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Ms. Mara Melandry
Environmental Manager

Toll Bridge Program
CALTRANS, District 4

Mail Station: 12-C

P.O. Box 23660

Oakland, California 94623-0660

Dear Ms. Melandry:

SUBJECT: DRAFT SAN FRANCISCO-OAKLAND BAY BRIDGE EAST SPAN

SEISMIC SAFETY PROJECT DREDGED MATERIAL MANAGEMENT
PLAN

On behalf of the Department of the Navy, I am writing to comment on the California
Department of Transportation’s (CALTRANS) draft San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge East
Span Seismic Safety Project Dredged Matenal Management Plan (DMMP).

The Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Installations and Environment) previously provided
comments on your Draft Environmental Impact Statement on this proposed project, in letters
November 23, 1998 to CALTRANS and June 3, 1999 to Governor Davis. The Assistant
Secretary outlined Navy’s concerns as landowner of most of Yerba Buena Island and our
concerns regarding the impacts on the City of San Francisco’s planned reuse of Naval Station
Treasure Island, of which Yerba Buena Island is a part. [n his letters, the Assistant Secretary
expressed Navy’s opposition to the proposed northern alignment of the East Span because
less-environmentally-damaging alternatives exist and because the northern alignment would
adversely affect historic Navy structures as well as the economic viability of the City of San
Francisco’s approved reuse plan for Treasure Island.

The DMMP addresses an array of possible alignments, dredging methods, and disposal
options. As such, it is difficult to understand which options CALTRANS proposes. “The
DMMP mentions a number of potentially significant direct and indirect environmental effects
of dredging operations, such as to marine life and eel grass, but does not quantify the effects

and it is non-committal regarding mitigation measures and their effectiveness, The effects of
dredge material disposal alternatives are similarly vague.
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As long as the Department of Navy is the steward of the environmental resources on Yerba
Buena Island, we intend to advocate for their protection. The DMMP as currently written is
insufficiently specific regarding methods and mitigation to be acceptable. However, since
environmental regulatory agencies, including the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the National Marine
Fisheries Service, the Regional Water Quality Control Board, and the Bay Conservation and
Development Commission will be evaluating your proposal and determining the environ-

mental effects and required mitigation measures, we will refrain from more detailed
comments.

We appreciate your consideration of Navy’s concerns.

Sincerely,

G.].BUCHANAN
Captain, CEC, USN
Commanding Officer

Copy to:
City of San Francisco
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Department of the Navy Letter dated 8/2/1999

Comment 1

The U.S. Navy’s opposition to a northern alternative is noted.  

Comment 2

The DMMP’s purpose is to provide detailed documentation of proposed dredging activities and reuse/disposal options for dredged materials associated with all build alternatives for the East Span Project and therefore addresses an array of dredging methods and disposal options in order to evaluate a range of possibilities.  However, the DMMP does highlight a preferred option and contingencies in Section 7.3 on page 

7-13 of the DMMP.
Comment 3

Impacts to marine life and eelgrass has been assessed and mitigation concepts have been developed in consultation with appropriate agencies.  This information is discussed in the FEIS.  Please see Conceptual  Mitigation Plan for Special Aquatic Sites (in Appendix N), Section 4.9 — Natural Resources, and Section 4.14.8 — Temporary Impacts, Natural Resources.

Comment 4

The DMMP discusses the potential impacts of dredged material disposal on a number of reuse/disposal sites.  Actual disposal would take place with full consideration of the specific requirements of each reuse/disposal site.  Potential impacts to special status species present at dredged material reuse/disposal sites would be addressed by the managing entities of the reuse/disposal sites.  Impacts and mitigation for these sites would be included in environmental documentation prepared for each reuse/disposal project and would not be part of the East Span Project.

Comment 5

Please see response to Comments 3 and 4 above.  Dredging and disposal of dredged material would not impact environmental resources on YBI that are under the stewardship of the Navy.
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