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Office of the City Manager
July 21, 1999

Mara Melandry

Caltrans District 4

111 Grand Ave. (P.0. Box 23660)
Oakland Ca, 94623-0660

Faxed: July 21, 1999

Subject: Comments on Dredged Materials Management Plan

The City of Berkeley City Council passed a motion Tuesday, July 20, 1999, to offer comments on the Dredged
Materials Management Plan (DMMP) for the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge East Span Seismic Safety
Project to Caltrans District 4. These comments are as follows:

1. The sediment study in the DMMP is premature and incomplete. The study should be resubmitted when final
analyses of sediments are available

2. The DMMP accepts ocean dumping while it Jacks detailed studies of impacts to ecological receptors such as
crustaceans, mollusks, algae, and other organisms and their larval stages.

3. Decisions on the disposal site of sediments should not be primarily cost based.
4. Uncontaminated sediments should be seen as a resource and not a waste.
5. Land disposal is a preferable disposal site of sediments.

6. The study should include altematives to trucking sediments to land-disposal sites, such as barging to levees
or wetland areas.

7. Controlling sediment dispersion during dredging by the use of a "curtain" should be a requirement, not an
option in the DMMP. Verification of the effectiveness of the curtain should be ongoing during dredging.

Please contact Nabil Al-Hadithy, Secretary of the City of Berkeley Community Environmental Advisory
Commission at 510.705.8150, should you require any additional information.

Sincerely,
/s/

JAMES KEENE
City Manager

cc: Mayor and City Council
Sherry Kelly, City Clerk
Elizabeth Epstein, Director of Planning and Development
Nabil Al-Hadithy, Hazardous Materials Supervisor
John Selawski, Chair, Community Environmental Advisory Commission

1900 Addison Strect, Berkeley. CA 94704  Tel: 510.644.6580 TDD: $10.644.691S  Fax: 510.644 8801
E-Mail: manager@ci.berkelev.ca.us
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City of Berkeley Letter dated 7/21/1999

Comment 1

Testing performed in advance of publication of the DMMP would have been at too early a date to receive consideration by the DMMO and an additional testing program would have been required prior to dredging for the East Span Project.  The DMMP, which focuses on evaluation of potential disposal sites, is based on information collected by the Port of Oakland.  Test results do not invalidate the DMMP, but serve to refine the proportion of upland landfill disposal.  In its letter of October 31, 2000 (see Appendix G for a copy of the letter), the DMMO made the following conclusions regarding the disposal of dredged materials:

1) Up to 248,219 cubic meters (324,681 cubic yards) of site sediments are suitable for unconfined aquatic disposal and;

2)
Up to 319,181cubic meters (417,503 cubic yards) of site sediments are suitable for beneficial reuse at upland wetland sites.

Any sediment not suitable for aquatic disposal or reuse would be properly disposed of at a landfill.

Comment 2

The DMMP includes, among the disposal options evaluated, disposal at a permitted ocean disposal site (SF-DODS), which is consistent with the Long-Term Management Strategy (LTMS) approach toward use of ocean disposal.  The SF-DODS site was designated under Section 102 of the Marine Protection, Research, and Sanctuaries Act in 1994 by EPA.  

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 3

Disposal site selection is not based on cost as the primary factor.  In addition to cost, the decision-making criteria presented in the DMMP are feasibility of implementation, environmental impacts, impact on project schedule and logistics, reliability of the sites, consistency with LTMS goals and permitting requirements, and results of the sediment testing program. 

Comment 4

The DMMP acknowledges the LTMS goal of using uncontaminated sediment in wetland restoration projects and includes evaluation of disposal at the Montezuma and Hamilton Restoration Sites as possible options.  The DMMP also recommends that other upland/wetland reuse sites be considered as they become available during project implementation.

Comment 5

The preference for upland reuse/disposal is noted.  Beneficial reuse is one of the goals of the LTMS considered by the DMMP.  The determination of what reuse/disposal site is preferred needs to take into account a number of decision-making criteria, including site availability, project schedule, consistency with the LTMS, permitting requirements, environmental impacts, and costs.  

Comment 6

The DMMP, in both its air quality evaluation and cost derivation, assumes the use of vessels to wetland reuse/disposal sites and trucking to landfill sites. 

Comment 7

Caltrans would implement a turbidity control program, which may possibly include the use of turbidity curtains, to control turbidity.  Caltrans is continuing to investigate the feasibility, maintenance, and effectiveness of turbidity curtains to reduce sediment transport as a result of unconfined dredging.
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