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of Tronsportation U.S. Coast Guard San Juan, PR 00902
Marine Safety Office Ph: (809) 729-6800

United States FAX: (809) 722-2697
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16706
15 July 1992

From: Commanding Officer, Coast Guard Marine Safety Office San Juan
To: Commander, U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, Jacksonville, FL
Via: Commander, Seventh Coast Guard District (m)

Subj: DREDGING OF FEDERAL CHANNELS WITHIN SAN JUAN BAY

1. Reductions in channel depths caused by shoaling and silting
conditions in San Juan Bay, Puerto Rico are posing a safety and
environmental hazard, and are reportedly resulting in economic
hardship for local industry. The Coast Guard's main concern is
with safety and protection of the environment. I understand that
major harbor dredging and channel improvements are scheduled for
fiscal year 1994 for San Juan Harbor, however it appears that
emergency maintenance dredging is needed sooner. I recommend you
consider rescheduling the dredging of the Army Terminal and
Puerto Nuevo Channels to the earliest date possible.

2. Listed are some of the problem areas within the bay, and
reasons for concern:

ARMY TERMINAL CHANNEL

Pilots have reported severe shoaling along the channel and
turning basin. Since 1988, my office and the San Juan Bay
Pilots have had to limit the draft of vessels transiting the
channel to drafts less than that under normal dredged
conditions. This is the most restrictive channel in the
bay, yet handles the largest and potentially most dangerous
cargoes. Bulk oil tankers and Liquid Petroleum Gas vessels
transit the channel regularly to the Shell 0il Company
Limited and Caribbean Petroleum Corporation (Gulf). The
need for oil on the island of Puerto Rico has put pressure
on industry and the local pilots to bring in tankers at the
greatest draft possible. As a result, the possibility of a
vessel grounding and oil spill has increased.

Enclosed is a Hydrographic Survey dated June 19, 1992 of a
portion of the Army Terminal Channel. The survey shows that
the channel depth has decreased substantially from its
original project dimensions. The width. of 300 ft. at a
depth of 36 feet has decreased to 130 feet just north of
buoy number 6.
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PUERTO NUEVO CHANNEL

Pilots and vessels' masters report shoaling within the
channel, the most sever being along the eastern end of the
channel in the vicinity of the Q G 16 ft. buoy. A recent
survey of the area is not available, however they claim that
vessels that use the facilities along the channel touch
bottom on a regular basis. These vessels transit this area
two to three times per week.

3. Your letter dated September 12, 1991 stated that Congress has
authorized navigation improvements for San Juan Harbor which
include deepening and widening the bar and interior channels.

In the letter you ask for a history of mishaps within the harbor
to assist you in evaluating the ports needs. My response dated
September 24, 1992, documented 6 known incidents in the Army
Terminal Channel since 1989 that were contributed to by
inadequate depths or widths of the channel. Four of these
incidents involved vessels carrying petroleum.

4. The 0il Pollution Act of 1990 has increased tanker operators,
masters, and pilots liability. I am concerned that the present
condition of the Army Terminal Channel may cause them to take
undue risks. My concerns are shared by the San Juan Bay Pilots
Association, which has recommended its pilots impose draft
restrictions on vessels transiting the area to ensure safety and
to avert an environmental disaster. However, these restrictions
are affecting oil, power, and shipping companies on which the
economy of the island of Puerto Rico depends. I realize the ACOE
is under the same tight budgeting constraints as we are, but
anything that can be done to expedite plans for dredging, and
ensure regular surveys and maintenance dredging are performed
before the channels again shoal to their present state would be
appreciated.

5. Please let me know of your future plans regarding the federal
channels of Puerto Rico, particularly San Juan Harbor. If you
have any question please contact me or LT Ray Perry of my staff

at 729-6800 ext. 1608.

Encl: (1) Hydrographic Survey of portion of Army Terminal
Channel, dated June 19, 1992. ‘

Copy: USCG GANTSEC .
USACOE San Juan
PR Pilots Assoc.
Shell 0il, Catano PR



DTN COMMONWEALTH OF ™I T0 RICOTY OFVFICE OF THE C()"“l?f‘\")i{
/ . onmm’ T e &t‘——?

