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WYAEEES DEP regulate
PVELENECIEalonal docks?

users depend
Stal resources and
tivities are not always
ompatlble!
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m avoid na’vigaﬁonal congestion and
minimize riparian conflicts



S OWABBRVENREGUIate Docks?







emmend approval,
analysts must determine that a project
IS consistent with policies of the Act







BEACHES & DUNES




COASTAL WATER




COASTAL HAZARD AREAS




TIDAL WETLANDS
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INTERTIDAL FLATS
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ROCKY SHOREFRONT
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WATER-DEPENDENT USES 1







HOW DOES THE DEP
PROTECT COASTAL
RESOURCES WHEN
PERMITTING DOCKS?
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REVIEWNIOGESS™

sNdentify, the coastall resources on-site
USINORCOESTAI TESOUN eq_eflnltlons,
MEYS, clge JJJ(rl ion;, and site inspection
Cc 'Jg](lar seastal use policies to
determine if there are specific policies
- related 1o e proposal

m Consider potentlal environmental
Impacts to determine significance



Adverse Jmoe [S
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AcVeEIsENImpactExamples
Segradigtiaalwertiands, beaches and
UNESIOLRY S/10r el onts, and bluffs
ANgeESCAIPImEnts; through. significant

- alteranerior triellr-natural characteristics
or function.” CGS Sec. 22a-93(15)(H)
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ACV VEISE Impact Examples

L

habitat through
on of the composition,

natural s;ec/es or significant alterations of
the natural components of the habitat.”
CGS Sec. 22a-93 (15)(G)



DEPIREEUIATORY APPROACH

TIVITY MUST CONFORM
Y CRITERIA THAT
ALLOWS DEP TO APPROVE
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SHIVINREINENDOCKIO EACH PROPERTY
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AVOID: F
RECONMMENDING SHARED DOCKS WHERE
APPREPRIATE
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AVOID
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FIXED PIER‘TO MEAN
LOW WATER, WITH A
RAMP & FLOAT
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VITTTIGATE:
BY. PROPERIDOCK DESIGN
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VI CATE:
BV PROEPERDOCK DESIGN
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VIR GANIE:
BY PROPER' DOCK'DESIGN

THROUGH USE OF BOAT-LIFT
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BSYCPREVENIHING CONS T RLU
REBATED IIVIPACTS

WORK BARGE REQUIRED TO BE IN DEEPER WATERS
DURING LOW TIDE CONDITIONS
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SEASONAL RMEMICNAE
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e | “SContinues

EAVERRumber oft NEW dock applications
DEN VEAMIEAS ]nd“_e- since 1985

N SIgpEanT NUMIDE - of unauthorized

- structtiresfout there (but we're finding

~ them!)

= Few coastal waterbodies left in CT that

have no docks




SI\/IITH COVE/
NIANTIC RIVER ;r
. EAST LYME, 1980

RN P e

PR Y =



SI\/IJITH COVE/
NIANTIC RIVER




LOOMING FOIs

N Bettern
ACL

fll0e

J’

"h
m Evolving Scientific Knowledge Base
Regarding Direct Impacts




clulEveErDock lImpacts:
HOWAHEIYALOCKS AIE  too many?”
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SmuiatVverDock Impacts:
SOV rloe PrESstE=treated lumber
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CUmUauVeE DecKsIMmpacts:
SVisticiNIeecISTEssociated with “clutter”




DECK Impacts:
Plettiorrns for 1nVesveE

Photos courtesy of James F. Reinhardt, Robert B. Whitlach, Richard W. Osman and Stephan Bullard



RAL CERTAINTY

RMITTING TURNAROUND

ONMENTAL OUTCOMES

ON OF WATER-DEPENDENT USES.J

—:.-

- - —
o



FOR MORE INFORMATION, PLEASE CONTACT:

Peter B. Francis
Supervising Environmental Analyst
DEP/OLISP

(860) 424-3034
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