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WP 5956 PRC 5956
Gordon

TERMINATION OF RECREATIONAL PIER PERMIT
AND ISSUANCE OF GENERAL PERMIT - RECREATIONAL USE

APPLICANT: Tavern Property Guiners Association
ox 6836
Tahoe City, California 95730

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION:
A 0.538-acre parcel and ninety (90) 0.029-acre
circular parcels, each 40 feet in diameter,
composing 2.596 acres, together totalling 3.134
acres of submerged land located in Lake Tahoe
near Tahoe City, Placer County. .

LAND USE: Maintenance of an existing pier and 90 mooring
buoys, respectively, of which 55 buoys are
existing and 35 buoys are proposed, all
utilized for noncommercial multiple-use
recreational boating.

TERMS OF ORIGINAL PERMIT:
Initial period: Ten years beginning March 5,
1981.

Considaration: Rent-free, pursuant to
PRC 6503.5,
TERMS OF PROPOSED PERMIT:
Initial period: Five years beginning October
1, 1989.

(ADDED pgs. 166-166.16)
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CALENDAR ITEM NO. 16 (CONT'D)

Public liability insurance: Combined single
limit couerage of $1,000,00uQ

Special: 1. The permit terminates the
original rent-free permit
dated October 1, 1981,
effective October 1, 1989.

2. The permit is conditioned
on permittee's conformance
with the Tahoe Regional
Planning Agency's Shorezone
Ordinance.

3. The permit restricts any
residential use of the
facilities.

4., The permit requires
refuse containers for the
disposal of vessel-generated
trash.

5. The permit is cenditioned
on parmittee's retention of
the public trust area and the
Rorippa habitat area in its
natural condition.

6. The permit conforms to
the Lyon/Fogerty decision.

CONSIDERATION: $140.85 per annum; with the State reserving the
right to fix a different rental on each
fifth anniversary of the permit.

BASIS FOR CONSIDERATION:
Pursuant to 2 Cal. Code Regs. 2003,

APPLICANT STATUS:
Applicant is owner of upland.

PREREQUISITE CONDITIONS, FEES AND EXPENSES:
Filing fee and processing costs have been
received,
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CALENDAR ITEM MQ...i 6__(CONT'D)

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

B. Cal. Code Regs.: Title 2, Div. 3;
Title 14, Div. 6.

AB 884: 02/27/90.

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:

1. At its meeting on March 5, 1981, the State
Ltands Commission, in Minute Item No. 10,
approved the issuance of Recreational Pier
Permit PRC 5956 to Tahoe Tavern Property
Owners Association for a pier. As the
permittee does not currently fully meet the
criteria of P.R.C. 6503.5 for rent-free
status, termination of the permit is
recommended.

Applicant is a homeowners association. The
subject facilities are utilized by the
association's condominium owners, their
tenants and guests. Because its membership
currently includes 1.325 percent of
non-natural persons, Applicant does not
fully meet the criteria of P.R.C. 6503.5%
for rent-free status. Therefore, the
stated rental is the result of a proration
according to this percentage. This is an
application to authorize 55 existing and 35
preposed mooring buoys. All facilities,
including the pier, are utilized for
boat-mooring purposes.

Pursuant to the Cemmission's delegation of
authority and the State CEQA Guidelines
(14 Cal. Code Regs. 15023%), the staff has
prepared a Proposed Negative Declaration
identified as EIR ND 481, State
Clearinghouse No. 89062608. Such Proposed
Negative Declaration was prepared and
circulated for public review pursuant to
the prouvisions of CEQA.
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CALENDAR ITEM NO. 16 (CONT'D)

Based upon the Initial Study, the Proposed
Negative Declaration, and the comments
received in response thereto, there is no
substantial evidence that the project will
have a significant effect on the
environment. (14 Cal. Code Regs. 15074(b))

This activity involves lands identified as
possessing significant environmental values
pursuant to P.R.C. 6370, et seq. Based
upon the staff's consultation with the
persons nominating such lands and through
the CEQA review process, it is the staff's
opininn that the project, as proposed, is
consistent with its use classification.

Pursuant to direction of the Commission in
Calendar Item 27 of the July 10, 1989
Commission meeting, staff have prepared a
public trust uses determination. 1In the
consultation process with other local,
State, and federal agencies involved within
the vicinity of this project, the United
States Forest Service, Tahoe Basin
Management Unit, commented that they are in
the process of preparing an Environmental
fissessment for a visitor interpretive
center on parcel 94-180-15, adjacent and to
the north of the Tahoe Tavern parcel.
Within this propesal will be plans for the
construction of a pier to extend out into
the waters of Lake Tahoe.

