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S ) ADOPTION OF SACRAMENTO RTUER CARRYING CAPACITY STUDY

- IMPLEMENTATION PLAN AND CONSUDERATION OF # COMRSE OF AGTION
REGARDING THE COMMISSION'S MORATORIUM ON MARINA CONSTRUCTIOM

BACKGROUND :
On July 12, 1984, the State Lands Commission imposed.a

moratorium on marina development along the Sacramento River

withir Sacramento and Yolo counties, until a cvmgrehensiuo ’
study of the cumulative effect of ex1sting and proposed marina :
develcpment on the River's carrying capacity is completed. -

The purpose &f the study was to assess the marina carrying
capacity of the Sacramentoc River from River Mile (RM) £4.3,
apprcx1mately one and one-half miles below Freeport, up rivae
to RM 76.0, just .abole the Sacramento/Sutter county line.
‘ Carrying capggity is deéfined as “"the extent to which the

S 4 Sacramento River and its adjacent banks can carry marina
develcpment without significant negative impact on other human,
ecologdical or waxer qu&11ty benefits associated with the river

s;stem“

® principal focuys of the study was to develop criteria which
could be used by the Commission and local agesncies to evaluate
what level of marina development coulc e accommodated within
the study area, in balance with competing uses for the rivef .
and with rescurces protection. The study would provide the .
Commission, Gther public agencies, and prospectlve developels ) T
with a common information base to: a) use in their respective
planning efforts; b) assess specific project proposals in =
more comprehensivé way; and <) incorporate relevant

- " 4information into future project and site specifac onuironutntal-

impact reports. : -

T~
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CURRENT CGMNISSION ACTION: i
At its meeting on September 25, 1986, the Commission took the
following action with regard to the report and the moratorium:

a) ﬁccepted the 'River Siudy Rupor: and directed staff to
ghrt back to the Cormission at its Navember mesting
plan for implenentzng the reports findings and
rsccmmandat1ons.

By Hainta1ﬂed in effect the moratorium until completion of
the p“eparatzon of a river studv implement&tion pian.

At the Commission’s direction, staff has prepared. an
implementstion p*an and has submitted the plan to local, Statu
and fedural officizls for review unﬂ~ﬁomment as well zs
interested and affected partiés. A workshop with affected
federal “tate and jocal gouernment agencics was held on
November 18, 1986. While most o¥ the ageacies' concerns were

not nagative, many of the comments centerec ori the lack oF
goueraagﬂtal resources to carry out elifectic >y ths
recommendations ir fhe report. Staff has wodified ing
recommendations %o take into con51derutionAt&e~con~ants
received by 3 revisuang agencies.

A workshop with the general fublié¢ and 1lo-al marinn~opcrator:
2nd aothers was held on December 4, 19855. Those parscns hzving
commcrts were generaily favorable. As anticipatad, those
persons associated with resource proseruatlon qroups uould }1ke‘
the Commissicn to take a strong positica on all enuzronmentml
issues. Those persons asaoczated with development beliera that
thy Commission should adopt a flexible approach to its
decision~-tiakinag concerrning river development proposals.

The consensus is that some controls need tt be placed on river
development and that the criteria developed by the Commission
should provide decision-makers with a better understanding of
the enviroiimental effects associated with commercial marina.
development in thea river study area. Staff has considered the
pvolic’s commenis in its preparation of a revised
imnlementation plan. -

ft copy of the final revised implementation plan reconuendatlons
i.s aktached heretc as Exhibit “g", Brlefly sunmarized, the
<mplementation plan exam:ned each of the river study-report's
recommendations together with staff's recommendation to tha
Conniss:on. After consultation with public agencies and

