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ADOPTION OF SACRAMENTO RTUER CARRYING CAPACITY STUDY
- IMPLEMENTATION PLAN AND CONSZDERATION OF # couReE OF ACGTION
REGARDING THE COMMISSION'S MORATORIUM ON MARINA CONSTRUCTION

BGCKGROUND:
on July 12, , the State f.ands commission imposed. a
pment along the Sacramanto River
Aties, until a comprehensive
effect of existing and proposed marina
tg carrying capacity s completed.

The ‘purpose of the study was to asgess the marina carrying

cagacity of *he sacramento River from River Mile (RM) 4.3,

apﬁrcximately;one and onie—half miles below Freesport, upP rivas
: i SacramentolSutter county line.

8 C is defined: as uthe extent to which the
sacrament i and its sdjacent banks can carry marina
develcpment without significant negative impact on other human,
ecological or wacer quality benefits associated with the river
systen". -

was to develop criteria which

n and local agancies to evaluatke

ent could ve accommodated within
the study & i ti for the rivei
and with rescurces protection. ] id provide the
commission, ¢ther public agencies, and p?ospective developets
with & common;information base to: a) use in their respective
planning efforts: b) assess speciFiC'proigct proposals in =
more &onprchinsiué wdy; anc <€) incorporate relevant :
information into future project an&;site_spgcifi; environmental-
iM9act'rhpdftsi - .

~

—

© (SASES 107-107.16 ADDED +2/19786)
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CALENDAR rrem o, 18 (CONT'D)

CURRENT’CGHMISSION ACTION: - i ’
at its meeting on Septembes 25, 1986, the commission took the
following action with regard to the report and thé*moratoriu-:

a) accepted +he River S&udy Ruport and directed sgaff o

reggfg»;ack to the Commission at its November meeting.
with a plan for smplementing * . findings and '
ﬁa;oﬁmen@&tions. -

&) Haintaipedrin effect the moratorium until completion of

ihe-p&gpanatﬁon,of afriuer.studg implementgtion pian.

ssion's diﬁastgon.'staff has prepared,an -
implemen y pdan and has sahmitted the plan to jocal, State
and federal officials for reviewa aod ~omment 3S well &s
iﬂtarested and affte partie A w$sﬁshop,with affected
fedsﬁai.fgake and local gouernment agencies was held on
Novewrber 18, 1986. Wwhile most ot the ageacies’ concerns were
not nsgative, £ the comments centerec on the Jack of
gguéﬁ*geﬂtal rgsqurces to carry out elifectit>ly ths

3 .

recopmendations ir the ort. S na dified i=s

~recommenditip§§~ﬁg take i
received bY £y revisnan

A workshop with the genéral aublic and 1o -al matini:oporptoﬁs
and others uwas héld-gn*becembe?~§, 198i5. Those paerscns heving
comments were generallg fayorable. as anticipatéd, those
pquons,qssogiated with resource pre X
the Commission to take a strond position

ssu Those persons asaociated with deve n

thy Commission should adopt 2 fFlexible approaci to its
decisidn~$aking<concerning river development proposals.

The consensus is that some contrels need tt be placed on river
deoelopment and that the criteria deuelopedfhy the Commyission
should provide ﬂecisibnamakers with a better understanding of
the enuiroﬁmental effects associated with commercial marina
developwment in the river study area- staff nas considered the

pvalic's comments in its preparation of a revised
im§1ementaﬁicn plan.

f copy of the final ravise tation plan recomuendations
;s attached her ibi v, Briefly summarized, tbe
ﬂﬁmpfémehtation : : i river studg?reﬁbrt‘s
recommendations toge th staff's recommendation to tha

Commis&ion. after ccnsultation~mi£h public agencies and

(ADDED 12719/86)
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» o0 indfvidual futund projects come hoforvtﬁe‘fg:ofnfﬁission. gaq'g;h

| SIGNIFICAMT LANDS: . °

. bensfit'the arfected significant lands.

| _GRLELER If

3

persons affected by the implewsntation. plan staff ha;& revited
jts recommendations to khe Comxission. dhere the Commission ‘°
has ciear authority to adopt.Z partdcular recommendation >

. < =

regarding development cn the river staff is recommending that °
it do so.  Many of -the fepart's recommendations are beyond the. .
authority of the Commissivn to agopt. In these instances,
staff rcco"nacnds that the Coweission join with appropriate
local; State and federal agsncies authorized to fueiher examige
the ‘current need for possible funding sources, and timing for |

