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W 24249

Garibay
DENY APPLICATION FOR RECREATIONAL PIER PERMIT

Calendar Item 22 was presented by Lance Kiley, Chief of the Land Management
Division, concerning application to build a 10’ x 20' patio deck and a 8 x 65" floating
dock in Sutter Slough, Sacramente County.

Department of Fish and Game is opposed to the project hecause of its precedent setting
nature; i.e. this is the first development on this section of Sutter Slough. The project is
designated "natural area”, which is established to perpetuate the public trust; protect
wildlife: habitat, 2tc. The slough serves as habitat and migratory route for Chincok
Salmorn which is on the state and federal threatened species list.

Department of Waterways is also opposed to the project as presently designed because
of traffic concerns on the slough.

Commissicner Tucker had conce:ns about when the building process actually started.
Mr. Chaddock advised it was sometime in 1989.

Commissioner Tucker also voiced concern about the various agencies. For instance, Mr.
Chaddock seemed to have the approval of the Corp of Engineers yet Fish and Game still
had concerns about the project.

After considerable discussion the Commission voted 3-0 to defer the Caiendar Item for
one month in order to give Mr. Chaddock time to work ourt his difficulties with Fish and
Game.
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DENY APPLICATION FOR RECREATIONAL PIER PERNIT

APRPLICANT:
Randy Chadeck
P. O. Box 485
2080 Sutter Island Road
Courtland, California 95615

ARBA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION:
State tide and submerged lands located on the east level in
Sutter Slough, approximately two (2) miles west of the town
of Courtland, Sacramento County (Exhibit "“A").

UsgE:

The Applicant seeks authorization of the construction of a
10-foot by 20-foot patio deck supported by four ten-inch
wood pilings and steel "I beams holding a wooden deck and
an 8-foot by 65-foot floating dock held by ten-inch wood
pilings driven into Sutter Slough and connected by a movable
gangway to the levee. Three three-fcot square concrete
blocks anchor the ¥I" beams for the deck at the levee. A
portion of the project has already been constructed.

AB 884:
09/27/91

OTHER PERTIHENT INFORMATION:

1. The project site and nearby environment of Sutter
Slough consists of natural riparian vegetation
including bankside shrubs and tall overstory trees.
Grasses and small herbaceous weeds and shrubs cover the
streambanks in open areas and in the denrely vegetated
areas. This vegetation grows along the lower portions
of the levees down to water’s edge. Yortions of the
levee on the east side have been Cleared by the local
Reclamation District to approximately 15 feet from the
levee crown downslope. Vegetation on the west levee
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grows to within ten feet of Waukeena Road which runs
along ‘the west levee crown from Netherlands Read, sowuth
several miles. #auch of the levee is densely vegetated.
Reclamation district procedure involves mowing of the
open areas to keep down weeds. No chemical sprays are
employed and total clearing of shrubs is avnided to
protect the levees from erosion. Vegetation has been
cleared from the project site from the levee crown,
down to the slough and approximately 20 feet to either
s:iide of the project. Riprap has been installed along:
the waterside foot of the levees.

Tre slough channel in this area is approximately

29 feet wide and is well trafficked according to the
State Department of Boating and Waterways. The
structure was under construction when the Applicant was
notified of his trespass on State sovereign land.

The following is a chronoclogy of events relating to the
application:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

€)

A notice was sent to the Applicant on November 14, 1988 by
staff of the Title Unit.

A reminder letter was sent by Land Management staff to the
Applicant on February 8, 1989 regarding the application.

A second reminder was sent by staff on October 16 1989
regarding the lack of receipt of an application.

A third reminder was sent November 2,1989.

An application was received from Applicant on November 15,
1989.

An incomplete letter requesting additional information was
sent on December 14 with another reminder sent January 2,
1990.

In addition to this early correspondence, the Department of
Boating and Waterways sent a letter December 1, 1988
advising the preject proponents of possible problems with
the project design which would adversely affect boating
traffic flow in this portion of the slough. The Department
recommended either the instailation of a boat 1lift or total
redesign of the project.
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A site survey was conducted by Commission staff to determine
the extent of construction activities associated with the
project. The support pilings, concrete footings, steel deck
beams and floating dock were installed at time of the
notification of trespass. ‘Mr. Chadock was subsequently
contacted by staff of the Division of Environmental Planning
and Managenmont to review what had been done on the project
and to discuss details of the environmental process.

A follow-up letter discussing these items was sent to the
Applicant on February 2, 1990 under Alan Scott’s signature.
On March 12, 1990, Mr. Chadock sent a letter to Commission
staff summarizing the project from his perspective.

An Initial Study was circulated on November 22, 1990 to
reviewing agencies.

A comment from Sacramento County, dated December 3, 1990,
was received which advised the Appiicant to obtain a
Conditional Use Permit, Variance or Site Use Approval from
the County.

The project application was determined to be complete on
December 31, 1990.

On January 3, 1591 staff sent a copy of the letter to the
Applicant notifying him of the required permit/variance.

A second reminder was sent on March 1, 1991. The processing
cf the Initial Study was suspended until the county permit
was submitted to the Commission.

A copy of the county approval was received by staff on
April 92, 19291.

On April 11, 1951, a tentative draft Negative Declaration
was circulated for review and comment with a declaration
that the final environmental documentation would be
determineZ after the staff’s receipt of comments from
Responsible and Trustee agencies.

In late April, staff received a telephone call from Maury
Fjelstad of the Department of Fish and Game, who expressed
serious concerns about a pier being built in Sutter Slough.
A site survey was done on May 1, 1991 to verify that the
pier in question was that of the Applicant. Upon being
advised that this was the case, DFG indicated that comments
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CALENDAR IPEM NO, 2 2 (CONT'D)

on the environmental analysis of the project would be
forthconing.

18) A comment letter from the DFG was received dated May 16,
1991 (Exhibit"D-2"). The response summarized several major
impacts, both existing and potential, of the pier with which
Fish and Game had concerns. The comments focus on the
project location in a "Natural Area" as designated in the
Delta Master Recreation Plan (DMRP,California 1976) and the
Sacramento County Zoning Code,Ch 35, Article 8. This
designation was established te "...perpetuate the public
trust; to protect wildlife habitat, existing vegetation and
remnants of waterways history; to retain areas having
solitude and wilderness-lika features; and may be used for
nonintensive recreation".

The area also contains Shaded Riverine Aquatic Cover (SRAC),
a United States Fish and Wildlife Service classification of
habitat type consisting of natural materials including
living and dead vegetation which serves as shade, escape
cover, substrate and food for wildlife and fish. The slough
serves as habitat and migratory route for chinoock salmon and
the State~listed endangered and federally-listed threatened
winter-run chinock salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha) which
depend upon SRAC in juvenile salmon development.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service estimales that since
1972, 41 percent of SRAC habitat along Sutter Slough has
been lost. The project is the only large scale constructior
of its kind along the slough. Fish and Game believes that
approval of this project could be precedent setting and
could encourage future projects which could further affect
the area’s sensitive resources. The DFG recoummends denial
of the application and removal of that portinn of the
project already constructed.

