Recommendations



Action:




Working Group Process

Tomales Bay Interagency Committee

e CA State Lands Commission

o SF Water Quality Control Board
e National Park Service

e CA Dept. of Fish and Wildlife

e CA Dept. of Transportation

e CA Coastal Commission

e CA Boating and Waterways

e CA State Parks
e Marin County Sheriff's Department
e CA Dept. of Health Services

e NOAA (GFNMS Superintendent)

Working Group
e Reviews and discusses options
and makes recommendations to

Sanctuary Advisory Council

V

GFNMS Adyvisory Council

e Reviews and discusses
recommendations from the
Working Group during a public
meeting and advises
Superintendent on recommended
actions.

!

Office of National
Marine Sanctuaries

— GFNMS
e Superintendent reviews. The
Superintendent will respond in
G

writing with rationale to all

recommendations that will not be
acted upon. ,/

—




The Working Group Role in the Environmental Review Process

2 Working Group Meetings Lead Agency(s) Prepare Notice

of Intent and Environmental
l . Assessment

}

Federal Register/CA
Regulatory Notice

}

Draft Environmental Document
and any associated Plan
Released

v

Agency Consultations

v

Public Review
e Could include Public Hearing

v

Revise Draft and Release Final
Environmental Document
and Plan

1 Technical Advisory Committee Meeting

!

GFNMS Advisory Council discussions

|

Recommendations made to GFNMS

}

GFNMS reviews recommendations, assesses
feasibility under the National Marine Sanctuaries
Act with the Office of National Marine Sanctuaries,
drafts any associated plans and coordinates with

any lead agencies to begin the Environmental
Review Process.

Additional Technical Advisory Committee
Meetings as needed




Mr. Bruce Bowser Dr. Andy Chang Mr. George Clyde

Mr. Jeremy Lowe

Chair: Dr. Bibit Traut
Ms. Julia Elkin Dr. Gary Fleener Dr. Ted Grosholz

Mr. Andrew Weltz
Mr. Richard James Ms. Marilyn Latta Mr. Jack Liebster












PP1:

PP2:



PP3:

PP4:



repairing, replacing

existing or




PP6:



PP7:



PP8:



PE1:



To the extent that the pilot sites involve the construction or modification of or
otherwise altering the submerged lands of the Sanctuary in any way, the
Sanctuary should, as part of its permitting process, require that all incidental
consequences of the activity be considered and require appropriate mitigation
measures (beyond the expected benefits of the project itself), as appropriate.



Tomales Bay location
(Upper, Mid, Lower and Eastside vs. West side)

Size of area to restore

Site benefit: max habitat success or co-benefit of
protection value

Impact to recreational use or scenic uses
Susceptibility to harvest
Current substrate type

Threat from non-native Drills

Accessibility

e Public

¢ Research/monitoring

e General public limited as on protected lands

Research Value

v

Structure addition
(type, performance, removable)

Larval Reservoir (aquaculture nearby)
Impact to sensitive habitat

Maximize nearby habitat protection
Community Engagement
Landowner

Lead Jurisdictional Authority

Consultations and Permitting Considerations



Cypress Point

Estimated
Latitude

Estimated
Longitude

38 09' 53.44"N

122 54' 06.45"W

Site Name

Tomales Bay location
Size of area to restore

Site benefit: max habitat
success or co-benefit of
protection value

Impact to recreational use or
scenic uses

Susceptibility to harvest
Current substrate type
Threat from non-native Drills

Accessibility

* Public

» Research/monitoring

* General public limited as on
protected lands

Research Value

Structure addition (type,
performance, removable)

Larval Reservoir (aquaculture
nearby)

Impact to sensitive habitat

Maximize nearby habitat
protection

Community Engagement

Landowner

Lead Jurisdictional Authority

Cypress Point
Mid-mid Bay; Eastside

Scalable in area without restrictions of other
uses (e.g. moorings, aquaculture)

Managed retreat of salt marsh

No recreational use

Low
Rocky
Not extreme, no drill or minimal

Accessible to the public by boat only and not
often accessed. The shoreline is owned and
controlled by Audubon Canyon Ranch and is
accessible both throughout that property and the
GGNRA property inland.

Good habitat (Rocky Point)

Viable to add structure

Larval Reservoir (aquaculture to the north)
Minimal Eelgrass conflict
Yes (maximize marsh integrity)

Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC),
local Tribal groups, Environmental Justice
Outreach, community groups/recreation
communities

CA State Lands (H20 side), Audubon Canyon
Ranch

CA State Lands, GFNMS, CA Coastal
Commission, Possibly Audubon Canyon Ranch
depending on how close to shore.
















PE1:

Phase 2:



PE1:

Phase 3:



T1:



ME1:






RD1:



RD2:

RD3:



RD4:

RD5:



RDG6:



RD7:



EO1:



EO2:



EO3:



EO4.






Action, motion to:




PE1:

Phase 1:





