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GEMERAL PERMIT — PUBLIC AGENCY USE

APPLICANT: San Diego Unified
Port District
P. O. Box 488
San Diego, California 92112-0488

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION:

A 22.566-acre parcel of tide and submerged
land, located in San Diego Bay near the
City of San Diego, San Diego County.

LAND USE: Installation and maintenance of a small craft
mooring and anchorage area.

TERMS OF PROPOSED PERMIT:

Initial period: 25 years begifining October I,
1986.

CONSIDERATION: The public use and benefit; with the State
reserving the right at any time to set a
monetary rental if the Commission finds such
action to be in the State's best interest.

BASIS FOR CONSIDERATION:
Pursuant to 2 Cal. Adm. Code 2003.

APPLICANT STATUS:
Applicant is permittee of upland.

PREREQUISITE CONDITIONS, FEES AND EXPENSES:

Filing fee and processing costs have been
received.
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caLenpar ITEM No£ O3 (cont'D)

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

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

AB 884: 03/15/87:

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:

1. The San Diego Port District has adopted a
comprehen51ue small craft moor1ng and
anchorage management plan covering all of
San Diege Bay. The purpose of this plan 1is
to relocate existing randomly situated and
o¥iten unauthorized small craft moored
throughout the Bay into manageable selected
anchorage sites. This Permit colers
site A-3, and will be in an area known as
the Laurel Street Anchorage.

The annual rental value of the site is
estimated to be $37,500.

This activity involves lands identified as
possessing signiFicant environmental values
pursiant to P.R.L. 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
opinion that the project, as proposed is
consistent with its use classification.

An EIR was prepared and adopted for this
project by San Diego Unified. Port
District. The State Lands Commission's
staff has reviewed such document and
believe that it complies with the
requiremernits of thz CEQA.

APPROVALS OBTARINED~

California Coastal Commission,. United States
qrmy Corps of Engineers, and United States
Coast Guard.

EXHIBITS: . Land: Description.

Location Map.
Project Report Summary .

(ADDED 10/16/86)
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carenoar 1Tem 80.C 03 (cont'py

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

1. FIND THAT AN EIR WAS PREPARED AND ADOPTED FOR THIS PROJECT
BY SAN DIEGO UNIFIED PORT DISTRICT AND THAT THE COMMISSION
HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION: CONTAINED
THEREIN.

DETERMINE THAT THERE ARE NO FINDINGS KEQUIRED OF THE
COMMISSICON UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 15091 OF THE

CEQA FINDINGS;

CONCUR WITH THE PORT DISTRICT'S DETERMINATION THAT THE
PROJECT, AS CONDITIONED, WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT EFFECT
ON THE ENUIRCONMENT.

FIND THAT THIS ACTIVITY WILL INVOLVE LANDS IDENTIFIED AS
POSSESSING SIGNIFICANT EMUIRONMENTAL UVALUES PURSUANT TO

P.R.C. 6370, ET SEQ., BUT THAT SUCH ACTIVITY WILL HAVE NO
DIRECT OR INDIRECT EFFECT CN SUCH LANDS.

AUTHORIZE ISSUANCE TO SAN DIEGO UNIFIED PORT DISTRICT OfF A
25-YEAR GENERAL PERMIT - PUBLIC AGENCY USE BEGINNING
OCTOBER 1, 19286; IN CGNSIDZRATION OF THE PUBLIC USE AND
BENEFIT, WITH THE STATE RESERVING THE RIGHT AT ANY TIME TO
SET A ‘MONETARY RENTAL IF THE COMMISSION FINDS SUCH ACTION
TO BE IN THE STATE'S BEST INTEREST; FOR ESTABLISHMENT OF A
SMALL CRAFT MOORING AND ANCHORAGE AREA, CONSISTING OF THE
INSTALLATION AND MAINTENANCE OF -NAUIGATIONAL ACCESS
.CORRIDORS, ANCHORAGE BOUNDARY MARKERS AND SINGLE POINT
ANCHOR BUOYS ON THE LAND DESCRIBED ON EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED
AND BY REFERENCE MADE A PART HEREOF.

