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The following information sheets, represents a composite of all evaluation sheets
received from the participants of the Columbia River Offshore Disposal Site Working
Groups. Information was recorded in the order in which it was received. The
information was taken from the original evaluation sheets and represent the individual
opinion of participants. Additional columns added to the evaluation sheets by individual
participants were not included in the composite sheets because not all participants would
be rating against the same criteria; however, any additional comments provided by
individuals were included on the composite sheets verbatim. Consideration was given to
all comments received; the Corps/EPA evaluation sheets can be viewed in Volume I of
Appendix H.



Candidate Site 1 “Skirt Site”’

Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

- REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF E . FACTORS FACTORS
| ME; Eleven 5 General
al— 2 g "<J COMMENTS SpECiﬁc CriteriaM
= Factors®
CONSIDERATIONY gﬁ S| i (40CFR
blol& (40CFR 228.5)
dc|jzja 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features 712 Maybe near shale pile, depends on thin 1,6,8, 11 a
layer/pinpoint?, depends on placement
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 21|53 Like on like preferred, Grain size?,?, very 3,4,9 b,c,d
fine sand like on like?, partially in expanded
site B, too large, requires info from crab/fish
issues, like on like, very fine sand, very fine
sand
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 1|3 Don’t know, concern with upriver sed., 3,4,7,9 a,b,c,d
concern with upriver sed.
4. Influence of Past Disposal 415 Overlaps F and B, overlaps F and B, overlaps |5, 7, 9, 10 a,b,d
F and B, overlaps F and expanded B, may
already be impacted by past disposal
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution Not enough information 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d
6. Commercial Fisheries 3|4 Only if crabbing occurs, Crab and ground fish | 2, 8 a,b
fishery, overlaps crab ground fish fishery,
crab, groundfish, salmon, crab, groundfish,
salmon
7. Recreational Fisheries 415 Salmon fishing, salmon, other, salmon, other |2, 8 a,b
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 4 Some fish spawning may occur, potential for |2, 8 a,b
ground fishing, crab breeding, crab
groundfish, salmon, other, crab groundfish,
salmon, other, not enough information
9. Nursery Areas 6|2 Juvenile flatfish, juvenile flatfish, crab 2,8 ab
groundfish, salmon, other, not enough
information
10. Feeding Areas 413 For all species, crab groundfish, salmon, . 12,8 a,b
other, not enough information
11. Migration Routes 3 Not enough information, not enough 2,8 a,b
information
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 3 4 Defer to USFWS and NMFS not enough, 2,8 a,b
Endangered Species Information, salmon fishing area, EFH, not
enough information
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos 4 |4 High concentration of benthos, high 2,8,10 ab




productivity and large area, not enough

information
14. Marine Mammals 2,8 a,b
15. Mineral Deposits Unknown, Don’t know, not enough 1,8 ab,c
information
16. Navigation Hazard 5 In tow lanes, don’t have information, 1,8 a,b,d
crabbers not thrilled with the site, no
contribution to the littoral system, in tow boat
lane navigation safety, tow boat lane
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) 1 Unknown, don’t have information, bar pilots, |8 ab,d
not enough information
18. Degraded Areas 2 Unknown, not applicable 4,6,7 a,b,d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics 5 Don’t have information 4,6,9 a,b,d
20. Recreational Uses 8 Probably not 2,8,11 a,b,cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sites 8 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation 4 Unknown, possibly if pinpoint disposal, 1,3,6,7 a,b,d
mounding
23. Direction of Transport/Potential 2 Unknown, don’t know, takes sand out of 1,3,6,7 a,b,d
for Settlement littoral drift, Loss of sand to littoral system
24. Monitoring May be difficult to monitor, towboat lane 5
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site Small area, defer to COE, impacts toomuch }1,4,7 d
habitat
26. Size of Buffer Zone 2 Small area, may be too close to site B 2,3,4,7,11 b,d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 1 Unknown, don’t know probably not, alter 4,7 c,d

habitat lower productivity, not enough

information

Additional Comments: Unexceptable unless made much smaller, Mitigation regulatory
flexibility analysis, socio-economic issues




Candidate Site 2 “Expanded Area E”
Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations

of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF ; . FACTORS FACTORS
Sl 8 Eleven 5 General
?"_ 2 S COMMENTS Specific Criteria?
1E| |0 Factors®
CONSIDERATION" &Gl S| (40CFR
5l ol & (40CFR 228.5)
dafz(m 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features {1 |3 | § Depends on placement 1,6,8,11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 3| 6 |1 |Like on like, like on like, very fine grain 3,4,9 b,c,d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 5 Don’t know, concern with upriver sed. 3,4,7,9 a,b,c,d
4. Influence of Past Disposal 1 16| 2{1 |Could be, good history of impacts and how |5,7,9, 10 a,b,d
material will behave, defer to COE, adjacent
to E, sediment transport from E
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 1 4 Do not have information, unlikely because of |2, 3,6, 8, 11 a,b,d
high energy dynamics
6. Commercial Fisheries 2|4 Alteration of transport area, crab, crab 2,8 a,b
7. Recreational Fisheries 3 Alteration of transport area, sturgeon , other? |2, 8 a,b
8. Breeding/Spawning Areas 312 Unknown, additional research required, crab, |2, 8 a,b
not enough information
9. Nursery Areas 3 3 Unknown, not sure, additional research 2,8 a,b
required, crab, not enough information
10. Feeding Areas 3121 Unknown, crab, not enough information 2,8 a,b
11. Migration Routes 3 Don’t know, crab, not enough information 2,8 a,b
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 21115 Defer to USFWS and NMFS, salmon fishing, |2, 8 a,b
Endangered Species crab and salmon closure area
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos 4|4 Probably not 2,8,10 a,b
14. Marine Mammals 1 Check NMFS, not enough information 2,8 a,b
15. Mineral Deposits 2 Unknown, I do not have this information, not {1, 8 a,b,c
enough information
16. Navigation Hazard 4 |4 Concern to fisherman could be managed, 1,8 a,b,d
Monitoring necessary, defer to COE and
CRCFA, navigation problems for small boats
if mounds develop, short term vs long term
distribution of materials, interfering with
fishing, need date buoy info extremely high
potential
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) 3 Unknown, probably not but not sure, not 8 a,b,d
enough information
18. Degraded Areas 1 (3] 1 |unknown 4,6,7 a,b,d




19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics Do not have this information 4,6,9 a,b,d
20. Recreational Uses Unknown, sturgeon other? 2,8,11 a,b,c,d
21. Cultural/Historic Sites Many wrecks on site, ship wreck close by, - |11 b
some overlap
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation Defer to COE, high energy with contribution {1,3,6,7 a,b,d
to the littoral system, like on like?, where
does the material go any how?, littoral
system, wave amplification and mounding
23. Direction of Transport/Potential Unknown, erosive site, sand stays in littoral |1, 3,6,7 a,b,d
for Settlement drift, affect on mud hole?, channel?, and
beach?, into heavy crabbing area resulting in
stuck gear and possible wave amplification,
sscoi-economic
24. Monitoring Maybe difficult to monitor, mounding 5 c
softshell wave amplification
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site Small site and erosive, maybe difficult 1,4,7 d
capacity, manageable size soft shell presence,
smaller area, not adequate size, mounding
potential
26. Size of Buffer Zone Crabbing location, crabbing area, interference | 2, 3,4, 7, 11 b,d
with crab and crabbing
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects Unknown 4,7 c,d

Additional Comments; ODFW acceptable site, Scocio-economic issues, RFA,
mitigation, concurrence with Pacific County master plan permit




Candidate Site 3”’Shale Site”

Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

. REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF E . FACTORS FACTORS
a 5 3 Eleven 5 General
S E 3 COMMENTS Specific Criteria?
e 2| Q Factors
CONSIDERATION" gﬁ S| & (40CFR
blol g (40CFR 228.5)
ge|z|m 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features |5 | 4 Loss of unique are that was never evaluated, }1,6, 8,11 a
naturally occur hard bottom habitat sand
disposal would alter dramatically, unique,
shall bottom (not shale pile which is farther
south)
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 713 Not like on like, naturally occur hard bottom |3, 4, 9 b,c,d
habitat sand disposal would alter
dramatically, not like on like, shale bottom
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 2|2 Unknown 3,4,7,9 a,b,cd
4. Influence of Past Disposal 6 N/P, NA 5,7,9,10 a,b,d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 115 Unknown, high potential for halibut and other | 2, 3, 6, 8, 11 a,b,d
fish
6. Commercial Fisheries 114]3 Halibut Fishery 2,8 a,b
7. Recreational Fisheries 1 2,8 a,b
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 1512 Unknown, Halibut, potentially very high 2,8 a,b
unique habitat not a waste lands just no crab!,
halibut, not enough information
9. Nursery Areas 114]|3 Unknown, potentially very high unique 2,8 a,b
habitat not a waste lands just no crab!, not
enough information
10. Feeding Areas 11512 Unknown, haibut, potentially very high 2,8 a,b
unique habitat not a waste lands just no crab!,
not enough information
11. Migration Routes 212 Unknown, potentially very high unique 2,8 a,b
habitat not a waste lands just no crab!, not
enough information
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 1 8 Defer to USFWS and NMFS 2,8 a,b
Endangered Species
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos 4 13]2 Definite Change, Not like on like, potential |2, 8, 10 ab
very high
14. Marine Mammals 7 not enough information 2,8 a,b




15. Mineral Deposits 4 Unknown, don’t have info, not enough 1,8 ab,c
information

16. Navigation Hazard 8 In revised location partially in commercial |1, 8 a,b,d
shipping lanes, in towboat lanes

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) 3| |Unknown, don’t have info, not enough 8 a,b,d
information

18. Degraded Areas 2 Check NMFS, not a degraded area!, unknown | 4, 6, 7 ab,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics 5 Don’t have info 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses 8 2,811 a,b,cd

21. Cultural/Historic Sites 8 11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation 8 1,3;6,7 a,b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 4 Sand out of littoral drift, loss of sand to 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

for Settlement littoral zone

24, Monitoring 5 Would not be able to determine biological 5 c
community if disposed on, depth

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site Unknown, small site, where is it really?!?! 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone Unknown 2,3,4,7,11 b, d
Unknown 4,7 c,d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects

Additional Comments; Unique feature do not obliterate
ODFW does not support the use of this site




Candidate Site 4 “Benson Beach”

Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

. REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF § y FACTORS FACTORS
8 b g Eleven 5 General
a‘_ " E 3 COMMENTS Specnflgl Criteria¥
e 2|9 Factors
CONSIDERATION"Y &l S| th (40CFR
olola (40CFR 228.5)
q2|2|a 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features 6|2 1,6,811 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 4 |2 |Beach Nourishment 3,4.9 b,c,d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 4 Don’t know, concemn with upriver sediments }3,4,7,9 a,b,c,d
4. Influence of Past Disposal 511 [NA 5,7,9,10 a,b,d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 4 Don’t know, limit resource impacts 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d
6. Commercial Fisheries 2 | 3 | 1 | Reduce wave action, potential crab, sturgeon, |2, 8 ab
crab (small area)
7. Recreational Fisheries 3| 3 | 2 | Deepen area, potential razor clam beach, 2,8 a,b
possibly if fish inside jetty, sport fishing/jetty
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 2|4 Not sure, crab small area 2,8 ab
9. Nursery Areas 314 Potential crab nursery, crab small area 2,8 a,b
10. Feeding Areas 313 crab small area 2,8 a,b
11. Migration Routes 2|4 Unknown, crab small area 2,8 a,b
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 8 Defer to USFWS and NMFS 2,8 a,b
Endangered Species
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos 7 2,8,10 a,b
14. Marine Mammals 6 not enough information 2,8 a,b
15. Mineral Deposits 4 not enough information 1,8 a,b,c
16. Navigation Hazard 2 | 2 | 1 |If placed inshore mounding problems could |1,8 a,b,d
occur, defer to CRCFA and small boaters,
littoral drift data needed
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) Don’t have information 8. a,b,d
18. Degraded Areas 5 | Enhance state park beach potential public 4,6,7 a,b,d
erosion value, beach nourishment, Don’t have
information
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics 5 “14,6,9 a,b,d
20. Recreational Uses 3 | 1 | 5 | Enhance state park beach potential public 2,8,11 a,b,c,d
erosion value, beach nourishment, sport
fishing sturgeon, sport fishing
21. Cultural/Historic Sites 7 | 1 | Enhance state park beach potential public 11 b

erosion value




22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation 4 | 1 | Enhance state park beach potential public 1,3,6,7 a,b,d
erosion value, probably
23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1 | 2 | Enhance state park beach potential public 1,3,6,7 a,b,d
for Settlement erosion value, don’t know

24. Monitoﬂng 3 | 2 | On beach, close monitoring of Peacock Spit |5 c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site 2 | 2 | Capacity? NA, should be larger 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone 411 2,3,4,7,11 - b,d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 4 | 2 | Disposal inside jetty and rework material 4,7 c.d

with pipeline

Additional Comments: Cost feasibility technical ability to do is a question good solution

if can be a win win costs a serious concern
Cost? Need to know the true cost balancing transient vs rehandeling overall feasibility??

ODFW acceptable site

Not a significant impact to resources additional information needed on cost and

feasibility

Littoral drift data needed, Pacific County Permit




Candidate Site 5 “Deep Water Oregon Site”
Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

. REVELANT | REVELANT
b SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF E . FACTORS FACTORS
S = 4 Eleven 5 General
S E 3 COMMENTS Speclflgl Criteria
= 1 K% Factors
CONSIDERATION" 5| Q| w (40CFR
blol& (40CFR 228.5)
dajzjm 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features |1 1 6 ]| 1 Way too big 1,6,8,11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 1 |7} 1|1 |Channel deepening sediment?, appearstobe |3,4,9 b,c,d
like on like, most very fine grain concem
with upriver sediments
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 314 Some areas, don’t know, concern with 3,4,7,9 a,b,c,d
upriver sediments
4. Influence of Past Disposal 31214 Site B and F, includes F, site F mounding 5,7,9,10 a,b,d
limited capacity
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 3]3 Unknown, possibly in this huge area, not 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d
enough information
6. Commercial Fisheries 513]|1 Crab fishing, ground fish and crab, crab, 2,8 a,b
groundfish, mid-water salmon
7. Recreational Fisheries 21512 Salmon Fishing, salmon, flatfish, salmon, 2,8 a,b
halibut and others
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 611 Unknown, rearing areas, juvenile flatfish and |2, 8 a,b
soft shell crab, not enough information
9. Nursery Areas 611 Unknown, Flatfish and soft shell crab, flatfish | 2, 8 a,b
crab and a lot overlap, juvenile flatfish and
soft shell crab, not enough information
10. Feeding Areas 5 Unknown, not enough information 2,8 a,b
11. Migration Routes 314 not enough information 2,8 a,b
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 3 Defer to USFWS and NMFS, salmon habitat |2, 8 ab
Endangered Species EFH
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos 51312 Dependent on like on like, Certain areas show } 2, 8, 10 a,b
high benthic productivity, site includes high
benthos, mostly high benthic productivity
14. Marine Mammals not enough information 2,8 a,b
15. Mineral Deposits 4 Unknown, I don’t have this info, not enough |1, 8 a,b,c
information
16. Navigation Hazard 812 Shipping and commercial, towboat, 1,8 a, b, d

mounding too shallow/non-dispersive as in A
and F

10




17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) Unknown, don’t have info, not enough 8 ab,d
information
18. Degraded Areas Unknown, NA, unknown 4,6,7 a,b,d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics Don’t have info 4,6,9 a,b,d
20. Recreational Uses Unknown, salmon fishing, salmon halibut 2,8,11 ab,c,d
and all other
21. Cultural/Historic Sites 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation Unknown 1,3,6,7 a,b,d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential Unknown, don’t know, doesn’t contribute to |1, 3,6,7 a,b,d
for Settlement the littoral drift, May not provide input to the
littoral zone
24. Monitoring Way too big 5
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site Large for review-adjustment good, provides |1,4,7 d
flexibility for operations, very large site, very
large, too large-alters habitat
26. Size of Buffer Zone This site too big, too large-alters habitat, too |2, 3,4,7, 11 b,d
large-alters habitat
Unknown, soft shell crab in area, not enough |4,7 c,d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects

information

Additional Comments: A lot of this site shows high concentration of benthos per COE,
maybe? A small site to minimize impacts somewhere in this area would be ok.
ODFW does not support the use of this site
If site is reduced and moved south impact on resources could be reduced

Need baseline data on crab and fish (breeding, nursery, feeding, etc.) Mitigation, RFA

11




Candidate Site 6 & 7 “Nearshore Sites”’

Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

: REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF E y FACTORS FACTORS
SIRE] Eleven 5 General
9 2 CE COMMENTS Specific Criteria?
=HEE Factors”
CONSIDERATIONY gﬁ Sl & (40CFR
bl ol & (40CFR 228.5)
gajZ|m 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features |3 5 Will disposal impact the mudhole feature?, 1,6,8,11 a
incorporates mudhole
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 2 | 4] 3|1 |Like positive long term, not all like on like 3,4,9 b.c,d
sediments, not completely like on like, silt
area very fine sand
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 21114 Don’t know, concem with upriver sediments |3,4,7,9 a,b,c,d
4. Influence of Past Disposal 116 Site Band F, B and F, site A and B 5,7,9,10 a,b,d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 2 Razor clams, clams 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d
6. Commercial Fisheries 613 Crab fishery, crab pots and draggers from 2,8 a,b
May to August 14, need to determine impact
to crab fishing Oregon and Washington
softshell August 1 beginning, major impact
on crabbing, major interference crab and
groundfish
7. Recreational Fisheries 4 Salmon closure area 2,8 a,b
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 314 Clams?, sand sole, salmon closure areaand |2, 8 a,b
crab, not enough information
9. Nursery Areas 313)1 Unknown, crabs?, sand sole and other?, 2,8 a, b
salmon closure area and crab, not enough
information
10. Feeding Areas 314 Cutthroat trout feeding area? Crab?, salmon |2, 8 a,b
closure area and crab, not enough information
11. Migration Routes 4 Unknown, not enough information 2,8 a,b
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 211 Defer to USFWS and NMFS, EFH 2,8 a,b
Endangered Species
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos 213 1 | Minimal impact, high benthic productivity . |2, 8, 10 a,b
14. Marine Mammals not enough information 2,8 a,b
15. Mineral Deposits 1]1 Don’t know, not enough information, black |1, 8 a,b,c
sand minig
16. Navigation Hazard 21313 Unknown, if thin layer disposal, not sure, 1,8 a, b, d

crabbers are totally opposed, biggest

concentration of crab gear

12




17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) Don't know, not enough information 8 a,b,d
18. Degraded Areas 4 Unknown, if moved in to ensure beach 4,6,7 a,b,d
nourishment
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics 5 Don’t know 4,6,9 a,b,d
20. Recreational Uses 4 Benefits beach recreation potentially 2,8,11 a,b,cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sites 7 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation 2 Unknown, ok with thin layer, if in shallow? {1,3,6,7 a,b,d
seasonal?, potential movement on shore
23. Direction of Transport/Potential 2 Unknown, helps keeps sand in the littoral 1,3,6,7 a,b,d
for Settlement system, keep sand in littoral, possible
nearshore transfer zone, if in shallow?
seasonal?, migration to mudhole and cause
stuck crab gear
24, Monitoring 4 May be difficult to monitor because high 5 c
energy site, defer to COE, too shallow
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site 4 Provides capacity to manage dispersal, may [1,4,7 d
be difficult to maneuver dredge to avoid
resources, large area
26. Size of Buffer Zone 2,3,4,7,11 b,d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 2 Unknown, crab pot May to August, area 4,7 c,d

along crabbing area

Additional Comments; This proposal ties in with #7 as completely opposite to WDFW’s
past regulation theme for this area and is idiotic as a WDFW proposal. This area and #7 is

the most heavily fished by the crab fleet during the dumping time, on the entire west

coast. I can’t believe that WDFW representatives Burkle and Barry would have so little

integrity as to have the guts to present these bullshit proposals. Politics reign eternal.

These proposals are the most intrusive to the crab fishing areas of all proposals presented
to date. No assurance exists that any or most of the sands deposited in these sites will find
their way inshore and act as replenishment material. This is a ploy to get the public off
state official’s back by appearing to be problem solving. Prove it and the crab fleet may
change their opinion. Until then the fleet is totally opposed.