The United States Forest Service does not
object to the proposed buoy field expansion
as stated in their letter to the State
Lands Commission dated September 25, 1989.
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CALENDAR ITEM NQ, 16 (conT'D)

In order to determine the other potential
trust uses in the area of the proposed
project, the staff contacted representatives
of the following agencies: Tahoe Regional
Planning Agency, California Department of
Fish and Game, Placer County, and the Tahoe
Conservancy. None of these agencies
expressed a concern that the proposed
project would have a significant effect on
trust uses in the area. Other than the
above comments, the agencies did not
identify any trust needs which were not
being met by existing facilities in the
area. Identified trust uses in this area
would include swimming, boating, walking
along the beach, and views of the lake.

APPROVALS OBTAINED:
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, United States
Army Carps of Engineers, California Department
of Fish and Game, Lahontan Regional Water
Quality Control Board, and County of Placer.

FURTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED:
None.

EXHIBITS: A. Land Description.
Site Map.
Location Map.
Local Gouvernment Comment.
Negative Declaration.

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSICN:

CERTIFY THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION, EIR ND 481, STATE
CLEARINGHOUSE NO. 89062608, WAS PREPARED FOR THIS PROJECT
PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF THE CEQA AND THAT THE
COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION
CONTAINED THEREIN.

DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECT, AS APPROVED, WILL NOT HAVE A
SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE ENVIRONMENT.

AUTHORIZE TERMINATION OF RECREATIONAL PIER PERMIT PRC 5956
DATED MARCH 5, 1981, EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 1, 1983.
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cAaLENDAR ITEM No. 18 (cont'p)

AUTHORIZE ISSUANCE TO TAHOZ TAVERN PROPERTY OWMERS
ASSOCIATION OF A FIVE-YEAR GENERAL PERMIT - RECREATIONAL
USE, BEGINNING OCTCBER 1, 1989; IN CONSIDERATION OF ANNUAL
RENT IN THE AMOUNT OF $140.85, WITH THE STATE RESERVING THE
RIGHT TO FIX A DIFFERENT RENTAL ON EACH FIFTH ANNIVERSARY
OF TilE PERMIT; AND WITH PROVISION OF PUBLIC LIABILITY
INSURANCE FOR COMBINED SINGLE LIMIT COVERAGE OF $1,000,000;
FOR MAINTENANCE OF A PIER AND NINETY (9C) MOORING BUOYS
UTILIZED FOR NONCOMMERCIAL MULTIPLE-USE RECREATIONAL
BOATING ON THE LAND DESCRIBED ON EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED AND
BY REFERENCE MADE A PART HEREOF.
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EXHIBIT "A"
LAND DESCRIPTION

WP 5956

Ninety-one (91) parcels of submerged land ia the bed of Lake Tahoe, Placer County, California,
described as foliows:

PARCEL 1-PIER

All that land lying immediately beneath a pier TCGETHER WITH a necessary use area
extending 10 feet from the extremities of said pier , said pier being adjacent to Placer County
Assessor Parcel Number 94-200-34 and having an address of 300 West Lake Blvd., Tahoe
City, California

EXCEPTING THEREFROM any portion lying landward of the ordinary low water mark of
Lake Tahoe.

PARCELS 2-91 - MOORING BUOYS

Ninety circular parcels of submerged land 40 feet in diameter, adjacent to and northerly of
the above mentioned parcel 1.

END OF DESCRIPTION

PREPARED AUGUST 9, 1989 BY BIU L
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EXHIBIT "B"

SITE MAP
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JACK WARREN, Director
JAN WITTER, Assistant Digector
LARRY QDDO, Deputy Director
ALAN ROY, Deputy Director
. tyON

a TP nante

LYY

Harch 3, 1989

Gerald D. Gordon

California State Lands Commission
1807 - 13th Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: PIER - SHOREZONE CONSTRUCTION

pecar Mr. Gordon:

The County of Placer has reviewed the below referenced requests
for construction activities within the shorezone of Lake Tahoe.
e have no objections to the construction activities described in
the below applicaticas coatingent upon approval by your office.

i McKinney Landing Home Owners Assocation WP 4195
2. Strain Ranch WP 4091
3. Lake Tahoe Park Association Wwp 3887
4, Cedar Point Home Owners Association WP 2859
5. ,Antiques and Heirlooms W 23946
6. Michael Babcecock W 24201
7. Tahoe Tavern Property Owners Association WP 5956
8. Lyon/Hawkins WP 5884

Should you have any questions or if I can be of further assis-
tance, please call at yosur convenience.

