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APPLICANT: 

CALENDAR ITEM 

c ~ 2 

(;REDGING PERMIT 

Emery Cove Marina 

l'2/ 1'2/90 
PRC 7479 W 24618 

Martinez 

clo Winzler & Kel'ly. Consul ting· Eng;!ncers 
150 Spear Street. Suite 525 
San Francisco. California 9.4105 

AREA, TYPE LANO ANO LOCATION: 

LANO USE: 

Granted miner~] re~eruation ~ands in 
San Francisco Bay at Emery ~ous Marih~ and the 
ent~~nce channel to the marina, Ala~eg~ County. 

Dredge a m~~imum 40,000 cubic yards of material 
~o maintai~ i n~ui~able depth. The Applic~nt 
has 'Proposed dispqsal of the dredgad material 
·at the Corps/EPA-appro~ed nlcatraz 'Disposal 
Site· SF -11 . 

TERMS OF, P.ROPOSED PERMIT: 
Initial period: 

Royally: 

-·1-

One (ll year beginning 
December 12, l990. 

No ch~rge for aquatic 
disposal. 
$0.25 per cubic yard for any 
material sold or used for 
commercial purposes. 
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Addi t),onal 'Fee: 
$0.25 per cubic yard for a~y 
dradged material disposed ~f 
at any site in San ·Francisco 
Bay, including, but not 
limited to, SF-11 to offset 
the cost of studies necessary 
to develop 'non-Bay disposal 
sites for· ~uture use. 

PREREQllIS!TE CONDITIONS, FEi.S, ANO EXPENSES: 

filing fee and processing costs, have been received. 

STATUTORY AND OTHER REFERENCES; 

A. P.,R.C.: Div. 6, Parts 1 and 2; Div. 13. 

AS 884: 

8. Cal. Code Regs.: Title 2, Div. 3; 
T·itle 14. Oiv. 6. 

05108191. 

OT_HER PERTINENT lNFORM!lTION: _ 

l. Water quality te s tfog has been performed. A 
.pursuant to the Corps of Engineers and '4111' 
CaliFornia Regional W~ter ,Quality Control 
Board oermitting requirements. The test 
results-indicate that the materials ~re 
~uitab1e for disposal at SF-11 as proposed. 

2. Questions have been raised about continuing 
disposal of dredged material in 
Sa~ Francisco Bay. It is anticipated the 
cu~r~ntly approved in~bay sites will reach 
capacity within ten years. However, the 
currenf lack of suitable upland:di~posal 
sites or EPA/Corps-approved ofrshore 
disposal sites severely limits ~he options 
availaole for ~isposal. 

Through participation in the f~deral/State 
Joint ~ong-Term Management Study being 
c6nducted to identify and evaluate site 
options for the disposal of material 
dredged from San Francisco Bay, the St~te 
L!lnds Commiss-!.01,1 has emphasized lhe negd ·to 
focus on the selection of upland and ocean 
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disposal site(s). This ne~d has also been 
expressed by the ~an ~r~ncisco Bay 
Conservation and Development Commission 
(.SfBCOC). 

Identification and evaluation of al.ternate 
disposal sites ~ill require ~umerous 
studi~s which huv~ b~rh estimated lo cusl 
several million dollurs. Because ongoing 
in-Bay disposal contributes to the e~entual 
obsolescence of in-Bay sites and 
exacerbates the need lo develo~ olher 
alternatives. a f N~ w:i 11 be .charged as. 
cond:i lion lo the proposC>d permi l lo be 
deposited in a fund to offset the cost ·of 
needed studies. 

' ' 

3. A finding of No Significant Impact (FON~!j 
was prepared and adopted for thi~ ~reject 
by the Uni~ed States Army Corps of 
Engineers. Tne docum~nt was circulated for 
public review as required by State and 
local laws. and ·notice was given meeting 
the standards in 14 Cal. Code 
Regs. 15072(~). l'herefore, pursuant to 
14 Cal. Code Regs. 15225, the staff 
recommends the use of th~ federal FONSt in 
place of a Negative Declaration. 

APPROVALS OBTAINED: 

EXHIB~T: 

United States nrmy Corps of Engineers and 
Regional Water Quality Control Boar.d. 

A. ·Site Map. 

IT IS RECOMMENDf.O lfHAT TttE COMMISSIOfJ: 

I. DETERMINE THAT TH~ FINDJNG Of NO SllNIFlCANT IMPACT (FONS!) 
PRE-PARE'o ANO ADOPTE9 FOR THIS PROJECT BY flfE UNlTf.O STn rt:s 
ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS MEETS TH~ REQUIREMENlS Of lHE CE9A 
AND, THEREFORE. PURSU~NT TO 14- CAL. CODE REGS. 15225, ADOPT 
SUCH FEDERAL DOCUMENl FOR USE IN PLACE OF lHE NE~nTJVE 
DECLARATION. 

2. DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECT, AS APPROVED. WILL NOT HAVE A 
SIGNIFICANT EFFEGT ON· THE ENVIRONMENT. 
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3. AUTHORIZE STAFF TO ISSUE TO EMERY COVE MAkINn TM~ DREDGING 
PERMIT ON FILE IN THt OFFICE OF THE STATE L~NDS ~ 
COMMI~SlON. THE PERMIT SHALL ALLOW DREDGING A MOXlMLIM 
VOLUME Of 40,000 CUBIC YARDS OF MATERIAL rROM S~N fRANCISCO 
BAY AT EMERY CdUE MARINA, ALAMEDA COUNTY. FdR ONE YEAR 
BEGINNING DECEMBER 12, 1990. IT rs PREFERRED THAT DREDGED 
MATERIALS SHALL BE DISPOSED OF ~T AN UPLAND OR EPA/CORPS OF 
ENGINEERS..;.:APPROVEO OfFSHORE OCEAN DISPOSAL SITE. IN THE 
ABSENCE Of AVAILAB1LI1Y or SUCH SITES, THE MATERIAL MAY BE 
DISPOSED Of AT THE CORPS or ENG'INEERS APPROVED ALCA'fRAZ 
DISPOSAL SITE. NO ROYALTY SHALL BE CHARGED fOR MOlER!AL 
DISPO~EO OF AS APPROVED. A ROYALTY ·OF $0.25 PER CUBIC 
Sl-IA'LL BE CHARGED FOR ANY MATERIAL ,!-'SEO FOR PRIVATE BENEFllf 
oif COMMERCIAL SALE PURPOSES. A FEE or $0 .. is WILL BE 
CHARGED FOR EACH CUBIC YARD OF DREDGED ~ATtRIAL PLACED IN 
IN-B~Y DISPOSAL SITES. THIS- MONEY WILL OE PLACED IN A 
SEPARATE FUND TO OFFSEl COSTS or STUDIES NECESSARY 10 
IDENTIFY ANO ANALYZE ALTERNATIVE DISPOSAL SITES. fltE 
PERMITT£0 ACTIVITY IS CON~-tNGENT UPOi\J THE APPLICANT'S 
COMPLIANCE WITH APPLICABLE IPE-~MITS. RECOMMENDATION, ,i\:\ID 
LIMITATIONS ISSUED BY FEO~~Al, STATE, AND LOCAL GOVE~NMENT 
AGENCIES. 
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EXHIBn~ "A" 
APPLICATION fOR 
DREDGING PERrfl.!T 

EMER'; COVE MAklNA 
\\' 24~18 

SAN FRANCISCO BAY 
ALAMEDA COUNTY .. , ... 
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