(ADDED 12719/86)
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persons aFFec&ed by,thc inple'gntation Plan staﬁf hI& rcyisod

its: recommcndationg to the Comiission. dhere the Comieission

has clear authority to adopt 7 parkicular roconnondation =
regarding development con the river staff is roco-uending that

it do so.  Many ofethe,rep@rt s recommendations are bcyond fh‘u;(
authority oF‘thn-Conuissién\tq,aﬁbpt. In these instances,

staff recommends that the COnm ssion join with appropriate

local; State and federal agencies authorized to fueiiwer Oxaudqp
the ‘current need fo+ possible funding sourccs. and timing for
_cxrqyin§>out such r%»@ﬂueﬁgations -

on \

-Staff is PCCOﬂ.‘hdiﬁq & \t tho~COuuission adopgﬁthcsu>ﬁindingﬁ£
~dotsruinitions and directions sat forth in Exhibit "8% as its =
—pian. for Aimplementing tﬂcﬁSacra-.nto liucr narina Carryia; o0
e ,cnpaci ty study.C‘ ~ _— : o
ENVIRO&SENT&L IHPGCI“ . o .
‘figz to the nature of the study and tho staff‘s rccou-.ndationw 2'
regarding ths inﬁlemcntatioa plan staff is recommending that-
the Commission find that adoption of -the river study < e
1nplun¢ntntion plan is exsmpt from the rsquiremants of éEQn'tﬁ =
a cat@boricnlly eéxempt project. This agtivity is exempt undqb @ =
"Clasems 7 and 8 of the State CEQA Guidelines -~ Actions.dy Lk
regul itory agencies. for protectienaef ngturll TOSOUrCces lﬁd ﬁpr 2
X3 qy/ction of thc@@noironucnt.,‘ S o e

qi

<

°“§s indfvidual Futuré’projetts come hofcrc theéSonﬁission. aaqh‘
*mlll have to couply with\the prou1siens of CEQn

‘smszrrcmr LANDS:_ - ‘ RO
adoption<9f the river study i-plenentation plan 1nuoluc: lanﬂs
idéntifisd as possessing significant environmental values ‘
pursuant to P.R.C. 6370, et seq. S8ased upon the staff's
scoordination with the agencies regarding the river:study ‘4t s
thé ttaff‘s épinion that this activity will substantially
btnaf1t5the arfected s;gnificant lands.

=

"EXHIBITS: " _ A. Location Map.
fet ‘B. Implementation Plan tecbm-endationt»

LT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION: . o

1. FIND THAT .ADOPTION OF.THE RIVER STLDY mneneurauon PLAN
Is Exznp'r FROM THE REQUIREMENTS OF .-THE CEQA PURSUANT T0,

s 14 C ADM. CODE RS ‘A TATEGORICAL -EXEMPT PROJECT,

"~ CLAS &7‘” HHD 8 0ACYION TAKEN 87 REGULATORY AGENCIES FO§
* THE PROTECTION OF NATU{AL . RESOURCES AND. FOR em@sx
mmm. 18 CAL.: ATN. COOE 35307 AND 15308 i

[Che "

> N : - -~
< R © 4
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FIND THAT TAIS ACTIVITY WILL INVOLVE LAKDS IDENTIFIED RS .
POSSESSING SIGNIFICANT £NVIRONMENTAL VALUES RURSUANT TO_
P.R.C. 6370, ET SEQ., BUT THAT SUCH ACTIVITY WILL HAVE 0.
DIRECT OR INDIREGT EFFECT ON SUCH LANDS. s -

ADOPT THE SACRAMENTO RIVER MARINA CARRYING CAPACITY STUDY
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN. ATTACHED HERETO AS EXHIBLY *“B™ ANO 3Y.
THIS REFERENCE MADE 2 PART HEREOF. = :
DIKECT STAFF TO TAKE ALL STEPS NECESSARY TO CARRY OUT AND
GIVE EFFECT TO THE RECOMMENDATIONS-IN THE IMPLEMENTATION .
PLAN INCLUDING THE FURTHER COORDINATION WITH LOCAL, STATE - - .
AND FEDERAL AGENCIES; AND TO REPORT BACK PERIODICALLY o~
REGARDING PROGRESS MADE ON CARRYING OUT THE PLAN'S '
RECOMMENDATIONM. -

LIFT ITS MORATORIUM ON THE DEVELGPMENT OF COMMERCIAL i
MARINGS IN THE RIVER STUDY AREA SUBJECT TC THE PROVISIONS '~

- OF THE RIVER STUDY IMPLEMENTATION. PLAN -

N
.
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EXHIBIT “B*

STATE OF CAL IFORNIA
ETA’T’E LLAaNDS coMmM ISSION

December 12, 1986

for

The August, 19868 Final Report - Sacramento River Mzrina -
. Carrying Capacity Study developed by Riparian Systm
and Meyer Resources

