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LEASE TERMINATION AGREEMENT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF QUITCLAIM DEED

LESSEE:

AREA, TYPE LAND

LAND USE:

Texaco, Inc.

3350 Wilshire Boulevard

Los Angeles, California 90051
Attention: Mr. Robert Wark

AND LOCATION:

4 i67-acre parcel of tide and submerged
land, located at Morro Bay, San Luis Obispo
County.

Maintenance and use of Lwo submarine pipelines.

TeKaS UF URLGLNAL LEASE:

Initial period: 15 yeavs from June 16,
1961.

Renewal options: Two successive periods
of ten years each.

Consiideration: $2,432.19 per annum.
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BACKGROUND AND PRESENT SITUATION:

: The State's lessee, Texaco, Inc., is
the owner of two pipelines occupying
sovereign land. The pipelines are each
ten inches, inside diameter, and both
reach from the high water mark of the
Pacific Ocean to a point about 3,300 feet
seaward. from the town of Morro Bay.

The lease under which the pipelines

were authorized expired at the close

of June 15, 1976. The iines were formerly
used >y Texaco to offload crude oil.

When that use was discontinued, the

iines were cleaned. They were then

made available to the City of Morro

Bay fov use as a municipal outfall
facility.

After much deliberation, the City o
Morro Bay declined the use of the p
i

pelinses.
The staff then instructed Texaco, 1in
1479, to remove a porcion Of the LIn2s
located between the high water mark

and the lowest surf zone. In compliance
with that instruction, Texaco applied

to the Coastal Commission for a permit

to do the work, Such was net grantad
however, on the basis that the area

is environmentally sensitive and that

the work could not proceed without

a favorable environmental impact report.
The staff then re-examined the entire
question, for environmental considerations,
whether the pipelines should be partially
removed, entirely removed, or left
entirely in place.

In consultation with other permitting
jurisdictions, and with local communities
and individuals, the staff invited
comment as to cae disposition oL tne
pipelines. Such consultation included
distribution of an assessment prepared

by HDR Sciences, of Santa Barbara,

in 1981. The assessment concluded that
the pipelines should be left in place,
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with a covering reef over the seaward
terminous to anchor the exposed portions
of the pipelines, and to serve as a

fish habitat. 0f 30 parties who received
the circulated information, one private
property owner stated that the pipelines
should be removed; ten other parties
staced that the pipelines be left in
place, and the balance did not comment.

The pipelines are buried except fo:

a portion of their seaward ends. The
seaward portion of the lines were exposed
for a distance of 100 feel in 1978,

and up to 300 feet in 1980. On April 22,
1983, a four-member diving Ceam examined
the area again; at that time, about

20 feet was exposed in 55-foot depth
water near a rock-outcropping, and

about 30 feet of the lines were exposed
where they cross each other. Further
inland, the lines are covered by sand;
Luo excavations tlvol ana 19021 falied
to expose the lines within the tideland
area which they traverse.

The staff has concluded that partial

or complete removal of the pipelines
would have an adverse environmental
impact in the Morro Bay vicinity. Such
action would affect the recreational

use of the adjacent beach for approximately
three months; it would also cause noise
and visual disturbances and would affect
local beachfront residents for the
duration of removal operations; temporary
increases in turbidity and temporary

loss of certain beach-dwelling organisms
would additionally occur.

To preclude the effects described above,

che scaff believes chat 1T is environmentaily
sound and in the public interest,

to leave the pipelines in place subject

to conditions of strict accountability

and liability.
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8.

Texaco and the staff have agreed in
principle with vespect to the disposition
of the subject Pipelines in the following
particulars:

a) Tke pipelines shall be abandoned
in placer.

b) Texaco will anchor the seaward
terminous of the pPipelines with
riprap cover to create an artificial
fishing reef under a plan approved
by the State Department of Fish
and CGame.

Texaco will quitclaim to the State
all of Texaco's interest within
the lease area.

Texaco will indemnify the State
agains: any and all loss, damage

L

Oor claim connected with Cae pipelines.

Texaco will remove the bpipelines,

Or any portion thereof, or riprap

cover, should they ever become

a public hazard or estreme public

nuisance, as the Executive Officer
mey direct.