(ADDED 10/16/86)
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EXHIBIT *A"

LAND DESCRIPTIOW W 23870

A parcél of submerged land in the bed of San Diego Bay. located
in the City of San Diego, San Diego County, State of California,
more particularly described as follows:

BEGINNING at Harbor Line Station No. 471 on the U. S.
Pierhead line as -established for the Bay .of San Diego
and delineated oii Map entitled “Harbor Lines,San Diego
Bay, Califcrnia, File No. {D.O. Series) 426,"approved
by the Secretary of the Army 29 April 1263, and filed
in the office of the District Engineer, Los Angeles,
California; thence S0032°'28“W along the . S.
Pierhead line a distance of 567.42 fe2t: thence
N89929'22"W a distance of 1435.45 feet: thence
N239s54'35“E a distance of 1054.10 feet to the U.S.
Pierhead line: thence S68°01°'20"E a distance of

1092.95 feet along the U.S. Pierhead line to the point
of beginning.

This description is based upon the California Coordinate System of
1927, 2o0re 6.

END OF DESCRIPTIOM.

F(EVIEWED SEPTEMBER 9, 1936 BY BOUNDARY SERVICES UNIT, M. L. SHAFER,

SUPERVISOR.
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EXHIBIT C

SUMMARY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

San Diego Bay hus experienced an increase in the uncontrolled size of the
anchored vessel Q.‘eet. This unplanned increasing fleet size has caused or wors-
ened several problems which the proposed project seeks to remedy. The prob-
lems include conflicts between water use activities; recurring instances of
trespass across docks and landparcels; un=::thorized use of shoreside improve-
ments; long-term vehicular parking and repair activities on gtrec—.s and in
parking lots; unlawful use of tidelands for residential purposes; overboard dis-
charge of sewage, toxic paint, petroleum products and other trash; random
anchorage patterns and fouled and crossed anchorage lines that restrict or
block emergency access to anchored vessels; increased publie financial expen-
ditures involving the recovery and disposal of unseaworthy, abandoned and
derelict vessels; and the potentially hazardous conditions of crowding, fire and
severe weather to vessels and harbor improvements.

The proposed Port Master Plan Amendment seeks to repeil the identification
of all of San Diego Bay as an anchorage ground. Eight small craft mooring and
anchorage areas are to facilitate-"»e retention and orderly management and
development of a variety”df functional, aesthetically pleasing facilities in
carefully selected sites (Figure:2-2) some of which have. already been Fed-
erally designated. The intent of the plan is to prohibit long-term perrﬁ'énent or
seipermanent indiscriminate anchoring throughout the Bay in a mannérso as
not to interfere with short-term uses of the Bay for fishing, sailing, and other
social and recreational activity, including the rafting of vessels. Long-term
anchoring and mooring shall be limited to eight designated anchorages under
local control of the jurisdictional authority of the Port District, US. Navy,
and State Department of Parks and Recreation. Long-term users are encour-

age.! to use marinas where there are seoure moorings and shoresidu;'sixpport
facilities which have been provided by private investors. Changes to Federal
regulations pertaining to anchorages can be accomplished by complying with

the established procedure which permits the new regulations to go into effect
after publication in the Federal Register.

-
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JURISDICTIONAL/LAND USE/WATER USE

In order to assess the existing anchored fleet of vessels ir.San’ Diego Bay in
each of the pr  =d eight anchorages and their envirois, on-water surveys
were conducted on March 12, 13 and 14, 1984. Counts of anchored vessels in
other parts of San Diego were derived from previous Port 'District surveys.
Anchored vessels were surveyed to determine their number, type, size, condi-
tion, seaworthiness, registration, certification, actual use:and.duration of stay.
Sailboats were distinguished from other types of vessels, and vessel size was
determined-using aerial photographs and registration information.