<

_cxrrying out such racommendations:

i

-
- o s i;"‘} s

“~piap. for 4implémenting t‘iug'\)ac_raninlo,\ River Marina Carrying « o
y ~Capacity Study. o RSN R R

o
P - L W : o
“ \\“.‘ . - - qi

ENVIRORMENTAL IMPACT: _ - o ST e Pt
‘Gz to the nature of the study and the staff's recommendations -
regarding ths ihp”lep‘ngatipa plan staff 1is recommending that:

the Commission find that adoption of -the river study = o °
implimentat: oh plan is exempt from the rsquiremenis of CEQA &P

a cgta:gor‘-icll'ly éxempt projact. This activity is exempt uggqb‘

. clasess 7 and 8 of the State CEQA Guidelines - Actions.dy .~

ragu t;orggagong;iu;\gqr protoctigg“ef natural resources and for
ng'ct‘;i&an "of the (enUirdnment. - < KRR v oS

<
- <
&

Y

4111 -have to- comply with the provisicns of CEQR.
= - s F - < LT .

el
&

AN -~

P

: ‘ nvolves lanls
identifisd as possessing significant engii"omnt;al values ‘
pursuant o P.R.C: 6370, et seq. Based upon the staff's s
scoordination with the agencies regarding the river-study it is jﬁ :
thé staff's opinion that this activity will substantially

Adoption of the river study iupiene_htat;ién: 6la:|: i

L
[ B

EXHIBITS: < AL Location Map. N .
b B. Ingle,sientation plan Recommendations-

2T IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSTON:

1. FIND THAT -ADOPTION OF- THE RIVER STUDY IMPLEMENTATION <PLAN
IS EXEMPT FROM THE® REQUIREMENTS OF -THE CEQA PURSUANT TO

o 14 CAL. ADM. CODE AS ‘A TATEGORICAL -EXEMPT PROJECT,
© CLASSESTY AND 8 ACYION TAKEN 87 REGULATORY AGENCIES ma&: C o
° THE PROTECTION OF NATUAL . RESOURCE ECTION $E- < ...

. ENVIRONMENT, 1& CAL.: AUM. CODE 15307 AND R i

¢ B4 Y 0=
R, MER ,.;P‘?‘_
. R N _ = 2 S Vs Ty Teeie s

<

N 2 > B o, o - . ' . = % , i o s - -
S ‘Staff is recofwending. thit the: Comiission adopt those Findingd, ;o . ..
et F detarminations and directions sat fForth in Exhibit “8" as its o y

(ADDED 12/19/86)
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FIND THAT TAIS ACTIVITY WILL INVOLVE LAKDS IDENTIFIED RS
POSSESSING SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL UALUES RURSUANT TO
P.R.C. 6370, ET SEQ., BUT THAT SUCH ACTIVITY WILL WAVE MO. -
DIRECT OR INDIREGCT EFFECT ON SUCH LANDS. s -

ADOPT THE SACRAMENTO RIVER MARINA CARRYING CAPACITY STUDY
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN. ATTACHED HERETO AS EXHIBLY *“B™ ANO BY.
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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EXHIRIT “B*

sTATE OF CAOL.IFORNIN
STATE LANDS CcOMMI SSION

December 12, 1986

for

The August, 198€ Final Report - Sacramento Rivet Mzrina -
_ Carrying Capacity Study developed by Riparian Systeas -
and Me7er Rssources :

STAFF RECOMMENDS THAT THE COMMISSION:

FIND THAT THE SACRAMENTO RIVER MARINA CARRYI.G CAPACITY STOUDY
DATED AUGUST, 1986 PREPARED BY RIPARTAN SYSTEMS 'RESOURCES
PROVIDES LOCAL, STATE AND FEDERAL DECISION AND THE MARINA
DEVELOPING PUBLIC WITH A  FRAMEWORK WI! WHICH INFORMED
DECISIONS CAN BE MADE CONCERNING THE EFFECTS MARINA D

MAY HAVE ON THE SACRAMENTO RIVER AND ENVIRONS.

ALL LOCAL, STATE AND FEDERAL AGZNCIES ARE ENCOURAGED__TO UTILIZE
THE RIVER STUDY REPORT AS AN INFORMATIONAL DOCUMENT WHEN WEIGHING
THE CONSEQUENCES OF FUTURE DEVELOPMENT OF MARINA AWD CTHER
FACILITI®S ON THE SACRAMENTO RIVER WITHIN THE STUDY AKREA.