Based upon the staff®s consultation with the persons
nominating such lands (DFG) the information developed and
comments received by the Commission through the CEQA review
process, it is staff’s opinion that the project, as
submitted and partially constructed, is inconsistent with
the use classification assigned to Sutter Slough under the
Significant Lands Inventory. The land classification for
the affected area under the Inventory is Class B, Limited
Use, i.e., "areas in which one or more closely related
dominent significant environmental values is present.

Limited use compatible with and non-consumptive of such
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CALENDAR ITEM No. 2

values may be permitted" (emphasis added). Ba..ed on the
substantial evidence in the record, staff belies that such
inconsistency cannot be remedied through either nitigation
or alteration of the prcject. Commission staff therefore
recommend, pursuant to the requirements of Section 2954 of
Title 2, Division 3, Chapter 1, Cal. Code Regs., denial of
the application, the removal of that portion of the project
already constructed, and restoration of the site to its
original natural condition at the expense of the Rpplicant.

EXRIBITS:
A. Location Hap
B. Site Map
C. Initial Study/Consultation; Tentative RNegative
Declaration
D. Letters of Comment
1. County of Sacramento.
2. Department of Fish and Game
3. Department of Boating and Waterways

I> RECOMHENDED THAT THE COMMISBICON:

FIND THAT IT HAS PREPARED AND CIRCULATED PROPOSED
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF THE CEQA
FOR THE PROPOSED PRLscCT AND HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE
INFORMATION CONTAINED THEREIN AND THE COMMENTS RECEIVED
THERETO;

FIND THAT THE PROPOSED PROJECT INVOLVES LANDS IDENTIFIED AS
POSSESSING SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL VALUES PURSUANT TO
P.R.C. 6370 ET SEQ. - INVENTORY OF UNCONVEYED STATE LANDS
AND TIDE AND SUBMERGED LANDS POSSESSING SIGNIFICANT
ENVIRONMENTAL VALUES, DECEMBER 1, 1975 (SIGNIFICANT LANDS
INVENTORY) ;

FIND TEBAT THERE IS SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE IN THE RECORD THAT
THE PROPOSED PROJECT HAS CAUSED SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS ON THE
EHVIRONMENT AND ON THE PUBLIC TRUST RESOURCES IDENTIFIED
WITHIN SUTTER SLOUGH AND WOULD CAUSE ADDITIONAL IMPACTS IF
ALLOWED TO BE COMPLETED AND REMAIN;

FIND, BASED ON THE COMMISSION’S CONMNSULTATION WITH THE
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME, WHICH NOMINATED SUCH LANDS
UNDER F.R.C. 6370, AND ON THE INFORMATION RECEIVED BY THE
COMHISSION IN THE CEQA PRCCESS, THAT THE PROJECT, AS
SUBMITTED AND PARTIALLY CONSTRUCTED, IS INCONSISTENT WITH
THE USE CLASSIFICATION ASSIGNED TO SUTTER SLOUGH UNDER THE
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CALENDBR ITEM NG. 2 .2 (CONT'D)

SIGNIFICANT LANDS IHVENTORY AND THAT SUCH INCONSISTENCY
CARNOT BE SATISFALCTORILY REMEDIED THROUGH MITIGATION OR
ALTERATION OF THE PROJECT;

FIND TAAT THE ACTIVITY IS EXEMPT FROM THE REQUIREMENTS OF
THE CEQA PURSUANT TO 14 CAL. CODE REGS. 15061 AS A
STATUTORILY EXEMPT PROJECT PURSUANT TO P.R.C. 21080(b)(5)
AND 14 CAL. CODE REGS. 15270, PROJECTS WHICH A PUBLIC AGENCY
RESECTS OR DISAPPROVES;

DENY THE APPLICATION AS IT IS CURRENTLY ON FILE IN THE
COMMISSION’S OFFICE IN SACRAMENTO (W 24249);

AUTHORIZE STAFF, STAFF COUNSEL, AND/OR THE OFFICE OF THE
ATTORNEY GENERAL TO TAKE ALL STEPS NECESSARY, INCLUDING
LITIGATION, TO TERMINATE THE CONTINUED OCCUPATION OF
SOVEREIGN LANDS, TO REMOVE THE EXISTING IMPROVEMENTS, TO
RESTORE THE SITE TO ITS RATURAL CONDITION, AND TO COLLECT
ALL COSTS THE STATE INCURS IN REPOSSESSING SUCH LANDS,
TOGETHER WITH ANY OTHER LEGAL OR EQUITABLE REMEDIES THAT MAY
BE APPROPRIATE OR NECESSARY, INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO,
THE COST OF REMOVING THE EXISTING UNPERMITTED IMPROVEMENT
AND SITE RESTCRATION.

@
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W24249
RANDALE CHADOCK

SUTTER SLOUGH
SACRAMENTC COUNTY

APPLICANT
INSTALLATION OF
RECREATIONAL DECK
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EXHIBIT C
STATE OF CAUFORNA GEORGE DEUKIERAN, Governor

) EXECUTIVE OFFICE
STATE LANDS COMMISSION 1607 1M g

EO T, 3cCARTHY, Lisutsnant Govornor Secramanen, CA 295814
RAY DAVIS, Controfier CHARLES WARREN
JESSE B, HUFF, Diroctor of Finance Exocutiva OfScer

November 22, 1590
File: W 24249

INTERESTED PARTIES
SUBJECT: CHADOCK RECREATIONAL DECK/BOAT DOCK INITIAL STUDY

The State Lands Commission is the Lead Agency for the purpose
of the California Environmental Quality Act for the proposed
preject described below and in the attached Initial Study.

We request your position as to whether an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) or a Negative Declaration (ND) should be prepared for
this project. Comments must be addressed to the State Lands
Commission office shown above, with attention to the undersigned by
December 22, 1990.

If you have any questions or need adiitional information,
please call (916 323-7209.

Project Title: Chadeck, Recreational Deck/Boat Dock
" Project Prdponent: Randy and Danielle Chadock

Project lLazation: Sutter Slough, APN 142-001-002, near
Courtland, Sacramento County.