Seaworthiness, as currently defined by the Port District in Draft regulations
for Commercial Basin, describes a vessel "in good material condition which is
not likely tc sink or become a menace to navigation, or a nuissice, and which
is capable of getting underway, and navigating over the surface of Interna-
tional Waters or High Seas" (SDUPD, 1984). Seaworthiness was determined in
the fieild by the condition of each vessel's.paint and structure, whether the
vessel was entirely flecating and the presence of an obvious: means of prepul-
sion. Obvious means Uf propulsion referred to a visible motor or raast(s) and
boorn(s) and did not aceount for the péssibiiity of inbsard, non-visibie motors.
Because many motorized boats contain inboard motors, this field-Jefinition
does not mean that a vesSel doés not meet the "séaworthy” defizition cited
above. It is estimated that 75 perzent-of the surveyed vessels may prove to be
"seaworthy™ upon inspection.

Duration of stay represented the most subjective parametef and was based on
whether cr not the vessels appeared to be cccupied. Certain vessels are occu-

pied Fill-time such as for-ocean cruising vessels with only temporary stays in

San.Diego. Some vessels are simpiy stcred on the Bay and occupiiid on week-
ends or holidays. éomnierc;ial fichermen occupy their boats while in port and
.other persons occupy their vesseis as full-time residences. Oeccupiec.vessels,
or vessels appearing to be used for long-term stays, 'ere either open, had
residents and/or animals onboard, had one or more di:-zghys attached or had
prattached household.items on deck. Vessels uesd:f53hort-term stays. did not
exhibit these characteristics.




A total of 470 vessels were counted in and adjacent to the proposed anchorage
areas. Additional vessels located in the Bay but outside the anchorage's
boundaries were not survéyed in some cases. It is estimated, based on previous
surveys, that an’ additiongi 187 vesseis anchor in the Bay for a total of 657 ves-
sels.

Sixty-three perceat of the vessels (297) surveyed in March 1984 were sailboats.
The remaining vessels (173) included commercial fishing boats, cruisers,
barges, platforms, houseboats, and motor boats. Seventy-nine percent of the
vessels (371) exhibited CF riumbers or names and home ports. -The remainder
exhibited incomplete registration numbers/names or lacked registration infor-
mation altogether. Of the 470 vessels surveyed, 240 (51 percent) were cur-
rently registered as verified by the Harbor Police and the U.S. Coast Guard.
Fifty-seven percent (270) of the vessels were found to be "seaworthy” accoid-
ing to the field definition which, because of the.inability to further determine
the method of propulsion, overestimated the number of unseaworthy vessels.
Since many small craft contain inboard motors, up to 75 percent of the vessels
(353) miight prove to be seaworthy upon closer inspection. Sixty-thre: percent
(279) of the vessels appeared to be occupied by long-term users.

Impacts-to jurisdictional and administrative authority as a result of the Plan's
adoption may involve the néed for increased public and private staffing to
provide control and enforcement of regulations. Any required increased
number of staff would vary between the public and private sectors depending
upon the number of anchorages operated by lease arrangement. Staffing may
need to be provided for an increase in long-term enforcement capabilities such
as inspections, permit issuance, fee collection, debris clean-up and policing.
Initial impacts to regulatory authority at the time of anchorage construction
may involve an increase in staffing to manage vessel movement and displace-
ment, removal of derelict vessels and debris clean-up.