STAFF RECOMMENDS THAT THE COMMISSION:

FIND THAT THE SACRAMENTO RIYER MARINA CARRYI.G CAPACITY STUDY
DATED AUGUST, 1986 PREPARED BY RIPARIAN SYSTEMS/MEYER RESOURCES
PROVIDES LOCAL, STATE AND FEDERAL DECISION MAKERS AND THE MARINA
DEVELOPING PUBLIC WITH A FRAMEWORK WITHIN WHICH INFORMED
DECISIONS CAN BE MADE CONCERNING THE EFFECTS MARINA DEVELOPMENTS
MAY HAVE ON: THE SACRAMENTC RIVER AND ENVIRONS.

ALL LOCAL, STATE AND FEDERAL AGENCIES ARE ENCOURAGED TO UTILIZE
THE RIVER STUDY REPORT AS AN INFORMATIONAL DOCOMENT WHEN WEIGHING
THE CONSEQUENCES OF FUTDRE DEVELOPMENT OF MARINA AND CTHER
FACILITIXS ON THE SACRAMENTO RIVER WITHIN ‘!’E! STUDY AKEA.

MAKE THE TFOLLOWING SPECIFIC FINDINGS, DETEMINATIONS AND
DIRECTIONS CONGERNING THE RIVER STUD™ REPORT: .

FCRMAT { Numbers - River Study Report n.co--nd-eions 3
& Letter« - Staff recomsendations to the Co—isslon. -

1.1 Reostrict new instream marina developwment +o Reach 4. Apply 2 )
5 wph boating speed 1limit from the I1-890 overpass at
(mm)mazsmm%oﬂnlmrfm%otmchi,’

Staf ds that t : ————
aff rscommends tha he Commission: oati T7 5
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River Study Implementation Plar - Page %

£2)

(c)

Vs - ~:\'— “.

Find that the Sacramento River in the atudy. urea con1hins *
sensitive ecological, biological and other attrilmtes :
especially in reaches 1,2,3 & S. Developwent cf additicnal = - -
new marina. Zacilities in these areas could seriously impact
these reaches and degrade the Triver experience for all

users. Development of any new in-stream facilities shhould
he accomplished only after thorough environamental review.

Find that Reach 4 of the river study area has  been the site
of extensivée marina and other dock development. Because
this reach of the rivair has aiready exceeded its capacity to
effectively ca¥ry baating traffic at spaed, future new
marina comstruction should Be 1limited tc thiz area, unless .
the Commission, on weighing access, environmental and ‘other
tactors surrounding a particular ayp]\ication,, finds that
public 4interest would best be served by allowing new: -
construction in another reach of the river. ’

Direct its staff tc work with other governnontax agéncies
concerning the need for establishing a neéw 5 mph speed. Iinit
for all of reach 4.

1.8 Donotnllwmnnmin Reach 4 to iatrndo m.om

riﬂr further than existing marinas.

Recomméndation:

(a)

Find that in order to preserve <the integrity of the rivei.
channoi and to maximize multiple use.-of the river area now
marinas shall encrcach intc the river as little as possiblv
using -ciurrent encroachments as a maximum guideline. ) =

1.3 Expansion of existing marinas could bo & permitted - nn iaa

all. Tiver ©reaches, subject %o meeting othksr cnttoztzt
gpecified in thiz report {including 1.2 M)‘

R:ecc-en@ai:ion‘:

{23

Find that expansion of existin~ marinas may pose less of an
environvwental and .ecological threat than construction of new
marina facilities in the river study area.

Considar the expansxion of existing marinas- in all reaches of
‘t;he river preoveidad such expansion pProjects meet. zill the

eritaria set forth in the river study xaport.

Do not silow new insttea-uxiaas tobe mtmdim-etly
’moqiu&nutstmmrm :




Ziver Study Isplerentation Plan - Page 3

Recommendation:

(a) Find that i= c>der +to preserve the integrity of the river
channel and to maximize multiple use of the river area new
marinas shall not encroach into the river oppositea exist‘inz
_narinas. ; .

