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DENY APPLICATION FOR GENERAL PERMIT -~ RECREATIONAL USE

APPLICANT:

Merrill~Johnson Vineyards
1298 W. Jahant Road
Acampo, California

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCRTION:

State tide and submerged lands within Snodgrass Slough,
upstream from the Twin Cities Road bridge, near Walnut
Grove, Sacramento County (Exhibit “A").

UgB:

The Applicant proposes to construct a two-story private,
recreational, sterage structure on pilings connected to the
levee by a 50~foot bridge and construction of a bulkhead for
bank stabilization (Exhibit "“B").

The existing vegetation on the levee consists of berry vines
and willow shrubs. Oak trees are present in the vicinity.
The Applicant owns and operates a vineyard on the landward
side of the levee. A portion of the Applicant’s property is
also maintained as a wetland.

The Delta Master Recreation Plan, State Resources Agency,
September 1976 (updated and revised edition of 1973 Report)
embalies a series of "Delta Waterways Classifications®.
Snodgrass Slough is within a "natural area® classification.
A natural area is defined as:

"Those waterways or portions of waterways and a»hutting
iands, including levees, exhibiting scenic, ecoleocgical,
or natural values of statewide significance. These
areas should be preserved to perpetuate the Public
Trust; to protect wildlife habitat; existing
vegetation, and remnants of the waterways history; to
retain areas having solitude and wilderness-like
featuras; and may be used for nonintrusive recreation.”
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CALENDAR ITEM KO. A 7 _(coNT'D)

As used in this definition, ngtatewide significance" means
nthat area has such a high environmental value that it could
pe a candidate for acquisition as a state or federal park.
preserve, reserve or wildlife ananagenent area®.

No other recreational structures exist within this area of
the Snocdgrass slough.

AB 8841
12/02/91

OTHER PERTINBHT IHFORMATION?

1.

2.

3.

4.

The application was received by staff of the State
Lands Commission on April 30, 19%0.

A letter was sent to the Appligant's agent, Gilbert
Labrie, on July 2, 1990 indiczting an EIR would be
required due to the project’s proposed 1ccation in an
environmentally sensitive and undeveloped area of the
pelta.

A Reimbursement Agreement requesting 2 deposit oY
$45,000 for the praparation of an EIR was sent July 3,
1990.

In the Fall of 1990, staff met with the Applicant's
agent, Gilbert Labrie, to discuss the need for the
preparaticn of an EIR for the proposed project. staff
indica is meeting that staff of the pepartment
of Fish and agency which nominated Snodgrass
siough for he Commission’s nTnventory of
uUnconveyed State School Lands and Tide and Submerged

gnificant gnvironmental values
(Significant Lands Inventory). jndicated that the
entire slough was withi £ the Delta’s last
natural habitat areas wh a history of sightings
of numerous threatened and endangered plant and animal
gpecies. Mr. Labrie indicated that his client did net
wish to pay for an EIR, but would be better able to
cnderstand the environmental impacts associated with
the propose if an Initial study was prepared
and circulated through the state Clearinghouse to
receive comments from other Respenv.ible and Trustee
agencies.

A revised reimbursenent Agreement was then sant to the
Applicant in October 1990. This agreement addressed
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capEnpaR 1M Noi 4 7 (conT’D)

Under the zoning code of the County, “The DW Delta
Waterways Land Use Zone is designed toc regulate
property in the unincorporated area of the County along
the Sacramento River and along the waterways in the
area commonly known as the ’‘Delta area’."

Under the regulations of this land use zone, "natural
areas® are defined as follows:

uwas used in this zone, ‘natural areas’ are those
waterways or portions of waterways exhibiting
significant scenic, ecoleogical, historical, or natural
values that should be preserved to protect wildlife
babitat, existing vegetation, and remnants of the
watexrways’ history. Such areas shall be indicated on
the comprekensive zoning plan as FpDW-N’ .

The County’s zoning code also defines "prohibited
uses". Among the uses and activities expressly
prchibited is the following:

wphe establishment of any project such as marinas,
commerciul piers and docks, boat sleds, and other
commercial facilities such as restaurants in any area
shown on the comprehensive zoning plan as a raptural
area’."{emphasis added)

The County of Sacramento and the U.S. Figh and wildlife
Service both indicate that biological suxrveys and
consultation would be required in accerdance with the
california and Federal Endangered Species Acts. AlX
respondents recommended the preparation of an EIR.