": The proposed Baywide Plan would atlow small craft anchoring only in eight

designatced areas thereby making the remainder of the open bay waters avail~
able to other uses. The problem caused by the cui'rent anchoring of vessels
throughout the Bay has created unsafe conditions on the Bay. Derelict vessel
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removal has required enormous expenditures of public funds. The B&ywi. .
plan would decrease this_expenditure and concentrate police and maintenance _
efforts to specific areas of the Bay. -
‘Based -on the existing estimated anchored fleet of 657 vessels, a deficiency in
the number of mooring spaces. will not result under the proposed Plan. Also,
since only.geaworthy vessels, would be eligible for a- mooring space subsequent
to Plan adoption, a large number of mooring spaces would be available. Fifty-
seven percent of'ithe anchored vessels were considered seaworthy. Using this
percentage rate, at least 375 of the existing anchored vessels are seaworthy
and eligible for mooring spaces under the Plan. It should be noted that the
actual number of seiiworthy boats is probably closer to 75 percent (493)
because vessels with inboard motors were not considered "seaworthy™ during
the field survey..

Assuming that the existing 375 seaworthy vessels would occupy mooring spaces
and that the estifisted 282 unseaworthy vessels would be remaved from San
Diego Bay, about.30£ mooring spaces would’be vacant initially. This numb,
of available mooping spaces is probably iess due to the number of vesse
containing inboard motors which were judged to be unseaworthy but would not
exceed 175 spaces.

No significant adverse impacts were identified concerning jurisdictional
authority over the eight proposed anchorage locations in San Diego Bay.
However, an increase in staff by one person and supplies to administer and
enforce anchorage regulations will be required. The provision of increased
staffing and supplies would mitigate regulatory control impazts to a level of
iggigniﬁcance.

General mitigation measures for water use impacts associated with required
vessel movement would include the availability of Sweetwater Small Craft
Anchorage (A-8) to accommodate vessels from other anchorages under con-
struction. At present only four vessels are locatew’within Sweetwater Small
Craft Anchcrage. Approximately 250 mooring spaces would then be available
to vessels from othér anchorages. Also, the Port District must be prepared .
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issue permits and conduct inspections to determine the eligibility of vessels
prior to Plan implementation. __

;~

WATER SEDIMENT QUALITY

Water and sediment quality impacts associated with the proposed Plan will be
generated by changes.in tise=rates and vessel numbers in the indiviGual basins,
the installation of buoys, docks and other ancillary facilities and the removal
of debris from some anchorage areas. Impacts from vessel use changes are
ageessed in light of the- existing counts compared to ‘the proposed number of
moorings per anchorage.

The installation of ancillary facilities to accommodate proposed boat use
should have no significant impact on water gtnlity. The removal of bottom
debris will have both positive and negative impacts. Removal of the materials
will make anchcrages safer and more effective; however the removal of the
"artificial reefs™ created by the debris will reduce the biological value in the
anchorages affected. The replacement cf anchors and buoys will partially
mitigate that loss. v
Anchorage regulations which requires vessels to have approved.marine sanita-
tion devices in order to:be eligible for mooring pzce will improve the Bay's
water quality. Periodic inspections by the ?;rt District will be allowed to
ensure compliance.

The inability or unwillingness o> boat owners to legally pamp out holding tanks
has conifibuted to a deterioration of some water quality parameters in spe-
cifie basigs, At the present time, there are at least eight pumpout facilities,
primarily in the northérn bay area, availabiz at a fee.

No pumpout facilities are planned for any of ‘the proposed ancillarv facilities
to be provided for each anchorage. It is expected that the lack of availability
of proximate-puinpouts will cause long-term vessel or:cupams to continue dis-
charging waste waters illezally into the bay. A .mobils pumpout barge/boat or




effective enforcement of a permit program could reduce the illegal disﬁlﬂ‘
ing. If a mobile pumpout boat were available to boat owners, a program of
anchorage stops could be developed. Fees charged for the anchorage could
include sufficient funds to operate the pumpout boat. However, in the future
all vessels would be seaworthy and mobile and their use of existing pumpout
stations should present no difficuities, particularly since they would be
reciired to comply with permit regulations.