Project. Description: Authorize construction of a 10-foot by
20-foot deck and an 8-foot by 65-foot
floating dock connected by a mnoveable
gangway.
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JECQUES ¢
Division of Environmental
Planning and Management

Attachment




STAYL LANDS COMMISSION

A
ERVIROGNENTAL IPACT ASSESSKENT CHECKLIST - PART 1!
Form 13.20 {7732} . File Ref.:_W 24239

I. BACKGROURD INFORBMATION

A Apphcamt- _Randy and Daniells Chadock
P.0. Box 485

Courtland, CA 95£15

Checklist Date: _10__ /284 [/ 9()

Contact Persen® ___Jacques A. Graher
Tetephone: { 916 ) 323-7209

Purpose- _Construct a platform and flgating dock.

tocaton _Sutter Slaugh. Sacramepto Gounty.

Qescnption

2 20

DY 1 k_of ar ximate {) ingh st¢ - coverad with wooden
decking. An 8 ft. wide by 65 foot long floating dock will be cons _icted waterward of
Feeensmunzotns __the fixed deck, attached by 3 gangway,

. ENVIRONSMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explain all “‘yes” and “maybe’’ answers)
A, Larth, Wil the proposal result in:

E
g
4
o

1. Unstabie earth conditions or changes in geologic substructures? . . . . ..

Distuptions, displacements, compaction, or ovescoveringofthesodl?, ... ...,

Change n topography or ground surfice reliet testures? .. ... ...

L NP S SRR

OE00 §
La&n
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Tive destruction, covering, or modific tion of any unigue geologic or physical features?

Any inicrease in wind ¢r water eros0n of soils_ eitheronovoff thesste?, . ..., .....

2.
3.
K
s
6.

Changes in deposition or erosion of beach sands, or chinges-ia siltation, depositicn BY
modify the channel of 3 river or _tream or the bad of the ocean Qr any bay, inlet, or

7. Exposuie of all penple or property to geclogic hazards such as eartivquake landsticing
fatlure, OF SIMIlEr NAZMOS?. . .. . v oo n s v arnunenanensescnsvesnsoannnansh




elefioration of ambient aip quality?

odors?, | . .

Alteratien of ar movemavie. m

Citture or temparature, of 81y change in :limate;enher locally or regionally?
Warer, wiy the propoga) result in:
1.

2.

2. The creation of objectionable

-;..--..--....-----w-a

.---o...o.-------.-.c‘--

Changes in bsorption r1es, dran

.0 either marnine or fresh waters? | |
3ge Datterrs

» OF the rate Hng Imount of surface water ruenoff?

vgter_qualitv, includin but n
vuring. construc Jou, |

D. Py, Lite, v the propos result in:

1. Change 1 the diversity of wDeCies, or number of an
and 3quatie plantsy>, .

Reduction of the numpy

LS

v Ingresse 1n EXISNG NOise levals? ..

L

2. Exposure of peonie 10 suvere neise le

vels? |
G. Lieht gng Glore,

Will the Praposal razle in:

1 The pioduction of new hight or olare?

L I Prro Ew wa the proposal resuit in:

1.A sUdsStantgl alteration of the

Present or planney fand use of an area?. .
Noturat Resvurces, Will the proposat result in-

L tncregse n the rate of yse of MY naturs) Tes0urces? .

-----------

]
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Rish af Upvez. Doves the proposal resuftin

1. A ruk of an explosion or the release of hazardous substances {including, but not limited to, oil, pesticides,
chemicals, or radiation) in tie event of an accident orupset conditions? . .. .. . i ii e

2. Posuble interference with emergency response plan o7 an emergency evacuation plan? .. ...

Population, Vil the proposal result in:
1 The alteration, chstribution, density, or groveth rate of the human population of the area? .
Housing. %hil the proposal result in:

1. Affecting existing housing, or create a demand for additional bousing? ..
TramsportationfCirculation. Will the propoesal result in:

1. Generation of substanisal 2dditional vehicular movement?. . ... ... ..

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

3. Substzntial iIMPact uPon existing UANSPOTALINN SYStEMS? . .. . ov e nan s v e
& Alterations to present pattesns of circulation or moveinent of people and/or goods?
§  Alerations to waterborne, raid, or air tratfic? . .. ..

A% e m e ® P e oau ke EEES AL

6. Increase wn trathic hazards 10 motor vehicles, bicyclists, or pedestrians? . . ... .. ..

s e ramoawomoswoe

Public Services. Wil the propasal have an effect upon, or resuil in a need for new of altered governmental
services 1n any of the following areas:

1. Fueprotection? . . .. .......

2. Police protection? . . .... ...
3.Schools? . ... . .ccns -

4. Parks and other recreaunonal facilities?. . .. .. ..

5. Maintenance of public facilities, including roads?.

6. Other governmental services?, . ..

Energy Wil the proposal resultin:

1. Useof substantial amounts ol fuel 07 eneigy?. ... . . v invveananensrnan s
2. Sobstanlial increase in demand upon existing-sources of energy, or fequire the development of newsources?
Unilities. Will the proposal result in a need for new systems, of substantial alterations to the following utilities:
1. Fower or naturat gas? . . .
2. Communication systems?

3. Water?2 L ... i

4, Sewer or sepuic tenks? . .

5, Storm water dramnage? . .

6. Sohwa waste and Sisposal? .. .. ... ..

Human Heclth. Will the proposal resultan:

1. Creation of any health hazard or potential heaith hazard (excluding mental health)?

2. Exposute of people to potential health hazards? . .. .. oo s ne e

Aesthesics. Wilt the proposal resultin:

1. The obstruction of 2ny scenic vista or view open 10 the public, or will the proposal result in the creation of

mazsthencallyoifensivesmopenxopubhcview?

Recreation. Wil the proposal resultn. |

1. An impact upon the quality or quaatity of existing recreaticnal opportunities?. Watak:
boat]
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Vau Mayde No

to:icarcheological site? . D D [E]’

effects to-a prehistoric or historic building,

L T (X]
thin the potential impacta.'ea?............ D L-I LX!

g teligious or sacred uses wi
U. Moadatun Findings af Significence.

. ; e O 0 R/
4 Qoes the project hyve ervironmenta! adverse eflects on human beings,
eithe: directly o indrectly? |

v, PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
O the baus of this snivat evaluation:

-

11 ting the proposed
be preparec.

beca
DECLARM’?ON

l._’ | hind the proposed
13 requited.

X Determination to bo

praiect MAY have 5 significant effect o the envirgn

made upon raceipt of comments,

Date: 11, p2z /. S0




DISCUSBION OF ENVIROCUMENTAL EVALUATION

A.2. Disruptions

The project involves the driving of six wood pilings
along the bank of Sutter Slough with installation of a steel
supported deck and attached gangway and a floating dock.

A bench is excavated and levelled from the waterward side
of the levee approximately 10 ft. in width and appzoximately
ft. in length. An access road is cleared and cat into the
waterwvard side of the levee to furnish access %o the dock.
Additionally, three large concrete blocks approximately 3 ft
on a side are installed on the bench. Soil renoval is
required for these activities.