% /{E*ws ronmental ,
"Quality Board AG/ EAL/irp

"ﬂ

JuL 31 198

Mr. Wilson Loubriel
Executive Director

Puerto Rico Ports Authority
G.P.0.Box 2829

San Juan, Puerto Rico 00936

RE: Water Quality Certificate
Maintenance Dredging
SmlJUmlHaﬂmr,SmlJmm P.R.

Dear Mr. Loubriel:

We have received and reviewed the application to the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers for a permit to conduct the referenced activity.

Pursuant to Section 401 (a) of the Clean Water Act, Public Law
95-217 (the Act); it is certified that, as of the date hereof there
is no federal effluent limitations and/or standard formally established
under Section 301, 302, 306 and 307 of the act applicable to the
referenced activity.

- However, the classification and standards governing the quality
of water of the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico have been determined to
be applicable for the purposes of the Act. The following limitations
are set forth as part of this certification, as provided under Section -
401 (d) of the Act, and shall become conditions of any federal permit
or license subject toc the provisions of this section not to be
excceded in such permit:

Parameter Limitations
Suspended, colloidal or None from works or wastes which will
setteable solids cause depositions or be deleterious
: for any usage as determined by the

Water Quality Standards Regulaticns.

61l and floating ' ‘ ,

substances No residue attributablie to anywork
or waste nor visible film nor
globules of grease.

Turbidity - A Secchi disch shall be visible @
a minimum depth of one (1) meter

OFFICE OF TI1E BOARD: 204 DELPARDQUE ST. CORNER OF PUMARADA [ MAILING ADDRESS: PO, BOX 11~
SANTURCE, PUERTO RICO 009210 / TELEPHGNE: T25- 8140



This certification applies only to the effect that this activity
would have on water quality as defined by the regulations and not to
other ecological, biological or environmental effects which may

result from the project.

@M@ O Wowers

Pedro A. Marrero

Vice-President ‘
/)
.

y

VPedro A. ‘Gelabert
President

Asgociate Member

Enclosure

cc: Director Engineer
U.S. Army Corps of Engineer
P.0. Box 4870
Jacksonville, Florida 32201



CESAJ-CO-ON (11-2~2403) 27 January 1989
MEMORANDUM FOR RECCRD

SUBJECT: Statement of Findings (SOF) - PN-SJH-136 -~ Proposed Maintenance
Dredging of San Juan Harbor, Puerto Rico

1. References.

a. 33 CFR Part 289.145 - Guidelines for Federal Projects Invelving the
Digposal of Dredged Material in Navigable and Ocean Waters.

b. The Rivers and Harbors Act of 3 July 1958, House Document 38, 85th
Congress, lst Session.

c. The Clean Water Xt of 1977 (PL 95-217).

2. ‘The proposed maintenance dredging consists of dredging approximately
512,733 cubic vards of silt from the following shoaled areas:

Quantity
Shoal Cubic Yards Cut (s}
1 126,482 Anegado Channel
Creise Ship Basins
san Antonio Approach Channel
2 119,688 Dzep Draft Anchorage E
3 75,418 Graving Dock Channel
4 06,336 Puerto Nueve Basin
Puerto Musvo Chanmel
5 22,389 Avay Terminal furning Basin
& 181,822 EBmy Terminal Channel

The material will be rsmoved by the Corps Hopper Dradge WHELLER witn oczan
jisposal in the EPh interim-spproved site. The sits, approximately 680

faat Gewp, 1s defined as follows:
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CESAJ-CO-ON (11~2-240a)
SUBRJECT: Statement of Findings (SOF) - PN-SJH-136 - Proposed Maintenance
Dredging of San Juan Harbor, Puerte Rico

3. Based on the criteria established by the Administrator, Envirommental
Protection Agency (EPA), pursuant to Section 182 and Section 163 of the
Marine Protaction, Research, and Sanctuaries Act of 1972, ocean disposal of
the material was determined to neither unreasonably degrade, nor endarger
htman health or welfare, the marine envircomment, or its ecological system.
There are no other envirommentally suitable disposal areas large enough to
hold the dredged material within a reasonable distance to the work site.