1.5 Dewvelop stable :hmdx\nc to emsure coatinusd opertt:lon of thc
wecssiulocktothummwmp Chasnel .’

Recommendation:

(a) Find that it lacks budgeted funds and au‘izo’-ity to provide
funds for the comtirued oreration or the despuezter <hannel
lock. , -

(b) Direct its staff +to contact local, state and fadexal
governments cohcerning the availability of Zunds to maintain
access to the deepwatar channel lock.

1.8 Wamﬁnmmmmﬂnuﬂm.

Reco-nondation.

(a) Dinct its staff to contact local zovernnents regard:ms the
necossity and desirability of developinZ a speed sighing-
program for <the river and to investi:ate yposaitle funding
sources. N

1.7 Kstablish a -ore'oftoctivo standa¥rd to assess and mm
Mriatcd/imspons:lble boaters frca the river.

Recomendation.

(z} ¥Find that the devalopment and imposition of standards tor .
assessing and removing inebriatedflrresponsible persons 4':0- -
the river is beyoad the authority of the Commissioxn. R

(b) Find that newly enacted laws concernlng inebriated - persons o
operating vessels on the river are iow in place zmd
attempting tc address. the inebriated persons issue.

Direct its staff to work with appropriate local and s*catn '
agencies concerning the need for additional laws or
regulafa.on regardingd the removal of me’briated/z.rresponsible
pem'soas from the river.

W - cooperata:vc revisw of enforcement and utcsy ‘
. ~capa$111t1u o the :is.z.r e S

- o -

- o

g
1

3
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N Recommendation: ] -
S (a) Direct 3its wtaff +o work with local and state agencies
fe ’ regarding enforceme:t and zafety issues of the river: )

2.1 Prohibit water/jet skiing ia reach 4.

2.2 Prohibit water/Jjet skiing between .JM 46 aad 50 during - B
fishing seasons. ) L

2.3 Comsider prohibition of water/jet skiing opposite all stody: -
area instream marinas.

Consider prohibition of water/ist skiing if areas adjacent
to private docks (primarily =M 62-88) dunring tho ott-jn‘k

sesson {Ssptember-May).

2.5 Post ‘other areas for water/jet skiing, with private dock
development proceeding at owner’s risk.

Recommendation:

- {a) Find that prohibition of any generally accepted trust yse
should only be accomplished . after extensive study and
consultation with other governrental agencies including ‘éhe
Office of the State Attorney Gen. cral. )

Find that “time, place, and manner” regulation of various
types of +trust uses is within the prerogative of various -
local, state and federal agencies including the State lLands
Commission. o Y-

Direct its staff to work with appropriate agencies of
goveérnment to study the need for and, if necessary, pripare
and adopt “"rules of the road" for tmtar/jet skiers “that
would apply to the various reaches of the river in the study

aroa.

28 Do not encourage further development of lumchrmbotm
ﬂ!iner Park and Elkkorn (I-5 Bridge).

Reconnendation. R

{a) ”Find that the further development of launch TAamps cati have .
serious deleterious effects cn the a{ulity of the river to -

" - . carry boats and additiounal development; “anil that: such

development should be accosplished only “affter thg_n:ou;@ . .

-environ-ontal review. S
: ; R

o

¢

(o]

ouvommc 107.8
. R :




River Study Iaplementation Plan - Page 5

(b) Limit the construction of new ramr facilities within reach 4
and reach 5 (up to Elkhorn).

2.7 Sign all marinas and laonch rasps, vregarding boster
responsibilities and their effect om the river enviromment.

Post speed signs at 213h1n¢_,atrspots during tishin( season.

Post waraing signs where . there are oxteansive rrivatefdoegs
along the river. re. transitting craft keeping to center-of
the channel and passing port to pert. '

- Recommendation:

(a) Find that signing activities are genorally tYke concern of

local agencies. .