‘Construction activity will cause partial compaction of
soil in the project area, due to vehicle activities and worker
movenments. The structure covers the soil at the shoreward end
on the levee. The excavations and compactions of the soil are
small and should not have a significant impact on the site.

Topography

The project requirss the removal of a portion of the
levee slope for constructicn of an access road and excavation
for a bench upon which are situated three large concrete
blocks serving as footings for the deck.

This excavation will permanently alter the slope profile
of the¢ waterward side of the levee. The road creates '‘a 30
foot iong cut from the deck to the crown of the levee. W®ith
the road bed app'oxlmately eight feet in width.

A twenty~-five by eight foot bench has bsen cut in the
Lank of the lsvee. This feature alters the slope profile. It
is ahove MHHW of the channel and should not have an impact on
the levee's performance during normal water heights. It might
impact levee strength during excess flooding.

Frosion

The cutti ng into the levee slopes creates several small
extreme slopes along the access road and the bench cut. These
faces, if not revagetated could promote some minor erosion of
the sliopes. The access road, if riot surfaced properly to
inhibit runoff could cause scme erosion during heavy rains.

The levee slope appears to be more or 1less in its
original state of construction and profile.

The lower slope of the levee, under the deck, shows signs
of erosion and evidence of riprap but this appears to be 0
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unrelated to the project.
Emissions

The use of power equipment for excavation and pile driver
will create some temporary air emissions. The project is
located in a slough remote from neighbors or any urban
.centers. The generatior of these emissions will b2 short
iived; only during the excavation and installation of the
pilings. The final work will be conducted with hand and
electric power tools.

Odors

The excavation and pile uriving operations will create
the episodes of greatest emissions and objectionable odors.
These odors will be noticeable only in the project area. The
site is located in a small slough one mile west of the town of
Courtland. This project will not create significant amounts
of odors of a duration to adversely affect potential
receptors.

Future boat traffic will be the only source of odors once
the project is complete.

Discharge Turbidity

The project invclves the use of a powered pile driver for
the six pilings to support the deck and dock. Turbidity may
result from the pile driving operations. This will occur only
during the driving operations. Water quality should return to
pre-project conditions when all pilings are installed.

Some turbidity may be created when the larger vessel is
maneuvering to be mookred or during departure. This propeller
generated turbidity would be temporary, occurring during the
operation of the engines.

Diversity

The construction of the dezk will impact a small area of
grassy slope upon which the access rocad and the footings of
the deck are installed. The road cut involves a side cut on
the uphill slope and a minor area of burial in which grass may
ba removed. An eight foot by 25 foot area along the -upper
deck is also affected.

Unless these areas are treated with surface pavenents,
the grass will reseed and grow on the denuded soil.

Shrubbery under the deck will not be affected by the
construction. The presence of the deck may shade out these
shrubs, prohibiting their continued growth. Sunlight would
only reach them in the late afternoon.

" - -
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Shrubs including wild blackberry and poison oazk to either
side of the project will not be affected. The project will
keap plants from growing into the open area which could cccur
in a no project situation.

Diversity

Animal 1life may be impacted by the presence of this
project. The construction activity could disturb 1lcecal
residernt animal life through excessive noisg, human activity,
and vibrations created bky pile driving.

The completed prciject itself may create an impact on
animal life in the immediate vicinity. Use of the dock by the
owners might keep less tolerant wildlife from inhabiting the:
area. The presence of the structure might effectively remove:
that area of the levee and bank from habitation by wildlife.

The structure will prchibit growth of bank vegetation
which could afford cover and habitat for Zfuture animal
popu}ations on shore, thus reducing variety of resident
species.

The structure could serve as a substitute for overhanging
streambank vegetation which is frequently used by fish as
cover. This project would not serve effectively for bird
populations which would prefer stream bank vegetation for
cover and food scurce.

Habpitat

The project requires the removal and continued absence of
streambank type vegetation and overstory trees. The structure
also removes some grassland environment for the footings on
shore. This removal of thése vegetation communities causes a
deterioration in the local riparian environment. Vegetation
includes ocak, cottonwood, poison cak and wild blackberry.

Removal or preventicn of riparian vegetation growth will
cause a local impact on animal diversity in the area. The
structure creates a gap ia the continuity of the streambank
vegetation which interrupts the free movement of riparian
animal populations using the protective cover on that bank.

Removal of riparian vegetation may influence shorezone
shelter for small fish that occupy shorezone waters. Lack of
cover for shade, protection, and accompanying food may
inrfluence certain fish populations there. The naw dock right
afford a substitute shelter for these fish or it might atfford
shelter for a different fish in tradeoff for another species.

The project site is identified in the Delta Master Plan
as a "natural area®™, limiting development activities.
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Increaged Hoice

The project could impact the area with an increase in
noise levels. Installation of the pilings and subsequent
construction will require use cof a powered pile driver and
construction equipment. Noise levels will increase during the
construction phase. This noise will cease upon completion of
the project.

The pier 1is intended for use by the owners for
sunbathing, recreation and mcorage of boats. With its
increased use, the noise levels could rise if the boats are
occasionally woxked on and during arrivals and departures,
engine noise would occur. Noise from play activities would ‘e
present vwhere there was none before. This noise would be
restricted to the immediate site.

Extreme Noisa

The project phase would create loud episodes of noise;
the pile driving and construction phases particularly.

Except for occasional engine noise of arriving or
Jeparting boats, noise levels are not expected to reach
axcessive levels. The channel is open to water skiing so some
periods of excessive noise are possible along the channel.

Light

The project could invelve night time use for recreational
purposes. Lighting at the deck, dock or from boats could
impact the area. These impacts could be viewed from the
opposite bank and for several yards adjacent to the project
site. Impacts will be local.

Land Use

The project will create a minor impact in land use, going
from non-use to a r=creational private use. 'The presence of
the dock will create a relatively marked impact on the site
compared to the area‘'s natural condition before.

Traffic

The project may create an impact on water traffic
movenents within that part of Sutter Slough. The channz2l at
this point is approximately 200 feet wide. The procject is
located on the east bank.

The east half of the channel (Sacramente County) is
regulated by county boating ordinance which restricts it to
“no waterskiing®. There are no speed or wake restrictions in
this waterway. The west part of the channel is under Yolo
County Jjurisdiction which does not have a skiing restriction

- - - P '-u
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on this channel; however, state law reguires that boats
passing within 200 feet of a pier must slow to 5 M.P.H. which
precludes wat@rskiing at this site. This will force
waterskiers to stop within 200 feet of the p:er and ride in
the boat until they are past the pier. Passing boats must
also obey the 5 M.P.H. speed limit.

The mooring ¢f a large boat at the dock will create a
navigational \mpact on passing boat traffic in general,
requiring a posasible reduced spsed for safety.