TRAFFIC CIRCULATION

The proposed project has the potential to affect traffic circulation, parking
and transit service in the vicinity of each anchorage. These parameters were
investigated and it was determined thet exisﬁng systems were adequate to
service projected needs, especially since“in most instances, the proposed proj-
ect wouid cause a reduction in the existing demand. It will be essential that
mitigation méasures which limit the duration of stay at the proposed anchor-
ages be strictly enforced to ensure that a deficiency in parking spaces does not
oceur.

PUBLIC SAFETY/NAVIGATION HAZARDS

Impacts assoeciated ';;_Lh the eight'San Diego Bay anchorages involving public
”‘-
safety and navigation are expected to be positive. Limitation and decrease in

number of vessels at some of the anchorages, symmetrical arrangements of
anchorages, and dsign&ted channels for circulation and fire access, are mea-
sures proposed which will create positive impacts. Navigation to and within
the anchorages will be simplified by proposed anchorage regulations. Ease of
circulation and navigation would then result in increased public safety. Poten-
tial navigational hazards could oceur during the construction phases of the
anchorages. One anchorage may become overcrowded as 2 result of construc-
tion (clearing of boats) at another anchorage. This in‘*:;:xct is not considered
significantly adverse, however, and is mitigable.

No significant adverse constraints were identified in regard to marine circula-
tion or the provisicn of police and fire protection. The proposed Baywi‘




Mooring and Anchorage Flan itself serves as mitigasion to existing public
safety and navigational impaets by the propcsed provision of limited, sym-
metrically-arranged anchorages with marked navigationel channels. The Plan
presents an cverall positive impact of eight controlled anchorages. A generzl
mitigative measure that will be provided includes the marking of such zones
with buoys. Construction of Anchorages A-2 (Commercial Basin) and A-3
(Laurel Strect Roadsteéad), which will require movement of vessels,.should be
phased to allow s.reesonable distribution time to the other anchorages. Early
inszitution of permit processes to control anchoring could help to alleviate this
potential problem.

VISUAL QUALITY

The eight proposed enchorages will accent the marine-oriented, commercial
and recreationel visual impression of San Diego Bay, and reflect predominant
lard uses in each area. None of the proposed anchorages will present disrup-
tive visual barriers that are unmitigable. Major vista points would not be
significantly impacted. The proposed anchorages are in conformance with the
objectives and criteria of the 1972 Master Plan Open Space Element which
emphasizes landscaping and open space- in thé Port's area. The proposed
anchorages would result in overall improved visuel quelity on San ‘Diego Bay.

Since no adverse effects are eS-c;ected, no mitigation measures are necessary.
-t

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS/GROWTH INDUCEMENT

The long-term effect of the Baywide Mooring and Anchorage Plan, when con-
sidered with the Coastal Commission certified Port Master Plan, could cause a
decline in the rate of growth of the San Diego Bay vessel fleet. These plans
limit the number of mooring spaces and marina slips which will be available to
prospective vessel owners thereby possibly reducing the 1ocal demand for
. small-craft. e
The proposed Baywide Mooring and Anchofags Plan will provide some shore-
side support facilities in several areas on San Diego Bay. Also, the Plan, as




‘propsed,. will preciude-"unseaworthy™ vessels ard permanent residential "live- .
aboards" from occupying__,_ﬂze anchorage aress. The current tneontrolled
ancherage situation on .Sar; Diegc Bay is used instead of residen. il housing for

a maxiinum .of about .00 houscholds. State lands regulations .and the Plan
would. prohibit permaneut. ~esidential use of tidelands and would potentially
cause some of thiese permanent vessel occupants to. seek residence elsewhere.