Texaco will post a continuous proof
of ability to assurs performance
of removal.

Texaco will provide an annual report
of the tideland portion of the
abandoned pipeline to confirm thac
it remains unexposed and presents

nc public hazard.

A Negative Declaration was prepared

Dy the Commission staff, oursuarc =g
CZQA and the State CEQA Guidelinrs.
Staff has found that the arctificial

reef project will not have a significanc
effect on the environment.
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10. The project is situated on lands identified
as possessing significant envircnmental
values pursuant to P.R.C. 6370.1 and
is classified in a use category '"B"
which authorizes Lim.ted Use. The project
as proposed will not have a significant
effect upon the identif..d environmental

values.

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

B. Cal. Adm. Code: Title 2, Div. 3; Title 14,

Div. 6.
o AB 884: N/A.
- . OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:
! S After the period within which to respond
,gg to the Negative Declaration had ended,
- two commercial fishermen notified the staff

that the artificial reef may possibly be
detrimenzal to 2ill nel fisaung; that o3,
- ’ chat the nets coula pbe caught ana corn
g . in the rocks comprising the reef. The staff
! consulted with them and the president of
‘y the local Fishermen's Association, and
' with the State Department of Fish and Game.
After such consultation, it is the considered
opinion of the staff that the area of the
. K. proposed reef is quite small in relation
L - to the overall area of Estero Bay, and
that the presence of the reef structure
. ‘ will have only a negligible effect ou cummercial
2 fishing operations. For tnat reascn, the
: sttaff keeps to the recommendations presented
& today. The staff has also invited the commercial
fishermen to appear personally, or by
B representation, to present their arguments
to the Commission for veview and consideration.

- APPROVALS OBTAINSD:

orited States Army Corps of Engineers,

Uniced States Coast Guard, United States

e , Fish and Wildlife Service, and State Department
o . of Fish and Game.

~§ FURTHEPF. APPROVALS REQUIRED:
S ’ Czlifornia Coastal Commission.

"} EXHIBITS: A. Location Map.
. Vi B. Negative Declaration.
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IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

1. DETERMINE THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION HAS BEEN PREPARED
FOR THIS PROJECT BY THE COMMISSION AFTER CONSULTATION
WITH RESPONSIBLE AND TRUSTEE AGENCIES.

2. CERTIFY THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION, NO. 344, HAS BEEN
COMPLETED IN ACCORDANCE WITH CEQA, THE STATE CEQA GUIDELINES,
AND THE COMMISSION'S ADMINISTRATIVE REGULATIONS; AND
THAT THE COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDuRED THE
INFORMATION CONTAINED THEREIN TOGLTHER WITH COMMENTS
RECEIVED DURING THE REVIEW PROCESS.

3. DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECT WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT
EFFECT ON THE ENVIRONMENT, AND FIND THAT THE PROJECT
1S CONSISTENT WITH THE LAND'S USE CLASSIFICATICX, PURSUANT

TO PRC 6370.1.

. 3 4. ACCEPT A QUITCLAIM DEED FROM TEXACO, INC., AS TO THE
s LAND DESCRIBED IN LEASE PRC 2763.1. .

i 5. AUTHORIZE EXECUTION, BY THE EXECL. JE OFFICER OR ASSISTANT
7} s EYECUTIVE OFFICER, €& 5 LIACE TERUINATION ACRCL..Cw "
L WITH TEXACU, INC., SUBSTANTLALLY IN THE FORM PKESENILY
1 ‘ ON FILE WITH THE COMMISSION, PRGVIDING FOR THE CONDITIONS
’ IN PARAGRAPH 8 HEREINABOVE SET FORTH.
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STATE LANDS COMMISSION EXECUTIVE OFFICE
1807 13th Street

Sacramanto Ca%itornra 95014
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Exhibit "B

EiR NO 344

Favn o . _.‘v‘_!_._(_:;li_l_&_t_,__‘_-u_(.‘_!:\b_.-_\i_!n.‘l
File Ret.: Wwp 2763

SCH=: 8304191]

Texaco Pipeline Abandonment/Artificial Fishing Reef

Project Title:
Construction

Project Location: Pacific Oczan, Estero Bay, San Luis Obispe County

Project Description: The construction of an artificial’ fishing reef to secure the
terninous of two abandoned pipeline approximately 3,000 feat

of fshore, .