Vistas

The presence of the structure and moored boats will
create a noticeable impact upon the view within the immediate
vicinity of the pier.

The platform and dock are piaced on the waterward side of
the east levee of Sutter Slough. It is highly visible from
Waukeena Road located on the west bank of Sutter Slough. this
will create an impact on viewing by boating public in Sutter
Slough and traffic on Waukeena Road which is accessible to the
public. If the structure is furnished with lighting this
impact will be significant to both land traffic on Waukeena
Road and passing boating traffic in Sutter Slough.

Recreation

The project will have an impact upon recreation in this
part of Sutter Slough. The site is located on a narrow
channel which allows limited movement for boating traffic.
The project will impact waterskiing by prohibiting legally
skiing past the platform and pier within 200 feet. 'Boating
speed nmust be reduced to 5 M.P. H. which impacts the boating
speed in general. When present, the larger 45 foot moored
boat may affect “av1gational visibility at that 1location
further requiring reduced speeds by boating traffic. The
Delta Master Plan deasignates the slough as a "natural®, being
?limited use" area.
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PETE WILSON, Gevernor

STATE LANDS COMMISSION. a&gm g;zc:e

LEO T. MsCARTHY, Liswensnt, Governor Sscramento, c% 25814
GFUW' DAVIS, Corcrolter
THONAS W. HAYES, Lireitor of fimnw CHARLES WMREN

April 11, 1991
File Ref.: W 24249
EIR ND: 53¢

NOTICE OF PUBLIC REVIEW OF A NEGATIVE DECLARATION
(SECTION 15073 CFR)

A Negative Declaration has been prepared pursuant to the
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Ac% (Section
21000 et seq., Public Resources Code), the State CEQA guidelines
(Section 15000 et seqg., Title 14, California Code Requlations), and
the State Lands Commission Regulatlono (Section 2201 et seq., Tlule
2, California Code Regulations) for a ;mnject currently being
processed by the staff of the State Lands Commissiori.

The docunment is attached for your reviow. Comments
should be addressed to the State Lands Commission office shown
above with attention to the undersigned. All cosments must be
received by May 15, 1991.

Should you have any dquestions or need additional
information, please call the undersigned at {916) 323-7209.

o7
/J QUES GREPER )

‘Division of Environmental
Planning and Management

Attachment
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STATE OF CAUFORNIA PETE WILSON, Governor

UTIVE OFF
STATE LANDS COMMISSION f:gg.xamsm;‘:‘s

LED T. MeCARTHY, Lieutensnm Governor Szcrsmento, CA 85814

GRAY DAVIS, Controller
IOMAS W. HAYES. Director of Fin CHARLES WARREN
(] or INSNCe

EIR ND: 53¢
File: W 24249

SCH No.: S002115S

Project Title: Chadock Recreational Deck/Boat Dock
Prcponent: Randy and Danielle Chadock

Project Location: APN 142-001-002, Sutter Slough, near
Courtland, Sacramentc County.

Project Descriptich: Authorize construction of a 10 foot by 20
foot deck and 8 foot by 65 root floating
dock connected by a moveadble gangway.

Contact Person: Jacques Graber Telephone: 916/323-7209

This document is prepared pursuant to the requirements of the
California Environmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et seq., Public
Resources Code}, the State CEQA Guidelinaes (Section 1500C et seq.,
Title 14, California Code Regulations), and the State Lands
Commission regulations {Section 2903 et seg., Title 2, California
Code Regulations).

Based upon the attached Initial Study, it has been found that:

[ X ] this project will not have a significant effect on the
environment.

[ mitigation measures included in the project will avoid
potentially significant effects.
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STATL LANDS COMMISSION

ENVIROMMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMERT CHECKLIST —PART I
Fotm 13.20 {7732} File Ret.: W 24240

. BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A Apphcant _ Randy and Danielle Chadock
P.0. Box 485

Courtland, CA ‘95615

Checkiist Date: _10 /24 /90
Contact Persen ___Jacques A, Graber
Telephooe: ( 916 ) 323 209
Purpose _Construct a platform and fioating dock,

decking. An 8§ ft. mde by 65 foot long floating dock will be cm;,gt.rugtgd mtemard of
m«nmxmm._me fixed deck, attached by a gangway.

1. SMVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explain all “yes™ and “maybe’’ answers)
A, Larth, Wili the proposz! result in:

1. Unstable earth conditions or changes in geologicsubstructures? . . . . . .. .. ........

. Disruptions, displacements, compaction, or overcoveringofthesoid?. . .. ..........

. Change in topograghy or ground surfice relief festures? . . .. .. ..

L N N A R

Any increase in wind or water erosion of sosls, esther onor off thesite?. . . .. ......

Changes in deposition or erosion of bezch sands, or changes in siltation, deposition or erosion which may
modify the channel of a niver or stream or the bed of the ocean or any bay, inlet, or lakgPrerrorrT )

7. Exposure of 2l people or property 0 gaologic hazards such as rarthquakes, landshd %&‘W
failure. crsmiler hazards?. . . ... ... it i e e EMINUTE PAGE

2
3
4
5
6.

E] 0000 )?
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8.

D.

dir. Will the proposal result in:

i Substantial air emimussions or detenoration of ambient anr quality? ..... ..... IR PP
2. Thecreationolobicctionableodor;?. ce © e e et e e aice ettt et
3. Afteraticn of air movement, mossture or temperature. or any change in chmate, either locally or regionatly? .
Beter. Will the proposal result in:

1. Changes in the currents, or the course or ditection of water muvements, in either.manne or fresh waters?

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

3. Alerations to the course or flow of Htlood waters? .. .. .. ... ki n s ees e reaseaaeaaeas

4. Change in the arnount of surface water sn any waterbody? . . ........... Cee sttt e e

5. Discharge into surface waters, or in any alterauon of surlace water quality. includin but not limited to
temperature, dissolved ¢ xygen or turbidity?. . ... ... ..0uring construction.... . ... ..

5. Alteration of the direct on or rate of flow of ground waters?. . .. ._.............

7. Change ‘n the quantity of ground waters. either through direct additions or withdrawals, or through.inter
Ceprion of an squrfer by cuts or excavations? .. . . fr e seaaaas s seeeesseeeenen

8. Substanuial reducticn in the amount of water otherw:se available for public water supplies? . ... ... ...
9. Exposure of people or property to water-related hazards such as flooding or ucal waves? . . . . .. .