16. Staff met with two of the three property owners and
Mr. Gilbert Labrie on Wednesday, June 12, 1991, to
discuss the comments received on the Initial
Study/Preliminary consultation and indicated that
staff’s tentative recorpmendation to the Commission
would to deny the application in its present form.

The Applicant indicated that if an LIR was required,
the project "would be priced out of existence®. The
applicant also expressed concern akout the erosion from
the water turbulence caused by his agricultural pump

which would continue to jeopardize the condition of the
jevee at this location.
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nIn order to provide permanent protection to
environmentally significant values, projects must be
designed to be consistent with the use classifications
assigned under the significant Lands inventory.... If
such consistency cannot be accomplished through

mitigation or alteration of the project, the proiject
must be denied.® (emphasis added)

Based upon the staff’s consultation with the persons
neminating such lands (DFG) the information developed
and. comments received by +he Commission through the
CEQA review process, it is staff’s opinion that the
project, as submitted, is inconsistent with the use
classification assigned to Snodgrass Slough under the
significant Lands Inventory and that such inconsistency
cannot be catisfactorily remedied through mitigation or
alteration of the project.

BXAIBITES
A. Site Hap
B. Construction Plans
c. Initial 5tudy/¢onsultatien
p. Letters of Comment
1. County of Sacramanto
2. Department of Fish and Ganme
3. United States Fish and wildlife Service

T IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COKMIBEION:

1. FIND THAT IT HAS PREPARED AND CIRCULATED AN INITIAL
STUDY / CONSULTATION UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF THE CEQA FOR THE
PROPOSEG PROJECT AND HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE
INFORMATION CONTAINED THEREIN AND THE COMMENTS RFECEIVED
THERETO.

FIND THAT THE PROPOSED PROJECT INVOLVES LANDS IDENTIFIED AS
POSSESSING SIGHIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL VALUES PURSUANT TO
P.R.C. 637C ET SEQ. —- INVENTORY OF UNCONVEYED STATE LANDS
AND TIDE AND SUBMERGED LANDS POSSESSING SIGNIFICART
ENVIRONMENTAL VALUES, DECEMBER 1, 1975 (SIGRIFICANT LANDS
INVENTORY) .

FIND THAT THERE IS SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE IN THE RECORD THAT
THE PROPOSED PROJECT MAY HRVE A SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE
ENVIRONMENT AND CN THE PUBLIC TRUST RESOURCES IDENTIFIED
WITHIN SNODGRASS SLOUGH.

@

-
CALENDAR PAGE. Lt .5

o L oy

MINUTE PAGE Lo y B




4. FIxD
D

¢ BASED oN qyp

C s CONSULTATION WITH
ENT of FISH anp ICH NOMINATED SUCH
R.C. RMA

TICN

PR
CAL. CODE Rpgg. 15279,
REJECTS oR

-R.c. 21080 (b) (s5)
PROJECTS WHICH
DIsAPPROVES,

A PUBLIC AGENCY

[ NN 3 .

CALENDARpAGe 1573 g
qa\

MINUTE page cod 4




EXHIBIT
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STA-€ OF CALIFORNIA EXHIBIT "'C” PETE WILSON, Governor

ST c UTIVE OF
STATE LANDS CORMMISSION E;ﬁgg.‘ 3Vm g u::ge

LEOT. 8cCARTRY. Liswspnant Governor Sacrarvento, CA 25814

GuAY DAVIS, Coniroiies
. CHARLES WARREN
THOMAS W. HAYES, Disctor of Financs O otive h

April 5, 1981

File Ref.: W 24573

TC: ALL INTERESTED PARTIES

SUBJECT: WERRILL-JOHNSON VINEYARDS RECREATIONAL STRUCTURE

The State Lands commission is the Lead Agency for the purpose
of the California gnvironmental Quality Act for the propnsed
project in the attached Initial Study.

We request your position as to whether an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) or a Negative peclaration (ND) should be prepared for
thiz project. Corments must be addressed to the State Lands
Comnission office shown above, with attention to the undersigned oy
May 5, 1551,

If you have any questions or need additional information,
pigase call (916) 324-4715.