Requires additional study to determine it benefits beach nourishment

Favors if no conflict with Oregon crabbers

Mitigation, RFA, scocio-economic impact, littoral drift data needed, Pacific County

permit
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Candidate Site 8 “Small Central Deep Water Site”
Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

] REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
S 5 8 Eleven 5 General
] e 3 COMMENTS Speclflgl Criteria¥
=l 21 Q Factors
CONSIDERATION" &l 9| i (40CFR
blol & (40CFR 228.5)
gajzim 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features 117 May overlap with shale pile site unique 1,6,8,11 a
bottom features
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 2144 Not like on like, not like on like, not 3,4,9 b,c,d
necessary like on like, some not like on like,
14 fine, V2 very fine (small area)
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 114 Don’t know 3,4,7,9 a,b,c,d
4. Influence of Past Disposal 7 57,9, 10 a,b,d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 6 Don’t know 2,3,6,8,11 a, b, d
6. Commercial Fisheries 1| 7 | 1 |Some ground fishing within site 2,8 a,b
7. Recreational Fisheries 7 2,8 a,b
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 216 Unknown, not enough information 2,8 a, b
9. Nursery Areas 4 Unknown, small area, not enough 2,8 a,b
information
10. Feeding Areas 513 Unknown, small area, not enough 2,8 a,b
information
11. Migration Routes 113 Unknown, small area, not enough 2,8 a,b
information
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 8 Defer to USFWS and NMFS 2,8 a,b
Endangered Species
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos 1 {3 {31 |Unknown, productive area, may be impact to {2, 8, 10 a,b
benthos from unlike sediments, don’t know,
COE thinks it may be a high concentration of
benthos, lower benthic productivity
14. Marine Mammals not enough information 2,8 a,b
15. Mineral Deposits Don’t know, not enough information 1,8 a,b,c
16. Navigation Hazard 12 Commercial shipping, some concems 1,8 a,b,d
regarding towboat lanes, don’t know,
navigation issue?, tow lane, in tow lanes
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) 4 Don’t know, not enough information 8 ab,d
18. Degraded Areas 5 4,6,7 a, b, d
19. Water Column Chem /Phys. Characteristics 5 Don’t know 4,6,9 a,b,d
20. Recreational Uses 711 2,8,11 a,b,cd
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21. Cultural/Historic Sites 11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation Deep 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1 Unknown, doesn’t keep sand in system, deep {1,3,6,7 a,b,d

for Settlement outside littoral system

24. Monitoring 3 May be difficult to monitor in deep water, 5 c
depth

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site 3 Enough? Not very large, small site, can 1,4,7 d
expand offshore for navigation if needed,
confined site, could expand west or south

26. Size of Buffer Zone 3 Enough? No buffer zone, too small 2,3,4,7, 11 b, d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 1 Site may not be dispersive, outside of other 4,7 c,d

sites

Additional Commients: Costly

15




Candidate Site 9 “Astoria Canyon”
Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

. REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g " FACTORS FACTORS
|8 Eleven 5 General
N'_ 2 S COMMENTS Specific Criteria¥
=l %8 Factors™
CONSIDERATION" gﬁ S| i (40CFR
blol& (40CFR 228.5)
da|Z|m 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features {6 | 2 Unusual topography canyon wall provide 1,6,8,11 a
structure

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 3 Risk of sand slides 3,4,9 b,c.d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 1 3,4,7,9 a,b,c,d

4. Influence of Past Disposal 1 4 Never been disposed on before 57,910 a,b,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d

6. Commercial Fisheries 413 Ground fishery 2,8 a,b

7. Recreational Fisheries 5 2,8 a,b

8. Breeding/Spawning Areas 4 not enough information 2,8 a,b

9. Nursery Areas 4 not enough information 2,8 a,b

10. Feeding Areas 4 not enough information 2,8 a,b

11. Migration Routes 1 not enough information 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 1{3 not enough information 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos 3111 Maybe 2,8,10 a,b

14. Marine Mammals 115 Don’t know, not enough information 2,8 ab

15. Mineral Deposits 2|1 not enough information 1,8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazard 216 In towboat lane, towboat lanes 1,8 a, b d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) 3 Unknown, not enough information 8 a,b,d

18. Degraded Areas 3 Unknown 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem /Phys. Characteristics 5 4,6,9 a, b, d

20. Recreational Uses 5 2,8, 11 a,b,cd

21. Cultural/Historic Sites 6 11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation 213 Don’t Know 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 2 2 Loss of sand to littoral system 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

for Settlement

24. Monitoring 113]1 Make it harder, would be difficult to monitor |35

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site 4 | 1 |Deep 1,4,7

26. Size of Buffer Zone 112 2,3,4,7,11 b,d

16




|27. Potential for Cumulative Effects |2 ] 3 | | IUnknown |4, 7 |c, d

Additional Comments: Not enough is known, high potential for lawsuit, Slope slide not,
a researched site, couple with Benson beach (nearshore), Need baseline data
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Candidate Site 10 ‘“Expanded Site F”’
Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

. REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF g y FACTORS FACTORS
8 b ] Eleven 5 General
N'_ .<:.| E 3' COM M ENTS Specifig/ Criteria”
1= 2| Q Factors
CONSIDERATIONY gﬁ Sl (40CFR
blol& (40CFR 228.5)
ga|Z|m 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features 2|3 1,6,8,11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 512 Not like on like, very fine grain concern with |3,4,9 b,c,d
upriver sediments
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 4 concern with upriver sediments 3,4,7,9 a,b,c,d
4. Influence of Past Disposal 2 2 Previously used, mounding/limited capacity |5,7,9, 10 a,b,d
(shallow)
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 3 Unknown 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d
6. Commercial Fisheries 314 Ground fishery soft shell crabs, crab, 2,8 a,b
groundfish, mid-water salmon
7. Recreational Fisheries 113}3 Salmon, halibut, and others 2,8 a,b
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 1 Unknown, juvenile flat fish and softshell 2,8 a,b
crabs, not enough information
9. Nursery Areas 113 Unknown, juvenile flat fish and softshell 2,8 a,b
crabs, not enough information
10. Feeding Areas 113 Unknown, for juvenile salmon, not enough |2, 8 ab
information
11. Migration Routes 2 for juvenile salmon, not enough information {2, 8 a,b
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 3 4 EFH 2,8 a,b
Endangered Species
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos 4 1|12|1 Potential if not like on like, high benthic 2,8,10 a,b
productivity
14. Marine Mammals not enough information 2,8 a,b
15. Mineral Deposits 2 Unknown, not enough information 1,8 a,b,c
16. Navigation Hazard 11417 Needs to be managed to minimize impact, 1,8 a,b,d
Wave amplification, possible mounding, deep
draft, mounding, too shallow, non-dispersive’
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) 111 Unknown, bar pilot exchange area, not 8 a,b,d
enough information
18. Degraded Areas 2 Unknown 4,6,7 a,b,d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics 4 4,6,9 a,b,d
20. Recreational Uses 2|3 Unknown, salmon halibut other 2,8, 11 a,b,c,d
21. Cultural/Historic Sites 6 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation |1 | 5§ Wave amplification 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

18




23. Direction of Transport/Potential 4 Loss of sand to littoral system 1,3,6,7 a, b, d
for Settlement

24. Monitoring 1 5 c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site 2 Limited site capacity 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone 2 2,3,4,7,11 b,d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 3 Unknown, Don’t know 4,7 ¢, d

Additional Comments: Inadequate capacity, mitigation and RFA
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Organization Name: C KQ/C/
Date:_4.20-93

Candidate Site 1 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
S 5 a Eleven 5 General
ah 2|3 3 COMMENTS Specific Criteria”
== Factors
CONSIDERATION" g% S| (40CFR
6l ol & (40CFR 228.5)
q921= @ 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility X 7 W W 3,4,9 b,c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility / ) 3,4,7,9 a,b,c,d

4. Influence of Past Disposal 57,9, 10 a,bd

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d

6. Commercial Fisheries 2,8 a,b

7. Recreational Fisheries 2,8 ab

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 2,8 a b

9. Nursery Areas 2,8 a,b

10. Feeding Areas 2,8 ab

11. Migration Routes 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos X 2,8,10 a,b

14. Marine Mammals 2,8 a,b

15. Mineral Deposits 1,8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazard X ‘i Ve, _fo W { AN 1,8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) 8 a,b,d

18. Degraded Arcas 4,6,7 ab,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses 2,8, 11 a,b,cd

21. Cultural/Historic Sites 1 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential . ) - 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

for Settlement — X '\{ C’M a‘/./& 6\)’( q.\ b—ﬂmﬁ M

24. Monitoring 5 ! c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone 2,3,4,7, 11 b.d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 4,7 c.d




Organization Name: e

Date:_3- 2.0 — 9%

Candidate Site 2 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF E . FACTORS FACTORS
§ - % Eleven 5 General
2234 COMMENTS Specific Criteria®
1l %0 Factors
CONSIDERATION" gﬁ 9| ik (40CFR
bl ol & (40CFR 228.5)
dajZim 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features . 1,6,8,11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility X uf L (A l J 2 3,4,9 b,c,d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 3,4,7,9 a,b,cd
4. Influence of Past Disposal x| Cen 0{ Wm ) D O/JQ 5,7,9, 10 ab,d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution J H»M W,z,@ 6,811 ab,d
6. Commercial Fisheries bk e boe128 ab
7. Recreational Fisheries 2,8 a,b
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 2,8 ab
9. Nursery Areas 2,8 a,b
10. Feeding Areas 2,8 ab
11. Migration Routes 2,8 a,b
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b
Endangered Species
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos Y\@( W C.L\ w 0 /d— 2,8, 10 a,b
14. Marine Mammals d 2,8 ab
15. Mineral Deposits 1,8 a,b,c
16. Navigation Hazard X Covcrm o [, C‘ P VE h( PSS
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) \ 8 ab,d
18. Degraded Areas 4,6,7 a,b,d
19. Water Column Chem /Phys. Characteristics 4,6,9 a,b,d
20. Recreational Uses 2,811 a,b,cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sites 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation . |1.3,6,7 a,b,d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential ] GNO S S I 2 == 1.3.6,7 ab,d
forSelemen {0 S 4 (Horal gl
24. Monitoring I L c
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site 1 M % Y AL/ Ere) 1,4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone ) 2,3,4,7, 11 b,d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 4,7 c.d




Organization Name: Cnee
Date:_% -0 &

Candidate Site 3 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
‘of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF E . FACTORS FACTORS
§ -3 Eleven 5 General
2 = COMMENTS Specific Criteria”
= Factors
CONSIDERATION" gé 8| (40CFR
bl ol i (40CFR 228.5)
i B 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility X et Uhe o e 3,4,9 bcd

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 3,479 a,b,cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal 5.7,9,10 a,b,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d

6. Commercial Fisheries 2,8 a,b

7. Recreational Fisheries 2,8 a,b

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 2,8 a,b

9. Nursery Areas 2,8 a,b

10. Feeding Areas 2,8 a,b

11. Migration Routes 2,8 ab

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos 2,8, 10 a,b

14. Marine Mammals 2,8 a,b

15. Mineral Deposits o e tad [oeakeorl:? 2 b.c

16. Navigation Hazard A Cidy e ot I R P U N s ab,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) Ll d/ 8 ab,d

18. Degraded Areas 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses 2,8, 11 a,b,cd

21. Cultural/Historic Sites 11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation . 11,3,6,7 a,b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential M -y '{ M 4_@4 d{ G{LW 7 a,b,d

for Settlement \( Sb

24. Monitoring 5 c

25. Shapef/size of Candidate Site 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone 2,3,4,7, 11 b, d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 4,7 c.d




Organization Name: (, LA
Date: <2 =20« C) Q

Candidate Site 4 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine-Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS | FACTORS
3] 5 g Eleven 5 General
ah 2|3 3 COMMENTS Specific Criteria”
=l Zle Factors
CONSIDERATION" gﬁ 9| (40CFR
o| o| & (40CFR 228.5)
B R 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features 1,6,8, 11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility X w PYSY IR g 3.4,9 b,c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 3,4,7,9 a,b,cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal 5.7,9,10 a, b, d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 2,3,6,8, 11 a, b, d

6. Commercial Fisheries 2,8 a,b

7. Recreational Fisheries 2,8 a,b

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 2,8 a,b

9. Nursery Areas 2,8 a,b

10. Feeding Areas 2,8 a,b

11. Migration Routes 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos 2,8, 10 a,b

14. Marine Mammals 2,8 a,b

15. Mineral Deposits 1,8 ab,c

16. Navigation Hazard 1,8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) 8 a, b, d

18. Degraded Areas 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses 2,8, 11 a,b,c,d

21. Cultural/Historic Sites 11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation 1,3,6,7 a, b, d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

for Settlement -

24. Monitoring 5 c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone 2,3,4,7, 11 b,d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects . 4,7 c,d

W G S’W‘Y\) %Oﬁob %QO’*\I/&&/W-LM
facde 4-\2/\/(,(‘/\"% A P Y




Organization Name:

e/

Date:__4Q -2 Ovc}%

Candidate Site 5 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
8| - 3 Eleven 5 General
S| 33(2 COMMENTS Specific | criteria¥
=S5 Factors
CONSIDERATION" gﬁ gl (40CFR
5l ol & (40CFR 228.5)
b e 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility % 3,4,9 b,c.d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 3,4,7,9 a,b,c,d

4. Influence of Past Disposal 5,7,9,10 a,b,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 2,3,6,8,11 a, b, d

6. Commercial Fisheries 2,8 a,b

7. Recreational Fisheries 2,8 a,b

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 2,8 a,b

9. Nursery Areas 2,8 a,b

10. Feeding Areas 2,8 ab

11. Migration Routes 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos X ) W Grstrny 2,8,10 a,b

14. Marine Mammals 2,8 a,b

15. Mineral Deposits L8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazard A L3 pns /CQ ) Do *;‘)(8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) Y J / 8 ab,d

18. Degraded Areas 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses 2,8, 11 a,b,c,d

21. Cultural/Historic Sites 11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential | Acesy, B corFaleTRH36T a,b,d

for Settlement . O é:é‘?‘& 4 &é S, szl:,,ad

24. Monitoring i 5 c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site ( Cocor for nevie—=r %, — G-t V.

26. Size of Buffer Zone 0 Axdn 5 ﬂ(/) \ Mr 1/ |% 34,7,11 b,d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects v - 4,7 c.d

S'{VMSA Ny A




Organization Name:
Date:

N

2-20

-G%

Candidate Site 6 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Mariné Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF 3 " FACTORS FACTORS
§ -3 Eleven 5 General
ey 2 9l COMMENTS Specifig Criteria”
=HEE Factors
CONSIDERATIONY gﬁ 9| i (40CFR
35| ol (ggg:;a 228.5)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features 1,6, 8,11 ) a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility x W - m < bqu’{@vwi"“‘ 9 b.c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility ’ J 3,4,7,9 ab,cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal 5.7,9,10 ab,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 2,3,6,8,11 a b, d

6. Commercial Fisheries 2,8 ab

7. Recreational Fisheries 2,8 a,b

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 2,8 a,b

9. Nursery Areas 2,8 a,b

10. Feeding Areas 2,8 a,b

11. Migration Routes 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos X n’\&/ﬂ (/;N\ oA V;\‘QM . 2,8,10 ab

14. Marine Mammals N 2,8 ab

15. Mineral Deposits 1,8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazard X ! L8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) 8 a,b,d

18. Degraded Areas 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics 2esies 4,6,9 a, b, d

20. Recreational Uses 7’ X bQ A <@ 'l 96 9 b‘Q éé,ﬂ/\ ngcacatc % 11 ab,c.d

21. Cultural/Historic Sites 11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation 1,3,6,7 a, b, d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential < kmp Se e uno|1.3.6,7 a,b,d

for Settlement A Q:ﬁ'e’l El W

24. Monitoring / S c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site K ,015\) e D ULP % Yo |L47 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone I’Y\P/V\C\CL ch.wos éi.: 2,3,4,7, 11 b,d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 4,7 c.d

fl. sd Ak %uoh] ’w&dmm \%vt Wﬁ
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Organization Name:
Date:

Cnoa

2-20-9%

Candidate Site 7 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
b SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
SIME] Eleven 5 General
N COMMENTS Specific | Criteria”
=5 Factors
CONSIDERATION" gﬁ 9| (40CFR
, 5 ol & (40CFR 228.5)
b i 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features ’ | e o [ ;»/ > 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility x 0 35 d 0 lx—m 1 e~ — 3,4,9 b.c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility MD ]JM < [3.479 a,b,c.d

4. Influence of Past Disposal m M/O‘; < NLQ?WM 5,7,9,10 a,b,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 2,3,6,8, 11 a,b,d

6. Commercial Fisheries 2,8 a,b

7. Recreational Fisheries 2,8 a,b

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 2,8 a,b

9. Nursery Areas 2,8 ab

10. Feeding Areas 2,8 a,b

11. Migration Routes 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos $L n/\l O, va G '{IZ) 2,8,10 a,b

14. Marine Mammals ' v 2,8 a,b

15. Mineral Deposits 1,8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazard 1,8 ab,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) 8 a, b, d

18. Degraded Areas 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics 4,6,9 a b, d

20. Recreational Uses ' 2,8, 11 a.b,cd

21. Cultural/Historic Sites i1 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential ‘ ﬁg Z Pé 304—& i~ 1,3,6,7 ab.d

for Settlement 7\ B M W

24. Monitoring ’ S c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site X @Am} i O\-w QQP&U-IM O 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone I'\/\E/V‘W Q [Q 2,3,4,7, 11 b.d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 4,7 ¢, d




Organization Name:
Date:

CNL o

2-20-9%

Candidate Site 8§ Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
‘of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF E . FACTORS FACTORS
§ = g Eleven 5 General
al_ < B COMMENTS Specifig Criteria®
EEEE Factors
CONSIDERATION" o &l S| & (40CFR
gd5|o| & (40CFR 228.5)
9% =% @ 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features 1,6,8,11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility M u/ N W 3,4,9 b,c,d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 3,4,7,9 a,b,cd
4. Influence of Past Disposal 57,9, 10 a,b,d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 2,3,6,8,11 ab,d
6. Commercial Fisheries 2,8 a,b
7. Recreational Fisheries 2,8 a,b
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 2,8 a,b
9. Nursery Areas 2,8 ab
10. Feeding Areas 2,8 a,b
11. Migration Routes 2,8 ab
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b
Endangered Species
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos X Wd . L 2,8,10 a,b
14. Marine Mammals ’ 2,8 a,b
15. Mineral Deposits L8 a,b,c
16. Navigation Hazard X W Se 1,8 a,b,d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) Ve f a, b, d
18. Degraded Areas 4,6,7 a,b,d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics 4,6,9 a,b,d
20. Recreational Uses 2,811 a,b,cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sites 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation o 113,6,7 a,b,d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential d%Q//V* '“i ),,LQg_f S X [1,3,6,7 a,b,d
for Settlement - ‘(M W
24. Monitoring 5 c
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site ¥ N 6() Perry 1 oL 1,4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone l 0 2,3,4,7, 11 b.d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 4,7 c.d

cefqta—-——




Organization Name:

Candidate Site ﬂ

Cnler

Q. 2.0-9%

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

REVELANT | REVELANT
, 5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
: S = 4 Eleven 5 General
MFEE COMMENTS Specific | Criteria¥
1= 2| © Factors
CONSIDERATION" &l S|t (40CFR
6| ol & (40CFR 228.5)
i -y 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features ned £ O PN, 8, 11 a
7. Physical Sediment Compatibility A,:J /OCW e [349 bod
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility Lo oeotYs 4 3,4,7,9 a,b,c,d
4. Influence of Past Disposal 5,7,9,10 a, b, d
S. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 2,3,6,8,11 ab,d
6. Commercial Fisheries 2,8 a,b
7. Recreational Fisheries 2,8 a,b
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 2,8 a,b
9. Nursery Areas 2,8 ab
10. Feeding Areas 2,8 a, b
11. Migration Routes 2,8 ab
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 ab
Endangered Species
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos 2,8,10 a,b
14. Marine Mammals 2,8 a,b
15. Mineral Deposits 1,8 ab,c
16. Navigation Hazard 1,8 a,b,d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) 8 a,b,d
18. Degraded Areas 4,6,7 a,b,d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics 4,6,9 ab,d
20. Recreational Uses 2,8, 11 a,b,c.d
21. Cultural/Historic Sites i b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation 1,3,6,7 a,b,d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 a,b,d
for Settlement
24. Monitoring 5 c
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site 1.4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone 2,3.4,7,11 b,d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 4,7 c,d