4. Cultural, historical, or archeological resources. The National Register
of Historic Places and the latest supplement to the register were consulted.
El Morro Castle is in the vicinity of the project. However, the channel
adjacent to it is not scheduled to be dredged and the proposed project
operations should not affect it. No other cultural, historical, or
archeclogical resources have been identified in the project area. If during
maintenance activities, the contractor observes resources that might have
historical or archeological value, these resources shall be reported. Work
shall procead in a manner to prevent any ham to these resources.

5. An Boviromental Assessment end Section 163 Report were prepared and the
findings are summarized below:

a., Impacts from dredging and disposal will be minor and short-tem.
Results of the bioassays, published in the Public Notice dated 29 April
1985, indicate the material is ecologically acceptable for ocean disposal
and should not pose eny significant adverse envirommental impacts.

b. The project does not involve waters designated as critical habitat
for any listed species. Existing habitats at the dredging and disposal
areas will be altered. These alterations will not significantly affect the
structural and functional capabilities of the existing biological
comuunities. Threatened and endangered species are not expacted to be
affected by the malntenance activity. ;

c. The maintenance activity will assist in the continuad functional
capability of the Federal project.

§. The proposed work was coordinated with all Federal and local agencies,
as well as concerned individuals, by Public Motice dated 29 April 1985. A
Biological Assessment was prepared by the Corps of Engineers pursuant to
Section 7(a) of the Endangered Species Act and forwarded to the

National Marine Fisheries Service on 12 December 1988.  Response to the
public notice and responses to 3ection 7 coordination were as follows:
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CESAJ-CO~ON (11~2-248a)
SURJECT: Statement of Pindings (S0F) - PhN-SJH-136 ~ Proposed Maintenance
Dredging of San Juan Harbor, Puerto Rico

a. Federal Agencies.

(1) The Fish and Wildlife Service, Caribbean Islands Field Office,
by letter dated 4 January 1989, stated no objection to the proposed project
provided the Corps of Engineers consult the National Marine Fisheries
Service concerning potential impacts on sea turtles in the water.

(2) The National Marine Fisheries Service, by telephone on
21 January 1989, notified Rea Boothby of CESAJ-PD-ES that they did not
anticipate any problems with the proposed project.

b. Local Agencies. There were no objections fram any local agencies.
The Eavirommental Quality Board of Ruerto Rico issued a water quality
certification for maintenance dredging in San Juan Harbor on 3 August 1979.
There is no expiration date for this certification.

c. Concerned Individuals or Groups. There were no objections from the
general public. '

7. All documented information, data, and stated views of interested
agencies and the concerned public pertaining to the subject project have
been reviewed by the undersigned in accordance with my responsibilities
outlined under the above-referenced regulation. Particular recognition has
been given to those aspects of the project concerning effects on navigation
safety, water quality, endangered species, fish and shellfish resources, and
aconamic factors of local and regional interest. Investigations bave
utilized existing data which has been supplemented by field investigations
in the project area. The effects of this project have been sufficiently
evaluated to determine the expected results and impact on the human and
marine enviromment. WVarious altemative courses of action have been
considered in meeting the needs for this waterway. The project is
consistent with national policy, Federal statutes, and administrative
directives.

8. In sumnary, based on a review of the foregoing facts and entire record
concerning this project, I have determined that the proposed maintenance
dredging will not adversely affect the quality of the human enviromment and
further, that the work is in the best interests of the Federal Govermuent
and general public, and should be performed.
f@4Hanson/CESAJ-CO-0;
kp/3729 1/25
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ROBERT L. HERNDON ~/yGren/CESAJ-CO
Colcnelf CE rns/CESAJ-DX
Caownarding rown/CESAJ-DD

/]Herndon/CESAJ-DE



Findings of No Significant Impact (FONSI) with

CESAJ-CO-ON (11-2-240a) Accampanying Envirommental Assessment (EA), Maintenance

PN-SJH-136 Dredging San Juan Harbor, San Juan, Puerto Rico

 D.O. Files CESAJ-DE 27 January 1989
Hanson/kp/3729

1. Project Description: The proposed work consists of removing approx imately 613,000
cubic yards of shoal material fram San Juan Harbor. The predominantly silty clay
material will be deposited in the EPA interim-approved ocean disposal site. This
maintenance dredging will provide the project depths of:

Required Project
Shoal Depth Depth Cut (s)
38 40 Anegado Channel
32 36 Cruise Ship Basins
37 . 38 San Antonio Approach Channel
38 38 Deep Draft Anchorage E
32 49 Graving Dock Channel
34 40 Puerto Nuevo Basin
34 46 Paerto Nuevo Channel
38 49 Armmy Terminal Turning Basin
38 46 Armmy Teminal Channel

2. Analysis of Pertinent Data in Envirommental Assessment and the Specific Project
Activity.

a. Impacts from the work on water quality will be minor and short temm.

b. Existing habitats at the dredging and disposal areas will be altered. These
alterations will not significantly affect the structural and functional capabilities of
the existing biological communities. iThreatened and endangered species are not
expected to be affected by the maintenance activity. However, if such species present
themselves during project operations, the activity will be paxformed in such a manner
to avoid any hamm to these species.

c. The activity will not affect the value of any known archeological or historical
resource. If during maintenance activities, the Contractor observes resources that
might have historical or archeological values, and these resources may be affected by
further work activities, these resources shall be reported. Work shall proceed in a
manner to prevent any harm to these resources.

4. The maintenance activity will assist in the continued functional capability of
the Federal project.

1. Conclusion: Based on the information analyzed in the EA and summarized above, I

concluds that the considered action will have no significant impact on the quality of

the human enviromment and that the subject action doss not reguire an Envirommental
“ITmpact Statement (EIS).

anson/CESAJ-CO-ON
SIGNED: Robert L. Herndon M “ﬂ 7 /(/ZEEAJ—CO—Og
Hgf ton/CEBAJ-CO-0
iehtaxa/CESAJ-CO-A
24 Gren/CESAJ-CO
ZBurns/CESAJ-DX
ABrown/CESAJ-DD

Atchs POBERT L. HERNDGH
Colonzl, CE
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
MATNTENANCE DREDGING AND DISPOSAL OPERATICHS
SAN JUAN HARBOR, SAN JUAN, PUERTO RICO

1.8 Project Description. The proposed work consists of removing
approximately 613,808 cubic yards of shoal material from San Juan Harbor to
provide the required mean low water (MLW) depths of:

Required Project

Depth Depth Cut (8)
38 4g &negado Channel
32 36 Cruise Ship Basin
37 38 San Antonio Approach Channel
38 38 Deep Draft Anchorage E
32 42 CGraving Dock Channel
34 44 Puerto Muevo Basin
34 44 Puerto Nuevo Channel
38 46 Army Terminal Basin
38 48 Army Terminal Channel

The shoal material, approximately 613,883 cubic yards of predminantly silty
clay, will be removed by the Corps Hopper Dredge WHEELER and placed in the
EPA interim-approved §8@-foot deep disposal area for San Juan Harbor.
Disposal site coordinates, as published in the Code of Faderal Regulations,
4¢ Part 228.12, revised 1 July 1984, ara:

LLatitude Longitude Latitude Longitude
Deg Min Sec Deg Min Sec Deg Min Sec Deg Min Sec
18 3¢ 19N 66 @9 3 W 18 3% 1@ R 66 98 29 W
18 31 1¢g N €6 68 29 W 18 31 16 N 66 69 31 W

A final EIS wae filed with the Council of Envirommental Quality (CEQ) on
11 April 197S.

1.1 The project is authorized by the Rivers and Harbors kot of 3 July 1958,
Houss Document 38, 85th Congress, lst Session.

2.2 Envirommental Setting Without the Project.

7.1 Water Quality. Dredging operstions will result in som@ temporary

changes in water quality. Elevated turpidity levels will be evident during
operations at the dredging and disposal sites. Lorally depressed photosyn-
thetic rates could occur as a rosult of diminished light penetration at both

« 1 3 s SR PN TS T P ez iy ] ey -~ o2 - o= g PR DR -
sites. The olsvatsd turbidity levels arze nobt gxpected O resulil in any
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possible but not expected to be of extended duration. No fish nursery or

productive fishing area is known to be associated with the proposed disposal
area. Also, the prevaling currents at the disposal area move in a westerly
direction and will tend to carry dissolved and suspended materials away fram

the shoreline and reef sites.

2.3 Environmental act of the proposed action. Results of biocassays and
bicaccumilation tests, %ﬁﬁﬁm mE Publi ;

29 April 1985, indicate the material meets the criteria established by EPA
for ocean dumping and should not release contaminants which would

significantly damage the enviroment.

2.4 Threatened and Endangered Species.

occurring in the project area include thes

West Indian manatee
brown pelican
green turtle
hawksbill turtle
leatherback turtle
loggerhead turtle

¢ Notice PN-SJH-136 dated

Threatened animals possibly

{Trichechus manatus)
(Pelecanus occidentalis)
{Chelonia mydas)
(Eretmochelys imbricata)
{Demaochelys coriacea)
{Coretta caretta)

Kemp's Ridley (Lepidochelys kemii)
finback whale (Balaenoptera phyaclus)
humpback whale (Megaptera novaeangliae)
sei whale (Balaenoptera borealis)
sperm whale (Physetar macrocephalus)

The proposed project should have no adverse affects on the above listed
spacies. Because of the location of this project and the EPA interim
approved disposal site, neither manatees or sea turtles are expected to
suffer adverse effects. No special precautions to protect sea turtles will
be reguired.

2.5 Cultural, Historical, and Archaeological Resources. The National
Regigter of Historic Places published in the Pederal Register of

6 February 1979 and the Register’'s latest supplement were consulted.

Several resources are listed in the project area. EL Morro Castle is in the
vicinity of the project, however, the channel adjacent to it is not
scheduled to be dredged and the historical, or archeological resources have
been identified in the project area. If during maintenance activities, the
captain observes resources that might have historical or archeological
value, these resources shall be reported. Work shall proceed in a manner to
prevent any harm to these resources. =

3.9 Adverse Impact which Cannct be Avoided Should the Project be
Implemented. Some loss of benthic organisms at the dredging and aguatic
disposal sites will occur. Temporary degradation in water quality at the
dredging and disposal sites will also occur.

4.6 Alternatives to the Proposed Project. fThe no-action alternative would
result In the gradual reduction of dspth of San Juan Harbor thus limiting
ship traffic. This is not considered to be a reasonable alternative.

A second alternative would be to dredge the channzl deeper than is currently
proposed. This would requize additional funds.




5.0 Disposal alternatives, Disposal in wetland areas on the island is not
acceptable due to the significant impact the discharge would have on the
sites ecological structure. Upland sites are not available due to the dense
urbanization of the area and the acreage requirxed to handle the large volume
of material to be dredged. Further, the silty clay cawposition of the
material may preclude an upland site fram furthexr development. This would

unnecessarily burden an area pressed for space. :

6.8 The relationship between local short-term uses of man's enviromment and
the enhancement of 1 tenn productivity. The lmmediate {mpact of the
proposed project operations > a reduction of hazardous navigation and
increased commercial availability of the harbor to large vessels,
Maintenance of the project will provide the continuing benefits for which
the harbor deepening was originally designed.

7.8 Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitments of Resources Which Would be
Involved in the Proposed Action ghould it be Implemented. Same benthic
organisms at both the dredge and disposal sites will be lost. However, the
benthic cesmunities should re-establish themselves after completion of the
project.

8.0 Water guality Certification. The Envirommental Quality Board of Puerto
Rico issued a water quality certification for maintneance dredging in San
Juan Harbor on 3 August 1979. There is no expiration date for this
certification.

