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TERME OF PROPOSED PERMIT:
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o Charge for aquatic disposal ang public benefj¢
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gTATUTORY AND OTHER REFERENCES:

A.

B.

AB 88

p.R.C.: Div. 6, parts 1 and 2; piv. 13.

cal. Code Regs.: Title 3, Div. 3; Title 14, Div. 5.

3
21711791

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:

1.

Sediment testing was performed pursuant to +he United
states Army COrps of Engineers and california Regional
water Quality control Board permitting requirements.
The test results indicate that the materials are

suitabie, as proposed, for disposal at SF-11.

Questions have been raised apout continuing disposal of
dredged paterial in San Francisco Bay. It is
anticipated the currently approved jn-bay sites will
reach capacity within ten years. However, t! current
lack of suitakle upland aisposal sites or EPA/COrps-
approved of fshore disposal sites severely limits the
options availabie for disposal.

Through participation in the Federal/State Joint Long-
term Management study being conducted to jdentify and
evaluate site options for the disposal. of material
dgredged from san Francisco Bay, the State Lands

commission has emphasized the need to focus on the
selection of upland and ocean disposal site(s) . This
need has also been expressed by the San Francisco Bay

conservation and pevalopment commission (SFBCDC) -

1dentification and evaluation of alternate disposal
sites will requive numerous studies which nave been
estinated to cost several million dollars. As ongoingd
in-bay disposal contributes to the eventual
obsolescence of in- ’ d exacerbates the need
to develop other alternatives; however, & fee, to be
deposited in a fund to offset the cost of needed

; cudies, is charged as a condition tc the proposed
peruit.

An envircnmental analysis was prepared, circulated, and
adopted for this project through the regulatory progran
of the SFBCDC which has been certified by the Secretary
for Resources as meeting the requirements of

p.R.C. 21080.5 for a functional equivalent agency. The
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SHALL BE CHARGED FOR ANY MATERIAL SOLD OR USED FOR
COMMERCIAL PURPOSES. A FEE OF $0.25 WILL BE CHARGED FOR
EACH CUBIC YARD OF DREDGED MATERIAL PLACED AT AN IN~BAY
DISPOSAL SITE, TO BE PLACED IN A SEPARATE FUND TO OFFSET
COSTS OF STUDIES NECESSARY TQ IDENTIFY AND ANALYZE
ALTERNATIVE DISPOSAL SITES. THE PERMITTED ACTIVITY IS
CONTINGENT UPON TH: APPLICANT’S COMPLIANCE WiITH APPLICABLE
PERMIT, RECOMMENDATIONS, AND LIMITATIONS ISSUED BY FEDERAL,
STATE, AND LOCAL GOY¥ERNMENT AGENCIES.
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EXHIBIT "A"
-~ APPLICATION FOR
DREDGING PERMIT
CITY OF BERKELEY
W 24690
\Baexeiey SAN FRANCISCG BAY
> AT BERKELEY HARBOR

ALCATRAT ISLAND
B

DIsPOSALSITE Q) j
<
SAN FRAMCLI9CO v

ALCATRAZ DISPOSAL SITE

-
CALENDAR PAGEweab B, 05

MINUTE PAGE -~ Q050