Organization Name: CAtay
Date:_4-2.0- 9%

=+ /0

Candidate Site l/ Oc

g udsd

Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
3 5 q Eleven 5 General
al- (I : COMMENTS Specmg Criteria”
= 3 K Factors
CONSIDERATION" gﬁ S| i (40CFR
5| ol & (40CFR 228.5)
9% = 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 3,49 b,c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 3,4,7,9 a,b,cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal 517,910 a,b,d

S. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 2,3,6,8,11 a, b, d

6. Commercial Fisheries 2,8 ab

7. Recreational Fisheries 2,8 ab

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 2,8 a,b

9. Nursery Areas 2,8 a,b

10. Feeding Areas 2,8 a,b

11. Migration Routes 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos 2,810 ab

14. Marine Mammals 2,8 a,b

15. Mineral Deposits 1,8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazard Al W§ ‘FC bQ m@,&ﬁ Yo 1,8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) W‘VV\ V”W‘“y“) M G-C'_',(o 8 a,b,d

18. Degraded Areas 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem /Phys. Characteristics 4,6,9 a, b, d

20. Recreational Uses 2,8,11 a,b,cd

21. Cultural/Historic Sites 11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

for Settlement

24. Monitoring 5 c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone 2,3,4,7,11 b,d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 4,7 c,d
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REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
S = 8 Eleven 5 Ge:’:erzl
| R’- é = g COMMENTS Specific Criteria
) " E e o Factors
CONSIDERATION 'u._t 3 ol (40CFR
o| o & (40CFR 228.5)
B e 228.6)
1. Unusual Topograghy/Unique Bottom Features N M Wi la.qd /P".‘P""'“' A, 6.8.11 a
2. Physical Scdiment Compatibility - I d B 3,4,9 b.c.d
’ 3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility ok KY\ ow 3.4,2.9 abecd
4. tafluence of Past Disposal W OY'PJ[G_-Q_@ FN’ B8 57910 ab.d
l S. Living Resources of Lirnited Disuibution '\ln’t enouah \m%rmrrhoyx 2.3.6.8. 11 a,b.d
6. Commercial Fishcrics Y OYﬁf‘ODS Ui &F 1"5<\M!l4 2.3 b
7. Recceational Fisheries ~ Salmon ﬁsb\;ho\ 2,8 ab
, ’ 2 Breeding/Spawning Areas . jal £ \ofee&. 2.8 3,b
9. Nursecy Arcas ~N :!” A D]a‘lﬂdn 2.8 ab
i 10. Feeding Arcas ¢ 2.8 ab
L) ; N | |for ol spedues
: 11. Migration Roules oualn | A 28 ab
] 12. Critical Habitt of Threatened or 'be &r % us Fws;— Nmrs 2.8 a.b
f Endangered Specics na ernougin infarmahio n
. 13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos \ 2.8, 10 ab
, 14. Marine Mammals N 2.8 a,b
l 15. Mineral Deposits DDM-—T—\_/_‘ T 1,8 ab.c
16. Navigarion Hazard dbv\-'k \r\aue ln,orm“ﬁor‘ 1.8 a,b,d
- 17. Other uses of Occan (cables, pipelines clc.) ok \aave mcc(maham ] a.b.d
| 18, Degraded Areas Net onuc.a.b‘& 4,6.7 a,b.d
19. Water Celumn Chem/Phys. Charactenistics d&“)‘ e um(-‘b cran i A 4,6.9 a.bd
; 20. R:crcaﬁgnal Uses - ~Oob O‘b‘ﬂr nor 2,8.11 ab.cd
' 21, Cultural/Hisearic Sites Wik ‘ 1 b
- 22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation - “olu 3§ : y Y . 3.6.7 a,b,d
| |23 Dicccrion of TransporvPotcntial ' 1.3.6.7 ab.d
‘ for Scuiement Ans -i I: ) '
i 23, Monitoring N S c
Lt '\ 25. Shape/size of Candidate Site W ‘}'b (_D(D‘ ’l, 4,7 d
' | |26. Size of Buffer Zone . 2.3.4.7.11 b.d
\\/ 27. Potential for Curnulative Effcets i dO wt Y inam . ? 70‘ ] [\4‘ | 4.7 c.d
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REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF = FACTORS | FACTORS
§ e N . Eleven 5 General
al- é %l é COMMENTS Specific Criteria"
> § Zl e Factors
CONSIDERATION" & 8| & (40CFR
ol of i (40CFR 2285)
o o 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features N 1,6,8 11 a
2. Phiysical Scdiment Compatibility N 3,49 bed
3. Chemicat Sediment. Comparibility Aowt Evow 3.4,7.9 ab.cd
4. [nfuence of Past Dixposal g de; n ( o o 5.2.9.10 abd
§. Living Resources of Limited Distribudon o g have .JAQ ¢ mA:h'h " 2,3.6.8.11 ab.d
6. Commercial Fisheries 2 rala 2.8 ab
7. Recreational Fisherics - b caomn . ctver Id 28 xb
8 Brecding/Spawning Ascas ~ oM 2.8 ] ab
9. Nursery Areas e not Qure ot 2,8 ab
10, Feoding Arcas ‘ + 2,8 ab
11, Migration Routes Aot Ko 2.8 ab
12. Critcal Habitat of Threatened or . 2,8 abd
Eadangered Species defr b BSFOS NMES
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos ) 2,8.10 b
14. Marine Mamm:;k - 2,8 ab
15. Mineral Depoesils | A:\npiba,mfms !y\‘PD 1.8 ab.c
’,_., 16. Navigation Hazard “ 1 , E } C T, Q§ CRCEL 1.8 “{a.b.d
17. Other uses of Occan (cables, pipclines etc.) £ ab,d
* {18, Degraded Areas we L Mlﬂd gt SUCE 4,6,7 a.b.d
19. Water Column Chem/Phys. Chacacteristics S, .m,aarmrrl:ibn 4,6,9 abd
20. Recreational Uses O ceo *F 2.8 11 a.b,c.d
21. Culweal/Historic Sites N Qome bves j.QP . 1 b
.41 Physical Occanography: Waves/Circulation ~N, Az 1.3.6.7 a.b.d
23_ Direction of Transport/Potenial 0 mdbol 71367 ab.d
for Setdheraeat > cheannelZ besek P
24. Monitoring ~ s ¢
' 2S. Shape/size of Candidate Site ~ 1.4,7 4 ——
26. Size of Buffer Zoue "-5 c/{a! b,'l a LO(_{H'E DA 2.3,4,7,11 b.d
27. Poteatial for Cumulative Effects b 4.7 ed
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for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations // Y =
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act
REVELANTY | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF 3 . FACTORS FACTORS
§ -3 Eleven 5 General
a38l2 COMMENTS Specific | Criteria¥
19| &l Factors
CONSIDERATIONY gg o|u (40CFR
HEE (;gg!;;i 228.5)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom FeatureNy Nﬁ‘h&f%iﬁ“ﬁm havd 1,6,8,11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility ~ botbw Yabirtat:Sand di 3.4.9 b.c.d
3. Chemied Sefiment Compatibility e ot EX5A0 Tobad
. Influcnce of Past Disposal N ZA- T 15.7.9.10 a.bd
. Living Resources of Limited Distribution ~N TP, . - , 2.3.6.6.11 ab.d
6. Commercial Fisheric N 4 wiaar Bgl 2.8 ab
7. Recreational Fisheries N | 2.8 ab
S Bresdig/Spowiog Ares ST | I Foetial veru bugh Vrigua |23 x®
9. Nursocy Areas [ {vabsiat. Not o Wasteland , |>* »b
10. Feeding Arcas : ~N Flust no Crals © 2.8 ab
11. Migrazton Routes N 2.8 ab
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a.b
Endangered Species ™~ dz-@: do USFWS, NMMES
13. Spadal Distribution of Benthos ~ "DDW:I ol ¥esu l/\:«ofir\ 2,8, 10 ab
14. Marine Maminals - § T 2.3 a.b
« | 15, Mineral Deposils ot Wi ]&3 1.8 a,b,c
15, Navigation Hazard ~~ 1.8 a.b.d
17. Other uses of Occan (cables, pipelines eic.) AmiaL mln& ) 8 ab.d
18. Dograded Aveas ™ Not o dearad. b aceal (%47 ~b.d
19. Watee Column Chem/Phys. Churacteristicy Ao A if\&‘f‘ e | Y\% 46,9 3, b.d
20. Recreational Uscs - 2.8.11 ab.c.d
21. Coltwral/Ristoric Sitcs 1 1 )
32, Physicul Oceanography: Waves/Circulation ~ 1.3,6.7 a,b.d
23. Direction of Transpor/Powential 1,3.6.7 ab.d
for Settlement ‘<
24. Monitoring N (/ " S c
25, Shape/size of Candidate Site N b ouz‘\ca_( :,ommw;f-..\ >l. 4,7 d
26. Size of Bufter Zone ~ ag Ve 2,3,4,7. 11 b.d
27. Potentia! for Cumulative Effects NG 4,7 {e. d
W/N is s F ﬁ&a/&&\] '7,/.7,/
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REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF E . FACTORS FACTORS
§ -8 Eleven 5 General
|32 COMMENTS Specific Criteria!
3 E s : Factors'
CONSIDERATIONY o & 8|k J (40CFR
dolol & (40CFR 228.5)
dalZia 228.6)

1, Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Feature: ~N~ 1,6,8.11 Ja

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility ~ ) _ 3.4,9 bed

3. Chernical Sediment Comnpatibility A DVQ: K NOW 3.4.7,9 ab.ecd

4. Influence of Past Disposal N/ A 5.7.9.10 ab.d

S. Living Resources of Limited Distribution R VS 2.3.6.8.11 ab.d

6. Commercial Fisherics ~ % mtm gl Crab, Stusgeon 28 ab

7. Recreational Fisherics - ‘ poanbl rp%d\m(& lC'EhA 2.3 ab

8 Breeding/Spawning Areas N ﬂ (‘ﬁ Sure 2.8 ab

9. Nursery Afcas N D ole s ds ! ng:t Pttt u 2.8 ab

10. Feeding Ascas ’ 'y i J 2.8 ab

11. Migration Roules ™~ 2.8 ab

12. Critical Habitai of Threatened or 2.8 ab

Eadaagerd Specis N | ldefer 4n DSEUS, NMES

13. Spatiul Disuribution of Benthos N 2.8.10 ab

14. Marine Mammals N 2,8 a8 b

15. Minecal Deposits . 1.8 32.b.c

16. Navigation Hazard 4o gmll*!g 1.8 ab,d

17. Ozher uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines ctc.) A Vanye i v&r rz AR 8 a b.d

18. Degraded Arcas Jo . ’ 4.6,7 ab.d

19, Water Column Chem/Phys. Chamcteristics ("uw‘:-k WAve 3 nphr nazih A 4.6,9 ab.d

20. Recrearional Uses ~ = onet Bl s*'rw‘ﬂ\m z8n ab.cd

21. Cultural/Historic Sites Iy ) -~ ! 1 b

22, Physical Oceanegraphy: Waves/Circulation i~ ~rob %_K_Lﬂ 1.3,6,7 a.b.d

23. Direclion of Teansporv/Potential ! 1.3.6.7 ab.d

for Settlement .

24. Monitoring - s c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site N /A 1,4.7 d

26, Size of Buffer Zone I~ 2.3,4,7.11  , |b.d

27. Porentiat for Cumulative Effects d—L‘SP 056-' st as i.c-eh.‘ W 4.7 ed
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AREA OF > . FACTORS FACTORS
§ -8 Eleven § General
] a" Sl 32 COMMENTS Specific | Criteria¥
=l &l e ' Factors
CONSIDERATIONY gﬁ 9|l _ (40CFR
o| of iu (40CFR 228.5)
dojZ|a 228 6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features N 1,6.8.11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility t.h an !‘ ! o£p nira S Aimint 7 3.4.9 JJb. e d
3. Chemical Scdiment Compatibility dowt Know N 3,4,7.9 ab.cd
4, Influence of Past Disposal ~ g&e B¢ F 5.7.9.10 a.b.d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distributton 1 D pesibln gn AVus b ge area 2.3.6.8. 11 ab.d
6. Commercia! Fishcries R v Cr AL; ~ 2.8. ab
7. Rezreational Fisheries 1 512 bva 2,8 ab
8 Breeding/Spawning Arcas M S0t ©. 2.8 a.b
9. Nursery Areas ~ -C\HG‘ ] -C ol a—loz o'.'{;f'l, NES ab
19. Feoding Areas ~ N X b
11. Migration Routes N 2.8 ab
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a.b
Sndsnpend S deber b LDSELE , NMES,
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos ~ 2.8,10 ab
14, Marine Mammals NG 2,8 ab
15. Mineral Deposits AW‘QA\& e ZV\.{:D 1.8 a3, b, ¢
15. Navigation Hazard ~ 1.8 ab.d
§ 17. Other uses of Occan (cables, pipclines cte.) Aant 10 A__“_ii‘ﬂ& 8 ab,d
15. Degraded Areas N/ A 4.6,7 a,b,d
19. Wacer Column Chem /Phys. Characteristics Aot VAV 'L n@‘) 4.6.9 a.b,.d
20, Resreational Uses ~N Q.&1mn P\Sl’\iv‘«‘?’\ 2,811 ab.cd
21. Culwral/Historic Sites h~ — 11 b
22 Physical Oceanography: Waves/Ciceculation NG . 1,3,6,7 3, b,d
123 Dircction of Transpocv/Potential v 1.3,6.7 a,b,d
24. Monitoring 1~ 5 c
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site + i 1,4,7 d
26. Sizc of Buffer Zone N~ s Afea oo big- 2.3.4,7.11 b.d
27. Potential for Comulative Effscts N~ ! 4,7 cd
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" REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF E . FACTORS FACTORS
8,2 Eleven | 5 General
R.- 2 g -51‘ COMMENTS Specific Criteria?
el 5|8 Factors
CONSIDERATIONY &l Sl (40CFR
6| o| i@ (40CFR 228 5)
b B B 228.6)
1. Unasual Topography/Unique Botom Featurcs N 1.6.8, 11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatbility N 3,69 b, c,d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility d.QY\"‘: Kno W 3.4,7,9 ab,ecd
4. Influence of Past Disposal ~ sytes B+ = 5.1,9.10 ab.d
3. Living Kesources of Limited Distribution ~N rmrclams X . 2.3.6,8.11° a. b.d
§. Comnetcial Fisheries 4 Crab oots. A oy Y 28 ab
7. Recreational Fisherics N ' o 2.8 ab
8.Breeding/Spawning Arcas IS e < and Sole 2.8 a.b
9. Nersery Areas ~ S Y 7 o 2.8 ab
10. Feoding Areas  * 4L 2.8 b
11. Migracion Routes UrkKnowwn 2.8 ab
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 ab
,_Batengored Specs N | defer do UsFws, NMFS
13. Spatial Distribution of Beathios . 2,8,10 ab
14. Macinc Mammals o 2.8 2,b
15. Mineral Deposits dbv‘::* Ko 1,8 a,b.c
— 16, Navigation Hazard A Nt _Sure 1.8 a.b.d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelincs etc.) Aowvt “rew 'y ab.d
18. Degraded Areas W égw\__—‘ , !’igiiff 4,6.7 a. b.d
19. Water Columa ChemJ/Phys. Characteristics Nowrishmescr 4,6,9 a,b.d
20. Recregtional Uses 2.8,11 abycd
21. Cuhoral/Historic Sites “+ 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circuladon Nl TN ( L‘ i Snallow 7 ¢ ssonal > 1.3.6,7 ab.d
23, Direction of TransporvPolential 1,3,6.7 3.b,d
for Sctiement | N W ¢ ’
24, Monltoring . 5 <
25. Shape/sizc of Candidate Site NN i Covos 1,47 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone . ) 2.3,4,7.11 b.d
27. Potental for Cumalative Effects h w/ (cab pots Man-Avq |47 c.d
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9. Nursery Arcas ~ o 2.8 ab
10. Feeding Areas g 2.8 ab
11. Migration Routes 2.8 a.b
12. Critical Habitat of Threaened or 2,8 ab
Endangered Specics de«%( o USFWS , NS,
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos = Annc ! ¢ W 2.8.10 ab
1. Marine Mamumals ~ 2% ab
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18, Degraded Areas Yo 4,6,7 ab.d
13. Water Coluran Chem./Phys. Characteristics d.() vk K'Y\Oh/ 4.6,9% a.b.d
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24. Monitoring I~ s c
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OREGON
INTRA-DEPARTMENT MEMORANDUM
r % Marine Resources Program, Newport
(541) 867-0300 ext. 246
Fisha Wildlite) fax (541) 867-0311

email: arlene.merems@hmsc.orst.edu

Date: August 13, 1998

To: Dredge Material Disposal Working Group
From: Arlene Merems

Subject: COMMENTS FOR AUG. 19 & 20 MEETING

As I will not be able to attend the Dredge Disposal Meeting on August 19 and 20, I forward these.
comments to you regarding the Site evaluation process and other matters relating to this process as a whole.

Site Evaluation: '

Site 1) The “Skirt”- overlaps juvenile flatfish nursery grounds and high density area of groundfish fishing.
This site is wedged between and has some overlap with areas known to have important biological resources. Since
many of the resource polygons were drawn subjectively, I do not have complete confidence in their boundaries,
therefore, my primary recommendation is to not use this area at all until we have more concrete information about
the resources in the whole area. If, however, this site is favored by the group, I recommend shrinking this site and
moving it to slightly deeper water to minimize overlap with the “mapped” resource areas (see attached map).

Site 2) This site is acceptable as long as the site is monitored for wave amplification and vessel safety, as
previously done. I think this is mostly Washington’s decision whether or not to continue use of this site. If
Washington is comfortable with it, so are we.

Site 3) The shale pile on the Corps map is in the wrong place. Its correct location is actually directly to the
north of the Beasley’s site (see attached map). One of our longtime fisheries managers brought this to my attention.
He has stated that the shale pile may be prime halibut grounds and should not be disposed on until a biological
assessment is made to determine otherwise. Any biological assessment would need to occur over a several month
time period to determine seasonal use and density of halibut.

Site 4) This site is acceptable to us, but we defer to Washington.

Site 5) We do not approve of this site because of conflicts with many resource and biological uses. This site
overlaps much of Oregon’s crabbing area, softshell crab area, flatfish nursery area, and Oregon’s groundfish area. It
encompasses a tremendous amount of marine habitat.

Site 6) Not sure. If the idea here is beach nourishment (littoral system), it may be too deep to accomplish
that. I wonder if there is enough wave energy in the deeper sections of this site to ensure sediment transport. We like
the idea of utilizing the littoral system to disperse sediment, but I assume it would have to be in shallower than what
is depicted here, probably 40 feet or less (I'm guessing). I learned of a potential problem with this site after speaking
with our shellfish biologist on the north coast. He says that the area from the south jetty southward for 4 miles and
inside of 100 feet deep is full of commercial crab pots from May until Aug. 14. After Aug. 14, the fishery is closed
due to softshell conditions. Disposal operations here could create a conflict with the fishery during this time period.
After Aug. 14, the pots are removed, but then the crab are soft so now there is that concern. This site may not be as
desirable as was originally thought, unless the dredge can work inside of the crab pots. Perhaps a way around it is
to just use the WA side if this is not a conflict for WA crabbers, or cut the Oregon side of the polygon by half to
minimize conflict. I strongly encourage input from the Oregon crabbers on this one. If they have a problem with the
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dredges inshore here, ODFW would not support use of this site. Neil Richmond will talk to Steve Berry, WDFW,
about the situation on the WA side.

Site 7) Same considerations as 6.

Site 8) This site is acceptable. It’s away from best known resource use areas, except for some overlap with
the groundfish area, but it’s not too large te be a concern. I like the idea of a few small areas this size, rather than

‘one big area. ;

Other Sites
I would like to hear a discussion on using the littoral system. I think the Corps has concems about

operating the dredges in shallow (30 ft) water. What is the deepest they can go and still take advantage of the littoral
system? What time of year is best for using this area? George Kaminsky of the Dept. of Nat. Resources (360-407-
6797) is a contact I was given for the sediment transport research currently happening in Washington. It would be
good if he was at the meeting. Eric Braun should also be able to address this issue. George Priest of DOGAMI will
attend the meeting. He may provide some thoughts on beach nourishment.