MAKE THE TFOLLOWING SPECIFIC _FINDINGS, DETEMINATIONS AND
DIRECTIONS CONCERNING THE RIVER STUD™ REPORT: .

FOIMAT { Numbers - River Study Report Recommendations:

{ Letters - Staff recomsendations to the Coﬁissibn’:- -

1.1 Restrict new instream marina developwent to Reach 4. Apiail; a ‘
s - . boating speed Ilimit from the 1-00 overpass at ve

Cappoox.) M 62.5 dewnstream to the lower Iimie of reach 4.

o~

Staff recommends that the Commission:

MINUTE PAGE 5‘023 o




River Study Implementation Plar - Page &

Id

Find that the Sacramento River in the study: urea conitains
sensitive ecological, biological and other attributes
especially in reaches 1,2,3 & S. Developwent - cf additional _
new marina. facilities in these areas could seriously impact :
these reaches and degrade the Triver .experience for all
users. Developmént of any new in-stiream facilities should

be accomplished only after thorough environamental review.

Find that Reach 4 of the river study area has been the site
of extensivé marina and .other dock development. Because
this reach of the river has aiready exceeded its capacity to
effectively carry boating traffic at spsed; future rew N
marina comstruction should be limited tc thiz area, unless .
the Commission, on weighing access, environmental and -other
factors surrounding a particular application, finds that
public dnterest would best he served DLy allowing mnew: -
construction in another reach of the river. i ’

Direct its staff to work with other goverﬁyegﬁi agéncies
concerning the need for establishing a new 5 mph speed. Iimit
for all of reach 4. o

1.8 Do"mallwmnﬁmin Reach 4 to iatrude into the

river furthier than existing marinas. -
Recomméndation:

(a) Find that in order to preserve the integrity of the: riverl.
channei and to maximize multiple use.of the river area. naw
marinas shall encroach intc the river as 1itctle as possible
using current encroachments as a maximum guideline. ’

1.3 Rxpansion of existing marinas oould be
2ll. Tiver <reaches subject %to meoting

specified in this report (including 1.2 above)-

Recommerdaijon:

{2y Find that expansion of existin~ marinas may pose 1less of an
environwmental and scological threat than construction of mnew
marina facilities in the river study area.

(b) Considar the expansion of existing marinas- in all reaches of
the river providad such éxpansion projects meeZ. #ll the

i critaria set forth in the river study rsport. - ;

Y.4 :

~

opposite un existing aarina. e




Ziver Study Implecentation Plan - Page 3

Recommendation:

(a) Find that iz cxder 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 opposite existing
marinas. i T

1.5 Develop stable funding to easure continusd operstion of the
accessing lock to the Sacramento Deep Wator Ship Chasmel. :

Recommendation: - N

(a) Find that it lacks budgeted Zunds and aut:}igg:ity ‘to provide
funds for the continued oreration cr the despuzter channel

lock.

(b) Direct. its staff +to_ coantact local, state and federal - _
governments concerning the availability of Zunds to maintain

access to the deepwatar channel lock.

1.8 Encourage a eooperatin speed signing prpgrﬁ on the rivér.
Recommendation: ‘ )

(a) Dira‘;:t its staff to contact local governments regarding the -
necessity and desirability of developin? a speed sigiing-
program for the river and to investigate possitle funding

sources.

-t

1.7 Kstablish a -o:e'ettocti;o standayrd to assess and mm
inebriated/irresponsible boaters from the river.

Recommendation:

() Find that <the development and imposition of sta‘ndard; for
assessing and removing inebriated/irresponsible persons from
the river is beyond the authority of the fommissioxn. N

C
(b) Find that newly enacted laws concerning inebriated pergsons - )
operating vessels on the river are now in place and -
attempting tc address. the inebriated persons issue. ’ -

(c) Direct its staff to work with appropriate local and siate
agencies concerning the need for additional laws or,
regulation regarding the removal of inebriated/irresponsible
pe<sons from the river. ‘

Encourage & cooperative review of enforcemeat and salely .
. capabilitiss om the river. - s -

MINUTE PAGE




River Study Implementation Plan = Page 4

Recommendation:

(a) Direct its ataff *o work with local and state agencies
regarding enforceme:t and zafety issues of the river: )