Projeét Title: Merrill~-Johnson vineyards Recreational
structure

Project Proponient: Merrill-Johnson vineyards

Project Location: Snodgrass Slough, RM 4.5 upstrean from the
Twin cities Road, adjacent to APN: 146-070-08,
sacramnento county.
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Request for Comments W 24573

Project
Description:

Eﬁtachments

This project proposes construci:ion of a two-
level, elevated recreational storage building
on an 11 steel-piling grid adjacent to an
existing agricultural pump structure, which
was constructed sometime in the early 1940's.
2 new cteel Dbridge will <connect the
recreational structure to the levee above the
flood plain. A new sheet steel (70 linear
feet) bulkhead will be installed near the
recreéational structure to stabilize the cove
banks and reduce the erosion caused by pump
turbulence from the intake of water from the
slough. Approximately 50 c.y. of £ill will be
placec iehind the bulkhead. The existing pump
debris catcher and access bridge would be
removed.

Vegetation on the levee consists of berry
vines with willow shrubs. Oak trees are also
located in the wicinity. The upland areas
surrounding the slough are prirarily used for
agricultural purposes.

- Evoren,

JUDY BROWN
Division of Envircnmerital
Planning and Hanagament
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STATL LANDS COMMISSION

.EEVIBOE&%EKTAL IRPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST ~ PARY |
Form 13.20 (7/82) . File Ref.:__Y 24873

1. BACKGROUND INFORMATION
A Apphcany: Merrill-dohnson Vineyards
c/o Gil Labrieé
P.0. Box 183
Walnut Grove, CA 95690

Checklist Date: 10 [25 /[ 20
Contact Person: Judy Br«om

Lostream__tmm_tmn_cnms_!imd.
Description:See_attached,

Persons Contacred:

Jerrv Mensch

Environmental Services

Department of Fish and Game
(916) 355-7030.

Regional Hater Cualitv Coatrol
{916) 361-5500

1. EXVIRCKMENTAL INPACTS. (Explsin oil “yes™ and “maybe™ ansvesrs).
A. Eerth, Vil the proposal resuit ing

<
3

1. Unstadie esrth conditions or clianges in geclogicsubstructuses? . . .. o cvevnn e
2. Disruptions, displatements, compaction, or avercovering of the £ 1. 11 I

Change in topography or ground surfice relief features? .. ... .o v e

Do=0 §
3 gEEoE |

Tha destrusticn, covering, or modific: tion of any unique geologic or physics! features?

Anvinc:eminwindorwameresionofsoils.aitherono:oﬂthesile?. e enmsactseaereannsane

Ghanges in depaosition or erosion of beach sands, ot changes in siltation, deposition or erosion which sy
maodify the channael of & river or strezm or the bed of the ccean ar any bay, inlat, or lah?

P 0oooao

Exposure of all people or property to geologic hazards such 23 earthquakes, lmdthdm’m &M

N
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halme.orszm:hrhmrds?....,.....................................MmmpACE..




dir. Will the proposal result in:

1 Substantial air emmugsions ot detenioration of ambientar Quality?. .. ... oL eceie v ea et
2. The creation ot objecuonsble odor?, .
3. Alteraticn of 3ir movernant, morsture or temperature, or any change 1n climate, gither locally or regionslly?.
Water, Will the proposal result ing

1 Changes in the curvents, or the course or direction of water movements, in zither manne or fresh waters?

1E%

2 Changss m abscipion rates, drainzge patterns, or the rate and amount of surface water runoff?. ... ...
2. Alterations to the course o flow of flood waters? .. . .
-3.Changcmtheamoumofsurfacewnorc:\mvwaxerbod\:?

5..Discharge nto suzface aatees, or s any alteration of surface water quality, including but not limited to
temperature, dissolved ¢ xygen orturbidity? . . . ... .. e e eascieras e ea s e

6. Alteraticn of thedirectonorrateof flowofground waters? . . . .. . ... e r v erecscancannnan

7. Change in the quantity of ground waters, either through direct additions or withdrewals, or through inter-
ception of 3n 2Quifer Dy CUtS OF XCAVRTIONST ©. ..« v cveereccnoncuvas ».ascassosansans