There is sometimes mention of dumping sediment in the Astoria Canyon. ODFW does not support this
option. The habitat there is very different from that of the shelf and deepwater species that inhabit this area are not
likely able to tolerate enormous amounts of sedimentation. This area is also very important to the commercial
groundfish fishery. ODFW strongly disagrees with using the canyon as a dump site. '

Channel Deepening Disposal Sediments :
I would like to hear the Corps comment on the process for disposal of this sediment. We have concerns

that there is the assumption that the Channel Deepening sediment will be dumped in the same location as sediment
from the mouth, regardless of differences in sediment characteristic. The Group needs to hear more about this in
order to make fully informed recommendations for sites. ' :
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MEMORANDUM

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF
FISH AND WILDLIFE
2040 SE Marine Science Drive
Newport, OR 97365 :
voice: 541-867-0300 ext. 246 / fax: 541- 867-0311
e-mail: arlene.merems@hmsc.orst.edu

Date:  August 26, 1998 7
To: Laura Hicks, COE / |

From: Arlene Merems i Al —"

Subject: Additional comments on Offshore Disposal Sites

As you requested during our telephone conversation today, I am submitting
additional comments on the disposal site selection process.

We recommend that the Corps strive to not choose disposal sites in the area where
there are overlapping or dense fishery resources. This refers primarily to current Candidate Sites
1 and 5 and any future candidate sites in the area. Since other Candidate Sites don’t have as
much overlap of biological resources, it make sense to avoid this central “hot spot” altogether.
Alsc, because the polygons depicting these sensitive areas were drawn subjectively and are
probably not accurate in size and shape, we cannot be sure where the true boundaries lie.
Therefore, the Corps should be conservative about using the space between and around the
;ensiﬁve-resource polygons and not try to squeeze disposal sites in between polygons, as with

ite 1.

Regarding Site 8: The exact position of the shale pile will need to be determined by a
sediment survey. The location information I gave you is not based on survey data, that I am
aware of. The location as I drew it puts the shale pile adjacent to Site 8. If after a survey it is
determined that the shale pile is indeed this close to Site 8, then Site 8 should be moved to
allow for an ample buffer zone arcund the Site to minimize migration of disposal material into
the shale pile. Site 8 can be moved either south or west without concern, if need be.

I believe the Site Selection process would be more efficient if the Group knew what
size area is needed for the amount of material expected over the 20 years the Sites will be used.
Susan Rees mentioned that it is possible to calculate this, and you indicated that Rod Moritz
would have this information soon. I think members of the Group might be more agreeabie to
Sites if we could reshape or resize them to fit the disposal needs, rather than condeming huge
dircles in the ocean to disposal (inspite of the fact that we will have a chance to comment again
when they become “proposed sites”).

I would like to receive the minutes from the August 19 & 20 meeting, hopefully in less
time than previous meeting minutes. I would also like to receive the summary of the Groups’ Site
evaluations, when it is available. I think it would benefit Group members to review this prior to
any future meeting.

Thank you for this opportunity to add comments on the process.



P.2sz

£33

3|4 Rogreny
1 4 T []
so)S [esodsi(y
jenajely pabpaig ueaoQ
HIAH VISIANTOD

NOLONHSVM /7 NOD3UO

UG 13 ’SB B88:48AM ODFW NEWPORT

: 7

s
n.‘......n..o hd

GO0 HEAN VIBWTI0) JHL 20 HINOW

. avea

~ € uopsdoT] jINOdsi] OpapIpUY)
U LT

. ...::a..lnd:.«.. EER
e -

P, B ik DU

- NODHHO

sz Aaxaseny Buyg jo ouoZ
og jsuoyLe) O Yuir) SN €
slong eousquy IsNY BIWNED

AN3931

—r 1 [ b

oo
-
s

.....

Shawdin] R0 R4S Yos
b 1340 A6 RULCI) Supinbay
sane] esodsiyq oepypay)

; t SIS ojepipue)

[




P.3/3

)i j@agnagy

T e S e L

3 °

© SIS jesodsy
_urﬂms_ 3oubeaﬁm_8uo

HIAIY VISNNI0D

NOLDNIHSYM / NOOTHO

Eoi..umi VIE/TI00 31 J0 HLDOW

e

e -

UogEALIO)) BUORIAPY ON eexjabey

il cavuond“”“”o““ §

foasegul Mogo) oF

O Jan

s Apqees] Bupg o ewoz
O3 |BuORUGL Jo DN S €
shong ecuequ3 1Ny wFunOJ

—

AN3931

o oW woywpw ww ) \

E:tﬁ!u.&iaovl /
Supwdang purng) pesodayy xf

e USD) Aupyseey Buis

vo!au. . /

AUG 13 ’S8 ©8B:49AM ODFW NEWPORT

BOSRIPISNL) 40} uopmImnuy
IRISIPPY o Eupatrdiay
S0V pesudiig Mcpipue)

1 9MS arepipue)




S AT LEMIETIT .
 STUTE oF 0R  covmmEroT= — o1l 8//7~a~u OIS s 5.0 A0

Site 3 - Shale pile - We want to stress that we absolutely do not want this
site used. Itis a very unique rocky habitat in the middie of a bunch of

sand. it can be rich with life, just not crab life. That's why crabbers say
its a graveyard.



'''' p& k Sleldort

Organization Name:__}) v Lost ? Qester Cp cnx

Date:__3/ 20/9 ol

Candidate Site 1 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

§ REVELANT | REVELANT
g | 1} srane | o
AREA OF '%" wl X 1
5 § Eleven 5 General
3 2 ol COMMENTS Specific Criteria”
RIS X Factors
CONSIDERATION" %E || & (40CFR
5 ol &l o (40CFR 228.5)
e P R e _£.2286)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features 1,8 8k a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility X 3,4,9 b,c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 3,4,7,9 a,b,cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal N X 5,7,9..10 abd

S. Living Resources of Limited Distribution Y 2,3,6,8 11 a,b,d

6. Commercial Fisheries 2,8 a,b

7. Recn.}aﬁonal Fisheries x 2,8 a,b

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas X " 2,8 ab

9. Nursery Areas Y 2,8 a,b

10. Feeding Areas )y R 2,8 ~ ab

11. Migration Routes ~ X . 2,8 ab

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species X

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos X 2,8,10 a,b

14. Marine Mammals . X 2,8 a,b

15. Mineral Deposits / 1.8 ab,c

16. Navigation Hazard X 1.8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) X 8 a,b,d

18. Degraded Areas K 4,6,7 ab,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics X‘ 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses X\ 2,8, 11 a,b,cd

21. Cultural/Historic Sites K 1 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation X 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential ; 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

for Settlement x "

24. Monitoring x S c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site \& 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone X 2,3,4,7,11 b, d

27. Potential for Cumulaﬁve Effects X 4,7 c,d
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Organization Name:_JU0 L {ev 0O
Date: o

Candidate Site 2 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
I E Eleven 5 General
22182 COMMENTS Specific Criteria¥
| = O Factors
CONSIDERATION" gﬁ 8| (40CFR
6| o| @ (40CFR 228.5)
9= @ 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility Ix 3,4,9 b,c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility X 3,4,7,9 ab,cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal e 5,7,9.10 a,b,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution X 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d

6. Comial Fisheries ¥ 2,8 a,b

7. Recreational Fisheries X 2,8 ab

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas ¥, 2,8 a,b

9. Nursery Areas X 2,8 ab

10. Feeding Areas ‘e 2,8 : a,b

11. Migration Routes ;< 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 ab

Endangered Species X

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos X ) 2,810 ab

14. Marine Mammals ¥ 2,8 a,b

15. Mineral Deposits x| D lack. Saxd Avrer 1.8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazard x 1,8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) X 8 a,b,d

18. Degraded Areas N 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristic; X 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses X . 2,811 a,b,cd

21. Cultural/Historic Sites 7 MR VeSS 60 SW&= |11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation fx 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

for Settlement y

24. Monitoring )C 5 c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site % ’ 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone )( 2.3,4,7, 11 b, d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects X 4,7 c.d
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Candidate Site 3 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF _ZE . FACTORS FACTORS
S 5 2 Eleven 5 General
a'_ 2 3 g COMMENTS Specific Criteria¥
= Factors
CONSIDERATIONY gﬁ 8|t (40CFR
o| ol & (40CFR 228.5)
qez@ 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features )< ' 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility X 3,49 b,c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility N 3,4,7,9 a,b,cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal X 5.7,9,10 ab,d

S. Living Resources of Limited Distribution X 2,3,6,8,11 a,b.d

6. Comrcial Fisheries Xi 2,8 a,b

7. Recreational Fisheries . 2,8 a,b

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas X 2,8 ab

9. Nursery Areas X 2,8 a,b

10. Feeding Areas %8 2,8 a,b

11. Migration Routes X 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 ab

Endangered Species ! X

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos N : 2,8,10 a,b

14. Marine Mammals ’ )( 2,8 a,b

15. Mineral Deposits X 1,8 ab,c

16. Navigation Hazard X 1,8 a b, d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) X 8 a,b,d

18. Degraded Areas ‘X 4,6,7 ab,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics v 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses x 2,811 ab,cd

21. Cultural/Historic Sites X 11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation ,)C 1,3,6,7 ab,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

for Settlement X

24. Monitoring x| 5 c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site X 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone x 2,3,4,7,11 b,d

27. Pgtemial for Cumulative Effects X 4,7 c,d
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for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

AN
Candidate Site 4 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF :-zE u FACTORS FACTORS
S| a ' Eleven 5 General
8|18 COMMENTS Specific | Criteria¥
1|58 Factors
CONSIDERATION" & Q| (40CFR
ol o & (40CFR 228.5)
da|Zim 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features e 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility % 3,4,9 b.c.d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility X 3.4,7,9 ab,cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal -y 5,79, 10 ab,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution ¥ 2,3,6,8,11 ab,d

6. Commercial Fisheries _|x| Reduce wave Actadd 2,8 ab

7. Recreational Fisheries X| Deewer Aver 2,8 ab

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas )q . 2,8 ab

9. Nursery Areas X 2,8 ab

10. Feeding Areas % 2,8 ab

11. Migration Routes X 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species X

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos X 2,8, 10 ab

14. Marine Mammals Ve 2,8 a,b

15. Mineral Deposits ' v 1,8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazard X 1,8 a, b, d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) 8 a,b,d

18. Degraded Areas 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics X 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses x 2,8, 11 a,b,c.d

21. Cultural/Historic Sites x 11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation X 1,3,6,7 a, b, d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

for Settlement X

24. Monitoring X S c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site X 1.4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone X 2,3,4,7,11 b.d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 4,7 c.d
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Candidate Site 5 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF E . FACTORS FACTORS
§ - 3 Eleven 5 General
R385 COMMENTS Specific |  cCriteria?
IE| | Factors
CONSIDERATION" &l Q| i (40CFR
o|ol & (40CFR 228.5)
qaej=@ 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features X WAY TR ,’? 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility X 3,4,9 b,c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility X 3,4,7,9 a,b,cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal 57,910 ab,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution x| 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d

6. Commercial Fisheries X 2,8 a,b

7. Recreational Fisheries 5( 2,8 a,b

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas p Y 2,8 a,b

9. Nursery Areas X 2,8 ab

10. Feeding Areas X| 2,8 ab

11. Migration Routes X 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos iy 2,8,10 a,b

14. Marine Mammals \( 2,8 a,b

15. Mineral Deposits \ 1,8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazard X \ 1,8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) 11X 8 a,b,d

18. Degraded Areas X 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics \ 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses : ( X 2,8, 11 a,b,c.d

21. Cultural/Historic Sites )( 1 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation 'x 1,3,6,7 a b, d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

for Settlement

24. Monitoring X US ALy ’TDD Bl P 5 c

25. Shapefsize of Candidate Site X i 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone x . 2,3,4,7,11 b,d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects )( 4,7 c.d
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Candidate Site 6 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
Slw|3 Eleven 5 General
0 2 g 3 COMMENTS Specific Criteria¥
~EIE Factors
CONSIDERATIONY gg 9|t (40CFR
o| o i (40CFR 228.5)
qe|2@ 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features )( 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility N Thi Q Pos ( ‘h ‘es 3,4,9 b.c.d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility < wigs kW EE T AS Com 3,4,7,9 a.b,ocd

4. Influence of Past Disposal % ’QlemHu Qoposde Yo 5,7.9,10 ab,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution N X D, d IS DAk r 0 [abroh? 36811 a,b,d

6. Commercial Fisheries X, . Theme Co"/ Hais Aven |28 a,b

7. Recreational Fisheries . X w 16 t a" ot.c 45 2,8 ab

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas ’( A lUDC Q QGEIQL 2,8 ab

9. Nursery Areas X “lhis Avea apd s 7 2.8 ab

10. Feeding Areas x =y T'A& e s l 2,8 ab

11. Migration Routes x C@SMQ& by Twe C_S\m.g 2,8 ab

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species X Cleet Quying the -

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos ! )Q rLu_Mtan 1-‘ n'{e an Ttle. 2,8,10 ab

14. Marine Mammals e ‘ ve LUCS’G' COAS(' 2,8 a,b

1S. Mineral Deposits X . 1,8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazard I x T 0 ; ﬂ beletv e ThAT [1.8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) ° ¥ Uth jreox‘eseu“‘n')e& 8 ab,d

18. Degraded Areas , )( 3 | !:]Q'AUA. Bevﬂi 4,6,7 ab,d

19. Water Column Chem /Phys. Characteristics Xl (nsal (L ‘ . Se Lt {H e |69 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses x QVOG ¢ L U;L llu{'(qm.‘f‘u 2,8,11 a,b,c,d

21. Cultural/Historic Sites ! ! : XQ (aE oe,ﬂeg ,{_& 11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation B ( A 0 vele U("hﬂ(%‘— B g“ 1,3,6,7 ab,d

23, Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

for Settiement X SMC{’ P i P0>ﬂ u

24. Monitoring X Opliii s Veron 5 ¢

25. Shape’size of Candidate Site Ctexnl 1,4, d

26. Size of Buffer Zone K 2,3,4,7,11 b.d

27. Pc.ncnlial for Cumulative Effects K 4,7 c.d
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Candidate Site 7 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
‘of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects

, REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
Sl 8 Eleven 5 General
3 2 o 3 COMMENTS Specific Criteria?
' ~EJ Factors
CONSIDERATIONY ? § 8 § Covstnuued Qrom (40CFR
Slol& Ste ¥ (40CFR 228.5)
qajZ|m b 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features X ﬂ e QunpoSAl 1,6,8, 11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility w Ave ‘ﬁ/p‘e M+ XX b.c.d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility X T\/’u < ; Ge TO mgﬁ 3,479 a,b,cd
4. Influence of Past Disposal v [ v 5.7,9,10 ab,d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution , Py A 1\ o 2,3,6,8,11 a b, d
6. Commercial Fisheries Y d 4 l 2,8 a,b
7. Recreational Fisherics N ?y:)s; vi'\:scsd; r:m ce |78 b
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas X _e)(; <tcti, g+ ANY o 2,8 a,b
9. Nursery Arcas X mesk ©6& Hie Sende [** b
10. Feeding Areas X ) Th?ﬁ? 2,8 ab
11. Migration Routes X %QI\,@,W{!T 2,8 ab
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 ab
Endangered Spesies X sy i)Suore and
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos X A (__(_‘ as \ceplepsss o “7.,.2. 8,10 a,b
14, Marine Mammals X MQ '\’(‘\f/'ﬂ L . 2,8 ab
13- Mineral Deposits X Thhis (5 A Ploy to gett!? ab.c
16. Navigation Hazard « e nak bt @'Gﬂ ~ 1,8 ab,d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) % o, N ! i rs | q ‘ 8 a,b,d
18. Degraded Areas X v U T e 4,6,7 a,b,d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics ¥ d?%%r—é‘—ﬁ?o Lot N, 4,6,9 ab,d
20. Recreational Uses ¥ ! Oypve * AV The 2,8,11 ab,cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sites X Cu Cle o 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation X T, 0/v P ubo. T 11.3,6,7 a,b,d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential 9 . 1,3,6,7 ab,d
for Settlement ¥ (un){—l { ‘, ‘ﬂ\w "‘i“& e
24. Monitoring NHE=A e+— (s T@t‘ALH 5 c
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site % O DQ y ' 1,4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone X i i 2,3,4,7,11 b.d
X 4,7 c d
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Candidate Site 8 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
‘of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT

REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF -zi . FACTORS FACTORS
M E; Eleven 5 General
|28 COMMENTS Specific | criteria¥
=1 Factors
CONSIDERATIONY §E 8| ki (40CFR
6| o| & (40CFR 228.5)
: qe| =@ 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features “ 1,6,8,11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility X 3,4,9 b,c,d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility §< 3,417,9 a,b,cd
4. Influence of Past Disposal )( 5,7,9,10 ab,d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution Ve 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d
6. Commercial Fisheries i e 2,8 ab
7. Recreational Fisheries N o 2,8 ab
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas X| v 2,8 ab
9. Nursery Areas 2,8 a,b
10. Feeding Areas %{j 2,8 ab
11. Migration Routes “y 2,8 a,b
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or N 2,8 ab
Endangered Species
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos K 2,810 a, b
14. Marine Mammals )( 2,8 a,b
15. Mineral Deposits 1,8 a,b.c
16. Navigation Hazard 1,8 a,b,d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) Y 8 a,b,d
18. Degraded Arcas X 4,6,7 a,b,d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics \;( 4,6,9 ab,d
20. Recreational Uses - Y 2,8, 11 a,b,cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sites X ’ 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation K 1,3,6,7 a,b,d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 a,b,d
for Settlement X
24. Monitoring X 5 c
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site >< 1,4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone X 2,3,4,7,11 b, d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects X 4,7 c.d
7




Dick Sueldo

Organization Name: _M‘l"’k L“Vﬂ/ ASé ‘f @Uj“el/ (/)

Datc

7?/-20 2<%

Candidate Site Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

’ REVELANT | REVELANT
5 FACTORS | FAGTORS
AREA OF @ w
§ -8 Eleven 5 General
FEE COMMENTS Specific Criteria¥/
- %0 Factors
CONSIDERATION" il O i (40CFR
o} Of i (40CFR 228.5)
i R B 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features ' 1,6,8,11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility E; 3,4,9 b,c,d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility X 3,4,7,9 a,b,c,d
4. Influence of Past Disposal X 57,910 a,b,d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 2,3,6,8,11 ab,d
6. Commercial Fisheries X 2,8 a,b
7. Recreational Fisheries - ¥ 2,8 a,b
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 4X ; 2,8 a,b
9, Nursery Areas X 2,8 ab
10. Feeding Areas X 2,8 a,b
11. Migration Routes 2,8 a,b
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b
Endangered Species X
13, Spatial Distribution of Benthos X 2,8, 10 a,b
14. Marine Mammals y 2,8 a,b
15. Mineral Deposits 1,8 a,b,c
16. Navigation Hazard 1,8 a, b, d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) X 8 a,b,d
18. Degraded Arcas X 4,6,7 a b,d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics Ve 4,6,9 ab,d
20. Recreational Uses v 2.8 11 abcd
21. Cultural/Historic Sites 1}(* 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation 1,3,6,7 a.b,d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential R 1,3,6,7 a,b,d
for Settlement /x\
24. Monitoring X S c
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site >( -1,4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone Y N 2,3,4,7,11 b.d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects < 4,7 c,d




Organization Name:

Date:

Candidate Site 1 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
8 5 8 Eleven 5 General
M COMMENTS Specific | criteria”
= 3R] Factors
CONSIDERATIONY gﬁ S| (40CFR
REE (gggi;;a 228.5)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features 1,6,8,11 ) a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility ‘/ j e pr e Alocan :’/ 3,4,9 b,c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility v 3,4,7,9 a,b,cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal vd 5,7,9,10 a,b,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution V] 2,3,6,8, 11 a,b,d

6. Commercial Fisheries v P — oteciol ns gecix (s 2,8 ab

7. Recreational Fisheries v ' ~ 2,8 ab

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas ",' ot i < A 2,8 a,b

9. Nursery Areas 7 2,8 a,b

10. Feeding Areas v 2,8 a,b

11. Migration Routes 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species /| :

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos V 2,8, 10 ab

14. Marine Mammals V4 2,8 ab

15. Mineral Deposits PN FRIORN 1,8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazard v : " 1,8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) e A, 8 ab,d