10. Sigmificant changes in the temparature, flow or chemical content of surface thermalsprings?, . ... ......
Flont Lifr, ‘Wil the proposal 1e<ult in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, or number of any species of plants (including trees, shrubs, grass, crops,
andaquatcplants)?, ... .. ...... ... B,

2. Reduction of the numberk of 2ny unique, rare or endangered species of plants?. . . ... ... .... e e

3. Inpaduztion of new species of plants into an area, or in a barsier 10 the normal réplenishment of existing.

4, Reductsenmacxugéolanyagficultura!crép?..............,
Snimal Life Wil the proposal result in:

1. Change 1n the diversity of species. or numbers of any species of animals {birds, land animals rcluding
reptiles, fish and shellfish, benthiic orgamsms, orinsects)? . ... ... oon s e ... et re e e

2. Reduction of the numbers of any unigue, rara or endangered speciesof arimals?. . .. ... .. ... ...

Introduction of new spacies of animals into an area, or result in a barner 1o the migration or movemeant of

T 2 3

4. Deterioration to existing fish or » “dhfa habitat?. |

Monse, Vil the proposal resuit
1 Increase in existing noisedevels?. . .. ... .....

2: Exposure of peopie 10 severe notse levels? | . |

G. Zfeht emt Glore. Will the proposat result in:

H,

1. The prcduction of new light or glare? |

Lasd e, Wl the proposal result in:

1. A substantal diteration of the oresent or plannett land use of an ares?,
Netural Resourees, Wil the proposal resuit in.

1. Incr2ase in the rate of use of any natura! resources? . . . . .. .. e

2. Substanuai depietion of any nonrenewable resources? | . e

o
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J. Kok aof t'paei. Does the pi1oposdl tesult in Yes Maybe No

1. A 1sk of an explosion or the reledse of hazardous substances {including, but not limited 20, oil, pesticides,
chemicals, or radiation) in the event of an accident or upset conditions? . .., . .......... e D D m
2. Possible inteeference with emergency response plan cr an emergency evacuation plan? . .. . D D E]
Pogpulanors. Wil the prc'posal result in:
1 The alteration, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human population of the area?
Housing, Wl the proposal result in:
1 Atecting existing housing, or create 2 demand for additional housing? . . .
M. fransportation]Circulation, With the Proposal result.in-
1. Generation of substantial additional vehicular movement?. . ... ... ...
2. Affecting existing parking facilities, or create a demand for new parking?,
3. Substantial impact upon existing transportation systems? . . .. ... h e e et

4. Aiterations to prescat patteins of circulation or movement of peogle and/or goods?

5. Alterations to waterborne, rail, or air waftic? ... .. .

D000
D0co

6 Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists, or pedestrians? . . . . . f e ettt ecneaeenae e

N. Public Services, Will the proposal have an effect upon, or result in 2 need for new or altered governmenta!
services in any of the following areas:

1. Fire protection? | . .

2. Police protection? ., .. .. ........

3 Schools? . ... ..., ......

4. Parks and other recreational facilities?. . . ., . ..

5. Maintenance of pubfic tacilities, incloding sdads?,

1JOo000oo

€ Othet governmental services?. . .. ....... ..
0. Energr Wil the proposal result in:
1. Useotsubstamialamoumsoffuelorenergy?._...‘...................................
2. Sobstantial increass in démand upon existing sousces of energy. or require the devalopment of new souices? .
P.  Utilities. Vii%l the proposal result in a need for new systems, o substantial ziteratioas to the following utilitias:
1. Power or nawural as2 . | .,
2. Communication systems?" .
3.Water?. ... ........
4. Sewer or sepuc tanks? | ., .
5. Storm wwater drainage? . . .
6. Sohd waste and disposal? .. .... ...
Q. fluman Health, Wiil the proposai result in:

1. Cseation of any health hazard or potential health hazard {excluding mental haalth)?

L
O
O
O
U
O
OJ
O
O
O
L
]
O
C
O
O

00 000000 og

2 Exposure of people 1o potential health Fazaras? ... .. ... G et aeeea
R. Aesthetics. Will the proposal resalt in:

1. The obstruction of any scenic visis or view open to the public, or will the proposal result in the creation of
an 2esthetically offensive site open 1o public view? . . . e me e s e h o r e et s an e e

&)
]

S. Recrestion. W'l the proposal result in:

1 An impact upon the gquality or quantity of existing recreational opportunities?. Hat
boa
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Culsural Resonrces. Yez Maybe No

1. Wll the proposa! result in the alteration of or the destruction of 3 prehistoricior historic archeolegical site? . D E_] &]

2. Will the proposal result in adverse physical or assthetic effects to. #-prehistoric or historic building, -
SHUCIUPe, Or ObRELY. . . o e T [ il (X}

3. Does she proposal have the potentia to cause 2 physical changs which would affect unique ethnic cuityras U l ] [ ]
K

valves?2 .. ... L. L. I T T Y T

4. Will the proposal restrice existing re?" jious or sacred uses within the potential impactarea? . ........... D L l LX,
Sloirdatury Findings of Significance.

1. Does the project have the patential.ro degrade the quahty of the environment, reduce the habitat of 3 fish or
wildlife spectes. cause a fish or wildlife pcpulation to drop beiow seif-sustaining levels, thréaten 10 eliminate
3 plant or znimai community, reduce the number Or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or R
animal or eliminate importznt examples of the major persods af Calitorma history or prehistory?. . . . . . LJ { ] [x]

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

Does the project have impacts which are individually hmited, but cumulauvely considerable? . . . . . e E] E] [X]

Ooes the project have environmental effects which will cause substanusal adverse effects on human beings, .
erther directly or wndirectly? I T T S S l ! l l ixl,

1. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (Sce Comments Attached)

4V, PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
On the basis of this witeat evaluation:

- -

.| 1 find the proposed project COULD NOTY have 3 significant effszc.on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION wall
be prepared.

!_} | f:nd that although the proposed project could Rizve.a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant effect
in this case because the miligatich measures described on an Wttached sheet have been added to the propct A NEGATIVE

DECLARATION will be prepared,.

| ] I hnd the proposed projec’ MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL (MPACT REPORT
\y

1§ requied, ’
XsDetermination to be made upon receipt of comments. %
x 7 F)
Date: 11, 02 ; 90 2 % % @’W )

MINUTE ¥AGE __=
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https://potential.to

DIBCUSBICH OF ENVIRCHMENTAY, EVALUATION

Disruptions

The project involves the driving of six wood pilings
&long the bank of Sutter Slough with installation of a steel
supported deck and attached gangway and a floating dock.

A bench is -excavated and levelled from the waterward side
of the levee approximately 10 ft. in width and approximately
25 St. in length. An access road is cleared and cut into the
waterward side of the levee to furnish access to the dock.
Additionally, three large concrete blocks approximately 3 ft.
on a side are installed on the bench. Soil removal is
required for these activities,

Construction activity wiil cause partial ccompaction of
soil in the project area, due to vehicle activities and worker
novements. The structure covers the soil .at the shoreward end
on the levee. The excavations and compactions of the soil are
small and should not have a significant impact on the site.

