRESSLY .MADE A PART 
HERECF. THE MATERIAL DRE·DGED s"HALL BE ·usED· FOR BEACH 
NURISHMENT AND REPLENSISHMENT WITHIN THE CITY OF OCEANSIDE 
·SUB-JECT TO THE APPROVAL 'or ALL APPLIGAin,E F.EGULATORY 
AGENCIES. . . . . 

~~~ A~OV~ AUTHORIZATION rs c~~~INGENT o~. THE STATE 
COASTAL COMMISSIOJ:-1 GRANTING ITS PERMIT .ON THIS MATTER, 

Attachment: .Calen.Qar It~m C9 
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