18. Degraded Areas ) Vi e 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics l‘ ) 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses \/, 2,8, 11 a,b,c,d

21. Cultural/Historic Sites v 11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation thoa ~ 1,3,6.7 a,b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential - 1,3,6.7 a,b,d

for Settlement YN ~

24. Monitoring \/ S c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site y/ 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone v 2,3,4,7, 11 b,d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects PN ATUOA 4,7 cd




Organization Name:
Date:

Candidate Site 2 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
8 5 g Eleven 5 General
a3 COMMENTS Specific | Criteria®
1= Z]| © Factors
CONSIDERATION" gﬁ 8l (40CFR
o| ol & (40CFR 228.5)
q%|2 @ 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features v 1,6,8, 11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 7 e om Lo - 3,4,9 b.cd

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility \V4 3,4,7,9 a,b,c.d

4. Influence of Past Disposal 4 s o 57,9, 10 a,b,d

S. Living Resources of Limited Distribution v 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d

6. Commercial Fisheries v A T Sl e 28R o n 02,8 ab

7. Recreational Fisheries IE 2,8 a,b

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas LN 2,8 a,b

9. Nursery Areas - 2.8 b

10. Feeding Areas . G 2,8 a,b

11. Migration Routes Y ~ - 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species v '

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos o ?A.'a'c .oy S 2,8,10 a,b

14. Marine Mammals v S E e .~2: 8 " a,b

15. Mineral Deposits o Y 1,8 ab,c

16. Navigation Hazard A 1,8 ab.d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) Ny 8 a, b, d

18. Degraded Areas A 4,6,7 ab,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics -/ 4,6,9 ab,d

20. Recreational Uses RN, POt 2,8, 11 a,b,cd

21. CulturalHistoric Sites A \ 1 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation v 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

for Settlement o A

24. Monitoring / 5 c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site vl 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone ¥ 2,3,4,7, 11 b, d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects P . 4,7 c, d




Organization Name: ___/ - -
Date:___zy 2./ %75
sAE

Candidate Site 3 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
’6 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF é.l o FACTORS FACTORS
8 5 3 Eleven 5 General
el S 3 COMMENTS Specific Criteria”
= 2| e Factors
CONSIDERATIONY gﬁ S|t (40CFR
6| ol & (40CFR 228.5)
9= = o e AT 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features / :-J“;;" e s a e S e 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility V1 3,4,9 b,c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility ‘/' 3,4,7,9 ab,cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal PP N L 517,910 a,b,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution V' PREEe) ,Qf\\,,:. -’/:'a : {\b’ 2,3,6,8,11 ab,d

6. Commercial Fisheries V 2,8 ab

7. Recreational Fisheries V 2,8 a,b

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas ¥ . YA 2,8 a,b

9. Nursery Areas v d A 2,8 ab

10. Feeding Areas WA 17 2,8 a,b

11. Migration Routes 1 if 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species 11 / / :

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos i , " -5 el L 2,8,10 a,b

14. Marine Mammals + ~ 2,8 a,b

15. Mineral Deposits I i RGN 1,8 ab,c

16. Navigation Hazard ,/ 1,8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) v LA g R 8 a,b,d

18. Degraded Areas W < a2 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics U ) 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses 74 2,811 a,b,c.d

21. Cultural/Historic Sites ¥ 1 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation 1S 1,3,6,7 a, b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

for Settlement 3/

24. Monitoring 5 c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site A 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone - - 2,3,4,7, 11 b, d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects St ™ 4,7 c.d




Organization Name: ikl
Date: LAl

y

Candidate Site 4 Ocean Wredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
' for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
8 5 g Eleven 5 General
MFEE COMMENTS Specific | Criteria¥
=l Z Factors
CONSIDERATIONY gg 8| i (40CFR
go|o| (;gg:l;;i 228.5)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features 1,6,8,11 ; a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 3,4,9 b, ¢, d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 3,47,9 a,b,c.d

4. Influence of Past Disposal 5.7.9,10 a,b,d

S. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 2,3,6,8,11 ab,d

6. Commercial Fisheries 2,8 a,b

7. Recreational Fisheries 2,8 a,b

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 2,8 a,b

9. Nursery Areas 2,8 a,b

10. Feeding Areas 2,8 a,b

11. Migration Routes 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos 2,8,10 a,b

14. Marine Mammals 2,8 a,b

15. Mineral Deposits 1,8 ab,c

16. Navigation Hazard 1,8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) 8 a,b,d

18. Degraded Areas 4,6,7 ab,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics 4,6,9 ab,d

20. Recreational Uses 2,811 a,b,c,d

21. Cultural/Historic Sites 11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

for Settlement

24. Monitoring 5 c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone 2,3,4,7, 11 b,d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 4,7 ¢, d




Organization Name:
Date:

T S

Z/~ 5 2,

Candidate Site 5 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF E . FACTORS FACTORS
§ 5 3 Eleven 5 Genergl
MFE COMMENTS Specific | Criteria¥
=l 2| Factors
CONSIDERATION" gﬁ 9|t (40CFR
6| o| & (40CFR 228.5)
b 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features /| 1,6,8, 11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 1/' B 3,4,9 b,c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility \/ 3,4,7,9 a,b,cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal 57,9,10 ab,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution y (xa &‘-/' A owWIne 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d

6. Commercial Fisheries / 2,8 a,b

7. Recreational Fisheries vl 2,8 a,b

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas (A W vl n 2,8 a,b

9. Nursery Areas oA ‘\('\Aw)f\ 2,8 a,b

10. Feeding Areas o o WY A 2,8 a,b

11. Migration Routes 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species /

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos De i dend” on [lee tol. Yo [2.8.10 ab

14. Marine Mammals V] ) 2,8 a,b

15. Mineral Deposits i /(’L PV 1,8 ab,c

16. Navigation Hazard /] 1,8 a, b, d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) U L nO\")V\— 8 a, b, d

18. Degraded Areas Ven oD 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics A 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses ////7/‘:/10‘,‘),\_ 2,8, 11 a,b,cd

21. Cultural/Historic Sites 11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation U ff LI 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

for Settlement o ,C 3 b r

24. Monitoring v 5 c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site / 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone / 2,3,4,7, 11 b,d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 4,7 c.d

U i L n o




Organization Name:
Date:

W/m =

&2 ;/q %

Candidate Site 6 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
8 b 2 Eleven 5 General
A 2(S 3 COMMENTS Speclfua:l Criteria
=l 2|9 Factors
CONSIDERATION" guz. Sl i (40CFR
bl ol & (40CFR 228.5)
b B R B 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features /1 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility /1 ) 3,4,9 b,c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility VI 3,4,7,9 ab,cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal . 5.7,9,10 ab,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution / / ] 2,3,6,8,11 a, b, d

6. Commercial Fisheries Vi 2,8 ab

7. Recreational Fisheries \/l 2,8 a,b

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas v C 1 s Z; 2,8 ab

9. Nursery Areas u/)K/w@/\ 2,8 a,b

10. Feeding Areas e ot oo ',*.Ce,mlm:\ —res 7_%_ 8 ab

11. Migration Routes N 2,8 ab

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or | 2,8 ab

Endangered Species \/

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos I// 2,8,10 a,b

14. Marine Mammals [/’ 2,8 a,b

15. Mineral Deposits V4 1,8 ab,c

16. Navigation Hazard Ln ¥ a‘ﬁ)r\ 1,8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) 14 8 a,b,d

18. Degraded Areas . wn oo~ 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics ‘/ 4,6,9 a, b, d

20. Recreational Uses ‘/’/ 2,8,11 ab,cd

21. Cultural/Historic Sites NV 1 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation el / ( 0 #)N 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 ab,d

for Settlement {r e ( " 0“}(\

24. Monitoring l// 5 c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site / 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone / 2,3,4,7,11 b, d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 4,7 c,d

w00 N




Organization Name: /l/ 1 ?j

Date:

f/,; 11/4 A

Candidate Site 7 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
8 5 g Eleven 5 General
MFEE: COMMENTS Specific | Criteria®
== Q Factors
CONSIDERATION" gﬁ 9| i (40CFR
bl ol & (40CFR 228.5)
9= @ 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features % 1,6,8, 11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 3,4,9 b,c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 4 3,4,7,9 a,b,cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal A 5.7,9,10 ab,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 19 2,3,6,8,11 ab,d

6. Commercial Fisheries 2,8 a,b

7. Recreational Fisheries L/ 2,8 ab

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas V Cooms & 2,8 ab

9. Nursery Areas L om0~ 2,8 ab

10. Feeding Areas /] wﬁ o T o d Z. 2,8 ab

11. Migration Routes V] 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or , 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species V] y

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos A 2,8,10 a,b

14. Marine Mammals l// 2,8 ab

15. Mineral Deposits 1,8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazard 2 oo 1,8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) v 8 a,b,d

18. Degraded Areas L, fdxou)“\ 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem/Phys. Characteristics /] 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses / 2,811 a,b,cd

21. Cultural/Historic Sites v 11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation It a /‘/ N 0L A 1,3,6,7 ab,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

for Settiement U n /é ' ow) v~

24. Monitoring U 5 c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site /| 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone A 2,3,4,7,11 b.d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 274 ( "o AN\ 4,7 c,d




fymes
Organization Name: .

Date: L2 /’/ G

Candidate Site 8 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
‘of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
8 b 4 Eleven 5 General
3234 COMMENTS Specific | Criteria®
1e| 2|0 Factors
CONSIDERATION" &l Q| (40CFR
6| ol & (40CFR 228.5)
qe| =@ 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features V] 1,6,8, 11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility /V' 3,4,9 b,c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility v 3,4,7,9 a,bcd

4. Influence of Past Disposal V4 . 5,7,9,10 a,b,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution \/ i 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d

6. Commercial Fisheries 2,8 a,b

7. Recreational Fisheries ’ Pz 2,8 a,b

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas \/ 2,8 a,b

9. Nursery Areas v 2,8 ab

10. Feeding Areas rd 2,8 a,b

11. Migration Routes 4 2,8 ab

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species ‘/

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos n (<A O UDA 2,8,10 a,b

14. Marine Mammals Y 2,8 ab

15. Mineral Deposits V] 1,8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazard l/' 1,8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) / 8 ab,d

18. Degraded Areas i 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics vT 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses '/ 2,811 a,b,c,d

21. Cultural/Historic Sites Vg 1 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation V4 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 a,bd

for Settlement oA KM P

24. Monitoring /' 5 c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site € ioncin & het d

26. Size of Buffer Zone % P (7 2,3,4,7,11 b, d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects V] v 4,7 c.d




Candidate Site

Organization Name:
Date:

NMES

Blofe
7

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
8l 2 Eleven 5 General
31232 COMMENTS Specific | Criteria®
=1 Factors
CONSIDERATION" gﬁ S| (40CFR
blol& (40CFR 228.5)
9412 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features |/ P 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility [ /" 3,4,9 b,c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 3,4,7,9 a,b,cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal 1// 5,7,9,10 a,b,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d

6. Commercial Fisheries V] 2,8 a,b

7. Recreational Fisheries 1 2,8 ab

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 2,8 ab

9. Nursery Areas V4 2,8 a,b

10. Foeding Areas 74 ) 2.8 ab

11. Migration Routes 4 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or % 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species | «/

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos V4 m "/‘1} (2% 2,810 a,b

14. Marine Mammals A ' 2.8 a,b

15. Mineral Deposits ‘/ v 1,8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazard V] 1,8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) bnlms 8 a,b,d

18. Degraded Areas | oo /{,QW()V- 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics V] 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses l/ 2,811 ab,cd

21. Cultural/Historic Sites V] i1 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation Y4 1,3,6,7 ab,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 a, b, d

for Settiement ‘/

24. Monitoring /hl/\\(b AN ”_/W s c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site V] 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone J 2,3,4,7,11 b.d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects A :Z A O ~ 4,7 c, d




Organization Name:
Date:

VMES

] e

A A

Candidate Site l 0 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine-Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
8| 9 Eleven 5 General
31334 COMMENTS Specific | cCriteria”
e 5|0 Factors
CONSIDERATION" %E 8| i (40CFR
o| o| & (40CFR 228.5)
‘ i el 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features | || 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 3.4,9 b,c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility W4 3,479 a,b,c,d

4. Influence of Past Disposal A 5,7,9,10 a,b,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution (~a Knowd e~ 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d

6. Commercial Fisheries Vv 2,8 ab

7. Recreational Fisheries V’ 2,8 a,b

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas s o 2o 2,8 a,b

9. Nursery Areas Ve Koo 2,8 a,b

10. Feeding Areas w4 /Cm R 2,8 a,b

11. Migration Routes 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 ab

Endangered Species V] .

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos V] 2o 7’_;{{{«[&\\ ‘C’ ] L /Cc, o /,Q 2,8,10 ab

14. Marine Mammals /] i 2,8 ab

15. Mineral Deposits ’ i Kpowd— 1,8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazard A 18 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) Lnlron 8 a,b,d

18. Degraded Areas i AEnde)n 4,67 a.b,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses v © o dusn 2,8, 11 a,b,cd

21. Cultural/Historic Sites 11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation / 1,3,6,7 a, b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential / 1,3.6,7 ab,d

for Settlement ‘/

24. Monitoring V] 5 c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site ‘_/; 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone V4 2,3,4,7,11 b.d

27. Potentiai for Cumulative Effects [ ’a‘/m\()(-,\) ~ 4,7 c,d
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Candidate Site 1 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
 of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT |
E SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF g w FACTORS FACTORS
8l |5t Eleven
C ml3813 COMMENTS Specific enerd
Y Ei 2 2 Factors
CONSIDERATION @ 8lu (40CFR
5/9 il (40CFR 220.5)
. _ _ &l El@ __228.6) .
1. Unutual Topography/Unigue Bottam Featurer 1,6,811 s
2. Physical Sediment Compatbility 349 bod
3. Chemical Seciment Compatibility 3,67,9 YY)
4. Influence of Past Digposal 5.17.9.10 abd
5. Living Resources of Limawed Discibution 23.6.8.11 Y
6. Commercial Fishenes 2.3 abd
7. Recrestional Fuaherer 7.3 ')
1 Brosding/Spawaiog Ao /] ) )
9. Nursery Areas .8 b
10. Fesding Arcas 3 ab
11. Migration Routs 28 Y
12. Criceal Habitat of Threstened o 28 )
Eadanpered Species
13. Spatial Distribution of Beathos Z.8.10 )
14. Marine Mammals 2.8 &b
15. Mineral Deposits 1,8 a8.¢
16. Navigation Fazard 1.8 a.6.d
(17, Other uses of Ocoan (cabies, pipelines etc.) ) %54
18. Degraded Areas .67 3,b,d
1. Watcy Colusmn Chem /Phys. Chamcteristics 46,9 25,9
0. Recreational Uses L8l ab.c.d
21, Calturatistoric Sites ) b
22. Physical Occanography: Waves/Circulation 1.3,6.7 ab.d
Z3. Direction of Trarsport/Potential 1,3,6,7 s.b.d
for Settlerment *
24. Monitoring 5 <
(35, Shapeisiaz of Candidals Site 167 4
26_ Sias of Bufler Zone 234311 (b4
Z7. Powatial for Cumalative Effects w7 e d
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Organization Name:
Date:
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Candidate Site 2 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
' of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
& SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
FACTORS FA
AREA OF 2 |, CTORS
3 5 2 . Eleven 5 General
- 82 g COMMENTS Specific Criteria¥
‘ ' ] Lo Factors” .
CONSIDERATION" &3 : oo | 5T
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Featuros | 1.6.8, 11 FY
7. Physical Sediment Cormpatibillty 3.4,9 b.c.d
MWM 3,429 s b,¢d
4. Tfleence of Past Disposal 5.7.9.10 b.d
'S, Living Resouzcos of Liguted Distbution 2.3.6,8. 11 3.b.d
Fthens P ab
:._Cmdnlﬁm L&
7. Recreational Fisherios %8 ')
" [ S Brecding/Spawning Arcas v Al 2.8 b
9. Nucsery Amas . . 2.8 2b
10. Pesding Aress .8 ab
11. Migration Routes 2.8 F¥
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2.8 &b
Bndangered Species
13. Spstial Distribution of Benthos 2.8.10 b
14. Marine Mammals 2.3 %
11S. Mineral Deposits 1,8 anb.c
16. Navigstion Haxard MW 1.8 5,b,d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables. pipelines eic.) I 8 abd
14 4,6,7 s b, d
18. Degraded Arcas .6,
[19. Water Column Cheim /Phys. Charscteristics 4.6,9 ab.d
20. Recrestional Uses : )( 28,11 ab.c.d
21. Colunl/Mistonic Sies [ ) )
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Cucolation 1.3,6, L ab,d
23, Direction of Transport/Potential » 1.3,6,7 %.5,d
foc Setiement X
24, Monitoring s c.
25. Shapesize of Candidaie Site 1,4,7 d
26. Siee of Bufler Zone 2.3,47.11 |54
(37, Powntisl for Cumulative Elfects .7 w4
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Candidate Site 3 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
‘of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT { REVELANT
5 gPECIFIg SPECIFIC
5 'ACTOR FACTORS
AREA OF 5 w
S & gl ' : Eleven 5 General
MdlgE COMMENTS Specific | criteria¥
o E § ‘E” Factors
CONSIDERATION il & z ( (g;:;;a
284 _228.6)
1. Unusunl Topography/Unique Bottom Features ' 1.6.8.11 3
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 3,49 [ XX]
3. Chcmical Sediment CampaGoility x : 3.4,7.9 2.b.cd
4. Infloence of Past Disposal ] 5.7.9,10 20,4
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution : 2.5.6.8. 11 %.0.0
6. Commercial Frsbssic , %8 b
7. Recreational Fisheries 2,8 ab
Mmm 2,8 a,b
9. Nursery Areas .8 ad
10. Poeding Areas ’ . .3 b
11. Migration Routes P 2.8 )
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or x .3 b
Endangered Species {
{13, Spatial Distribution of Beathes 2.8, 10 ab
1 : 8 1,b
14. Masioe Mamsmals :
[15. Mineaal Deposits .8 ab.¢
16. Navigstion Hazard ' L8 3b,d
1 17. Othey uses of Qcean (cabies, pipelincs ete) | 8 a.b.d
4.6, a.b.d
18. Degraded Areas .6,
19. Watcr Column Chem/Phys. Charssteastics x 4.6,9 »b.d
20. Recreational Uscs H 2811 ub.¢c.d
Histonic Si - 1 b
21. CulturalHistotic Sites _
22, Physical Oceanography: Wavea/Circulagon ‘& 1.3.6,7 a.:.:
23. Durcetion of TransporvPotential x 1.3.6.7 2.b,
for Settiemnent :
itod § <
24. Monitocing
35 Shapoieioe of Candider ST 1.4.7 ]
[26. Size of Butles Zonc 2.3.4,7,11 b9
37, Pownual for Comulative Bifects Xl ‘ .7 c.d
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Candidate Site 4 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT |
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF gl y  FACTORS | FACTORS
o4 Eleven
= 8 : Factors
ConsiDERATION" | 9 &[8|E wocFR

R {40CFR 228.5)
al 2la 228.9)

1. Unusual Topograsphy/Usique Bottom Restures 1,6.85.11 3

'ijyuwsmw 3.4.9 b.c.d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatbility 3.4.7,9 s.b.c.d

4. Influcace of Past Disposal 5.7.9.10 56,4

5. Uiving Revoutcss of Linuted Distribution 23,6811  |ab.d

6. Comumercial Fishertes 28 )

R Tkl Rorer BTk [ o

$ Breeding/Spawning Areas . , .8 )