This NEGATIVE DYCLARATLION is prepared pursuant to the requirements of the Calirorniu
Environmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et seq. of the Public Rasources Code), the State
CEQA Cuidelines (Seccion 15000 et seq., Title 14, of the Califarnia adninistrative Coded,
and che State Lands Commissiur regulations (Seczion 2901 e: seq., Tirle 2, of the

Calirtornia Adminiscrative Cogu).

Based upvn che attached Iaitial acudy, it has buen found that:

[37 the project will not have a significant et:ecc on the enviroament.

Z:7 the attached mitigation me wures will avoid soten.fally significanct effects,

Contaet Puersoin; Ted T. Fukusbima
1807-13th Streect
Sacramento, CA 9583}

Telephones (Y1v)322-7813
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STATE LANDS COMRNISSION Date Fled: 0

File Ref.;_WP 2763

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT FORM - Part |
_\'T'n be compleged by apphcant)
FORM 69.3111782)

A, GENERAL INFORMATION

1. Name, address, and telephone number:

4 Anphcamt . Contast person if other than applicant:

Mr. R. J. Wark

Texaco, Inc.

Post Office Box 3756
Los Angeles, CX 90031
213, 385-0515 _( )

2. Project location: (Plesse reference to nearest town or community and include county)

_Pacific Ocean. Estero Bav, San Luis Obispo Countvy

(Off Atascadero State Beach)

\
b, Assessor’s parcel number: N/A

3. Existing zoning of project site: Unzoned

4. Existing land use of project site: Ocean

5. Proposed useofsie:___ Placement of artificial fishing reef at terminus of

abandoned nipeline.

6. Cther permits required: Coastal Commission

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Fanr busddebnng vomstitenon projects, complete "ATTACHMENT A”, N/.‘\

Formesen oy sacion propeess Dewnibe tally, the prog, o o By et parpose and wended use, 2y, for proyes
mnetal praspes tusg perms, nclude the number of 1pst hotes g1 af o, ameunt ot matena to be excavated, musimoa:

stbn e aten of die o hanee hole location,, dopith of holes, e1e. Atticn piane, or ether l,'.'é!i-.!:ﬁ:}?.!ﬂ-‘.‘i‘-‘.&i’.h... . an

See Inmitial Study.




LENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

mation un topogrzahy, sod ftatulity, plants and animaly,
ay xisiing structures on the site, 1d *ha uge nf the structures,

. 1. Ducenlin the propect site as it nxist before the project, mcluding mfor
anitl any cultural, historical, or scemic aspcts. Descihe a
Sce I[nitial Study.
2. Duscrdw the surrounding properties, including information
ndicate the type of land use {residential, commercial, etc.),

ment stores, ete.), and scale of devefopment {neight, frontage, set-back, rear yard, 0(C.).

' See Inicial Study.
D. ENVIRONMEMTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

on plants and ammals and any cutuzal, histarical, or scenic aspects
intensity of fand usa (one-family, apartment houses, shops, depart

‘ Answer the following qu~+*ions by placing a rheck in the appropriate box. Discuss all items checked “yes'’ or “maybe”.

/8 (Attach additional sheets as necessary)

W Wili the project involve: YES MAYBE NO
! . . P . ‘ . ~
- 1. achange in existing features of any bays, udelands, beaches, lakes, oc hills, or substanzial siteratior . ..., ... B d &

of ground contnurs?

=

2, achange in scenic views of vistas from existing residez(tial areas or publiclandsorads? .. ..o it D

e

a change 1n pattern, seale, or character of the general area OFProject? t v v v verasseneaonarascsanes

. od

C B

‘V
' * a4, asigni(icameffcctcnplantoranimallife?..... evesenssasveeasessaranenas

O &80

OO0 o000 oooood
&

-
-
«
.
.
.
.
.
N
*
.
-

5. signiﬂcnmamcuntscfsohdwas(eorlitter?