8. Substantial reduction in the amount of water otherwise availzble for public water supplies? .

9. Exposure of people o1 progerty to water-related hazards such as flooding or udal waves? . . .

O30GE 00 ad

10. Sigmificant changes in the temperature, Hlow or chemica! contant of surface thermal springs?.
D. Plon Life. VOl the proposal result in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, or number of any species of plants {including trees, shrubs, grass, crops,
Ond BUAUC PIANESE?. & o i i i hte et e er et cerca ettt tac s nc e

2. Reductivn of the numbers w.. _ay unique, raze or endangered specres of Plants?. . ... v vt v e vmanenas

3. Intreduction of new spacies of plants into an 3rea, or in 3 bariier o the normal repienisthment of existing

4. Reductionn screage of SNy 2griCuItUrBl Er0D? . . .. ...ttt i ittt it c ittt
Sniznel Life Wil the proposal resultin:

1. Chaage in the diversity of species, or numbers of any species of animals (birds, land animals inctuding
repiles, fish and shellfish, benthicorgsnims, 0rinseCts)? . .. .. .. ii i enicncienossnenonans

2 Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare or endangered speciesof animals?. . .. .... ..........

3 fntroduction of new species of animals into an 273, or result in 2 barrier to e migration or movement of

4. Detersoration to existing fish or wildiife habitat?,
Nane., Vhll the proposal result in:

1. incresse i existingnoiselevels?. . .. ..., ...
2. Exposure of pacple to severe noise levels? . . . .

Light arnd Glare, Wil the propos2) result in:

o0 oo g 00 go

1. The production of new lightorglare? . . ... ...

lund Usr. Will the proposal result in:

1. A substani:al aiteration of the presen:t or plannet! 1and use of an area?.
Noturz! Resources. Will the oroposal result in:

1. Increase in the rate of Wz of any naturai resourees? ., .. ... ol e

a0 O O

2. Substanus! deplotion of any nonrenewable resources? .. ... ... ...

»
- -
s e

S

B¢

0 5030
5 &

{e

s

P~

.
[

-
[

- sx e

e
-

5D
3

it

2

0
i
H
—— b e

=< %

[ |
H

ZH

.

o ey

L)

=1 CIE

-

K]

-

355 14

CALENDAR PAGE
MINUTE PAGE

<<




Rak of Upser, Does the proposal result in.

1. A risk of an explosion or the release of hazardous substances (including, but not limitsd to, oll, pesticidus,
chemicals, or radiation) in the event of an accident er upsat CONAITIONS? « o v v e veecocsooonanansons

2. Possible interferanice with emergency response plan or an emergency avacuationplan? .. ...
Population, ‘Nill the preposal result in:

1. The alteration, distrib 1ticn, density, or growth rate of the human population of the &rea? .
Nousing, Wil the proposal resuit in:

1. Atfecting existing housing, or czeate a demand for additional housing? . .
Transporiation|Circulation. Will the proposa! result in:

1. Generation of substantial additional vehicular movement?. .. ...... ..

2 Affecting existing parking facilities, or creste a. demand Vor new parking?. .

3. Substantial impact upon exising transportation systems? . ... oottt

4. Alterations o presens patteins of circulation or movement of people gnd/or gooGs?

5. Alterations to waterbome, rail,or 2irtraffic? .. ... .. o it iaaan

"

ooooao
& 00 DOopon 0o Egoonn | ononsn

6. Increase in traffic hazards 1o motor vehicles, Gicyelists, orpedestrians? . . . .« it et i c e

Public Services, Will the proposal have an effect upon, or result in 2 need for new or altered govemnmental
segvices in any of the following areas:

1. Fireprotection? . . ... ....cccc0
2. PoOliCe Protecliont « « « v e vneovonen
3.Schools? ... ... v nnaccnenn
4. Parks end other recreationa! facilities?. . ... . ..

5. Maintenance of pubiic facilities, including roads?.

oooars

6. Other governmental services?. . .. .. ..o v et

Energy. Will tha proposal sesuit in:

7. Use of substantial amountsof fuctoranergy?. .. ... .ot ittt inaeetrancronearacaanenas
2. Substantial increase in demand upon existing sourcer.of energy, of raquire the davelopment of newsourcoes? .
Utilitiex. ‘Wil the proposs! result in 3 need. for new systems, or suitantisl eltgrations to tha following utilities:
. Power or natusal g7, . . . J R L R R R R
2. Compunication systems?