A partion of the. transient vessel fleet may move from San Diego to anothar
location which offers u:.Jontrolled ard inlimited.anchorage thereby presefving
their lifestyle,
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION
PROJECT LOCATION

The San Diego Unified Port Distriet's Port Master Plan affects Ssn Diego Bay
and its shoreline which are located about 5 miles north of the U.S.-Mexican
border on the Pacific Coast in southwestern California (Figure 2-1). San
Diego Bay is bordered by Point Loma on the north, the City of Imperial Beach
on the south, the Silver Strand peninsula and-the City of Coronado on-the west.
and the Cities of San Diego, National:City and Chula Vista on the east.

PROJECT OBJECTIVES

San Diego Bay has experienced an increase in the uncontrolled size of the
anchored vessel fleet. This unplanned increasing {leet size has caused.or wors-
ened several problems which the proposed project seeks to remedy. The prob-
lems include conflicts between water use activities; recurring instances of
trespass across docks and land parcels; unauthorized use of shoreside improve-
ments; long-term vehicular parking and repair activities on streets and in
parking lots; unlawful use of tidelands for residential purposes; overboard dis-
charge of sewage, toxic paint. petroleum products and other trash; random
anchorage patterns .2 ..nd fouled and ‘crossed anchorage lines that restriet or
block emergency access to anchored vessels; increased public financial expen-
ditures involving the recovery and disposal of unseaworthy, ab&ndoned and
derelict vessels; and the potentially hazardous conditions of vrowdug, fire and
severe weather to vessels and harbor improvements.

“The proposed Port Master Plan Amendment secks to repeal ‘the identification
of all of San Diego Bay as an archorage ground. Eight small craft mooring and
anchorage areas are to facilitate the retention and orderiy .management and

. .development of a variety of functional, aesthetically pleasing facilities ‘in

carefully selected sites (Figure 2-Z some of which have alreddv been Fed-
erally designated. The intent of the plan is tc prohibit long-term permanent or
semipermanent indiscriminate anchoring throughout the Bay in a manner so as
not to interfere with short-term uses of the Bay for fishing, sailing, and other
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social and recreational activity, including the rafting of vessels. Long-term ‘

anchoring and mooring shal:be limited to eight designated anchorages under
local control of the jurisdictional authority of the Port District, US. Navy,
and State Department of Parks and Recreation. Long-term users.are encour-
aged to use marinas where there are secure moorings and shoreside support
facilities which have been provided by: private investors. Changes tc Federal
regulations pefMtaining to anchorages can be accomplished by complying with
the established procedure which permits the new regulations to go into effect
after publication in the Federal Register. Long-term use shall be defined in
this document as vessel storage for £ months. Short-term-use is defined here
as 72-hour vessel storage. Intermediate use applies to vessel storage between
72 hours and 6 months.

The use or development of the proposed anchorages shall be at the discretion
of the US. Navy (A-6), the State Department of Parks and Recreation (A-7),
and the Port District {A-1 to A-5 and A-8). Under Port jurisdictions, the
actual operation of the anchorage shall be conducted by the Port District -or
under a lease agreement to another governmental agency or to a private oper-
ator. Port funds or p ssibly private developrnent monies are to be-expended
for the planning, construction and regulation of anchorages and moorings for
use by vessels which are -solely or primarily used for commerce, navigation,
fisheries and recreation. The use:af Bay water areas for residential use.
involving living aboard vessels as a primary place of permanent residence, is
prohibited as a matter of policy in accordance with state law.

Improvements and the level of service in anchorages are functional but greatiy
reduced from those provided in marinas. Anchorages are not as secure as
marinss for keeping vessels at mooring station, require more water area per
vessel stored, and do not have dockside utilities and access. Shorcside facili-
ties for archorages range widely, from natural shoreline to dinghy float, and
may or may not include: dock and ramp;-aight lighting; potable water supply;
disposal stations for trash, petroleum products and sewage; public telephone;
limited automobile parking; and.restrooms. The.safety 'a’nd security of vessels
at anchor remain the responsibility of the vessel owner or operator who must




keep apprised of weather conditions and storm warnings and take the neces-
sary precautions to insure the safety of their vessels, other craft, and harbor
improvements. The lower level of sefvice and facilities in anchorages is fre-
quently reflected in lower user fees.