COUNTY OF PLACER

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
JACK WARREN,

ASXISTANT CIVIL ENGINEER
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA -STATE LANDS COMMISSION GEORGE DEUKMEJIAN. Governor

STATE LANDS COMMISSION
807 13TH STREET
BMCRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814

EXHIBIT "B"

PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

EIR ND 481
File Ref.: WP 5956
SCH#: 89062608

Project Title: Tahoe Tavern Pier and Buoy Field

Project Proponent: Tanoe Tavern Property Owners Association

Project Location: Lake Tahoe, South of Tahoe City, Placer County
(APN #94-200-34; 300 Y. Lake Blvd.)

Project Description: Existing multiple-use pier; relocation-and consolidation
(600,000 s.f. to 200,000 s.f.) of buoy field to include
55 existing and 35 proposed meoring buoys -- seasonal use of
buoys from June 16 through October 14; 50' spacing of buoys.

Contact Person: DAN COHEN Telephone: (916) 324-8497

This document is prepared pursuant to the requirements of the California Environmental
Quality Act (Section 21000 et seq., Public Resources Code), the State CEQA Guidelines (Sec-
tion 15000 et seq., iitle 14, California Code Regulations), and the State Lands Commission
regulations (Section 2901 et seq., Title 2, California Code Regulations).

Based upon the attached Irit{al Study, it has been Tound that:
AKY the project will not have a significant effect on the environment.

B/ 7 mitigation measures included in the project will avoid potentially significant effects.
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STATE LANDS COMIMISSION

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACY ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST — PART I

Form 13.20 (7/82)

File Ref.; WP 5956

)
BACKGRGUND INFORMATION
A. Applicant- ___T2hoe Tavern Property Owmers Assocfation

P.0. Box 6836

Tahoe City, CA 95730

Checklist Date: 067 26 / 89
Contact Person* Dan Cohen

Telephone: ( 916 } 324-8497
Purpose” Relocate and add to buoy field

Low;;,,. Lake Tahoe, South of Tahoe City, Placer County
(APN #34-200-34; 300 W. Lake Blvd.)

Descrption:  EXisting multiple-use pier; relocation and consolidation (600,000 s.f. to

200,000 s.f.) of buoy field to include 55 existing and 35 proposed mooring buoys--

Seasonal use of buoys from June 16-October 14; 50' spacing of of buoys. B g

Persons Contacted" TRPA; CA. Dept. of Fish and Game -

i EN{/IRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explain all “yes” and “maybe’ answars)
A. Earth. Will the praoosal result in:
V. Unstable earth conditions or changes in geologicsubstructures? . ... . ..o cencononn
2. Disruptions, displacements, compaction, or overcoveringof thesoil?. . .. .......c.0n
3. Change in topography or ground surfice relief features? . . . .. ... .o vvvoennnne
4. The destruction, covering, or modific: tion of any unique geologic or physical features? . .
5 Any increase in wind or water erosion of scils, eitheroncroffthesite?. . ... .civeveiinnennans

-

6. Changes 1in deposition or erosion of beach sands, or changes in siltation, deposition or erosion which may
modify the channel of a river or stream or the hed of the ocean or any bay, inlet, or lakp2—

7. Exposure of all people or propeny to geolog:c hazards such 25 earthquakes, landslide H&NM&! JFpGend
failure, or similar hazards?. . e .




0.

Yai Maybs No )

Adz. Will the proposal result in:
. 1. Substantial gir emmissions or detersoration of ambient air QUAlIY? . . . vt vt renrrassvenanonns D [x_-] . D

2. Thecreation Of Objectionable 0dors?. . .o .. c. . viveeeerenneeensoessssssacesansssnnne D D [X]

3. Alteration of air movement, moisture or temperature. o any chanee in climate, either focally or regionally? . r] [_] [x l

Warer. Will the proposal result in:

1. Chznges in tne currents, or the course or direction of water movements, u"n either marine or _fve;h waters?

2. Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the rate and amount of surface water runoff?. . ... ..