B . 6. achonge in dust, aeh, smcke, fumes, or 0dors in the VICIRITYZ s v euvvwvnerrereermsrneenenrees
' L}

=

.
.
.
.
.
.
.
-
.

.
.

a change in ocean, bay, lake, stream, or ground water quality or quantity, or aiteration ..
of existing drainage patierns?

8 0O

.
.
.
-
-
.

8. achange in existing noise or vibration levels in the ViCINItY?. « e v v v sosvvecsscensencnaenn

&3

.

9. construction on filled fand ot on slope of 10 PEICENT OF MOFEY. s o serveness v oernenaosesenses

&

10. use or disposal of potentially hazardous materials, such as toxic or radioaCtiVE o L v e e aan s e
sutsstantces, Ylammables, cr explosives?

£

11.  a change vy demand for municipal services (police, fire, water, Sewage, €tC.07 oo cvvevennnneraannnnen

OO0 OO0

Lt

12. an increase in follis fuel consumption {electricity, oil, natral gas, LY A 7 P

13, alargerproicctoraseriesofproiec!s?................................................. D
‘ xy. Positive impact - creates habitat for marine life.

E. CERTIFICATION %7, Alteration of ocean floor by construction ol recef.

&=

ments furnished above and in the attached exhibits present the data and information re

| hereby cerbfy that the state
and that the fucts, statements, and information presented are true

quired for thas imual evaluation to the best of my abilaty,
and correct to the best of my knewledae and belief

V)
24, 1983 Siqued: é ré__\

Date Junge

for Texaco, Inc.

SN 111

——————

~ N TV )

- va mn eay

o o s vy Sl




STATE LANDS COMMISSION

- ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST - PART 1l
’ File Ref.:__ WP 2703

.

. ‘:! .gwmu.zn 11/82)
SCH No.: 83041911

¢ 1. BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Apphcant: Texaco, Inc., - .
Los Angeles, Califlornia

Checkhst Date: 4/ 28 7 83

.

Cohen e e e e .

Contact Person  1}an

{ Yloy 522-7805
thc marlne

Telephone:
secure the terminus of two prCanCS 0110 enhanc:

Purpose. To

environment, . _ . — ——e
Pacific Qcean, Estero Bay, Qan Luis Obispo County

et ¢ i e e o . @ x . m—

Location,

- - - - e ———— . < T m—— - - -

ion of an 1rt1f1c1al fishing _reef_as dl\CU\bed in
The design _alternative_proposing

Descoption Construce
the attached study. Notwu:
combination of rcl aod concrere debris salvaged from Dlablo

Hnmﬂ&%amg en deblgndtcd as pre elerved 1pd§?iq7o- 9)

and, 56-0Q of atvached_study.

Sec pages 34-38

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPALZTS. {Explarn all “yes” and “maybe’” answers)
Yes Maybe No

A, Fath, VAl the proposal result . )
1, Unstable earth conditions or changes in geologic substiuctures? | |, L ] [ ] L\_l

2, Disruptions, displuacaiments, compaction, or overcoverng of the sol?, . QU | o L {‘(l [ l | X

3. Cranoz m topography or ground surfcce reliet Jeatures? | 0L ¢ floor |

4. The destruction, cavening, ot ol oy Lt o any ungque gqeatope or physical teatures?

Ay anCrease i wilt) 01 watt etosoosis o soils, either vnoor Of the site?

3 Chaniges o depraaibin s o eraant of beas it Sandd, o chatige . e wltation o et ero0n whinch may
mudity the chantdd ol a tiver o stream or S bed of e octan o any bay, aaet, ot lnkcz-'-—-‘-'-' “"’"""{'1{ 1
Eupmaee af s prap e on guoperty by geodoge, Fadady saelt oy cartheuakes, Taned fudes, mu(!’slulvs ground

L 2 N L T S SO

tadure, ot suulas hadartds?




e VI the proposagl tesult i Yes Maybe Nu

1 Substantiaf o emmessions ur detenonshon of ambyent at gquality? .. R . . [ J ! i ‘.\(.

LT e

2 The cization of obgectionable vtlors? . M

¢ .
any change in chmate, esthee locally or regionally? | | I E i.(;

3, Alteratien ol wr movement mosture o iempesglaie, o

Water Wil the proposal 1esalt o
1. Chungus m the curtents o1 the coutse or trectiun of water movements, in either marnine or fresh waters? .