On Poft lz~ds, the primary basis for the management end regulation of int=2n-
sively used anchcrages will be by the establishment of a landlord-tenant rela-
tionship with user fees and permits which specify duration of stay. Anchor-
ages are to be made available to seaworthy, self-propsiled vessels which are
subject to periodic inspection that in_ures proper moorings, adez :ate fire-
fighting equipment, approved marine sanitaticn devicss, and registration or
documentation-of vessel ownership. The management of anchorages is also to
be conducted so as to maintain a programof flotsam end-debris clean-up and
controls on overhoard discharges.

In choosing the eight proposed anchorages, séverai water use objectives and

eriteria were determined to be desirable features of-an ideal anchorage. ‘Small’
craft anchorages should:

Be of adequate size to accommodate the anchocage and tnaneuvering of
expected traffic. =

-—-
Be sheltered from waves of the open sea, stror;; winds from all direc-
tions, ship wakes, and waves generated across long fetches inside :the
harbor.

Have depth and a bottom type that is sufficiext for maneuvering and:
anchoring vessels throughout all tidal ranges; ihimize initial and main~
tenance dredging; and provide adequate anchor tiplding ground.

Have direct access to navigational channels, v encumbered :..th over-

head or submerged cable or bridge clearances, and be located elear of
ship and boat channels, piers and wharves; submarine cables and pipe-
lines; special governmental, military, or comriercial ship anchorages;
safety zoncs; restricted are:s; leased or somim‘tted areas; fish havens;
wrecks and obstructions.
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Be protected from excessive current velocities or upland drainage out- .
lets, but be exposed-™ a tidal interchange sufficient to provide flushing
action. T

Be pianned so as to avoid creating an undue public service burden.

Have gor{venient proximity to anchorage landing and shoreside support
facilities in an environment relatively safe from potential hazards of

fire, ship movements; .or- ¢iie storage and handling of explosive materi-
als.

PORT MASTER PLAN AMENDMENT

The Board of Port Commissions adopted the Port Master Plan-on March 18,
1980 (Resolution 80-74) and, as required by Section 30174 of the Cétifornia
Coastal Ac:, the document was certified by the Coastal Commission in
December 1980. In response to inquiries from the Port District relating to
changes in Federal regulations, the U,8. Coast Guard has indicated that it is'
desirable to have thJ proposed amendment to the Port Master Plan formalily
approved by the Port District and the California Coastal Commission prior to

the U.S. Coast Guard initiating changes to the federal designation of the San
Diego Bay as an anchorage ground.

DFSCRIPTION OF ANCHORAGES

Anchorage A-1, Yacht Basin Anchorage (Figure 2-3), is a special
anchorage designated on Bay charts. Single swing point anchoring will
continue to be by vessel ground tackle. The water area allocated for
the anchorage occupies approximatsly 9.4 acves -and can accommodate

- o

up to about 20 vessels, depending upop’iheir size. A-~: has a low inten-
sity use orientation and no anchorage landing site is pioposec: ‘3¢ is by
permit of the Harbor master. Control over thé a:choring of vessels Wil
continue to be exercised by the Port l?istriét' pursuant to its regule-

tions. Anchorage A-1 is one of several small craft facilities planned

for all of San Diego Bay. '
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Anchorage A-2, Commefcial Basin Ancliorage, occupies a total water.
area of about 15 acres (Figure 2-3). The Port District has a long-term
lease on the submerged lands under the anchorage from tiie State Lands
Commissicn which prohibits use by any structures it are primarily
used for residential.purposes. The boundaries of this federally desig-
nated anchorage are, to continue to be shown on Bay charts and marked’

on site by pile-mounted daymarks. Control over the anchorage will be
exercised by the Port Distriet.