3. Wster?. . ...

4. Sawer or septic tanks? . .

5, Storm water drainsge? . .

€. Solid waste and disposal? .. ........

O
0
0
O
K
0
0
0
O
O
0
0
O
O
D.
O
O
O
0
O

Humen Beafth. ¥ill the proposal resuiting
1. Creation of any hea'th hazard or potentisl health hazard {excluding mental haaith)?

DO oooooo 00

2. Exposure of people to potential healthhazerds? . ... ...cocvreennccennes

Aesthetics. Will the piopusal rasult ...

1. The obstruction of any scenic vista or view open to the public, or will the propozs! retait in the crosticn of
mmﬂzatical!voﬂensivesiuopéntopublicview?

-

=z 00

O

Recreation. Will the proposal result in:
. : P
4. An impsct upen the quality or quantity of existing recreational opportunities?. . . . . . ..« ‘@.&%\x—{
—— - S .
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T. Coslriapny I\’n'smh're.x.

1. Wil the Proposal resygy i

2. winn the Groposa resuly
*ructure, o objecr?,

e,

Ct existing religious or sacred
Findings af S:km'ﬁmrwe.
1. Does the project have the

wildlife Species, cauce

U, Mandamn'

- Do2s the Project have en
ether direc!_!v Or indirez:

1. DISCUSSEON OF ENVIRONMS

vironnmnral
v? .. .

NTAL Evay

uld have » significang effect on hy environmeny, therg wi igniticant etfec;
H1€s descrided on 3n attached sheer haye been adgeq to the pro . A NEGATIVE
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HERRILL*JOHNSON VINEYARDS
RECREATIONAL STRUCTURE
INITIAL S'TUDY W 24573

Barth

X.

The proposed structure wottld not create unstable earth
conditions, as it does not involve grading the existing
surface contours.

‘this project does not involve grading.
Yards of £il1l will be deposited on the

€ caused from the
uire compaction to

This proposal will not destruct, cover, or modify any
unique geological feature.

“L* shaped bulkhead

and 3¢ is proposed to reduce

this occurreice. The Piling which will support the

bulkhead will be pPlaced above the existing Mean Low Water
line. .

The proposed structure is an open piling structure which
will not cause a change in the deposition or erosion of
beach sands or modify the channel of a river or stream.

sheiter for one,
enissions,
existing a

L
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Hérrill~thnsdn
Vineyargs Initiay Study
W 24573 .

Water
i, See A5 above

-

pen pPiling construction of this structure will not
the flow of floed waters.

This proposayl does not inciuge discharge of any kind‘into
the waters of gh. )

6./7.
This Project does not include drilling for or extraction
of water or Construction activitjes which would affect
existing acquifers,

8. The existing agricultura) bPump does extract water from
the slough to irri i
levee ¢gp the uplang,
turbulence within the
stabilization broblen,

to
The structure
above angd ip
Supporting
rY of this

D.

L bulkheag:,
Vegetatjon.

3 e - "
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Merrill-Johnson
Vineyaxds Initiai .Study
W 24573

The applicant has conducted a search from the Dazpartment
of Fish and Game's Natural Diversity Data Base.
Threatened or endangered species found within the
‘Sradshaw guad sheet in which this proposal is located are
the Delta Tule Pea and California Hibiscus. All sitings
identified have been located in other areas of Snodgrass
Slough. The existing vegetation within the project and
its vicinity includes native grasses, weeds, blackberries
and scrud willows. The project area has not been
specifically :8urveyed for the existence of the above-
mentioned endangered species. )

No landscaping is proposed.

This construction site is not located within an
agricultural crop: iapd.

Animal Life

1./4.
The existing agricultural pump causes turbulence during
extraction of water which may affect the native fish
species. Some rative vegetation will be cleared prior to
the placement of 50 cubic yards of fill material for the
proposed bulkhead, which may affect animal habitat.

The Department of Fish and Game Natural Diversity Data
Base has been searched for recordings of threatened or
endangered animals. The Swainsonts Hawk, Tricolored
Blackbird, Giant Garter Snake, and Valley Elderberry
Longhorn Beetle have been sited within the U.S.G.S.
quadrangle upon which this proposal is located. The
construction area has not been surveyed for the existence
of any of ‘the above species. ‘The proposed construction
activities way affect the circulation patterns and
habitat areas of animals located within this wvicinity.
The night lighting proposed may also have an affect on
nocturnal animals within the vicinity.