9.8 Coordination with Others. Coordination for the current project was
achieved by public notice, PN-S8JH-136, dated 29 April 1985 and Section 7
Consultation, dated 12 December 1988.
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REFERENCE OR OFFICE SYMBOL SU&EC%indings of No Significaant Impact (FONSI) with
SAJCO~ON Accompanying Environmental Assessment (EA), Concerning
PN-SJH-136 Periodic Maintenance Dredging Operations at San Juan
Harbor  San Juan, Puerto Rico
TO . FROM PATE e July 1985 T 1
D. 0, Files SAJDE
Berry/mg/1131

1. Project Description. The work cousists of removing approximately 1.2 million cu.
yds. of shoal material from San Juan Harbor., The predominantly silty clay material
excavated from the channel will be deposited in the EPA interim—approved ocean disposal
site. This maintenance dredging will provide the project depth of 30 feet in the Graving
Dock Basin, 36 feet in the Army Terminal Channel and Turning Basin, and 32 feet in Puerto
Nuevo Channel and Turning Basin.. The project is authorized by the Rivers & Harbors Act,
3 July 1958, House Document 33, 85th Congress, lst Session.

2. Analysis of Pertinent Data in Eavironmenta. 1 Assessment and the Specific Project
Activity.

a. Impacts from the work ou water quality will be minor and short-term in degree,

b, Existing habitats at the dredging and disposal areas will ha altered, These
alterations will not significantly affect the structural and functional capabilities of
the existing biological communities. Threatened and endangered species are not expected
to be affected by the maintenance activity. However, if such species preseat themselves
during project operations, the activity will be performed in a manner to avoid any harm
to these species.

c. The activity will not affect the value of any known archeological or historical
resources. If during maintenance activities, the contractor observes resources that
mightwﬁ%$torical or archeological value, and these resources may be affected by further
work activities, these resources shall be reported. Work shall proceed in a manner to
prevent any haram to these resources,

d. The maintenance activity will assist in the continued functional capability of
the federal project.

3. Conclusion. Based on the information in the EA and summarized above, it has been
concluded that the considered action will have no significant impact on the quality ot
the human eavironment and that the subject action does not require an Environmental

Impact Statement.

Cr T

Eacl CHARLES T.) MYERS AIL
Colonel, Corps of Engineers
Commandiag
EvelL 2

DA
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
MAINTENANCE DREDGING
AND DISPOSAL OPERATIONS
SAN JUAN HARBOR, SAN JUAN, PURRTO RICO

1.0 Project description. The proposed project consists of maintenance
dredging 1.2 million cubic yards of shoal material from San Juan Harbor to
provide the following project MLW depths: Graviang Dock Basia, 30-ft. depth;
Army Terminal Channel, 36-ft. depth; Army Terminal Turning Basin, 36-ft.
depth; Puerto Nuevo Channel and Turning Basian, 32-ft. depth. The material
to be excavated is predominately silty clay. Approximately 3.2 million
cubic yards of shoal material has been dredged from the harbor under federal
contract since 1974, Dredging and disposal will be accomplished by a hopper
dredge. The EPA ianterim approved disposal area coordinates for San Juan
Harhor, as published in the Code of Federal Regulations, 40 Part 228,12, are
as follows: 18°30710"N, 66°09731"W; 18°30710"N, 66°08729"W; 18°31710"N,
66°08°29"W; 18°21710"N, 66°097°31"W. The ocean depth at the disposal site is
approximately 600 ft. It is estimated that 4.3 million cubic yards of
material has been placed at this site by federal and nonfederal projects
since 1974, A final RIS was filed with the Council of Eavironmental Quality
(CRQ) on 11 Apr 75.

1.1 The project is authorized by the Rivers and Harbors Act of 3 July 1958,
House Document 38, 85th Congress, lst Session.

2.0 BIQPEP}?.}FW?FF.Pﬁ.Fﬂ?.???????d.??ﬁl?ﬁ.?ﬁ.FP9<?PY?FQPWQQQ'

2.1 Water quality. Dredging operations will result ia some tempocary
changes in water quality. F®levated turbidity levels will be evident during
operations at the dredging and disposal sites. Locally depressed
photosyathetic rates could occur as a result of diminished light penetration
at both sites. The elevated turbidity levels are not expected to result in
any long term adverse impacts to resident blotic communities at the dredge
or disposal sites. No significant long term effects on any of the water
quality parameters are expectad.