2.1 Prohibit water/jet skiing Ia reach 4. ,
2.2 Prohidit water/jet skiing betwoen .IM 46 aad 50 duiing

£ishing seasons. ] : '
2.3 Consider prohibition of water/jet skiing opposite all study: -
area instream marinas.

to private docks (primarily i 62-88) during the off-peak
sesson (Scpiember-May). S :

2.4 Consider prohibition of water/Jst skiing 35 areas adjacent

2.5 Post other areas for wates/jet 3kiing, with private dock
development proceeding at owner’s risk. -

Recommendation:

- (a) Find that prohibition of any generally accepted tx;us‘t yse '
should only be accomplished “after extensive study and
consultation with othar governrantal agencies including the

Office of the State Attorney Genh. srat..

Find that “time, place, and manner” regulation of. various
types of trust uses is within the prerogative of various -
iocal, state and federal agencies jncluding the State L,ands
Commission. . ~o-

Direct its staff to work with. appropriate agencies of
govérnment to study the need for and, if necessary, pri:pare
and adopt ‘rules of the road" for water/jet skiers that

would apply to the various reaches of the river in the study ;
aroa. =

e

2.8 Do not encourage further development of launch ramps between .
Miller Park and Elkkora (I-5 Bridge).

Recommendation: .

Tind that the further development of launch ramps cail have .

serious deleterious effects cn the ability of the river to

- carry boats and additional development;’ ‘anif that' such
. development should be accomplished only - r thorough
" . environmental review. : =T,

: a ) ’ o

(o]

vvomnmeci 1078
: 2




River Study Iaplementation Plan - Page 5

(b) Limit the construction of new ramy 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 enviroament.

Post speed signs at !ishinz_,at'spots during tishin( season.

Post waraing signs where . there are oxtensive n!ivatewdocgs
along the river. re. transitting craft keeping to center-of
the channel and passing port to port. |

- Recommendation:

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

local agencies. .

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

-~  signing program that provides protection and instruction to
2ll . river wusers, and where appropriate, require State

lessees to sign premises as. a condition of its State lcas&. -

2.10 Allo” . no marina dovolog-ant on the Sacrameato side of
‘river to intrude imto the waters im froat of tho.nlnrfcau

River Parkway.
Recommendation:

(a) The American River Parkway is a fragile and gensitive urban
environment that should be presarved and maintained. .
Encrocachment of marina fac‘lities in front of the Parkway °
coéuld havae a detrimental effect on the Parkway and shoiuild
not be permitted.

2.11 ‘Adopt noise regulations for the river study area.
2,12 Prohibit dry Stacks ard umsuffled boats in the study ares.
Racommendation: )

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

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

Other things being egual, the Commission shsuld&NAIvo _
»priortty to ‘marimas that propose, or are cxpunﬂiac'to-ad &

CALENDAR PAGE
MINUTE PAGE




River Study Implemensctisn Plan - FPage 6

" diverse array of eaterprise cemiers. (We do not qqu.;i&:t;
cobdominiums, office balldings or resideatial develomients
%o be entarpzise ceamtars). =

Recommendation:

{a) TFiné that, if marinas that propose or are expanding towird a
diverse array of enterprise centars can. . fully meel. the.
review crite=ia set forth in the river study report and
CEQA, priority shall de given to such marinas. In this
regard. enterprise centers shall include water related uses
commonly asscciated with rarinas and shall not include

upiand residential and office jpace use.

The SLC should participate with local governments <o de‘relop
a Jjoint urbam linmewr riverfrout access policy, and a
Sacrameato Corrider xlsza. -

) to:iltively. the Comzission emcourage the S lccal pldnia(
sgeacies (4 with the mew city of Wost Sscramestolto jolatly
develop a Secramsato River Corridor elemsat of their Gessral

-

Recommenda’.icn: _
ta) Direct its staff to explors with local governzents the: need.
for -and deairability of developing a reglonai river access
plin or mocdifications to existing elements of goneral plans
for public access. - )
To the exteat possible, casbine avoidince and restorative
rate¢ . es to  omsure no met loss of riperian habitat i}iﬁig
each marina d&/ Selopmenst/expansics site.

Where recompendation 5.1 above 13 not fully effective, the
arisa doveloper should use acquisition . and - pisxting

tecihmiques to emsure restoration of productively ‘eguivalent

rAparian habitat elsewhere in the same _river 7eech.