2 Changes w absorplion 1ates, Uringge patiesns, of the rate and Janount of surface water runoft?. . ... ...

3 Alterations to the course 0i How of Hood waters® ~.

R R T S R

4, Change in the smount o sutfuce water iy aily wdter body? . e

5, Discharge o surfece vatess, of 10 any alteration of surface water quality, including b st not limited to

. - . e a ke

temperatuie, dissolved ¢ xygen o1 turtadity?
. Alteration 1 the dueet un ot tate o How of urouml vealerns? . .. e

Change 1 Ihe quantity of ground walers either thic agh Jueat addstions or withdrawals, or through inter

.
N s e v e s e s or e

ception of an aquiier by cuts ot excavalions? | s e e e
8. Substantial reduction n the amount of water otherwise available for public water supphes? .
9. Exposure of peopie o1 propierty (o water-related hazards such as flooding or tidal waves? .. ... ... ....

10. Signibicant changes in the temperature, flow or chemical content of surface thermal spngs? . ... . . ...

D. Plunt Life Vil the proposal result m:
1 Chanya s the diversity ol pecies, or tumber of any species of plants (inciuding trees, shrubs, grass, crops,

R I N N SN

and aualic plantsy? . ‘x BN
2 Seduclon of *Pe pado . o aly uldque fale L enduetage el Wpres of plants?, e e

3. Introduction of new sprcies of plants 1Nto an area, o1 in o bortier 1o the normal replenishment of existing

P T R N I BT S R

specIes? . . . ... . AN -
4, Reduction in acreuge of any agnicultural crop? . . ...

Smmal [ ife Watl thae praposal resalt

1 Change m tw divarsity ol species, or numbers of any species of animals (birds, land arumals including
reptiles, fizh and shelthish, benthue orgamisins, 01 nsecis)? . e s e e .

Reductinn of the numbers of any unuque, tare o endangered species of anmmals?

Introtuction of new species of anenals wta ao atea, of resalt gt a barmer to the migration or rmovement ol

B R

drimals? T A - e e e
4. Detenordtion to existing tish or wildife habitat?
None, Will the proposal 16,ult m
1 Incredse i existing nowse levels?
2 L wonie ol people 10 sevese noise levels?
Laght and Glare W91 the propes,al issitan
1, The production of new light or glare?
Lamd Use Wil the proposal cesultn
1A substontral altetation of the present or pasaed §nd use ol ap ates’
Natueal Revorrcey Wil the proposal 1esuit in

1. ocrease m the e of uew of any oatural (rsanaees’
Y

" 2 Substantial depteton o dny oostenewable e outsm?




Kk of Upser. Does the proposal sesult i

1A wsk of an explivon o the elease of hazardous substanees Oncluding, but not imited to, oil, pesticides,
chennieals, 01 radhaiion) i ihe event ot an accident o upnet CODBIIONSY « . v ey

2. Possibile micrfernee wids ginergency tesponse plan of an 2IEIQENCY evacudation plan? .. ...
Papulatton WAl the proposal resuit o

1 The alterstion, distnibution, density, or growth rate of the human popw’ 1ton of the area? ...
Hownng, VOl the proposal cesultin,

1 Afterting existing housing, or create o demand 1or additonal hwgng? e
Teansportauon]Crrculativn. \Will the proposal resultan:

1. Generation of substanual additional velueular movement?, .. caveove e

2. Atecung existing parking lacilities, or create a demand for new parking?, . . . .

3. Substantiel impact ugon existing wanspitation SYSIEMS? L .0 v st

4, Alterationy 1o preseni patteins of curculation or movement of people and/or goods? .