(b} Direct its staff to work with local agescies to develop a

- signint progran that provides protection and ‘instruction to
all  river users, and where appropriate, require State

lessse=z to sign premises as a condition of its State lcasa- -

2.10 Allor . no marina dovolop-ant on the Sacramsato side of
‘river to intrude into the waters im fromt of the‘A-rfcau

Bivbr Parkway.
Recommendation:

(a) The American River Parkway is a fragile and sensitive urban
environment that should be presarved and maintained. .
Encrcachment of marina tac‘lities in front of the Parkwmay °
could hava a detrimental effect on the Parkway and shoild
not be permitted.

2.11 ‘Adopt noliass regulations for the river study area.
2,12 Prohibit dry Stacks and umsuffled boats in the study ares.
Racommendation: Q

(z) Find4tﬁat‘adoption of noise regulations is more propérhy a
function of lccal government.

(b) Diredt its staff to expiore with the locally effected
agencies the need for additional noise regulations and how,‘
suéh.new’ or existing regulations may apply to dry-stack or
unmiffled bosats.

Other things belng equal, the Commission should give
»priortty to ‘marimas that propose, or are cxpunﬂiac to-al &

CALENDAR PAGE
MINUTE PAGE




River Study Implemen’ctizn Plan - Fage 6

" diverse array of eatcrprise cemiers. (We do not eouu&t;
coadominiums, office buildings or resideatial dmlqim
%o be entarpzrise cmmters).

Recommendation:

{(a) Finé that, if marinas that propose or are expanding towird a
diverse array of enterprise centars can . fully meei the.
review critav-ia set forth irn the river study repori and
CEQA, priority shall be given to such marinas. In this
regard. enterprise centers shall include water related uses -
commonly assoziated with rarinas and shall not include
upiand residm:lal and offica j;pace use.

The SLC :hould participate. with local governments to de‘relop
1linewr riverfromt access policy, mnd a

Vntom:inly thocanisaio.mthﬁ loenl pldnia(
sgeecies (4 ﬁﬁﬁ.mciwdmwlbﬁm
il-volon & Secramsato River Corridor elemesat of thﬁr “us‘l

Be‘co-e‘mli'uion

{a) Dirxect its staff to explore with local ‘mnmcnts Xhe need.
for -and aesmhility of developing a regiopai river access
plin or modifications to existing elements of (eneral zp‘rans‘
for public access. )
To the exteat possible, combine avoidince and mto:ut:(ve
strateq. es to  omsare no met loss of riperian habitat -%
\onch marina di,Selobment/expensics site.

MMionSiabm is not fully effective, the
marisa doveloper should use acquisition and : plixting
t.chiqn“ to emsure restoration of productively -oqguivalent
rAparian habitat elsewhore in the s.g:iv.r zeach.

¥here 5.1 and 5.2 above are not fully cffoctin, the marina
M-lmswl&mmszmmtﬂlm.yw

Replacement throigh acyuisitios or restoratioa of ritui-n
hbftatoutsjd- the study area is not recosmeaded, be

‘it doss mot reapond to the 16a3s of loosl hl:;
FOBRSRIVESY - Strong emphesis “should be placeid om
exhaesting possibilitiec wader m 5 1, in!oﬂ

: strategies 5.2 a-d 5.3 are eouuu.d :

"\

<




River Study Implementation Plan - Pagn 7 ‘

!.‘:.B Experts frou the California Wtot n-hmddnouul
tha U.S. Fish snd ¥ildlife Servios should “be -comsul ted !bit§
respect to miﬁhat nm hé’bim Wﬁty. -

Recomdatiogc } ‘ - e
. 3

(a) I‘i"nd that ri;ar:lan habitat in the study area is an hpoghnt
aatural rescurce that should be preserved and restoraed. - ’

(b) Find that the strategy outlined in reconendntiona 5. 1
through 5.5 _providel a basis for prctectint this rescurce
and should be adopted by all ponittih( agencies having.
Tawtnl au%hority over davelop-ent in the rivot atudy u-ca. )

8.1 mmuonunmta:nahmmmmus. ish
.-and - Wildlife Servics should be Jlosely oconsulted’ ih:lﬂi

w $0 avcidanoe - apd pmoction of tb::actcuod mczu
md their habit\ua ) T . -

8.2 Where rimiaa hebitats or thmtm spociu : -q‘é be
' . significantly impacted b; a proposeld Mu dmlmt:.,
TIR should be preparod. .

iiécouandaticn'

,-/

>

(p.) Find that the Coemission, as lead or responsibllp/trg;gtee
‘ ' agency undar CEQA)teviews  all river impacting p:cijm:s for

thelir direct and in*‘d,rqct effacts on the river envjrons.