9. Numery Arms FX ] )

70. Poading Arvas él 73 Y

11. Migration Routes UN KW ow YV 2,8 ab

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened of 7.8 b

Badangered Species X

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthor 610 &b

14, Masine Mammais 2.8 TR

15. Mineea) Deposits 1,8 nb,c

16. Navigation Hszard 1.8 ab.d

17. Othwer usws of Ocean (csbies, pipelines etc.) 3 5,4

T8 Degraded Avees Ewhan A 067 25,4

19, Water Column Chem/Phys. Chanctenistcs - 46,9 a.b,d

20. Rocreational Uses S 2.8.11 ab.c.o

71, Cultural/Historic Sites - e u b

22. Physical Oceanoprephy: Waves/Circulation A ! hen 1,3,6,7 Lb.d

Md?wmu 1.3.6,7 8, b,d

for Settiement

24. Monitoring ) 5 c

[25. Stapo/tiae of Candidaia Site Copa wFy ' .47 d

26. Size of Buffer Zoae 7.3.4.7. 0 5.4

(27, Poential for Cumulative Eifects v el wes O |47 «d

erosivn Prekehon
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Organization Name:
Date:
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Candidate Site S Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFMIC | SPECIFIC
| AREA OF E " FACTORS FACTORS
§ 5 E : ' Eleven 5 General
I COMMENTS Specific | cCriteria?
g 2l 2 Factora”
CONSIDERATION" & 8 § wocrR (;g;:ga
) - ' E g m 228.6)
1. Unusus! Topography/Unique Bottom Festures 16,811 a
2. Physical Sedicosat Compstibiity 3.4,9 bed
3. Chiemieal Sediment Compatibility 3.4.7.9 ab.cd
. Inflocace of Pt Dispotal 5.1.9,10 ab.d
5. Living Resources of Limited Disuibuton 2,3,6,8,11 .b.d
6. Commercial Fisheries 2.8 sb
7. Recreational Fisheries ™4 2.8 ab
$.Brovding/Spawning Aceas 1 ot ab
9. Nuxsery Arous 2.3 3,b
10. Peeding Areas 28 ab
T1- Migzation Rouks ,{ 2.8 b
12. Critical Habitat of Threatoned or K! 2.48~ ab
Brdangsred Species
{13 Spatial Distibution of Benthos 2,810 a.b
14. Marine Mammais 2.8 20
{ 15. Minesal Deposits 1,8 ab,c
16. Navigation Hazand i abhd
17. Other wses of Ocesn (cables, pipetines ete.) 8 ab.d
18. Degraded Arcas 4,6.7 Y]
19. Water Column Chem /Phys. Charachenistics L% 4,69 sb.d
20. Recreational Uses 281 sb.c.d
21. Cultural/Historic Sites 11 b
22, Physical Occanegraphy: WavewCircalation Lé 1.3,6,7 ab.d
23. Ditoction of TraporvPoteatal 1,3.6,7 ab.d
for Settisment
{28 Micritwring s c
25. Shapa/sizs of Candidats Sie .47 d
[26. Size of Butter Zone 234,711 'Y
(27, Powntal for Curautative Effocis 47 «.d
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d’miudon Name: a/M = W

Date: J‘J,'/qi

Candidate Site 6 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT |
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g %‘ FACTORS FACTORS
[+
a|S63  COMMENTS | specc | crieriad
' E E| 5 Factors®
CONSIDERATIONY gm glE {40CFR
§ ol & (40CFR 228.5)
| [+ &R m.s)
1. Unusual TopographwUnique Boftom Features | - L6811 2
2. Physical Sedlmest Compatibility 3,49 b.cd
3. Clmeatical Sodumeat Compatiility é ‘ 3.0,7.9 abed
. Infiuenco of Paxt Disposal 5.1.9.10 *b.9
5. Living Resoutces of Limited Distribution : 7.3.6.8. 11 ab.d
6. Comunurcial Fisheries 2.8 .b
7. Recreationsl Piherios 1 128 ab
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas /] .3 b
9. Numecy Aress " 2.8 b
10, Fowding Arcas Zs : b
11. Migration Routcs , P 3 b
12 Critical Rabitat of Threatened o 7.8 b
Endangered Species . .
113, Spatial Distribution of Benthos - Z.8.10 Y
14, Marine Mammals 23 ab
1S. Minersl Deposita T8 ab,c
16, Navigation Hazied » ? et . % b.d
17. Other wees of Occan (cables, pipelines o(c.) |- ' 250
18. Degraded Areas 6.1 0.0
19, Water Column Chom/Phys, Chasacteriatics 4.6.9 Y]
20. Recreational Uses 781 ab.c.d
21, CulteraiHissonic Sives Tl )
22, Physical Oceanogrephy: Wavcs/Circulation ] w 13,67 ab.d
23. Direction of Transpoct/Potential 13,67 Y
e . n_liflorel
24. Monitosing 15 c
25. Shape/zize of Candidats Site .67 )
(36, Size of Bufier Zowe 2.3.6.7.11 b.d
27, Potwatal for Cumulative Eftects 7 <.d
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Organization Name:
Date:

Candidate Site 7 Ocean Dredged Materisl Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations

of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act
' ) REVELANT | REVELANT |
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g |, FACTORS | FACTORS
al, |8 Eleven
~|S8Z  comments pecite. | Crmriad
‘ gl'i o Factors
CONSIDERATION" 8y (40CFR
2 g i (40CFR 228.5)
_ 228.8)
1. Unasusi Topography/Unique Bottom Fearres 1.6.8, 11 P
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 3.49 b.cd
3. Chemical Sedimeat Compatibility 3.47.9 ab.cd
&. Influence of Past Disposal vl 5.7.9.10 ab.d
S. Living Resousces of Limited Distribution 2.3.6.8, 11 a.b.d
Lw’ﬁ&ss é 2.8 'Y
7. Recreatioaal Fisherics 2,8 &b
'8 Brocding/Spawning Areas \\] 78 ab
9. Nussery Arcas ) 78 ab
10. Peeding Areas 2.8 &b
11. Migration Routes 2.3 'Y
12. CriGeal Habitat of Threatened o 2.8 R
Endangered Species X
13. Spatial Distribution of Bonthos %.8.10 ab
T4. Marine Mammals 2.8 ab
15. Miocral Deposits 1.3 abe
16. Navigstion Hazard , Ay b, ¢
17. Other uses of Ocean (cabies, pipclines etc.) v 3 ab.d
18. Dograded Arcas 4,61 ab.d
19. Water Cotartn Chem./Phys. Charactoristics Y 4.6.9 5.b.d
20. Recreational Uses 2.8 11 s, b.cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sitcs é i b
172, Physicsl Oceancgraphy: Waved/Curculation o 6K urth Hiw Eﬂ" 1.3.6.7 20.d
[23. Direction of TrnsporvPotcaual - 1,3.6,7 ab.d
for Sewiement % Sand . I vhl
4. Monitoriag 5 c
25, Shapofazs of Candidate Site 1,6.7 4
26. Size of Buffer Zone 2,3.4.7,11 b.d
Z7. Powcatial for Cumulative Bifects a7 .8
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Candidate Site 8 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
‘of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT |
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
g Eleven S General
] g g’ g COMMENTS Spedﬂg’ Criteria¥
Bl 2| 2 Factors™
CONSIDERATIONY & 8l & (40CFR
6lol& (40CFR 228.5)
_ 44K ?5'6)
1. Unusesl Topography7Unique Bottorn Fescures 1.6,8 11 y
[Z. Physical Yediment Compatbility 3.49 ted
mwﬂw 3,4,7,9 ab,ec 6
(. iallusace of Past Disposal 5.1.9.10 55,4
['5. Living Resourees of Lisuited Distribution 23651 > b.d
" [6- Commoersint Fabeties 78 ob
[7. Recseational Pisheries [ 2.3 .o
[3-Brovding/Spawning Arcas L g w = 2.8 ab
3. Nursery Arses " 78 b
10. Focding Ases 0 2.8 Y
11, Migration Routex " 78 nb
(12, Critical Hiabitat of Threatened of 78 %)
Eadangeend Spocis b
13. Spetisl Distribution of Benthos ' Z.8.10 *b
14. Marine Mammals 38 2o
15. Mineral Deposits 1.8 ab.c
16. Navigation Hazard 1,8 2.0.d
17 Othwer uses of Ocezn (cables, pipeiines cic.) 8 3.5.8
18 Degraded Arcas . ) 4.6.7 20,0
5 Water Colaran ChemPhys. Charcterstcs v | 469 YY)
20. Recxeational Uses 2,811 s, b.cd
71, CultersyHiswonic Sites ,% N b
22, Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulssion 1.3.6.7 5.0
23, Divection of TransporvPotential 1.3.6.7 »b.d
for Settlement
74, Mowitoring X - 5 <
(25, Shapa/sizs of Candidate Sits % T.8.7 )
26, Stae of Bufier Zone ‘ uﬁ_h#f P S PR TR AT 5.4
27, Potntial for Cumulative Sfiects '&XT 4.1 c.d
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Date: y A
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Candidate Site 2 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
' for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of thé Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
- 15 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
3 FACTORS FACT
AREA OF 8 (uw ORS
o, |2 Eleven § Genera
[3)
=l commenTs Specle, | Crtirs?
y E £ § Factors
CONSIDERATION g (4oCFR
3EE ey | =9
I. Unusus) ?mﬁmbmm .68 11 3
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility . 3.69 b.od
3. Chowical Sediment Compatbility : . 3,4,7,9 ab.cd
4. Influence of Past Dispocal 5.7.9.10 s bd
3. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 2,3,6,8 11 ab.d
6. Commercial Fisherict 2.8 )
7- Recreational Fisheriss i ' 2.8 Y]
SJWM Areas 2.8 b
9. Nursery Arcss . .8 ab
10. Feeding Arcas : .8 )
11. Migration Woutes , 78 ab
2. Critcal Habitst of Threatened or . . 2,8 abd
Endangered Specics s ,
13. Spatial Disribution of Benthot & 2.8 10 )
14, Muine W ] 2.8 ab
15. Mineral Deposits 1.8 ab.c
16. Navigation Hazard 1,8 ab.d
17. Other uses of Ocwan (cables, pipelines etc.) ] LX)
[18. Degraded Areas 4,67 ab.d
19. Water Column ChemJ/Phys. Charxcicvistics 4,69 “Jab.d ‘
20. Recreational Uscs : .8.11 8, b,cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sites i1 b
22. Physical Oceanogruphy: Warcs/Circulation 1.3,6,7 ab.d
(23, Diroction of TransporuPotenal 1.3,6,7 — ja.bd
for Settloment ,
24. Monitring _ s <
25. Shape/tize of Candidats Site 1,47 ]
[26. Siae of Bulles Zone 23,4711 b.d
27, Potential for Cumuistve Effects ‘ Iy cd
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Organization Name:
Date:
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Candidate Site [ 0 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT'
& SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g ""k FACTORS | FACTORS
| -/ 2053 COMMENTS peotic | ortenad
; E % 2 Factors
CONSIDERATION' &l 8| i (4UCFR
Nl o |

T Unasual Topograghy/Unique Boworm Festures 1.6.5. 11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 3.4.9 Y]
3. Chemical Scdiment Compatibility I 3.4,7.9 8.5¢d
4. Influcnee of Paxt Disposal 5.1,9,10 wb.d
S. Living Resourecs of Limited Distribution * 2.3.6.8, 11 8,b,d
6. Commercial Fishesios %8 ab
7. Recreations] Fisherius 2.8, b
Wmmm 1) 28 b
9. Nugsery Areas ) 2.3 ab
10. Pecding Areas 23 b
11. Migration Routes . 2.8 b
12, Critical Habitat of Thresiened or 2.8 ab

g S i
| 13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos 2.8.10 ab
14. Marine Mammals .8 b
15. Mineral Deposits .8 ab.c
16. Navigation Hazard Weye Or Ig‘!ﬁ Caign® abd
17. Other uses of Ocean (cablcs, pipelines eic.) ] b, ¢
18, Degraded Arcas 4.6.7 %.0.d
19, Water Colunw Chem/Phys. Characieritics 469 ab,d
0. Recreational Uses 2.8 11 a.b.c.d
21, Culural/Histocic Sics 1 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation N %w 1.3.6,7 3.b,d
33, Direction of Transposy/Potential ' 1.3.6.7 ab.d

for Sculement . .
24. Monitoring S c
125, Shape/siaz of Candidato Sitc Q 1.4.7 )
26. Sizc of Buffer Zons 23,4711 b.d
27. Potental for Cumulative Bffects 47 «d
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Candidate Site 1 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVE
5 SPECIFIC | SPEC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACT
8 5 2 Eleven 5 Ger
Nh 3 E g COMMENTS Specmg Crite
=l 2|9 Factors
CONSIDERATION" &) 3| i (40c
o| o| & (40CFR 228
qeiz @ 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features i Py W MR Thay, e, (L6811 ( a’
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility X 3,4,9 b,c,d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility ’ X 3,4,7,9 ab,cd
4. Influence of Past Disposal x 57,9, 10 a,b,d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution YR 2,3,6,8, 11 a,b,d
6. Commercial Fisheries X A > :';3;/ 2,\§§H! i";y\ 2w, 2,8 ab
7. Recreational Fisheries x 2,8 a,b
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas )( 2,8 a,b
9. Nursery Areas x j\z\ff’;\""’ Litiviv-, 2,8 a,b
10. Feeding Areas 2,8 a,b
11. Migration Routes 2,8 a,b
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 ab
Endangered Species X -
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos X 2,8, 10 a,b
14. Marine Mammals b 4 2,8 a,b
15. Mineral Deposits x 1,8 ab,c
16. Navigation Hazard 7\ 1,8 ab,d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) 8 a,b,d
18. Degraded Areas 46,17 a.b,d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics X 4,6,9 a,b,d
20. Recreational Uses . x 2,811 a,b,cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sites X 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation X 1,3,6,7 a,b,d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential Joss OF Stnd 73 littorak 1.3,6.7 ab.d
for Settlement X 2ystenm
24. Monitoring X [\Aﬂwj‘; De 5} A w”_ PEE ¢
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site x Syl iyl ey 1,4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone )\ TG, Gosiel 2,3,4,7, 11 b, d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 4,7 c,d
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Candidate Site 2 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
Sl - 8 Eleven 5 General
)48 COMMENTS Specific Criteria®
q&| 5|0 Factors
CONSIDERATION" o &l 9l (40CFR
, gg o| & (40CFR 228.5)
228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features )( 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility { 3,4,9 b,c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility X 3,4,7,9 a,b,cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal 57,9, 10 a, b, d

S. Living Resources of Limited Distribution X 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d

6. Commercial Fisheries X 2,8 a,b

7. Recreational Fisheries X 2,8 ab

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas X 2,8 a,b

9. Nursery Areas Y 2,8 ab

10. Feeding Areas e 2,8 a,b

11. Migration Routes | 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species X

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos x 2,8,10 a,b

14. Marine Mammals X 2,8 a, b

15. Mineral Deposits X 1,8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazard 1,8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) x 8 a,b,d

18. Degraded Areas X 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses x 2,811 a,b,c,d

21. Cultural/Historic Sites X Shipwi VCK\‘:‘ c ;{}5: 1.:{ e 1 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation % ’ £ 11,3,6,7 ab,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

for Settlement

24. Monitoring X Mo O fitvrrii+ ) 1V L3 S c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site ,)( é(, :fli« be' N ,;;ed o0 CarICo _ll. 4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone “ : (2,3,4,7, 11 b.d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 4,7 ¢, d
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Date:
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Candidate Site 3 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVE
b SPECIFIC | SPEC
AREA OF E . FACTORS FACT
§ -3 Eleven 5 Gel
| 2 Q 3 COMMENTS Speciﬁgl Crite
=R Factors
CONSIDERATION" &l 9l (a0¢
o| o| & (40CFR 22¢
e o i 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features x ' 1,6,8,11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility } sl ke o bilco 3,4,9 b,c.d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 3,4,7,9 a,b,cd
4. Influence of Past Disposal x 5.7.9,10 a, b, d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution I’(u 2,3,6,8,11 ab,d
6. Commercial Fisheries ¥ 25,&,/‘ ,:,,T, FR s nant 2,8 ab
7. Recreational Fisheries " X - 2,8 ab
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas N fig - 2,8 a,b
9. Nursery Areas ';: = 2,8 ab
10. Feeding Areas X 2,8 a,b
11. Migration Routes 2,8 a,b
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a, b
Endangered Species j\
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos X A Sidce £ ke 2,8,10 ab
14. Marine Mammals x 2,8 a,b
15. Mineral Deposits )( 1,8 ab,c
16. Navigation Hazard X| 7 i 1w hoat |ones 1,8 ab,d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) X 8 ab,d
18. Degraded Areas X 4,67 a,b,d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics x 4,6,9 ab,d
20. Recreational Uses < 2,8, 11 a,b,cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sites ,3(\ 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation X - 1L3,6,7 a,b,d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential j Jo5% G'F W o ) ”mp 1,3,6,7 a b, d
for Settlement X zone
24. Monitoring 5 c
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site x SVA 1 il S 1,4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone IX 2,3,4,7, 11 b, d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects X 4,7 ¢, d




. Y iem a1
Organization Name: 175 i7 L4s =
Date: S;/ fs*&f;f < 57

Candidate Site 4 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF 2 |, FACTORS | FACTORS
§ 4 Eleven 5 General
N'_ 2 2 3 COMMENTS Specific Criteria”
del 5|0 Factors
CONSIDERATION" o &l S| & (40CFR
g5lol3 (40CFR 228.5)
9= 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features Al 1,6,8,11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility > 3L 3,4,9 b,c,d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility X 3,4,7,9 a,b,cd
4. Influence of Past Disposal 3{ 5.7,9,10 ab,d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution X 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d
6. Commercial Fisheries X 2,8 a,b
7. 'Recxeational Fisheries X 2,8 a,b
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas rx 2,8 ab
9. Nursery Areas x 2,8 a,b
10. Feeding Areas X 2,8 a,b
11. Migration Routes X 2,8 a,b
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b
Endangered Species \’21
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos ){ 2,8, 10 a,b
14. Marine Mammals ‘X 2,8 a,b
15. Mineral Deposits 7{ 1,8 ab,c
16. Navigation Hazard X }»P ;?.’: g:\ ":_'!,L:’\,éi,'..,”’_};?;:,’ A ;.;?;;_l. 8 ab,d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) X 8 a,b,d
18. Degraded Areas X e Cf'j‘ P o 4,6,7 ab,d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics >{ 4,6,9 a,b,d
20. Recreational Uses x v 3 2,8, 11 a,b,cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sites Kl n b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation X 1,3,6,7 a, b, d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential H 1,3,6,7 a,b,d
for Settlement " X D:‘;’) T
24. Monitoring X’ 5 c
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site ){ 1,4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone x 2,3,4,7,11 b.d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects ,( 4,7 c, d




Organization Name:
Date:

Candidate Site 5 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
9= g Eleven 5 General
82 ‘E’ = COMMENTS Specific Criteria”
= K] Factors
CONSIDERATION" %E S| i (40CFR
_ Blol& (40CFR 228.5)
9% %@ 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features X 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility )( 3,49 b,c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility }Q 3,479 a,b,cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal 5.7,9,10 a,b,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution x 2,3,6,8,11 ab,d

6. Commercial Fisheries )( m ,65 )‘ 14 2,8 a,b

7. Recreational Fisheries X Shlwym £ sk et'ﬂ: 2,8 a,b

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas ! 2,8 a,b

9. Nursery Areas ¥, o i i . 501[_,,,3)?1) ek |%8 ab

10. Feeding Areas X ! 2,8 a,b

11. Migration Routes % 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species ,'" -

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos X Cerdun Qreass A/;(? m d 2,8, 10 a,b

14. Marine Mammals ,X 2,8 a,b

15. Mineral Deposits Y 1,8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazard :{ 1,8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) >§ 8 ab,d

18. Degraded Areas 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics 4,69 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses X 2,8,11 a,b,cd

21. Cultural/Historic Sites ‘){ 11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation w 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential . Ly not . 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

for Settlement X i 'fﬁ / ¥

24. Monitoring X 5 c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site ){ yerd ar G- S 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone \ 2,3,4,7, 11 b, d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects y e S SrtG M 14T c. d