Where 5.1 and 5.2 sbove are not fully effective, thc warina
developer should axtend strategy 5.2 to the full stuldy area.

Replacement throdgh acyuisitios or restceratioa of riperian
‘hsbitat outside the study area is mot reccemeaded, lng;luo
‘it doss mot reapomd to the 1osse of local habitat
POdRSEEIVESY <~ Strong emphkesis “should be placed om
exhausting poesibilitisc wader  strateqy 5.1, Vefore
: strategies 5.2 amd: 5.3 are considered. : C s .

3

<
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£.5 Experts frou +he California Deyertmsit of Fish and 0-01:59#' :
iha U.S. Fish snd ¥ildlife Servios should ‘be -oomsulted with .

respect to équivelent riperien hibitat productivity. - -,
wﬁibm - C < 4 . ‘

A
. - =z
Ve N

) e - - - . EE :i)’*’; E
(a): "¥Find that riparian habitat in the study area is an isportant
natural rescurce that should be preserved and. restored. - ’

- - Q
(b) Find that the strategy outlined in recommendations 5.1
.throdgh 5.5  providel a Dbasis foxr protecting this resource
and should be adopted by all peraitting agencies having.
Iawful authority over davelopment in the river study area. )

8.1 %the talifornia Depastimeat of Fish ané Gene and the U.8. Fish
.and - Wildlife Sexvics should be closely consulted * with
- zespect Lo, avcidacoe - apd protectiom of thireutened spéCies - -
“and their habitats. U T T

ﬁécoﬁag&sticg:

(). Find that the Commission, 4as lead or responsible/triistee
. % agency unter CEQA)Yeviews  all river imvacting p:;g'i’jactij; for

their direct and inlirect effacts on the yiver environs.

(b) Find +hat where it has lawful authority ovei ripirian °
habitat that all avoidance and restorative l}neasures\shal_l_l be
preciscly- identified.prior to final approval and issuange of
# laase for +he project by +the ‘Commission, and ‘that .
implementation of such miuigation shall occur cégcgtgar;!sl/v\ﬂ;“ig; :
with construction of the project. £ ’

Tz - - 3 N

‘whe Commission should réquire adequm and operational Y
puapout statioms and holding tznk facilities .
ss a condition of _g;vﬂ-w. ans
‘s . ’u' | .E - o0 - Q" a _ ] ’ A."‘. -"\! u* I l i” &:’ A
- matines.| ani .3 all 'instances

- DORTOYS .-

o

Recomaendatiof: I ‘ ° r
PN N N N < . - ov ) : ‘
{a) Find thyt puwpout facilities can suhstantially reduce the

" ‘1w of/dewage into the river. P P

2o . o - :} * . FL R . : . " s’} e o -

_ (bF Direct its:ustaff %o coordinate wit al pAd state aginciei:

. 3 ’ . o , ] ] ., ° ) 2. ) s \i,w . .fr’ .cr‘dﬂz“‘c ; ‘;.F

|

Tl
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- - ) -~

concerning the effect of - recently enacted lﬁisl@@??:;(

concerning thé issue of pumpoat facilities for marinas.

. 3f necessary, - as & condition of a lease, the
incorporaticn of pumpout facilities on all new marinas; and
all existing wmariras as provided in the lease or asx a
condition of renewal or .amenément. T o

7.2 “Phe peed for similar faclilities at launchiag ”Mlﬂ ln :
v = 4 74 " . . . -

closely Mtoioll,) a»d if
Wﬂ inszitutad there.

need - is confirwed, sintisr

Recommendation: , o e

(a) Find that launch ramp facilities ‘may contribute to vns&e A

accumuiation in the riwer study area.

(b)) Direct staff to consult with local.ageqci;s concefniqi !
need to establish pumpout and ‘similar requirements for
launch ramps. . . : o

<

ir docks, &t locations ocavenient to boaters.

7.3 All marinas shoul

Recosmendation: B

(a) Find that solid waste materisls congi'iﬁu*& :aipj,gicgntfglx to B
the degradation of the river. ‘ O . (

Requireé, where ‘i;eéessa;:y, the placement of disposal b.ﬂns on

. marina premises, as a . condition of its lease. ~

" The Commission should emncourage local - jurisdictions . teo
conduct a Jjoint assessment of the adeguacy of jublic
‘washrooms in the study areas, and to provide for any fadility
needs that are idestified. . - A .

