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July 20, 1999

Ms. Mara Melandry

Caltrans Environmental Planning
P.O. Box 23660

Oakland, CA 94623-0660

Dear Ms. Melandry:

The City of Oakland (City) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Dredged Material
Management Plan (DMMP), 2 supplement to the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Statutory Exemption prepared by Caltrans and the Federal Highway Administration
for the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge East Span Seismic Safety Project.

The DMMP does not adequately address the potential for disturbance and transport of sediments
resulting from the proposed dredging operations. The dredging operations could mobilize
contaminated sediments not suitable for unconfined aquatic disposal. These sediments, if not
properly controlled, could adversely affect federal navigation channels and/or berths located
south of the dredging project.

Caltrans should not rely on the Alcatraz disposal site. As a new dredging project, not a
maintenance operation, Caltrans should plan on the Hamilton and Montezuma wetlands
restoration sites or an ocean disposal site as backup.

The City looks forward to receiving copies of the Final Eavironmenta] Impact Statement when it
is available for review.

Sinoerely,

ce: Lynn Wamer, CEDA, Planning
Andrew Clark-Clough, PWA, Environments] Services
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City of Oakland Letter dated 7/20/1999

Comment 1

The comment regarding the mobilization of contaminated sediments is noted.  As stated in the Sediment Sampling and Analysis Report (available for review at the Caltrans District 4 Public Information Office and at selected libraries listed in the Preface of the FEIS) and confirmed in the DMMO letter dated October 31, 2000 (see Appendix G) for a copy of the letter), the majority of sediments to be dredged was found to be suitable for unconfined aquatic disposal and not contaminated.

The proposed dredging operations would increase the suspended sediment concentration in the water column near the dredging area.  Studies conducted by the ACOE have determined that 1.5% to 3% of the sediment volume of each clamshell bucket is introduced as suspended material into the water column.  Assuming 3% of the material dredged would become suspended and that 413,000 cubic meters (540,000 cubic yards) would be dredged, approximately 12,400 cubic meters (16,200 cubic yards) are expected to become suspended.  

Based on a particle tracking analysis that was conducted, about 40% to 60% (or 5,000 to 7,400 cubic meters [6,500 to 9,700 cubic yards]) of the suspended sediment materials would have the potential to remain in suspension for an extended period.  Not all of the sediment that becomes suspended would be transported to the Oakland Harbor because of the distance from the bridge to the harbor and navigation channels.  Only small particles (fine silt and clay) would likely be transported to the shallow areas of the harbor, whereas heavier particles are expected to settle quickly in the East Span Project area.  Even if all the suspended sediment particles were to settle in the harbor, it would represent less than 2.6% of the 283,000 cubic meters (370,000 cubic yards) of the current Operations and Maintenance (O&M) dredging requirement of the harbor and less than 1.4 % of the 535,000 cubic meters (700,000 cubic yards) of the future O&M dredging requirement of the harbor, after the proposed Oakland Harbor Navigation Improvement Project is completed.  Also, this potential increase would only occur once.  After dredging is completed, there would not be any additional impact to dredging in the harbor area.  Therefore, the proposed project would not substantially increase additional dredging needs in the harbor area.

Comment 2

As indicated on the DMMP, Caltrans is not relying on one disposal site over another.  Rather, the combination of disposal sites to be used depends on factors such as availability, cost-effectiveness, and the actual amount of dredged material.  This is consistent with the LTMS which proposes to reduce but not eliminate disposal at the Alcatraz site.
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