Topography

The project requires the removal of a portion of the
levee slope for construction of an acce.. road and excavation
for a bench upon which are situated taree large concrete
blocks serving as footings foi the deck.

This excavation will permanently alter the slope profile
of the waterward side of the levee. The road creates a 30
foot 1 -~ ~* from the deck to the crown of the levee. With
the road bed approximately eight feet in width.

A twenty-five by eight foot bench has been cut in the
bank of the levee. This feature alters the slope profile. It
is above MHHW of the channel and should not have an impact on
the levee's performance during normal water heights. It might
impact levee strength during excess flooding.

Erosicn

The cutting into the levee slopes creates several small
extreme slopes along the access road and the bench cut. These
faces, if not revegetated could promote some minor erosion of
the slopes. The access road, if not surfaced properly to
inhibit runoff could cause some erosion during heavy rains.

The levee slope appears to be more or less in its
original state of construction and profile.

The lower slope of the levee, under the deck, shows signs
of erosion and evidenca of riprap but this appears to be @

25
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unrelated to the project.
Emisgicris

The use of pover equipment for excavation and pile driver
will create some temporary air emissions. The project is
located in_a slough remote from nelghbors or any urban
centers. Tiis generation of these emissions will be short
lived; only during the excavation and installation of the
pilings. The final work will be conducted with hand and
electric power tools.

Cdors

The excavation and pile driving operations will create
the episodes of greatest emissions and objectionable odors.
These odors will be noticeable only in the project area. The
site is located in a small 'slough one mile west of the town of
Courtland. This project will not create significant amounts
of odors of a duratién to adversely affect potential
receptors.

Future boat traffic will be the only source of odors onc
the project is complete.

Discharge Turbidity

The project involves the use of a powered pile dbaver for

the ¢ix pilings to support the deck and dock. Turbidity may
result from the pile driving operations. This will occur only
during the driving operations. Water quality should return to
pre~project conditions when all pilings are installed.

Some turbidity may be created when the larger vessel is
maneuvering to be moored or during departure. This propel]er
generated turbidity would be temporary, occurring during the
operation of the engines.

Diversity

The construction of the deck wil] 1mpact a small area of
grassy slope upon which the access rcaa: and the footings of
the deck are installed. The road cut involves a side cut on
the uphill slope and a minor area of burial in which grass may
be removed. An eight foot by 25 foot area along the upper
deck is also affected.

Unless these areas are treated with surface pavements,
the grass will reseed and grow on the denuded soil.

Shrubbery under the deck will not be affected by the
construction. The presence of the deck may shade out these
shrubs. prohibiting their centinued growth. Sunlight would
cnly reach them in the late afternoon.

28
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Shrubs including wild blackberry .and poison oak to either
side of the prcjeéct will not be affected. The project will
Xeep plants from growing into the open area which could occur
in a no project situation.

Diversity

Animal life may be impacted by the presence of this
project. The construction activity could disturb local
resident animal life through excessive noise, human activity,
and vibrations created by pile driving.

The completed project itself may create an impact on
znimal life in the inmediate vicinity. Use of the dock by the
ovniers might keep less tolerant wildlife from inhabiting the
area. The presence of the structure might effectively remove
that area of the levee and bank froz habitation by wildlife.

The structure will prohibit growth of bank vegetation
which could afford cover and habitat for future animal
popula -ions on shore, thus reducing variety of resident
species.

The structure could serve as a substitute for overhanging
streambank vegetation which is frequently used by fish. as
cover. This proiect would not serve effectively for bird
populaticns which would prefer stream bank vegetation for
covar and! food sourxce.

Habitat

Tlhhe project regquires the removal and continued absence of
streambank type vegetation and overstory trees. The structure
also reaoves some grassland environment for the footings on
shore. fThis removal of these vegetation communities causes a
deterioration in the local riparian environment. Vegetation
includes oak, cottonwoxd, poison oak and wild blackberry.

Renova) or prevention of riparian vegetation growth will
cause a locai impact on animal diversity in the area. The
structure creates a gap in the continuity of the streambank
vegetation which interrupts the free movement of riparian
animal populations using the protective cover on that bank:

Removal of riparian vegetation may influence shorezone
shelter for small fish that occupy shorezone wvaters. Lack of
cover for shade, protection, and accompanying food may
influence certain fish populations there. The new dock might
afford a substitute shelter for these fish or it m.ght afforad
shelter for a different fish in tradeoff for ancthexr species.

The project site is identified in the Delta Master Plan
25 a “natural area%, liuniling development activities.




Increased Noise

The project could impact the area with an increase in
acise levels. Installation of the pilings and subsequent
construction will require use of a powered pile driver and
construction equipment. Ncise levels will increase during the
construction phase. This noise will cease upon compl~ation of
the project.

The pier is intended for use by the owners for
sunbathing, recreatiorn and mooraage of boats. wWith its
increased use, the noise levels could rise if the boats are
occasionally worked on and during arrivals and departures,
engine noise would occur. Noise from play activities would be
present where there was none before. This noise would be
restricted to the imrediate site.

Extremse Noise

The project phase would create loud episocdes of noise;
the pile driving and construction phases particularly.

Except for occasional engine noise of arriving or
ideparting boats, noise levels are not expected to reach
:excessive levels. The channel is open to water skiing so some
periods of excessive noise are possible along the channel.

Light

The project could involve night time use for recreational
purpocses. Lichting at the deck, dock or from boats could
impact the area. These impacts could be viewed from the
opposite bank and for several yards adjacent to the project
site. Impacts will be local.

Land Use

The project will create a minor impact in land use, going
from ncn~use to a recreatidnal private use. The presence of
the dock wiil create a relatively marked impact on the site
compared to the area's natur.l condition before.

Traffic

The project may create an impact on water traffic
movements within that part of Sutter Slough. The: channel at
this peint is approximately 200 feet wide. The project is
located on the east bank. )

The east half of the channel (Sacramento County) is
regulated by county boating ordinance which restricts it to
“no waterskiing®™. There are no speed or wake restrictions in
this waterway. Tha west part of the channel is under Yelo
county jurisdiction which does not have a skiing restriction

g m—y e
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on this channel; hcwever, state law requires that boats
passing within 200 feet of a pier must slow to 5 M.P.H. which
precludes waterskiing at this site. This will force
watarskiers to stop within 200 feet of the pier and ride in
the boat until theay are past the pier. Passing boats must
also obey the 5 M.P.H. speed limit.

The mooring of a large boat .at the dock will create a
navigational impact on passing boat traffic in general,
requiring a possibz reduced speed for safety.

Vistas

The presence of the structure and moored boats will
create a noticeable impact upon the view within the immediate
vicinity of the pier.