B_;géo,-'-e‘i;dgtion,: ’ . o /'53 B

(a) Direct its staff to work with local agencies ;o detirmine
the adequacy of existing washroom tacilities in the study.
area. . . N

e~

‘l‘h. Commission should consider standards for mooring, m;/ta

ARy, he}diné and shore .ambilicals for B i._ll {_11M "M’
during their -ongoing staff study of residsntial- yie'of tidak
“M m' ’ - < . PR . :-’ \v o ‘: B

- o

- N . v AR/ ~ T W ot
. e ’c,r—_’> - . . I{}'? ST > e .
Recosimendat:ion: > SO S
o A ? < ’ . B N .
NN N -
<

id be required to place litter disposil bies

N

3




River Study Iaplementation Plan - Fage 9

Recommendations

fa).

oy
H
!
«
i 5.

Find that ;és'i,dogﬁial use of .tide and submergad -lands qfs a

use gonprally inconsistent with the public trust under which
title to the lands is: held. : o

The Commission Should request an immediste deteiminsiiion”
from appropriate state authority as-to whetheor ase of paints
containing ?rlbutyltin-oxido s |\asardous. - ’ . :

An -expert workshop should be consid¢ ced to focus availabie
knowledgs on the tributlytin toxicity jrobles. . . )
sn interim advisory notice m&u tho " possible
oconsequences of use of paints containing tributlytin-oxide -
shonldbeismdndpogtodatallnrml. T

- 1ist should be

Boit maintenance facilities should be momitored for their
bandling of hull paint residues. - . L .

Engine axd hull washing detergents should be certifiod as
safe for waX on the Sacramento River. - o
Control measures and safe di 71l standards shouid be
established for boat maintenmance ~haulout facilities.

3ités sheuld be enginesred to provide ”

“and maistensnce dredge ppoll

Board and the US. Environmental -Protection Agency are .
currently finishing studies on tributlytin-oxide. Acccrding,
to available information tributyltin is krown to be Yighly
toxic .and is classified as a toxic waste. vk .

Acknowledge that both the State Water Rescurcss Control

Direct its staff to work with ;_lppropriaibeufageﬁ’ci.f%s ta .

.develope procedures and/or regulations governing the. tise of

tributyItin and hull washing Getergents.

Findy.that it may have  little Jjuriadictiocs over the -
development of off-stream marinas. _However, .te the fxteai -
that :s,ueh * marinas impact - the ri.vo::c OnRbRt | 2~

- - IQ
S ’ R U
. - -~ :
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I~

Commission fully #&upports ths reéecommendations cqnccj?x’iinn

off-stream marinas. . . . _
:‘os,, ’
— s

iuhi
a mii
v

Recommendation: ; SO X TN T
h z v -

9.1 Highest quality automstic shut-offs on all fuel
. and EPA & .

snd. EF roved fuel storage tanks should bs
regquirement Zor any naw boat fueling facilities. !

(a) Require, as approprizts, the uis of ,hggb,e"‘i;‘ié‘zi?ﬁ?‘“ﬁi{a”? state’
= ' of the art fueling hoses in new marinas, as a conditibn of -
its. leass.: ’ .- BN [ |
(b) Buppert, where it does not have direct authority, the use of
« BEPA approved storage ta_.gxksA on all new marinas.

10.1 Consider installation of grated transverse. drains across '

launching ra=ps to collect bilge discharges and convey them <
_wim»:mnodtnkfozmmlmodiapoﬁl. '

:o’z New ancillary areas should consider FOrous pevenest designs, -
 grading to . dixect drainage swiy from -the river aad peyiodfe = - |

Recommendaticna: = - - e

(2) Find that most Yaunch ramps facilities -are located heyond -

" the jurisdiction of the Commission, o oL
(b} Support efforts of local gbveri’m;éixﬁs regarding fthase:g
) ‘requirements. when found necessary . through the environnental

"¢ prpcess. : o A, C
"'{c) TRegquire; vhere appropriate, ‘as. a conditioa of its state
% lease, the inclusion of porous pavement designs, grading t¢

. collect drainage away f£rom the river and periodic -ochﬁug),f;\x‘vl .

| Sweeps of parking areas. : S N

J. “Z,' . . = -, - " ' .:::;\: e ; %,,

ﬁfif%wtg must be an ‘overriding. factor duriag smy.

g na dsvelopment, on or off<stream. : foed :

. - . - o

-~ >

-Recoumendation A . .