The recreational structure will not be habitable.
Its purpose is for recreational boating and storage.

% .19
ks €
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Merrill-Johnson
Vineyards Initial Study
W 24573

>. Noise
1.

adjacent upland
agricultural -area, or from the nearby upstream bridge
crossing.

G. Light and Glare
1. Low-level exterior illuminatien is pProposed for security
and safety. This could include as many as six low
wattage fixtures strategically placed around the
structure and on the access bridge. .Some, but not all,
will be photo-cell controlled, with the remainder being
switch or motion-detector controlled. Two lighting

At present, there are no continuous project night
time illumination at the site. The closest night time
illumination occurs at the Twin Cities Bridge which is.
located within site of this proposed project. _ A&s
mentioned above, the proposed lighting ‘Ray affect
nocturnal animals.

Use

The existing use of tae area has served an agricultural
pumping basin for a number of years as well as a family
picnic area, water ski base, and boat anchorage. The
area is designated a "natural area® within the September,
1976 Delta Master Recreation Plan. This proposal will

intensify the uses of this natural area.

Natural Resources

1. The existing agricultural pumps extracts water from
Snocdgrass Slough periocdically to irrigate an adjacent
vineyard.

This proposed project does not incluge substantial use or
consuaption of any petroleum products, or other non-
ren ~uble natural resources.
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Risk of Upset

1. The recreational structure is designed to be located on
pilings which will elevate it above the flood plain.

2. This proposal will not interrfere with any emergency
response or evacuation plan.

Population
1. The proposed structure will not provide areas for human

habitat.

Housing
l. The proposed structure will not be used for housing, nor
cause the need for additional housing in the area.

Transpcertation

1. This prcposal is a water-oriented recreational structure
whick will not create additional vehicular movement
bayond that which exists within the are of the upland
vineyard.

This proposal involves the construction of a private
recreational becating and storage structure which will not
crezte a demand for additional parking in the area.

This proposal will not generate substantial vehicular
movenent nor require the constructicn of any new
roadways.

This proposal will allow the upland owner and their
quests greater accessibility tc the Slcugh from their
property. which would preclude other members of the
public from any past or future enjoyment of this area.

Previous mnavigational recreation is unknown at this
location, other than applicant's prior use. Construction
of the recreational structure will discourage any prior
recreational usec Uf the public to this area.

This proposal will not increase traffic hazards to motor
vahiclas, bicyclists or pedestrians.
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N. Public Services

1./72.
Few waterward structures exist in this vicinity of the
Slough. The recreational structure will be within the
service areas of the Courtland Fire District and the
Sacramento County Sherifef,

3.-6.
This proposed structure will not have an effoct on
schools, park and recreational facilities, oar the
maintenance of pubiic facilities, including roads .or
other governmental services.

0. Eneray )
1. This proposal will ) Auire the use or demand upon

substantial amsunts o, Jel or energy. Please refer to
discussien in I-2, above.

P. Ttilities
l.-6.
This proposal does not invelve the construction of a
habitable structure inveolviig the need for subhstantial

alteration to, or need for, new utility systems.

Aesthetics

1. The proposed structure will k. visible from Twin Cities
Road Bridge and is proposed to be located in an area
where no other waterward structures exist. :

Recreation
i. Placement of the proposed structure will discourage other

boating recreationists who may have used this area
pPreviously.

- it
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T. Cultural '‘Resources
10“4.
The North Central Information Center was contacted for a
records search for kxnown cultural resources sites within
the vicinity of this project. No  historical
archaeological sites have been recorded witn.ii at least
two miles of the project area. No archasglogical field
survey work was recommended. (Report Jdated June 13,
1930, attached)

Mandatory Findings of Significance

1-2. Maybe. This preoject is proposed in an area where no
other recrsational structures exist within a naturally
vegetated area of the Delta. The security lighting
proposed on the structure may disturb nocturnal wildlife
and thereby displace them from surrounding habitat.

No. There are no other known existing or prcoposed
raecreational facilities within the vicinity to which this
proposed project would contribute cumulative effects on
the envircnment.

NQ.
effects on human beings, d¢rect1y or 1ndirect1y.
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