The platform and dock are placed on the waterward side of
the east levee of Sutter Slough. It is highly visible from
Waukeena Road located on the west bank of Sutter Slough. this
will create an impact on viewing by boating pubiic in Sutter
Slough and traffic on Waukeena Road which is accessible to the
public. If the structure is furnished with 1lighting this
impact will be significant tc both land traffic on Waukeana
Road and passing boating traffic in Sutter Slough.

Recreation

The project will have wn impact upon recreation in this
part of Sutter Slough. The site is located on a narrow
channel which allows limited movement for boating traffic.
The project will impact waterskiing by prohibiting legally
skiing past the platform and pier within 200 feet. Boating
speed must be reduced to 5 M.P.H. which impacts the boating
speed in general. When present, the larger 45 foot moored
boat may affect navigational visibility at that leccation
further retuiring reduced speeds by boating traffic. The
Delta Master Plan designates the slough as a "natural”, being
"limited use” area.
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APPLICANT

INSTALLATIONOF  }
RECREATIONAL DECK
SUTTER SLOUGH

. SACRAMENTO COUNTY §

W24249
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COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
AND ASSESSMENT

s

rd

Decentber 3, 1990

State lands Cammissiori

Division of Fnvironmental Planning and Management
c/o Jaogpues Grabexr

1807 -~ 13th Strest

Sacramentc, CA 95814

SUBJECT: INITIAL STWY PFOR RRDY AND DANIELZSZ CHADOCK
DECK/BORT DCTK ON APN: 142-001-002 (FIIE: W24249).

Dear Mr. Graber:

Thank your for the opportunity to review the above referenced Initial Study
avthorizing constxruction of a 10-foot by 20-foot deck and an 8-foot by 65-foot

floating dock o Sutter Slough, Sacramento County Assessor's Parcel Number
342-001-002.

local land use for this parcel is regulated by the .Szcranento County 2Zoning
Code. This parcel is located in the AG-20 Permanent Agricultural and (DW)
Delta Vaterways Land Use 2Zones. In all likelihood, a private boat dock in
these zines would reguire specific land use entitlements fram Sacramento
County. Based on the information provided in the Initial Study aid preliminary
review uf the project 2y Planning Departnent staff, a Conditional Use Pemmit,
Variance and/or site plan approval would be required for the floating boat dock
pursvant to Sections 235-145 ard 147 of the 2Zoning Code. For further
infornation, the applicant should contact Don Terrell of the Sacramento County
Planning Departmment at (916} 440-5952 concerning County developeant
requirements for this parcel.

Until such time as an application is filed with Sacramento County, or there is
2 better definition of the project and its use this office is not in a position
to detexndne what constitutes appropriate envirommental documentation for our
needs.

N
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this matter,
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1y,

Board of Superv

If wyour have any
undersigned at (916) 440-7514.

Sincerxe
cc:
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i EXRIBIT "D-2"
Stat California

Memorandum

To : Dote  :
Hr. Jacques Graber May 16, 1981 IEN
State Lands Commission S
Division of Environmental Planning ¥ S
and Managenment ¥
i807 13th Street )
Sacramento, California 9©95814-9990

From : UDeportment of Fish and Gome

Subjecs: Chadock Recreational Deck/Boat Dock, Sutter Slough Near ’f
Courtiand, Sacramento County, SCH 90021155 i

We have reviewed the prcposed Negative Decliaration fer
subject project. The project consists of authorizing the
construction of a 10 foot x 20 foot deck and an 8 foot X &5 foot
fleatiny deck connected by a movable gangway.

Based on ocur field investigation, we noted that a partially N
constructed deck,'dock now exists on the east bank of Sutter
Slough approximaiely 0.7 mile downstream from the confluence of
Elk Slough with Sutter Slough. This existing structure, which e
you have confirmed as the subject project, was constructed. and -
located illegally. @

As correctly ncted in yocur discussion of. environmental =
evaluation, the project area is in a reach of-Sutter Slough which -
aas been identified as "Natural Area” in the Delta Master '
hecreation Plan (DMRP) (California 1976) (reference attached).
The DMRP further noted that "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 features: and
may be used for nonintencive recreation®.

Sutter Slough, according to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife !
Service (Dehaven 1989) (reference attached), contains a unique i
and particularly valuable natural habitat known as Shaded i
Riverine Aquatic Cover (SRAC). This habitat is composed of .
naturai materials includinyg vegetation, both living and dead, ‘"

which provide requisites including shade, escape cover,
substrate, and food for a large number of aquatic and terrestrial
animals. Sutter Slough is one of four main distributary channels
of the Sacramento River and, as such, is important as both
rearing habitat and migratory route for chinook salmon, including
the State-listed endangered, and Federally-listed threatened
winter-run chinook salmon. SRAC habitat plays an important role
in the survival of juvenile chinook salmon. ‘The U.S. Fist and
Wildlife Service estimates that, since 1972, 431 percent of the
SRAC habitat within Sutter Slough has been lost. QEE
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Mr. Jacques Graber
May 16, 1991
bPage Two

Except for one irrigation pump a short distance downstream
from the deck/dock, no other structure is now present in Sutter
Slough from Elk Slough to Miner Slough. The area is much the
same as in 1976, when the DMRP was published by the Resources
Agency.

We believe that any new structure, such as this proposal.
would be incompatible with existing natvral values and public
trust values which would include, but not be limited to,
racreational fishing and boating. In additicn, we beliave tkis
project, which is harmful in itself, would be precedent setting
whereby future prcjects of any scale would be difficult to deny.

The portion of the project that was previously constructed,
has already adversely affected fish and wildlife resources. This
impact resulted from removal of natural features including scarce
vegetation that was present on the site. Should the deck/bozz
dock be compieted, the vegetution will not reestablish itseli ana
damage will be permanent. We, therefore, recommern.! that
completion of this project not be permitted and that the existing
components be removed by or at the expense of the proponent.

With respect to preparation of a Negative Declaration, we do not
consider this type of document to be appropriate for this

project. Thus, we recommend that an Environmental Impact Report
be prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act.

In addition, please note that the Department believes tkte
project is subject to a filing fee pursuant to Fish and Came Code
Secti»n 711.4 (AB 3158). If a Negative Declaration is filed dy
the Ciunty pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080(c),
the fee will be $1,250, payable to the County Clerk when the
Notice of Determination is filed. If an Envircnmental Impacc
Report is filed the fee will be $850.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this document. If
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Maury Fjelstad,
Fishery Biologist, or Mr. Patrick O'Brien, Fisheries Management
Supervisor, Department of Fish and Game, 1701 Nimbus Road,
Suite A, Rancho Cordova, California 95670, telephone
(916) 355-7090.
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Pete Bontadelli
Director
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