3. Alterations to the course or flow of ﬂgpd waters? .. .... .

4, Changeintheamountolsurfacewater.inmywate.'body?. it cracs s eeeses et e sesersesnena

5. Discharge into surface waters, or in any alterau_nn of surface water quality, including but not limited to
temperature, dissolved cXygen O tUIDIdItY? . . .00 oo .t i h  t et ettt

6. Alteration of the directon orrate of flowof ground waters? . . . . . ... ..t iitiieertonnnnonnss

7. Change in the quantity of ground waters, either through direct additions or withdrawals, or through inter-
ception of an aguifer by cuts or excavations? Cetsiesrtseasessarsean

8. Substantial reduction in the amount of water otherwise available for pubhic water supplies? . ... .......
9. Exposure of people or property to water-ralated hazerds such as floocdingor tidalwaves? . .. ..........
10. Sigmificant changes in the temperature, flow or chemical content of surface thermal springs?. . ... ......
Plant Life. Will the proposal tesult in:

1. Change 1n the diversity of species, or number of any species of plants (including trees, shrubs, grass, crops,
AN aQUAtIE PlaNTS) 2. & .. i ittt et it it s et ta et et e st e es e ne et eaaannan

2. Reduction of the numburs of any unique, rare or endangered speciesof plants?. .. .. .o v vttt e vnnns

3. introduction of new species of plants 1nto an area, or in 3 barrier to the normal replenishment of existing

£ T T 3
4. Reduction in acreage of any agricultural crop? . ... .ttt it et eteeanr ettt nnnannn
Aunimal Life Wilt the proposal resuit in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any specites of animals (birds, land animals including
reptites, fish and shellfish, benthic organisms, CrinseCts)? . . . oot vi i ve e eerennssoaosenenas

. Reduction of the numbnrs of any unique, rare or endangered speciesof animals?. . .. ..ot e e vennens

. Introduction of new spacies of animals into an drea, or result in a barrier to the migration or movement of

4. Deterioration to existing fish or wildlife habitat?,

Nuizse. Will the proposal result in:

1. Increase in existingnoisefevels?. . .. .........

2. Exposure of pecple to severe noise levels? | , .

Light ard Glare. Will the proposal result in:

1. The production of new light or glate? . . . .

Land Use. Will the proposal resuit in:

1. A substantial atteration of the present ur planned 1and use of a2n area?.
Notural Kesourcees. Will the proposal result in:

1. Increase in the rate of use of any natural resources?. .. ..........

2. Substantial depletion of any nonrenewable resources? .. ... ..




Risk of Upses. Dees the proposal result in: Yos' Maybe No

1. A risk of an explosion or the relesse of hazardous substances (including, but not limited to, oll, pesticides,
chemicals, or radiation) in the event 0 an sccident Or upset CONAiTionNs? . . v cevvvs v ee vosvsanoes

2. Possibie interference vith emergency rasponsa plan or an emergency evacuation plan? . . .
Population. Wil the proposal result in:

1. The alteration, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human population of ths area?
Housing. \Will the proposal result in:

1. Affecting 2xisting housing, or creatz 2 demand for additional housing? . .
Transportaiion[Circulation. Will the proposal resultin:

1. Generation of substantiai zdditional vehiculer mpvement?. . . ........

2. Affecting existing parking facilities, or create a demand for new parking?,

3. Substantial impact upon existing transportation systems? . . . . ... oo i e e

4. Alterations to present patterns of circulation or movement of people and/or goods?

5. Alterations to waterborne, rail, or airtraffic? . ... ... ... il

oo

6. Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehiclas, bicyclists, orpedestrians? . .. o oo v v vv et eenaane

N. Public Services. Will the proposal have an effect upon, or resuit in a need for new or al(ered governmental
services in any of the foliowing areas: K

1. Fireprotection? ...\ .. .c.ovuvnns
2. Policeprotection? . . ......cc0vee
3. 5hools? . ... ir i

4, Parks and other recreational {acilities?. ... ...

EI 3

5. Maintenance of public facilities, including rosds?,
6. Other governmental services?. . cco v v e vt o v v v
Energy. Will the proposal result in;

1. Useofsubstamnlamountsoffuelorenetgw......................‘....................

. v

2. Substantial increase m demand upon existing sources of energy, or requn'e the development of new sources? .

B Bl

Unilities. Will the proposal result in a need for new systems, or subvtantial aiterations to the following utilities:

o ooocoot O

.. . . 3 " »

LPower.ornaturalgas?.......... .
2. Communication systems?
3. Water2. .. ...
4. Sewer or septic tanks? . .