2.2 Impact of flora and fauna. Dredging will result in the loss of benthic
organisms in ‘the sites designated for maiatenance. These communities will
proceed to reestablish upoun completion of work. Temporary discuption of
normal activity of marine 1life in both the dredging and aquatic disposal
areas is likely but not expected to be of extended duratioan. No fish
nursery or productive fishing area is known to be associated with the
proposed disposal area. Also, the prevailiug currents at the disposal area
move in a westerly direction and will tend to carcy dissolved and suspended
materials away from the shoreline and reef sites,



2.3 Enviqgﬂpgyggfg_ngact of the proposed action. An examination of the
dredged material proposed for ocean disposal was undertaken to assess the
potential for creating significant undesirable effects due to constituents
within the harbor sedimeats. fSpecific prohibitions have beca established
for ocean disposal of cesrtain materials which %ﬁuld cause unacceptable
adverse effects on human health and the marine environment,.iRé@tricth%qg
have beea setg&p, the pcean disposal jof sedimeats which contain-constitients
whose presenc 'ﬁéy BE'énvironmentally damaging. Dredged material from San
Juan Harbor does not contain high level radioactive Jaste, materials
produced or used for radiological, chemical, or biological warfare, or
persistently inert wmaterial which way interfere with legitimate uses of the
ocean. A determination of compliance with criteria established for
toxicological aand bionaccumulative lmpacts was sought by performing bioassays
and bloaccumulation tests,| The results of these tests have been published
in the public notice for this project. Based upoa the results of these
tests and the criteria established by EPA for ocean dumping, the material to
be disposed should not release contaminants which would significantly damage
the environment.

2.4 Threatened and endangered species. A Section 7 consultation was

initiatednfb-Héié}hihé-fhé'iﬁbébbeh-fhreatened and endangered species which
may inhabit the project areas. It was detecmined that the following listed
species may occur in the vicinity of the proposed activity: West Indian

manatee (Trichgphpﬁ.manatus); browan pelican (Pelecanus occidentalis); green

turtle (Chelqﬁﬁg mydas); hawksbill turtle (Eretmochelys imbricata);

leatherback turtié'Kbermochelys coriacea); loggerhead turtle (Caretta

caretta); finback whale'zﬁhlaenbpp

novaeangliae); sei whale (Balaenoptera borealis); sperm whale (P

macrocephalus). The Corps of Engineers has determined with the concurrence
of the National Marine Fisheries Service and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service that the proposed project should have no adverse affect on the above
listed species., Precautioans will be taken during coastruction activities to
insure the safeiy of manatees and sea turtles, To insure the contractor and
Wis personnel ace aware of the potential presence of these animals in the
project area, their endangered status, and the need for appropriate
precautionary measures, the contract specifications will include the
standard protection clauses concerning manatees and sea turtles. However,
because of the location of this project and the disposal at the EPA ianterim
approved site, neither manatees or sea turtles arce expected to suffer
adverse effects,

Manatees/sea turtles. The contractor will iastruct all personnel
associated with construction of the project about the presence of

manatees/sea turtles in the area and the need to avoid collisions with them.
All vessels associated with the project shall operate at "no-wake" speeds at

all times while in shallow waters, or channels, where the draft of the boat
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provides less than thrae feet clearance of the bottom, Boats used to
transport personanel shall be shallow-draft vessels, preferably of the light-
displacement category, where navigational safety permits. Vessels
transporting personnel between the landing and any work boat shall follow
routes of deep water to the extent possible. Shore crews or personael
assigned to the construction site for the workshift shall use upland road
access if available. All personael should be advised that there are civil
and criminal penalties for harming, harassiag, or killing manatees/sea
turtles, which are protected under the Endangered Species Act and the Marine
Mammnal Protection Act. The coutractor shall be held responsible for any
manatee/sea turtle harmed, harassed, or killed as a result of the
construction of the project.

The coatractor shall keep a log detailing sightings, collisions, damage,
or killiag of manatees/sea turtles which have occured during the coatract
period. Aay collisioa with a manatee/sea turtle will be reported .
immediately to the Authorized Represeantative of the Contractiang Officer, and
the Fish and Wildlife Service (Mayaguez Area Office) for investigation so
the appropriate course of action can be taken. Following project
completion, a report summarizing the above incidents shall be submitted to
the Authorized Representative of the Contractiang Officer.