(b) Find +hat where it has lawful authority ovezg ripirian
habitat that all avoidance ard restorative measures. shall be
preciscly- identified-prior to final appréval and issnm*e of

% lsase for +he project by the ‘Comai ssion and ‘that
implementation of such mitigation shall occur concutnar;!d/( .
with constmcti.on of the project. =

‘Yhe Commission shorzld require adequato and operational

»umpout stations snd hold;lu tznk fzcilities at all -nim,

::‘: boe}mptttm ki e llacod m‘“nﬁt;ﬁ r‘:&%c' 3

. ) - on o A - 8 i
narinas, :!f..xl all ‘instanoces - should be imﬁﬁﬂo to° .

’Recmandntio\u. i . e = .

&

<

°

. {a) Find th ft pungou‘!: facili:‘*ies can ;mhgtantillly roduo:*e thé
. ﬁcm ot‘ nto the rivar N T S & ,@ g

(’bf“ Diract jta- ataf! +o co«rdinnta wiﬂ-\ }Kd stata lggmcﬁéﬁ :
2 , . ) l«




Rivox; Study Implemsntation: Plan - %’aﬁa 8

- " - A

C SN - e - . ) ) . . RS

N . - - P . -

e - corcerning ths effeﬂ‘; of - tecently emctad luislamion ’ o ] .
Dot . concerning theé issue of punpdnt facilities for mnrina:. - ..

(c) Require, 3if necessary,- as & condition of a loase,. tne
incorporaticn of pumpout facilities on all new marinas; and
all existing wariras as provided 1in thc 1ease or as a
condition of r.nml or amendment .

7.2 “Phe need for similar tw)].itia at_launching resps mm tn
closely nonitomll, a»d it nead - m shuhr Tt

mu muma there.
Becbg-oaglation. , o f { ‘

(a) Find that launch ramp faci’litiu may contribute to vns*
) accumuiation in the riwver study Area. ‘

-

.{b) Direct staff <to corsult with local. agoncios concaming thc L .
need to estiblish pumpout and ‘similar requi:rmnts tor ,
. launch ramps. i . . . .
' 7.3 nlmMMdhmwmplmlitwwblu
' “& . . . on their docks, &t locations ocaverient to mn s 0T

—— ' - 2

ROCOIlsndltion. o7 ST e, *f%z;:::=?~:==£:23=&::t;==:”;

(a) Find that solid waste materials contributa aimificantly to
the dmadat’ion of the river. ] .

Require, where necessary, the placement of disposal bins on
- marina praniaes, as a.condition of its lease. -

" The Commission ahould encourage local - jurisdict&orw . to
conduct a joint .assessment of the m of pubuc
‘washrooms in the study area, and to provide tor m tu;ﬁi.t,
noods thct are hhatiﬁo&. .

<

G
&

Ruzo-emdation, : \ - ”5: .

(a) Direct its staff to work with loeal uenciea to datq-mimx
the adegquacy of existing washroom facilities: 11: the study

area.

7.5 ;m Cosmission should consider standards for -oom nm

A -kolding and shore .ambilicals for all (ivesboard s - K

. .7 duting their ongoing staff study of mmwb‘%g;?w L
o S mmm}ud?A X T kf'?jo (ISR -
. 0 3 Mation- e 2 . T &

< ~ -
= S . . '
© PR E B - ., *




River Study Isplementation Plan - Page 9°

TFind that residontial use of .tide and su&orﬁd lands ;.s a
use gonarally inconsistent with the public trust under vlnch
title to the lands is: held. .

The co-isaion should request ax immediate dtuniwkioa
from mmrim state authority as-to whothor m -of nlm
containing tributyltin-oxid. is Ihsnaloua.

