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Ch~tYes W.a:rren, ~ecutive Officer,, p':r~sented Calendar Items 17, 20, 
2~·,; and 22, all pertain~ng. to permits. for dredgin9 and deposition 
9f dredged spo,ils. Mr... Wari;en .repprted that he agreed with the Bay 
'P1anning Coalition and with the consent o~ the Applicants 
themselv~s, that the mitigation fee would be collected, but would 
be held in trust in the· event the Bay \Planning coalition couid 
convince the Commission to abandon its present policy. 

The Commission vot')i?d 2-0 to approve ~he items subject to the 
conditions. 

Attachment: C~~endar .ItEml C22. 
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APPLICANT: 

CALENDAR ITEM 

AMENDMENT or DREDGING PERMIT 

So~thwest Marine. Inc. 
P. o. Box 7544 

l.0/29/90 
PRC 6759 
Martinez 

S~n Francisco, C~lifornia ~4120-7644 
AREA. TYPE LANO LOC~TION: 

Granted mineral resenuation lands in San 
Francisco ·eay at Southwest Marine, Inc .• City 
and County of San Francisco. 

LANO USE: 
Dredge a maximum 212.000 cubic yards of 
·ffia{!_~rial from berthing areas B, ·c1. ·D and G at: 
Southwest Marine for the purpose of maintaining 
navigation. The applicant has proposed 
disp~sal of the -dredged material at the 
Corps/EPA approved Alcatr~7 D~sposal Site Sf-IJ. 

T~RMS OF THE ORIGINAL PERMIT: 
Initial Period: 

Roya.] t.y: 

TERMS Of THE 'PROPOSED PERMIT: 
Initial Period: 

Royalty: 

-1-

One year Beginning July 11, 
1989. 

No charge for aquatic 
disposal. 

July ll, 1990 through 
October 30~ 1992. 

No charge for aquatic 
disposal. 



CALENDAR ITEM NO. c 2 .2 {CONT'D)' 

Addit1onal Fee: 
A fee of $0.25 per cubic yard 
for any dredged· material 
disposed of at any site in 
San Francisco Bay~ in'cluding,, 
but not limited to. Sf-11 to 
offset cost of studies 
necessary ~o develop non-Bay 
dis~osal sites for future use. 

PREREQUIStTE TERMS. FEES AND EXPENSES: 

~iling and processing fees have ~een received. 
STATUTORY ANti OTHER REFERENCES: 

AB 88/l.: 

A. P.R.C.: Div. 6. Parts ~and 2; Diu. 13. 

B. Cal-. Code Regs. : T:i tle 2. 'Div. 3; 
Title 14~ Diu. 6. 

'04/24/91. 

OTHER PERTil\lENT INFORMATION: 

· l; The extension in time within which to 
co~plete the p~oject is required because of 
schedule delays due to time restrictions 
required to protect Pacif'ic 'herring 
spaw_ning, and interruptions caysed by t·he 
San Francisco earthquake. 

2. Water quality testing performed pursu~~t t9-
the Corps of Engineers and California 
Regional Water Qual~ty Control'eoard­
·permitting requirements found the materials 
to ·be su~table for disposal at SF-11 as 
pr~posec. 

3. Qu~stions haue been rais~d about co~tihuing 
to dispose of dredged material in 
San Francisco Bay. !t i~ anticipated the 
curre~tly approved in-Bay sites will rea~h 
capacity within ten years. However. the 
current lack of suitable upland disposal 
sites or EPA/Corps -approved offshore 
disposal sites severely limits the options 
available for disp- ,1. 

~2-
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£.ALENDAR ITEM No.C 2 ,2 (CONT'D) 

Through participation' in the ~ederal/State 
Joint Long-Term Manager/Jent: Stpdy being 
c6hducted to identify and eva~;u~te site 
options fo ... the disposal 0f' mc:/ter:ial 
dr~9ged from ~:~n Francisco Bay\., the Sta(~e 
lands Commission has emphasizea the need to 
focus on the selection or upland and ocean 
disposal site{s). This need has also ,been 
expressed by concurrence with San Francisco 
Bay Conservation and Development Commission 
(SFBCDC) and its proposed legislation to 
authorize to San Francisco Bay Regional Dredging Plan. 

IdentificaUon <in'u: ·evaluation of alternate 
disposal sites will require numerous 
studies at a cost of sev~~al million 
d01lars. Because .ongoing in-Bay disposal 
contributes to the eventual obsolcscense of 
in-Bay sites, and the ne~~:·to develop other 
alternatives, • fee will 6e charged as a 
condition to the proposed perm~t ~o be 
deposited in· a fund to offset the cost of" needed studies. 