2.4 Cultural, historical or archeological resources. There are historical
resources listed in the National Register of Historic Places that appear in
the project area. El Morro Castle is in the vicinity of the project,
however, the channel adjacent to it is not scheduled to be dredged and the
proposed project operations should not affect it. No other cultural,
historical, or archeological resources have been identified in the project
area, ILf during maintenance activities, the contractor observes resources
that might have historical or archeological value, these resources shall be
repocrted. Work shall proceed in a manner to prevent any harm to thase

resources.,

1mp1emen§g§_ Some loss of benthic oraanlbmb at the dredgiang and aquatic

disposal sites will occur. Temporary degradation in water quality at the
dredging and disposal sites will also occur.

4.0 Alternag}ypp_;p_phy_p;ppgsgﬁ‘ppp;gpp, The only alternative is to not
perform the maintenance work, This would result in the gradual reduction
of harbor and chananel ship traffic, increased hazards to navigation, and

eveatual closing of the federal project.

5.0 Disposal alternatives. Other alternatives to the proposed ocean
disposal have been considered with this and previous maintenance dredging
projects in San Juan Harbor. Disposal in wetland areas oun the island is not
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consideced acceptable due to the significant impact the discharge would
have, hoith shoct term and long term, on the sites ecological structure,
Upland sites have not been found available due to the dense urbanization of
the area and the acreage required to handle the large volume of material to
be dredged. Further, the composition of the material, being silty clay, may
preclude an upland site €rom further development which would unnecessarily
burden an area pressed for space,

6.0 The relatioaship between local short term uses of man”s environmeat and

the enhancement of long term productivity.  The immediate impact of the
E?Eggéed béE}éhh'BBéEEEibhé‘hiIT“Bé'a reduction of hazardous navigation and
increased commercial availability of the harbor to large vessels,
Maintenance of the project will provide the coatinuing benefits for which

the harbor deepening was originally designed.

dredge and disposal sites. The benthic comaunities should reestablish
themselves after completion of the project.

8.0 Coordination with others, Coordination with the Fish and Wildlife
Service dnﬁ-Nékiohai-Mh}ihé~?isheries has taken place with a concurrence of
no effect for listed threatened or endangered species., The project was also
reviewed by HPA Region 11, After analysis of the bioassays and public
notice, EPA stated they had no objection to the ocean disposal of the
dredged material provided that the hopper barge/dredge be stationary when

dumping at the disposal site. No other comments were received,
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MNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGIOM 11 .
. 26 FEDERAL PLAZA
LT AVEERS S Bt T ey : NEW YORK., NEW YORK 10278
HAY D ol

Colonel Charles T. Meyers III
District Engineer

‘U.S. Agny Corps of Engineers
P.0. Box 4970

Jacksonville, Florida 32232-0019

Dear Colonel Meyers:

The U.S. Eavironmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewad the féllowing

Public Notice bo. " Applicant Activity
AH-137 ' Jacksonville COE .  Maintenance dredge Arecibo Harbor

with ocean disposal.

SJIE-136 © . Jacksonville COE Maintenance dredge San Juan Earkor
with ocean disposal.’ ‘

EPA has no cbjection to the authorization of the maintenance dredging activities
with ocean disposal for Arecibo and San Juan Harbors provided that point dumping
be used to promote rapid deposition of the dredged materials. For other Future
ocean disposal of dredged raterial EPA will require the Jacksonville COE or any
applicants to adheré to tha EPA/COE guidance document Ecological Evaluation of
Progosed Discharge™of Dredged Material into Ocean Waters. The procedures used
in the sampling and testing of the San Juan sediments were deficient in the
following areas: 1) sampling did not catagorize the proposad dredged material
to project depth; and 2) the refersnce sediment was obtained from Massachusekts
and not from the vicinity of the dump site. We also request the Jacksonville
COE to coordinate with EPA Region II sampling plans for other dredging projects
‘with ocean dispozal in the future. In this way potential problems could be
avoided at the time of public notice. -

1f you have any questions, please contact Mr. Edward Ambregio of my staff at
FIL5 264-5170. ' ' '

Sincerely yours,
)
4. e

g 'JMJ-:;,_‘,;?
", Suszkowekl, “Ph,D., Chief
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