An -expert workshop should be comsidé.ied to focus mﬂ’sbh
knowledge on the tributlytin toxicity ' pmoblaa. L

&n interim advisory notice ooncerniu the - "poasible

oonsequences of use of paints containing mmmu-exm.
shcnldbeismdmdpostodatallm

An mrovod “best wood prescrvative” li.st hbonld'; be
developed and distributed to marina owners and boaters. : -

Boat maintenance facilities should be wmomitorod for ﬁhoir
kandling of hull paint residues. i .

Engine a:d hull washing detergents should beoor;it—,;odu_~
ufete.rmgatho%tokim : )

Control measures and safe a1 A mndcrda shouldbo
established for boat msintenance huulont facilities,

Gff stream merina 3ites should be enginesred to prpvide -
" adeguaté water circulation, and maintenance dredge 3’011
should be .oui.torpd -for toxinu.

R_ecmendatd on:

£a) Aclmmledge that both the State. Hater Resaums Contxol
Board and the US. Envitonaental ‘Protection A(ency are _.
currently finishing studies on tributlytin-oxide. Accdrding, -
to available information tributyltin is known to be hxghly
toxic .and is classif3ed as a tox:lc waste. »{ 4
Direct its staff to work with appropriate a(onci'vﬁs ta _

. .developée procedures and/or regulations governing the. ense of

tri‘buty]itin and hull washing detergents.. .

Find-. ~that it may have Iittle Jurisdictiom over <the
development of off-stream marinas. . However, .te m;m
that such ° marinas impact © the river M Ry

%3
5 s . . Wl
v .

2
J.
o
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Commission fully &upports ths récomndatioas concej;'ﬁin(

off-stream marinas. - L L e
- 8.1 w quality automatic slnt-otfs on .11 tmlm hi:bu ‘
: . and BP, m fuel storage tanks should . -ﬁ
mﬁmf- lox any now hoat fueling facuitm ‘.< N

Recommendation: , s ‘ E \\ a h

(a) B.quiro, as: approprizte; the uas 6!,1&5.- st q,uality or ltata
= of thol art fueling hoses in new: maxina as, as a condiéﬁan of e
its. leasmes. - N : ;

>

{b) Buppert, whers it does not have direct iuthoxity, the use of
. EPA approved; storage tauks on all new marinas.

10.1. cmmor installation of ;ratod tmmm _értina acroas
lmnchias raxps to collect bilge discharges and coavey thaa: <
t7 a é&vmp or duried tank for eventual safe disposal.

m.zlewmmarym should ocoasider porous mf. Gu-&m.
. grading to - dirmduiammimth.rimaé’qﬁm
mmmdmm )

R‘cmd‘ticnsO = - T T A = ‘,A 2

7 (a) Find that most lsunch ramps facilities are 1ocaué iioyondt
- " the jurisdicti.on of the Commission. 3 A

«
,y
S

(by- Support efforts of local covernnents re(ardiu ’th!len
' requiraents when found necessary. throu(h the eaviromnntal

¢ process. i ) ) - o N

&

' ic) Require; whefe appropriate, as. a conditioaof its staté - -

¢+  lease, the inclusion of porous pavement deslm grading to -
i collcct drainase away from the river and periodic nchu?},f:\x‘l i
’ svtaeps of parkin( areas. S
; e-v - s \,_;;?',
. ,;: i’“““"f Jntegrit -nst be am mf.d:lnd\. fntor Mn,m F
e ) ( }%?i. d‘w’elolzuat. on or off-stresm. s P
- N _— 7 h N Q‘K * e
i Rocouendatiom A ; . s .

- _ -

(@)‘ ° Acknowlma k& ., importance of - 1 lezaes durz;ng 1mma
3 development and also the role of the Scate Recla-atiogL Boats!
7 N with racard to naintaimng and presl‘ﬂ\Q\g 1am.sa£et/ anrr _

S .y intearity.” w0

T both lcmaﬁty; axd
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c! lltﬂh‘
sad Geme ad.the mifm:la Depariment of Water Mgﬂ-«
and should be -utilized duri.u ‘marine dmloynnt. e &—_’51‘

choaleqdation. T - - - e, -e:f::_t;é‘f;,if

<

(a) Acknowledge that it already wutilizes- the procsdmres

- avaiilable from the Reclasation Board and the Department of -
Water Resources and tlie Department of - Fish-and Game ir its
e;ssination ef urinu nrajects in the ri:vor study area. -

»nam-.wm m\l
threatened. S

-

, Recomendation.