5. Storm wrater drzinage? . .

BEEHEEEE

6. Solid waste and disposal? . ... ...

Human Health. Will the proposal resuit in:

1. Creation of any health hazard or potential %.zalth hazard {axeluding mental health)?
2. Exposure of people to potential health hazards? . . . .. ..o ivievenssescns
Aesthetics. Wil the proposal result in: )

1. The ubstruction of any scenic vista or view open to the public, or will the proposal result in tha creation of
an aesthetically offensive sitc open topublicview? ... ... cciverirssestsetttintneiinrnnens

O
O
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Recreation. Wili the proposal result in:

1 Anmpact upon the quality or quantity of existing recreationa! opportunities?. .. ... CALEKDAK PAGE
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Cultural Resources. Yoz Maybs No

1. Will the proposai result in the 2iteration of or the destruction of a prehistoric or historic srcheological site?. D D [X: l

2. Will the proposal result in adverse physiéal or aesthetic effects to a prehistoric or historic building,

8 LT (T T4 T R R R RN R D D ﬁ]

3. Dues the proposal have the potential 10 cause a physical change which would affect unique ethnic cultural

values? .. .. N ceaaten . L_] [_l [x]

4. Will the proposal restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential impactarea? . ........... B [_ I [xl
U. Mandatory Findings af Significance,

-
1. Does the project have the patential 10 degrade the quality of the environment, reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, thresten to gliminate
a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or - .
aniral or eiminate important examples of the Tiajor periods of California history or prehistory? D [ L b(_]

Cl 0} 0¥

3. Does the project have impacts which are indwvidually limited, but cumulatively considerable? . r__] D m

2. Does the project have the potential to achieve short term, ic the disadvantage of long-term, environmental

4. Does the project have environmenta! effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly? .. ..... D D E(_!

111, DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (See Comments Attached)

B.1; C.5: Increased numbers of buoys could create increased boating actiyities vinich may
result in increased air emissions and/or surface water pollution. Any such
impacts are expected to be minimai, resulting in no significant environmental

effect.

The relocation of the buoy field occurs outside the habitat for Rorippa subumbellats
(Tahoe Yeliow Cress--a state-1isted endangered plant species).

The proposed activity is not located in a fish spawning habitat.

Any noise associated with relocation of the buoy field or increased boating
activity is not anticipated to be significant.

35 new boat mooring buoys may generate increased boating traffic; this increase
should not create a substaniial effect on existing vehicular movement.

The scenic quality analysis submitted to TRPA indicates that ‘the prcposed
activity will not obstruct views or create aesthetically offensive views.

iV. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
On the hasis of this initial evaluation:

xEX| find the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environinent, and a MEGATIVE DECLARATION will
be prepared.

-y

[._] I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the envisonment, there wiil not be a sigruficant affect
i thus case becausz the miligulion measures described on an attached sheet have been added to the project. A NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

|
‘ 1 } fuud the proposed progect MAY have a sigmificant effect on the enviroriment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
15 requied.,

Date: © /26 /89 @CL Parr—Cuhe
) ’ Forihe State Lands c&é?#f;’ﬁﬂﬁ"""’“ﬁ —-1—5-6—'-—5-—
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SYATE OF CALIFORNIA GECRGE DEUXMESIAN, Governoy

STATE LANDS COMMISSION s:ggu?avgngfe

ZAEO T. McCARTHY, Lisutenant Governc: ... scramento, Californis 85814
RAY DAWIS, Controller . CLAIRE 7. DEDRICK
JESSE R. HUFF, Director of Finence \ e, Executive Officer
tter AP .

June 26, 1989
File Ref: WP 5956

(o} h NEGATIVE DECLARATION
{Section 21092 PRC)

An application for the following described project is
currently being processed by the staff of the State Lands
Commission:

Project Title: Tahoe Tavern Pier and Buoy Field
Project Proponent: Tahoe Tavern Prcocperty Owners Assn.

Project Location: Lake Tahoe, South of Tahoe City, Placer
County (APN #94-200~34; 300 W. Lake Blvd.}

Project Description: Existing multiple-use pier; relocation and
consolidation (600,000 s.f. to0 200,000s.£.)
of buoy field to include 55 existing and 35
proposed mooring buoys ~ seasonal use of
buoys from June 16 through October 14; 50!
spacing of buoys. ¢

Contact Person: Dan Cohen Telephone: (916) 324-8497

A Negative Declaration identified as EIR ND 481 has been
prepared pursuant to the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act.

The above described document will be considered for adoption
at a regular meeting of the STATE LANDS COMMISSION to be scheduled
in August, 1989. Anyone interested in this matter is invited to
comment on the deocument ¥y written response prior to the meeting
or by personal appearanc: at the meeting. Persons wishing to
appear at the meeting should call (9216) 322-4107 for more
information and so that time can be allotted for such appearance.

CLAIRE T. DEDRICK
Executive Officer

Judy Ludlow
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