An environmental analysis do.1.:ument was 
pre~ared, ·circulated~ and ~aopted for thi~ 
project as a substitute frJ'r a Negat:iue 
Oa~laration in a regulatory program of the 
SFBCOC which has been cer\\if:ied by the 
Secretary for Resources as ~eeting the 
requir~ments of P.R.c. 21080.5, whi~h 
cloc~~ent concluded that the project. as 
deFined, wili have no significant 
etjvirohmental ~Ffect~within the 
Commission's jur·jsdiction. 

5. 
A finding of No Significant Impact (FONsry 
was prepc:red and adopted .For thj s j.lroj,~ct. 
by the Corps. The document was, circulated 
for publ:i c review as. broadly as State and 
local law requires and notice was giuen 
me~ting the standards in 14 Cal. Code Regs. 
1·5072(a). Theref'ore, pursuant to 14 Cal. 
C0de Regs. 15225, the staFF recommends the 
uie of the federal FONSI in place oF the Negat~ve Declaration. 
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A~~89VALS OBTAINED: 

EXHIBI·T; 

United .St:tat~s Army Cor;ps of fhgin\..ers, 
San Fra~eisoo Bay C6h~eruation. Deueloprnent 
Commission. and Regional '°later Quality ~ontro) Board. 

A. Vicinity,: and 'Site Map. 
IT ts .Rt;COM'Mn· )EO nun THE (~OMM!SSION: 

I. FIN~ THAO THt FINDING OF No SIGNrtrcnNr< IMP~CT ·PREPARED ANO 
ADOPTED FOR THIS PROJECT BY THE'u. S'. AliMY CORPS or 
ENGI!UE£RS,MEris T!I£ 'REQUIREMENTS OF,T11t C(QA AJl!D Ai'>OP!, 
PURSbANT TO 14 CAL. ~~E R~S. 15225, SUtH FEDERAL DOCUMENT 
FOR USE .IN PLACE OF A NEGAT!V£ DEClARATiori. .. . 

2. Df:rERMil\fE THAT THE PROJ;ECT. !IS APPROVED. WIH Nor !!AUE A 
SIGNIFICANT £FFEC~ ON THE ENUI~ONMENT. 

3. 
!)UTHOR!'iE STAFF TO ISSU£ TO SOIJTHWEST MARiNE THE DREDGING 
PERMIT AMENolliElllT ON FILE IN Tiff ,OffICE or TllE STATE ·'-ANris 
COl'!MissioN. 'i ,f( PERMIT AMENDM(;-:t SHA!il ALLOW' DREDGING A 
MAXIMUM 2,J'2 .ooo c.:ierc YARDS or MATERIAL FROM .JUL y 11. 1990• 
THROUGH OCTOBER 30. 199i FROM SAN FRANCISCO BAY. CITY ·~No C<,>UNTY or SAN f't:!\,Ncfsco. ·~ · 

IT IS PREFERRED THAT DRE~[O MATERIAL SHALL B! Dis•~to or 
.AT ANY ·EPA/CORPS Of ,£NGIN££ Rs APPROVED Of'fSffORE OCEMJ, 
DISPOSAL SITE. IN TH£ >AB,SENCE: or AUATLABl LITY OF Suco 
SITES, THE ~TERIAt MAY 9E DISPOSED OF AT THE CORPS OF 
ENGINEEfis 'ALCATRAZ DISPOSAL SITE. Ne), i!OYALT,Y, SHALL 'Bt 
CHARcro ·f'OR MATERiAL DISPOSED or AT THE APPROVED .AQUATIC 
DISPOSAL SITE. A ROYAL·'rY or $0. 25 PER cuarc YARO SliALL BE 
CHARGED c'l,R ANY MATERIAL ·SpL()'cR USED FOR COMMERCIAL , 
PURPOSES. A C'E E 'OF $0. 2 s SHA Li. RE CHn RG[O '.;F'611 £Ai:H cu ore, 
YARD Of DREDGED MATERIAL 'pt~CEO in IIV-SR,Y O',ISPOSAL 5ITEs. 
TO BE PLACED IN A SEPARATE •"UNO TO orrstt cilsTs or SiuOIES 
NECESSARY TO IDENTIFY ANO ANALYZE ALTERNATIVE DISFOSAL 
SITES. THE PEIMITTEO ACTIVITY IS C~TINGE~ UP~ TH[ 
APPLICAl\ff. s COMPLIA1,Jcr WITH APPLICABLE PERMIT. 

RECOMMENOAT!oi\•S ANr" Lil!fiATIONS ISSUED BY FEDERAL. STA7:,E AND lOCAL COllER.~.P1'fNT AGENCIES. 
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