Organization Name:
Date:

ysF WS

g/24/7%
7 /

Candidate Site 6 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF E y FACTORS FACTORS
§ 5 a Eleven 5 Gener?ll
M COMMENTS Specific Criteria
1=l Z| e Factors
CONSIDERATION" gﬁ S|t (40CFR
Blol & (40CFR 228.5)
9% @ 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features K 1,6,8,11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility X Aot ol ke on likesedimont s 3,4,9 b, c.d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility X 3,4,7,9 ab,cd
4. Influence of Past Disposal X 5.7,9,10 a,b,d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution )( 2,3,6,8,11 ab,d
6. Commercial Fisheries Y crah Fishery) 2,8 a,b
7. Recreational Fisheries x 2,8 a,b
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 2,8 ab
9. Nursery Areas X (/(NO? / 2,8 ab
10. Feeding Areas X (‘,(0»’0 5 ’7 2,8 ab
11. Migration Routes 7( 2,8 a,b
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b
Endangered Species 7&
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos X 2,8,10 a,b
14. Marine Mammals \A 2,8 ab
15. Mineral Deposits X 1,8 a,b,c
16. Navigation Hazard X 1,8 a,b,d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) 7( 8 a,b,d
18. Degraded Areas ’( 4,6,7 a,b,d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics X 4,6,9 a,b,d
20. Recreational Uses )< 2,8, 11 a,b,cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sites X 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation X 1,3,6,7 a,b,d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential )( (’79% ; b ' e n @f’ J’?t"ﬁ o C 1,3,6,7 a,b,d
for Settlement e SPEY L 2me
24 Moniorg X[ | [Reare i Tl o °
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site X wﬂ&% _'gc).oﬂ%d T éé?#‘rj“é‘é 1,4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone X { 2,3,4,7,11 b.d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects K 4,7 c,d




Organization Name: S Fw ‘S
Date: cg;la 4‘/ v 4

Candidate Site 7 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
"of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF E y FACTORS FACTORS
§ - 3 Eleven 5 General
|2 =B COMMENTS Specific Criteria”
£l &l o Factors
CONSIDERATIONY %ﬁ ol i (40CFR
ol ol & (40CFR 228.5)
e it 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features X 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 7o+ 00 U hike pnlike odmens® 40 b,c.d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility )( 3,4,7,9 ab,cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal X 5,7,9,10 ab,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution X 2,3,6,8,11 ab,d

6. Commercial Fisheries Y Croy fisherV) 2,8 a,b

7. Recreational Fisheries )\ 2,8 a,b

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas 2,8 a,b

9. Nursery Areas X cvps 2,8 a,b

10. Feeding Areas A c l/a'bﬁ 7 2,8 a,b

11. Migration Routes X 2,8 ab

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species X

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos X 2,8,10 a,b

14. Marine Mammals % 2,8 ab

15. Mineral Deposits A 1,8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazard Y 1,8 a, b, d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) * 8 ab,d

18. Degraded Areas Y 4,6,7 a b, d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics x 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses X 2,8,11 a,b,c.d

21. Cultural/Historic Sites )( i1 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation >< 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential x 1,3.6,7 a, b, d

for Settlement

24. Monitoring X M\’g‘é{&s g}“{“t\ ‘3\) 4o M\fgm 5 c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site X W gﬁ*%ff"m B 4‘_3 ;&gw 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone X 2,3,4,7, 11 b.d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 7(, 4,7 ¢, d




Organization Name:
Date:

USEWS

2] 3d] X
/

Candidate Site 8 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
‘of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
b SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF E . FACTORS FACTORS
§ - 3 Eleven 5 General
812132 COMMENTS Specific | cCriteria”
=35 Factors
CONSIDERATION" §% ol (40CFR
Sl ol & (40CFR 228.5)
9= = 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features XAl maZu oV ‘% lago%'zn’l ?M“f efgﬁﬁ- 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility )L rotfike on ke ” 3,4,9 b.c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility X 3,4,7,9 a,b,cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal X 5.7,9,10 a,b,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution x 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d

6. Commercial Fisheries ¥ Seme 9mundﬁslg Spwrhin [2.8 a,b

7. Recreational Fisheries )( 2,8 a,b

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas X 2,8 a,b

9. Nursery Areas X 2,8 ab

10. Feeding Areas X 2,8 a,b

11. Migration Routes x 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species X

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos X be, s 70 A ) 2,8, 10 a,b

14. Marine Mammals % 2,8 a,b

15. Mineral Deposits N 1.8 ab,c

16. Navigation Hazard Y Sgmé m%we; tow boat |1,8 ab,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) x 8 ab,d

18. Degraded Areas X 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics X 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses Ve 2,8, 11 ab,cd

21. Cultural/Historic Sites x 11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation X 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 ab,d

for Settlement X

24. Monitoring Y @:‘) 0?5: éf) £ ’é\g&: :}_ vepyte~ |5 c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site Xl om alld Sie 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone )( 2,3,4,7,11 b,d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects X ST Moy not bR-dasporswe. 4,7 c.d




Organization Name:____\ )SF M.)S/ 5 7(
Date: ?[&'4!
o Sir7e

Candidate Site <7~ Ocedn Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVEI
s SPECIFIC SPEC
AREA OF E . FACTORS FACT
§ 8 Eleven 5 Ger
8| o e 3 COMMENTS Specific Crite
= E1E] Factors
CONSIDERATION" gﬁ Sl (40C
o| o| & (40CFR 228
e Bl o 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features X ynys s,g&,(g m& canymungs | 1,6, 8, 11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility X nsk of sand sides 3,4,9 b,c,d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility X . 3,4,7,9 a,b,cd
4. Influence of Past Disposal X ndmwsw on~ [5,7,9,10 ab,d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution X 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d
6. Commercial Fisheries ?rm/'w(-ﬁshzrtj 2,8 ab
7. Recreational Fisheries X 2,8 ab
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas )( 2,8 a,b
9. Nursery Areas X 2,8 a,b
10. Feeding Areas X 2,8 a,b
11. Migration Routes x 2,8 a,b
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b
Endangered Species X ’
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos )( 2,8,10 ab
14. Marine Mammals £ dorvt Yoo 2,8 a,b
15. Mineral Deposits x 1,8 a,b,c
16. Navigation Hazard X I ¥ow Boas \amnedS 1,8 a,b,d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) )( 8 a,b,d
18. Degraded Areas X 4.6,7 a,b,d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics X 4,6,9 a,b,d
20. Recreational Uses % 2,811 a,b,cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sites . )( 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation X d@—n 1€ }(r\Du) 1,3,6,7 ab,d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential Joss 6F Sand o htovas 1,3,6,7 ab,d
for Settlement X Syosrem
24. Monitoring X WoUIoL he dlﬂ’l eV ?Wmamw 5 ¢
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site v1,4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone x 2,3,4,7,11 b,d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects X 4,7 c.d




Organization Name:
Date:

Candidate Site )/

USFWS

£]29]9%

Sn‘feF

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF J . FACTORS FACTORS
§ - 4 Eleven 5 General
a]392 COMMENTS Specific Criteria
=15 Factors
CONSIDERATION" %E S|t (40CFR
5l ol & (40CFR 228.5)
9% = 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features X 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 3,4,9 b,c,d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility % 3,4,7,9 a,b,c,d

4. Influence of Past Disposal X 5,7,9,10 a,b,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution X 2,3,6,8,11 ab,d

6. Commercial Fisheries X g Vb’Uyu){ﬁsM Lé.:og;éhm 2,8 ab

7. Recreational Fisheries X 2,8 ab

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas )( 2,8 a,b

9- Nursery Areas X Jor SUVeaule Shlmm 2.8 a,b

10. Feeding Areas X It n r 2,8 a,b

11. Migration Routes X 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 ab

Endangered Species X

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos )( 2,8,10 a,b

14. Marine Mammals X 2,8 a,b

15. Mineral Deposits 1,8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazard x poaezple movnoi ’\,‘7 1,8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) 7( 8 a,b,d

18. Degraded Areas % 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics X 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses X 2,811 a,b,cd

21. Cultural/Historic Sites X 11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation X 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential M ) 055 6F Soungf Hp [+orex |1.3.6.7 a,b.d

for Settlement SYsiemn

24. Monitoring 5 c

25. Shapel/size of Candidate Site A hrated S e capRery 11,47 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone X - 2,3,4,7,11 b, d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 0‘0‘}1 [ W‘\-O’U\ 4,7 c,d




Organization Name: Columbia River Estuary Study Taskforce (CI
Date: 12 Aug 98

1 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

;;_?_ ’ REVELANT | REVE
5 g | SPECIFIC SPE'
AREA OF g . "-g { FACTORS FAC
9|3 5 I Eleven 5 Ge
a,.. = g Z|Cn COMMENTS Specifig Crit
dEi&|o| v Factors
CONSIDERATION" | & &| 3|kl 3 (40
46| ol 42 (40CFR 22
go|Z oja 228.6)
1. Unusual Topogr?phy/Uniquc Bottom Features v mﬁf\d&_@r\ ,\.}-’M 9 M—;'T 1.6,8, 11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 7 M\—i a0 _; J{Q ’ 3,49 b,c,d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility v 3,.4,7,9 ab,cd
4 Influence of Past Disposal N oinpe F£ B 5.7.9,10 ab.d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution Wt ! 2,3,6,8.11 ab,d
6. Commercial Fisheries Vv 2,8 a,b
7. Recreational Fisheries v 2,8 a,b
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas v 2,8 a,b
9. Nursery Areas v’ 2,8 a,b
10. Feeding Areas v 2,8 a,b
11. Migration Routes - 2,8 a,b
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or Sp 2,8 a,b
Endangered Species 4 /)/O«Q/W‘JO’Y‘ Wd\%
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos — 2,8,10 a,b
14. Marine Mammals 2,8 a,b
15. Mineral Deposits - 1,8 a,b,¢c
16. Navigation Hazard v W .)(LQ/V\Q 1,8 a,b,d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) - 8 ab,d
18. Degraded Areas - 4,6,7 a,b,d
19. Water Column Chem /Phys. Characteristics - 4,6,9 a,b.d
20. Recreational Uses v 2,811 a,b,cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sites L 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation | - MVWOL wne 1,3,6,7 ab,d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential e 1,3.6,7 ab,d
for Settlement s
24. Monitoring o Faat L((\,\ W S c
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site % 1,4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone v 2.3.4.7. 11 b.d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects v 4.7 cd




Organization Name: Columbia River Estuary Study Taskforce (CREST)
Date: 12 Aug 98

2 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

£ REVELANT | REVELANT
s £ SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF 2 . (g FACTORS FACTORS
SIMMEIN Eleven 5 General
2 32|24 COMMENTS Specific Criteria”
d£lE[2]35 w Factors
CONSIDERATION" o &l 9l wlEy (40CFR
45| ol |87 (40CFR 228 5)
b i B 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features v (}\). QAL \0«\4 ot n” QO 1,6,8,11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility ¢ ;J«vvo o ‘J;L/ R 3,4,9 b,c.d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility v 3,4,7,9 ab,cd
4. Influence of Past Disposal V] A j‘ . coan) o £ 5.7.9.10 a b, d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution = ' 2,3,6,8,11 ab.d
6. Commercial Fisheries v ’ 2,8 ab
7. Recreational Fisheries v’ 2,8 ab
8 Breeding/Spawning Arcas v /,,‘)n-/).?,t—h LA 0 5 2,8 ab
9. Nursery Areas A as Q,i.}'_.zﬁ,.«b(‘,}\ L NI 8 ab
10. Feeding Arcas o v 2,8 a,b
11. Migration Routes \// 2,8 a,b
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or . X 2,8 a,b
Endangered Species v QoA @Aaﬂ\uvvz)
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos 2,8,10 ab
14. Marine Mammals v 2,8 ab
15. Mineral Deposits v i.8 a,b,c
16. Navigation Hazard v, 1,8 a,b,d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) v 8 ab,d
18_ Degraded Areas / 4.6.7 ab.d
19. Water Column Chem /Phys. Characteristics — 4,6,9 ab,d
20. Recreational Uses e 2,8,11 a,b,cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sites v 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation \/ /‘(-C tt;‘ o A n TT 1,3,6,7 ab,d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential ' ! 1,3,6.7 a,b,d
for Settlement /
24. Monitoring A b c
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site v o {Tr{,\éh’,{»}fl/ N A 1,4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone v oA U/M WV OAO 2,3,4,7. 11 b.d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects \/ J 4,7 c.d




Organization Name: Columbia River Estuary Study Taskforce (CREST)
Date: 12 Aug 98

3 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

4‘? REVELANT | REVELANT
5 g | SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF -E- y 422 g FACTORS FACTORS
SINE Eleven 5 General
82 32| Ta COMMENTS Specific Criteria®
di|k|o|dw Factors
CONSIDERATIONY | @ &| 3| k|4 (40CFR
46| ol @|&z (40CFR 228.5)
da|Z oja 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features | /1 DU W«\.ﬁ 1.6,8,11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility v ol Uibo on lure |349 b,c.d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility ot 3,4,7,9 a,b,cd
4. Influence of Past Disposal ' 5.7.9.10 a,b,d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution v 2,3,6,8, 11 ab,d
6. Commercial Fisheries g 2,8 a,b
7. Recreational Fisheries 2,8 a,b
8 Breeding/Spawning Arcas v Q A L,(dv\'t 2,8 a,b
9. Nursery Areas v i 2,8 ab
10. Feeding Areas v 2,8 a,b
11. Migration Routes . 2,8 ab
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 ab
Endangered Species v
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos v 2,8,10 a,b
14. Marine Mammals \/ 2,8 a,b
15. Mineral Deposits v’ 1,8 a,b,c
16. Navigation Hazard v 1,8 a,b,d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) v 8 ab,d
18. Degraded Areas = 46,1 ab.d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics 7 4,6,9 a,b,d
20. Recreational Uses V4 2,8, 11 ab,cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sites v’ 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation \/ 1,3,6,7 a,b,d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 ab,d
for Settlement ~/
24. Monitoring ! ; 5 c
25. Shapelsize of Candidate Site : Ac ‘Dj:gl\ 1,4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone 2,3.4,7. 11 b.d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 4.7 c.d




Organization Name: Columbia River Estuary Study Taskforce (CREST)
Date: 12 Aug 98
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4 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations

of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

.2 REVELANT | REVELANT
= g SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . (g FACTORS FACTORS
8 = 31 Eleven 5 General
R P COMMENTS Specific Criteria”
d&| L o| 5w Factors
CONSIDERATION" FHEE (40CFR
- d 6| ol @|52 (40CFR 228.5)
qol Z] ola 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features 1,6,8, 11 a

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 3,4,9 b,c.d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 3,4,7,9 a,b,cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal 5,7.9,10 a, b, d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d

6. Commercial Fisheries 2,8 a,b

7. Recreational Fisheries 2,8 a,b

8.Breeding/Spawning Arcas 2,8 ab

9. Nursery Areas 2,8 a, b

10. Feeding Areas 2,8 a,b

11. Migration Routes 2,8 a,b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 a,b

Endangered Species -

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos 2,8,10 ab

14. Marine Mammals 2,8 a,b

15. Mineral Deposits 1,8 a,b,¢c

16. Navigation Hazard 1,8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) 8 ab.d

18. Degraded Areas 4,6,7 a,b,d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics 4,6,9 a,b,d

20. Recreational Uses 2,811 a,b,cd

21. Cultural/Historic Sites 11 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation 1,3,6.7 ab.d

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 a,b,d

for Settlement

24. Monitoring v N \Qw )(\ s c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site 1,4,7 d

26. Size of Buffer Zone 2.3,4,7, 11 b.d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 4,7 c.d
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Organization Nam

5

e: Columbia River Estuary Study Taskforce (CREST)

Date: 12 Aug 98

Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

;é | REVELANT | REVELANT
= g ; SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF ; . ‘g ! FACTORS FACTORS
9| @ S Eleven 5 General
3|49l COMMENTS Specific | criteria®
dil%lo 55 Factors
CONSIDERATIONY | T & 5| id (40CFR
gd5|ol@laz (40CFR 228.5)
b e o 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features \/ L 1,6,8, 11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility v . oo ol 13,4,9 b,c.d
3 Chemical Sediment Compatibility 1 QR o048 25 “}’}jzg 3.4,7,9 abcd
4. Influence of Past Disposal A WM F: ’ 5,7.9,10 ab,d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution v 2,3,6,8,11 a, b, d
6. Commercial Fisheries Vv 2,8 a,b
7. Recreational Fisheries v St i( 3 ’-‘c.}\\ 2,8 ab
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas v NS 0:_‘&‘ WD AL A 2,8 a,b
9. Nursery Areas v N v 2,8 a,b
10. Feeding Areas v 2,8 a,b
11, Migration Routes o/ 2,8 ab
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or . o ) 2,8 a,b
Endangered Species . / /W J’\L\L\Lo\}
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos P e J & M N M 2,8,10 a,b
14. Marine Mammals i J Mdﬁ\ll 2,8 a,b
15. Mineral Deposits v 1,8 a,b,c
16. Navigation Hazard v W 1,8 a,b.d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) A ) 8 a,b,d
18. Degraded Areas % 4.6,1 a,b,d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics v 4,6,9 a,b,d
20. Recreational Uses 2,8, 11 a,b,cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sites Vv’ 13 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation . 1,3,6.7 ab,d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 ab,d
for Settlement e
24. Monitoning v 5 c
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site J MO &O\M\Q. 1,4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone N J J 2,3,4,7,11 b.d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 4,7 c.d
o A’ M IS -z/‘_, AL sfffj\LL/ Q,G_bi G/ry‘vﬂ( N ~ :f’\’.‘" f'/“
mypﬂm O Ly IR Lo b Lo oo o




Organization Name: Columbia River Estuary Study Taskforce (CREST)
Date: 12 Aug 98

~
£

6

‘ Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine.Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

£ REVELANT | REVELANT
= g | SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g y ‘}zz | FACTORS FACTORS
SIE ! Eleven 5 General
n|39dlz, COMMENTS Specific | criteria¥
diel gl o %ﬁ Factors
CONSIDERATION" o &| 9| E|ES (40CFR
45|82 (40CFR 228.5)
b i o 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features A _ 1,6,8,11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility v " /Gd: on M‘L"‘/ / I/\.{’\Q’ojr\ 3,4,9 b.c.d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility v ' R 3,4,7,9 ab,cd
4. Influence of Past Disposal V] B £ o ' 5.7.9,10 ab,.d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution V/ . 2,3,6,8,11 a,b,d
6. Commercial Fisheries o AOANON T o 2.8 ab
7. Recreational Fisheries Lo n,‘ Al jfm Pf'o& = 2,8 ab
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas N4 ¢ 2,8 a,b
9. Nursery Areas v 2,8 a,b
10. Feeding Areas v 2,8 a,b
11. Migration Routes v 2,8 a,b
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 ab
Endangered Species v
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos 1 2,810 a,b
14. Marine Mammals » 2,8 ‘ a,b
15. Mineral Deposits o 1,8 . ab,c
16. Navigation Hazard v 1,8 a,b,d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) R 8 ab,d
18. Degraded Areas .- 4,6,7 a,b,d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics . 4,6,9 a,b,d
20. Recreational Uses N 2,8, 11 a,b,c.d
21. Cultural/Historic Sites v 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation S :M/ 1\/k N ;%," 1.3,6,7 ab.d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential v ‘_‘ ( . 1,3,6,7 ab,d
for Settiement d M
24. Monitoring / S c
25S. Shape/size of Candidate Site o SLOARG AALD 1,4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone o v 2.3,4,7, 11 b.d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 4,7 c.d




Organization Name: Columbia River Estuary Study Taskforce (CRi
Date: 12 Aug 98

8 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

;f REVELANT | REVEI
5 g g:gcmc SPEC
AREA OF %. . 422 | TORS FACT
Sl - a S : Eleven 5 Ger
3|49 2z, COMMENTS Specific | cCrite
diE(2]5]% o Factors®
CONSIDERATION" o @l Q| w kg (aoc
. qo|o|@laz (40CFR 228
qe = @<y 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features vV 1,6,8,11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility / W M on J,Lu)\r 3,4,9 b,c.d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility % 3.4,7,9 a,b,cd
4. Influence of Past Disposal e 5.7,9,10 ab,d
S. Living Resources of Limited Distribution = 2,3,6,8,11 ab,d
6. Commercial Fisheries A 2,8 ab
7. Recreational Fisheries vl 2,8 a,b
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas v 2,8 ab
9. Nursery Areas Vv 2,8 . a,b
10. Feeding Areas v 2,8 a,b
11. Migration Routes e 2,8 a,b
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 : a,b
Endangered Species v
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos v : 2,8, 10 a,b
14. Marine Mammals A : 2,8 ab
15. Mineral Deposits v 1,8 a,b,c
16. Navigation Hazard v L R N 1.8 a,bd
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) . 8 ab.d
18. Degraded Areas o 4,6,7 a,b,d
19. Water Column Chem/Phys. Characteristics v 4,6,9 ab,d
20. Recreational Uses v 2,811 a,b,cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sites v it b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation J MQ D 1,3,6,7 a, b, d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential % ’ . . 1.3,6,7 a, b, d
for Settlement d (} e p m‘i‘:w@( /\Qﬂ@fé&d\
24. Monitoring o N Aﬁ\ 5 c
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site | ' 1.4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone v 2,3.4,7,11 b.d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects A 5, } W b 631//\“ M{’J 4.7 c.d
t



Organization Name: Columbia River Estuary Study Taskforce (CREST)
Date: 12 Aug 98

4 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

-y REVELANT | REVELANT
= 5 SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF ; y “g FACTORS FACTORS
SIMMEW Eleven 5 General
A 2 9 3|y COMMENTS Specific Criteria¥
d | &l g v Factors
CONSIDERATION" o &l O EY (40CFR
g5|o| 87 (;gggz 228.5)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features |, , ’ 1,6,8,11 - a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility v 3,4,9 b,c,d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility Y 3,4,7,9 a,b,cd
4. Influence of Past Disposal v 5.7.9,10 a b, d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution v 2,3,6,8, 11 a,b,d
6. Commercial Fisheries J 2,8 ab
7. Recreational Fisheries J 2,8 ab
8.Breeding/Spawning Areas o 2,8 a,b
9. Nursery Areas o 2,8 ab
10. Feeding Areas . 2.8 ab
11. Migration Routes J 2,8 a,b
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 ab
Endangered Species o -
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos | 2,8,10 a,b
14. Marine Mammals / 2,8 a,b
15. Mineral Deposits v 1,8 a,b,c
16. Navigation Hazard v jb‘COQY?M:d" l Al 1,8 a,b,d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) v 8 a, b, d
18. Degraded Areas v 4,6,7 a,b,d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics v 4,6,9 a,b,d
20. Recreational Uses ¥ 2,811 ab,c.d
21. Cultural/Historic Sites v 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation o 1,3,6,7 a, b, d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1.3,6.7 a,b,d
for Settlement \/
24. Monitoring 5 c
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site J dQC o 1,47 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone o ' 2,3,4,7, 11 b.d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects \/ 4,7 c.d
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Organizati

on Name: Columbia River Estuary Study Taskforce (CREST)

Date: 12 Aug 98

AN _;Zf‘

/ D Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

.