= “° (aY° Acknowledge trke . importance of lezaes during marina
- development and also the role of the §/cats Reclamation. Board
with regard to maintaining and presexying levee~safety and
integrity.” , - o -~ T = )
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~

-

State Reclanafiivs Soard, the Califoraia Departmont: of Pk
sad Game id.the Califormia Deparimeat of Water Nescuross~ "
and should be utiliszged during marina developmemt. ~ ° . °7

<

.

R-eaoue‘{'tdation: oo = - - = e TrEmEE S

(a) Acknowledge that it already utilizes- ths pr:ocsgiuugeaf .

- available from the Reclasiation Board and the Department of - .
Water Resourcss and tiie Departaent of ‘Fish-and Game in ite

axsmination cf marin& projects in the river study area. -

falp - i

' Recommendation:

(a) Find that prohibition of vassel traffic in‘the river -giy be <.
beyond the prarogative »f any governmental ' agency excelt in.
the case of éxtreme emergency. . . ’

(b) Direct its staff tc éxpiore the legal issues cencerning the
recommendation to prohibit non-essential vessel traffic in -
the river during periods of high water when lavee safeiy is -
threater2d and to work with effectad agencies regarding the

nécessity and desirability of adopting such ;-eco—egéatfion% < s Ry "~ ]
11.4 TE> Commission should eoné!.m miuwmhg o
task forcs on multiple use nsasgeneat of levees fia the Ytudy -
area. ~ . R : e £, 0

. - .. - Lo RO
Recommendation: o a0 I L S

(a) Direct its staff £o ~wonitor <the nesd. for/ further tudy: ,4// <
regarding the issue of wmultiple use wmanagament of the (s

‘levees. . . . o : .

11.5 Condéct & , study of  erosive factirs on the Kaiut bank of the .

river betwesn M 83 and B 76. -

b a9 e’

Recommendation: . e - = : ;
{(a) Direct its staff tb .monitor the .need for‘ ;furt:h;r?zgtu;f;‘
regarding erosion on berins and leveés. in the study area. . -~ .
112.1 Tie-up’ facilities® mey be peruitted em &1l river @gh} -
. 1ong a3 they doa’t axtend more - than 00-70  foat 1YL tha

TN

\;Q - -
2o~ 2
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Find that tie-up facilities ( lineal docking or ot.her type
moorage facilities not intended for pemnent. use by a 'slip:
useyr) may - be permitted in all reaches of the river px:ov:lded
they do not unreasonably interfers with -aintonanco oi the
naviga’ble channel - and maximua -ultiple use of the riv.re

12.2 Tieup facilities mt -oot ali ooolo(ionl ud -.m wnliw
; ’cri.totin advanced in this report. - I
.o

Recou-endati;m, v ) -

= ~-

<

{a) Determine that tie-up t‘aciliti:es s‘hall meet all the riﬁsvi.‘m!‘ ‘
criteria set forth in the :ivar study report: = . o
12.3:Kew - faciliti abould m boﬂloudtowwqm

statas after sni.tiul domion as. tie—up yllitm

Reco-cndatrioa. : T

(&) Deter-ine that any tie-up facility that is
cqnversion t¢ or use as a carina ;tacx.LWv
as a’'new marina dmrolop-ent projec?,. )

~1312§i’-mmm5¢omidomdn a.lxw dnﬂ‘
. . ¢ ﬂw.@

N ] !
13 2 Off-stream marinas should meet all oool.eﬂotl ué
quali.ty criteria advanced in' this mott. N

ip
1
f
+

Reco-endgtion. ) ] - ' s
‘(a) Determine that, to the extent that off-stream urimta ares -
located on lands within the jurisdiction of the c::-izssion.
the Louission ‘'shall,  as a +rustee oOr respousible «!mcy

) undeF CEQA, carefully. examine - the environmental- effects o
N all off-sf,tau marina prcjects so as to provide msxinm .
protect.ion to nearby,t:lde and submerged lands-

14.1 matoric an‘a arohvaolocical mm
project specific basis +hrough the
.Site. inmtiuuona :

Recomandation-

\3}*"

(a) Achowlodce that tho Cmuixsion &1mdy naIts amoolb!ical

and historic éoncerns on project specific beses. W& ﬁ.., <

WA reviow procesa and with site ;Mmim,, 5

=