Mooring facilities proposed are marked fore and-#ft and mooring tuoys
to accommodate about 170 vessels. Twenty to thirty percent of the
moorings are to be set aside for short-term use by cfuising or transient
vessels. Due to the number of vessels currently using the anchorage
area, the installation of the mooring system is proposed to be under-
taken in phases. The bottom may be cleared of sunken vessels and
other debris. No dredging will be necessary. Shoreside facilities pro-
posed include pier and float, paved access ways, automobile parking,
landscaping, trash reecsptacles and restrooms. The installation of the
mooring system, debris removal as necessary and shoreside facilities
are proposed as a separate project and will be addressed by an indepen-
dent environmental review process currently underway (UPD #33356-
EIR-2)._.

a0h s alfdmMlgm, Tty

Anchorage A-3, Laurel Street Roadstead Anchorage, is sheltered from
the op2n sea but is-located in both the most visible and the- widest part

of northern San Diego Bay (Figure 2-4). Approximately 20.6 acres of’
water area is allocated to accommodate about 50 vessels on swing point
anchors. A number of sunken vessels and other debris may need to be
removed prior to full utilization of the area. Onshore facilities: to be
constructed include a public restroom, three dinghy floats and connect-
ing shore ramps for the landing needs of the ancha;ge. The boundaries
of the anchorage will be shown on coastal and hay.charts and identified
on site by boundary markers. Admifistration of the anchorage is to be
exercised by the Port Distrizt pursuant to its regulations. Thirty to
forty percent of the moorings are to be set aside for short-term.use b“
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crujsing or transient vessels. 7The installation of the mooring sgstezr‘ .

debris femoval gnd shoreside acilities are proposed as a separate proj-
ect and will be addressed by an independent envirunmental review pro-
cess currently underway (UPD #83355-EIR-T).

The Bay Bridge Roadstead Anchorage {A-4) is sheltered by land masses
occupied by the Coronade Golf Course and the US. Navy Amphibious
Base (Figure 2-5). The plan prcposes an initial anchorage area of
24 acres to the north of the Bay Bridge, and an expansicn area of
24 acges to-ine soutit. As a spzcial anchorage, beundaries will be shown
on coastal and bay charts and by onsite markers. Single-point mporing
buoys (or about 70 vessels will facilitate administrative conitrol by the
Port Distrint. Shoreside support facilities.are proposed to be developed
as part of the Tidelends Park project and will involve dinghy float,
automobile parking, public rastroom, lighting, landscaping and park fur-
niture. The Tidelands Park project has been addressed by a separate
nvironmental review process {SCH #83032302, UPD #80223-112)

The Glecrietta Bay Anchorage (A-5) is a 3.8-acre fecerally designated
anchorage with a capecity tc accommadate about 20 vesseis st fore and
aft anchoring with vessel ground tackle (Figure 2-5). Administrative
control ove:- the use of the anchorage will 2ontinse td be exercised by
the Port sttnct. The plan proposes to rctain thé low mtensity of use
of the anchorage by reserving the anchorage for use by transiert cruis-
ing vesseis for short-term stays. Although no formal landing site Is
designated;, users could land at the public launching ramip -2ceass the
channel. Boundary matker buoys are proposed on site, subject to Army
Corps of Engineers approval.

The Navz! Amphibious Base (NAB) Anchorage (A-5) is proposed for an
8-acre water area sdjoining the NAB Marina (Fig~'-e 2-6). Thre { om-
manding Officer, NAB. Coronadg, through his authorized representa-
sive, the NAB Marine Manager, shall have sole authorily tc assign. con-
trol©  limit use of the area. Gy small craft:belonging to U.S. Navy

rized to use the area. The landing site-is at the NAB Mearina. =

‘personnel on active duty and retired service members shall be autho-‘
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Proposed-Anchorages

A-5: Naval Amphib~as Base Anchorage
A-7: Crocwn Cove Anchorage
A-8: Sweetwater Anchorage
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