(a) Find that prohibition of vassel traffic 1n°the river -aiy be <.
beyond the prerogative »f any zowemaental agency excapt i.nn
the case of extrene emergency. .

(b) Direct its staff tc explcre the legal issues ccncerning the -
recommendation to prohibit non-essential vessel traffic in -
the river during pori.ods of high water when levee safeiy is -
threater2d and to work with effected agencies regarding the
mccssity and’ dcsirabfl ty of adcpting such reco-euéatgion. ‘

11.4 TE> -Commission shoula coRalder m!.u m
tpﬁfombamlﬁphmmt lmhﬂnip@y

.&" :

ﬁeeo’ucndation.' L oL ) ;

_(a) Direct its staff to° aonitot the uwed. +6r’/further study: 7
regarding the isaue 6f wmultiple use management o‘t tho g e
levees. A .

= £ - 4"‘ R ] X - < 3 e
_gnscmiucta stndyof amivo tmﬁ@m;m me _
zimmmasmmn‘m. TUTTSssSme s T T S V3

< N
-— e ~

Recommendation: = .

(a) Direct its staff to .monitor the ,need for ‘further: satu&‘
re(artﬁng erosion on berins and J.evees in the study azeag. Lo

. 12.1 Tie-up 3&1131«' mey be perditted sn &1l um ﬁ)g
, ﬁﬁ
=- s

h.ﬁ g

iohumv% t extend more - - 00=-TB
_ river:: R

P <
PR v - F

&ca-euaatiorf‘ R Ny )
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N T (&) Find that tie-up facilities ( lineal docking or other’ tm o .

mocrage facilities riot intended for permanent use by a 'slip:
user) hay - be permitted in all reaches of the river provided - »
they do not unrsasonably interfere with uaintonanco oi the -

nav:lga‘ble channei - and maximus nultiple use of the rivcre

12 2 Tie-up facilities mt -oet 311 aoolocical ud ntor wniw )
_ cri.torinadmod:lnthumort.‘ S I ! SR

£ Lo _ s .
Recou-endation ) - ~

(a) Detemine ‘that tie-up facilities shall meet all the r’;jarvi;ag‘ ‘
criteria set forth in thg \rivar study report: - e

12.3:Kew - facilitiu abould Bot be tllomd to exyond to. qpﬁ.&
status after initial dom&on as. tie—up f&!l&tm s 9
. 5, C s e
Reco-ondatrion. ) TR o o Qj >
ST ey
- _(a) Determiné that any tie-up facility that is \‘L( posed for : -
- . - conversion to or use as a Carina ztacfl’%v reviewed - - -
as a new ‘marina devolop-ent projec? ] : PR
“, O -« - o 3, ) .
3. : nlmf-mmmbecmidomdm auw dnﬂthc B - -

t

e 1azorr-m mirines should meet all oool.o;ioﬂ: uem
S " ~ quality criteria advanced in this upott.‘»z. r A

e T river. ' ) sk e

Reco.endation. ) _ . , .

"

' '(a) Deteraine that, to the extent that o'f-stm- ntim;a am .-
- . . located on lands within the Jupisdiction of the Co-ix:sion.
z , the Commission shall, as a <trustee or respoasible agency

: ) unde¥ CEQA, carefully examine - the environmental-effacts of

.. all off-stream marina projects so as +o providg -.a;d-lm
protect.ion to nearby,tide and submerged lanas- . s

<

14 m:toric and archvaolocical concerns °should bo ﬂtm a’
- mwmmcmiswtbm m&lm -8,
- .slite. :lnmtintions ‘ . . ”

< . - = =

Recomandation- . UL - B = - . »10

- {a} Acknowledce that the Con.i:sion t”imdy nﬁets avehnoolbcical .
S . and histséric concerns on project specific Denes. tmdht h&» ‘
WA revicw process ‘and with site gmmim.& 8
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