5. Alterations to waterborne, rail, or A taffiC? o oo h e s s

6. Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists, or Pedestrians? ..o v e e ni et

Public Serviees.  Will the proposal have an effect upon, or result in 3 need for new or altered governmental
services 1n any of the following areas:

1. Fire proteclion? . ... cvaseran e nton

2. POUCe PIOLRCUOND . v v cn s arxcmee o

3 Schouls?

3. Parks and ciher recreational facilittes?. » o v ans s

5. Maintenance of public facilites, including roads?.

6. Other guvernmental services? . e e

Energy Wil the proposal result in*
l,Useolsubs:anu.ﬂ.lmoumsolfueloruncrgvh...,.....................................
2. Substantial icrease in demant upon exising sources of energy, or require the development of new sources? .

Unslities. Will the proposal 1esult in a neerd for new systems, or substantial alterations to the following utifities:

1, Power of naturdt gasd. ..o e s . .
2. Communication sysiems? .

3, Water? .,

4. Sewer of septic tanks? .. ..

§. Storm water dramnage? . . .

6. Sohd waste and disposal? . .. e e

Human Health Wl the proposal tesultn.

1 Creation of any health hazard of potential health hazard {excluthing mental health)? |

2. Expmute 0 people 10 potential health hazatds? . esea sesarraveuns

Aesthetiey Will the proposal resuitn

1. The olsteoetion ol any stemt vista OF Ve open to the pubhe, or wil tha pragxnal tesult in the creation

any aestheti ally wltesnie sile open to pubhc visw? . X . .

S Recreation Wil the guniporal tesult

1 A nup et upon i uatity o quaniity of existing tocteational opportamities? .

Ys+ Maybe No

(]
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a3 Mavba Na

s T Cultaral Resourees,

V. Wit the proposal reaalt o the alteration of or the destruc ion of 3 prehistone of istonc archeclogical sita? . [ l [ i

“ 2 Wil the propusal result i advarse physacal o aesthetc ebfects 10 a prelustone or histonc builthag,
structure, or obpat? | . e e e N N Y v
3 Daey the peoposal have the potentidl to cause 3 physical change which would attect unigue athnie cultural N
. VJ'U'.‘S? ... .. s A v es s wa s [J I‘I g‘\. ¥
4 Will the proposal rests 1 exuling rehigious or sacred uses withun the potential impact asea? . . . . . . Caeas El [ [ i(
’
U. Mumdatory Fidingy of Sign picance. - ~

-
1 Does the propet have ths patentiel to Je yrade the quabty of the environment, reduce the hatutat of a fish or
wildhfe species, cause ¢ tish or wildlite populaton to drop betow self sustasming levels, threaten 1o eliminate
. 3 plant or smimal community, reduce the number ot festrict the range of a rare or endangered piant or
3 dmmal or eliminate important examples of the major peniods of Califorma history or piehistory? . | i ] [ ] I\,

2 Dors the project have the notentiel to achieve short term, to the disadvantage of jong term, environmental .
goals?> .., . . . - } et e []’]I\E

3. Dues the project have v 1éts whieh are mdmvidually imited, but cumulatively considerable? | ., ., ., ... U L; b\g

4. Does the projact have environniental effects which will cause substantial adve:se effects on human beings,
eithyr drectly or indwrectly? .. ... ... ... .. e D [_J [X]

A.2 3. Although the physical nature of the project area will be
modified, such activity is not expected to cause sipgnifi-
cant impacts (sec pages 30-31 of attached study).

E.1., 3. Beneficial effects will occur on the arxa’s mariae
organisms (page 30).

Genaral See pages 16-18 of the attached study for a discussion
of other pussible impiacts. As indicated, these factors -
are not deemed to he of probable significance if planning
and construction techniques are accomplished with a high
degree of care and skill.

: Note: At this writing test boorings are scheduled to determine
)] whether a filtration layer under the reef is necessary.

V. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
O the baas of ths it evalustion

! X; I had the proposed project COULD NO ¢ 1 ave o siosfiant etlect on the environment, und a NEGATIVE DECLARATION wih
} be peepared

f , I findd that although the proposed proet conld have o signehea-t eflect an the envirtonment, thers will not be a signefecant vt
M s Ca%e Decate e (e i hdalion medsutes desenitbed 06 an 3o ned sheet huve heen added w0 the project: A NEGATIVL :
DECLARATION wall be prepared y 4

‘ i Pl ahe proposed propect MAY have a simihicant eftsct on the envitonment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORI

18 reqQuned .
.
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