L~
'I,.
i

2 REVELANT | REVELANT
5 g SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF é y ‘g FACTORS FACTORS
SIRER : Eleven 5 General
s 23|z COMMENTS Specific Criteria”
die|&|o|5v Factors
CONSIDERATION" rHEE (40CFR
85| ol |8 (40CFR 228.5)
b i i il 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features 1.6,8,11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility V| MJC Lko on w 3,4,9 b.c.d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility \/ 3,4,7,9 ab,cd
4. Influence of Past Disposal N SAOAI DV 2hu e 5.7.9.10 ab,d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution ] V4l 4 2,3,6,8,11 ab,d
6. Commercial Fisheries ’ / ) 2.8 ab
7. Recreational Fisheries V4 2,8 ab
8 Breeding/Spawning Areas v 2,8 a,b
9. Nursery Areas o 2,8 ab
10. Feeding Areas v/ 2,8 ab
11. Migration Routes Vv 2,8 a,b
12, Critical Habitat of Threatened or ‘ 2.8 ab
Endangered Specics /
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos / 2,8,10 ab
14. Marine Mammals / 2,8 a,b
15. Mineral Deposits vt 1,8 a,b, ¢
16. Navigation Hazard v m W 1.8 a,b,d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines etc.) o ' v 8 a b, d
18. Degraded Areas v 4,6,7 ab,d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics / 4,.6,9 ab,d
20. Recreational Uses \/ 2,8, 11 ab,cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sites v Il b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation v 1,3,6,7 a,b,d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3.6.7 a,b.d
for Settlement /
24. Monitoring J S c
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site ( P 1.4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone v 2,3,4,7,11 b.d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects v 4,7 c.d




FROM : CRCFA
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K5 - RECuLATORY f-:l_gaosuny ARALYSIS

PHONE NO. @ 3606425454 Aug. 26 1998 B3:43PM P1
7. LauRs /= :
K & Organization Name: FuBels BEASLE,
Dae._ LB =RL~ gL
FDARSE LET FIE
- Kt
e FUED
gratéy & @4 ong, 2P
C ndidate Site 1 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act
S X iR
— REVELANT | REVELANT
3 s SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
S 5 2 Eleven 5 General
a8 COMMENTS Specific Criteria
X dis % 8 Factors
CONSIDERATION” | 4l & & 8lu (40CFR
¥ §5|ol@ (40CFR 228.5)
I B i 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bouom v 1,6.8.11 a
3. Physical Sediment Compatibility - Vf VERY - FINE SaND 3.4,9 b,c.d
3. Chermical Sediment Compatibility J . 3, 4,7. 9 ab,c.d
4. Influence of Past Disposal V] OVERLAR S £ v EXP B 5,7,9.10 2, b.d
S. Living Resources of Limited Diswibution 2.3.6,8 11 a.b.d
r 6. Coramercial Fishesics v P 2.8 ab
7. Recreational Fisherics V4 LmON . OTHER- 2,8 ab-
* 8 Breeding/Spawning Arcas /50”- v Y 8 a.b
* 9. Nursery Areas Vs . 2,8 ad
’, 10. Feeding Arcas ‘/’ 8 a,b
11. Migration Routes / %8 ab
w egs;:g:sl Hnbml of 2,8 ab
i v | £ 52 4 ELH
13. Spasial Distribution of Benthos / H / Pﬂovllai ”‘ 28 !g ab
14. Marine Mammais v ; 2.8 ab
15. Mincral Deposits v ’ 1.8 ab.c
16. Navigation Hazard v '/ 1,8 ab.d
17, Other uses of Occan (cables, pipelines etc )\/ ‘/ BAR PJLoTS 8 3, b,d
18. Degraded Areas 4.6,7 =b.d
19. Water Column Chem/Phys. Chammu ./ 4,6,9 a.b.d
20. Recreatonal Uses / 2,811 ab.¢.d
21. Culiral/Historic Sites v 11 b
22. Physical Occanography: Waves/Circulati R/ v 1.3.6,7 ab.d
23. Digection of Transpor/Potential 1,3.6.7 a.bd
for Settlement vV
24. Menitoring ‘/ H 3
25. Shape/sizc of Candidate Site ‘/ IMP. 5/ 11.4.7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone \/ 2.3,4,7. 11 b.d
27. Porcatal for Cumulative Effects ‘/ A LTER. HABITAT 4,7 c.d
lowerR FPRODUCTIVITY

- SO o/(;ccwomzc ) SSueSs




FROM : CRCFA PHONE NO. : 3686425454 Rug. 26 1998 B3:44PM P2
Organization Name: 2Bl & pEASLEY
Date: B |- G2
Candidate Site 2 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
Zxpanden E 'of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act
REVELANT | REVELANT
§ b SPECIFIC | SPECIFIC
AREA OF § g o FACTORS FACTORS
R g Eleven 5 General
R EE COMMENTS Specific |  Criteria
S| SE Lo Factors
CONSIDERATIONY |%| & &| 3w (40CFR
8| 35|l (40CFR 228.5)
I 228.6)
7. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Feat 1.6,8. 1 3
2. Physical Sediment Compatibilicy - « ERY FINE GRA Py, 3,4,9 b.¢c. ¢
3. Chemical Sediment Compaibility « Vet w0 y ) 3.4,7,9 ab.c.d
4. Influence of Past Disposal ‘/ ED;W . 7.9, 10 ab,d
S. Living Resources of Limited Disuibuion |,/ 2.3,6,8,11 3, b.4
Y 6. Commercial Fisheries v/ CRAL 2.8 ad
7. Recreational Fishenies v/ 2,8 ab
y - o 8.Breeding/Spawning Aseas /50»‘7 \/ cRA® 2.8 ab
) i Nursery Areas v aRAS 2.8 feb
* 10. Feeding Azcas / ARAS 2.8 a.b
11. Migration Routes \/ ./ m 2.8 ab
12. CriGieal Habitat of Threatened or 2.8 b
* \Espami e | |\ | | | S cusuce agen
13. Spadal Distribulion of Benthos \/ 2,8,10 ab
14. Marine Mammals \/ 2.8 a.b
15. Minesal Deposits Vv 1.8 ab.c
* 16. Navigation Hazard Vv ‘/ TIA .8 ab.d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines e { 8 a.b.d
18. Degraded Ascas . 4.6.7 ab.d
19. Water Column Chem/Phys. Characterist 4.6.9 ab.d
20. Recreational Uses ‘/ 2,8.11 ab¢d
21. Cultural/Historic Sites v 11 b
* 22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulatio \/ 2 3.6.7 ab.d
3. Direction of Transport/Potential INTO HERVY CRABBING 1.3.6,7 a.b.d
* for Sexlement V1V SULTING I8 ZTUk ST o) ~ SOCIO][g_Cgalmlc,
24. Monitoring v e 2 751
25. Shapusize of Candidaic Site ‘/’ Wer e - 1.4.7 .
26. Size of Buffer Zone \/ WW—E .4.7.1 p b.d
27, Poteaual for Cumulative Effects J‘t 4.7 c.d
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FROM : CRCFA PHONE NO. @ 3686425454 Aug. 26 1998 B03:44PM P3

Organization Name: FlBil E BEASLEY
Date: 2] —I5

Candidate Site 3 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations

i

SHALE ‘of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act
REVELANT | REVELANT
- & ?PECIFlC SPECIFIC
AREA OF _—g Y ACTORS FACTORS
S| = 4 Eleven 5 General
3l 9l 2 COMMENTS Specific | Criteria”
‘ delile Factors
CONSIDERATION" g §| 8| i (40CFR
% ol o] u (40CFR 228.5)
§ gs1=2= 228.6)
1. Unusua! Topography/Unique Bonom / ’ SHALE BoTrom g 1: 6: 8! ; ; 2
2. Physical Sediment Compaubility '/ 5W 3.4,9 b.¢cd S
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility i 3,4,7,9 ab.cd
&. Influence of Past Disposal v 5.7.9.10 a b.d
3. Living Resousces of Limited Distribution ‘/’ 2.3,6,8,11 ab.d
S, Commercial Fisheries VI 2.8 ab
7. Recreational Fisheries \/ 2.8 abd
8.Breeding/Spawning Ascas /m / 2.8 a.b
9. Nursery Aresas V1 2,8 ab
10. Feeding Arcas v 2,8 b
11. Migration Routes 2.8 ab
12. Cricical Habitat of Threaicned or 2.8 ab
Endangered Species v
13. Spatial Distribution of Beathos 2.8, 10 ad
14. Marin¢ Mammals 2.8 ab
15. Minera) Deposits W, ) 1.8 ab.¢ )
16. Navigation Hazard W { 5.8 a.b.d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines ctc. /| 8 ab.d
18. Degraded Areas . 4 a.6.7 ab.d
19. Water Colamn Chem/Phys. Characteristds, / 4,6,9 ab.d
20. Recreational Uses vy 2,811 a.b.cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sitcs v il b
22 Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulatiol Vv 1.3.6.7 ab.d
33 Direction of TransporyPotential 1.3.6.7 2.5.4
for Settlement V4 [ ’
24. Monitoring v s <
25. Shapefsize of Candidaie Site / 1.4.7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone / 2.3,47,11 b.¢
37. Potential for Cumulative Effects ./[ 4,7 ¢.d




FROM : CRCFA PHONE NO. : 3686425454 Aug. 26 1998 B3:45PM |

Organization Namc: pl/{ééj < & ZAsLEYy
Datc: o] D

Candidate Site 4 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
Berisons BEACH ‘of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELA
oS SPECIFIC SPECIF
AREA OF § sz " FACTORS | FACTO!
g S| w @ Eleven 5 Gene
M EEE COMMENTS Specific | Criteric
=518 Factors
CONSIDERATION" § é% ] (40CF'
NEEEE (40CFR 228.5
228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Borom Vv 1.6.8.11 a
) 2. Physical Scdiment Compatibility v 3.4.9 b.c.d
r 3. Chemical Sedirnent Compstibility: ‘/ L, : s& 7.9 ab.c.d
4. Influence of Past Disposal v 5.7.9.10 a.b.d
5. Living Resources of Limited Disgibution |/ 2,3.6.8.11 ab.d
6. Commercial Fisheries A1 |- erad (sﬁ AU 22593 2.8 a.b
7. Recreational Fisheries vi. S W 2,8 ab
8.Breeding/Spawning Arcas/m SHEZe v CRAS (Sm ) 2.8 ab
Ry o /1 o e, [ o
10. Feeding Areas \/ R4S C 5 Il Apa) 2.8 a.b
11. Migration Routes VA CR2ne (sws 2.8 ab
12. Critical Habitac of Threatened of " 2.8 ab
Endangeted Species Vi
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos /‘ 2,8.10 a.b
14. Marine Mammals ‘/ 2.8 ab
15. Mineral Deposits V1 : 1.8 ab,¢
+ 16. Navigation Hazard v LITTORAL D, A 8 ab.d
l7.0mnuxsoEOceaanm>/ 8 a.b.d
18. Degraded Areas . V/ 4,67 554
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characterist v 4,69 a.b.d
20. Recreatonal Uses v/ SPWM 2.8 11 a,b.c.d
21. Cultural/Historic Sitwes /| il b
o+ 23. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulad 1.3,6.7 a.b.d
23. Direction of TransporuPotental 1.3,6.7 3,b.d
for Sctement v ’
o | 24- Monitoring CLOSE _PIap 7L Beock SFTI
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site 1.4.7 d
26. Size of Buffes Zone 2.3.4.7. 11 b.d
Y 27. Potential for Cumulatve Effects V] 4,7 ¢, d

LITreRAL TR DATA AEEDED
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FROM :

¥ b

CRCFA

Organization Name:

PHONE NO.

. 3686425454 Aug. 26 1998 B3:45PM PS
FrLeesc E ALY
Date: F=2/-98

Candidate Site 5 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

FICK, YIS

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations

of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF E . FACTORS FACTORS
¥ § 5 g Eleven S Generzl
3381 COMMENTS Specific | Criteria
g g e 'é Factors
CONSIDERATION" |¥ B8l u (40CFR
g g 2 g g (;ggf;ﬂ 228.5)
-6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Fea 1,6.8.11 3
2. Physical Sediment Comparibility ‘/ ° A ) = 34.9 b.c.d
3. Chemical Sedimens Compatibility / ‘/ 3,47.9 a. b.c.d
4. Influence of Past Disposal ‘/ S 7E £ ) - 5.7.9. 10 1 b.d
5. Living Resources of Limited Disuibution f \/’ ) 2,3,6.8.11 a.b.¢
6. Commercial Fisheries ¢ 36!2 G4 DELS ; oy !ﬂ:z'gi D ab
7. Recreational Fisherics ‘/ .8 ab
S.BxeedingISpawningAxw/WSHw‘/‘/ 1 . “: S0E7 SHh 5:8 248 )
- Nursery Azeas AV u FLatE: “Peas >0
10. Feeding Areas 2,8 ab
11. Migraticn Routes F&’J{ 2,8 ab
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2.8 ab
SRR LAY L8| || | | |ern
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos ), oSy HicH Barlc. PR 810 o |*®
14, Marine Mammalg v 2,8 ; b
1S, Minczal Deposits W 1,8 ab.c
16. Navigadon Hazard . v 1,8 2,b.d Lz
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines &P, / 8 a.b.d
18. Degraded Arcas , 4.6.7 2.b.d
19, Water Columa Chem./Phys. Chasacteristids £ 4.6.9 a.b.9
20. Recreational Uses v 55! 7! , L B 2.8 11 a,b.c.d
21. Culturst/Historic Sites v 11 b
23, Physical Oceanography: Waves/Cireubatiop A4 |,/ 1,3.6,7 2.b.d
23. Direction of TransporuPoteatial 1,3.6,7 a.b.d
{or Sextlerncnt \/ ‘/
24. Monitoring V 5 <
25. Shapessize of Candidate Site v 7o - 1 4.;’ d
26. Siza of Buffer Zone 1/ 2 - 2 3,;27.11 b, d
27. Poteatial for Cumulative Effects 4.7 c.d

NEED BCASEL/NE DATA ON CRAS Y- F75H

M rrIGHT o)

FER ~ BPEBULATORY FLEXI1ELITY ANRLYSIS

( BREEDING, WURSERY, FEEDING, ETS)



FROM :

CRCFA PHONE NO. @ 3686425454 Aug. 26 1998 @3:46PM PG
Organization Name: Fusllc £ DEASLEY
Date: =)~ TR
Candidate Site 6 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
STevE ARy ‘of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act
REVELANT REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF Ez-l u FACTORS FACTORS
Sl 4 Eleven 5 General
=123 COMMENTS Specific | Criteria
N dFl %] C Factors
CONSIDERATIONY |\ &l 8| (40CFR
RERREE (40CFR 228.5)
Y 9&(= 228.6)
| Unusual Topography/Unique Bouom Festufes \/ [N PORRTES P oz 1.6.8. 11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility ‘/ ﬁ! T A g ) I Egl / E/ I!E E! ” 3,4,9 b,c.d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatbility A/ s Liiis UL SETY i, sb.c.d
4. Influcnce of Past Disposal Vi STEA ﬁ 5.7.9.10 2. b, d
5. Living Resources of Limited Diswibution | 1 |,/ CLAMS 4 2,3,6,811 a.b.d
* 6. Comumercial Fisherdes V] 3, b
7. Recreational Fisheries / ab
> 4 8.Breeding/Spawning Areas fsaprsuere | |1/ a.b
Ar [5-Nurscry Areos V/ a.b
”— 10. Feeding Areas / a. b
11. Migranion Routes Y, f a.b
f 12. Criucal H‘bim(,o;lihgl%/fﬂr ab
b “emy | |V EFH
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos |/' MIE 2.8,10, - ab
14, Marine Mammals / 2,8 a. b
15. Mineral Deposits 1.8 ab.c
r 16. Navigation Hazard / 1.8 a.b.d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines elc /| 8 a.b.d
18, Degraded Arcas 1/ 667 254
19. Waler Column ChernJPhys. Characlerist 4.6.9 ab.d
20. Recreational Uses 2.8.11 ab.cd
21, Cultural/Histori¢ Sites v 11 b
x 22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulati 1,3,6,7 a.b.d
* 123, Ditection of TraasporuPotential iMe ,@f(o.‘) T Hrurriece” |1 3. 6.7 a.b.d
for Sealement ‘/ FMAY CRUSE '
M| 24. Monicoring / 70D SHAROD 5 <
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site '/ 1,4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone J 2,347 11 b.d
Yy o 27. Potential for Cumulative Effects 4.7 c.d
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Candidate Site 7 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations

"of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
= FACT
AREA OF J . ORS FACTORS
=z
8 - g Eleven 5 General
3l 92 COMMENTS Specific Criteria
=% g Factors
CONSIDERATION" i (40CFR
, . l'o‘ olg (40CFR 228.5)
o i 228.6)
o |1 Unusual Topography/Usique Botom Fea Vv 1.6.8. 11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility \/ _ 3.4,9 b.c.d
3, Chermical Sediment Compatibility NV i: : ;: : I;E ;:;: :;i 3:4:7§9’” ATS a.b.c.d
4, Influence of Past Disposal / <L A A 5.7.9.10 2. b.d
3. Living Resources of Limited Distibution | /| |,/ /A s’ 2.3,6.8. 11 abd
* 6. Cosmmercial Fishenies v - 2, &G, 39
7. Reereational Fisheries ‘/ >y Al CUBURE Y ?) 2.8 ab
M 8 Breeding/Spawning Aress fSacr e/ | |/ 2.8 ab
*9.Nmayﬁueas ‘/' < m PLOSULE 8458 2.8 ab
th.FeedingAmss v vS!! _CLOSuRE _QREA 2.8 2,b
11. Migration Routes W/ 2.8 ab
Ff 12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2.8 a,b
Endangered Species 5;'/;‘ v [ EFH
13. Spatial Disuribution of Benthos \/’ ey : 200D 8. 10 ab
14, Masinc Mammals ‘/ 2.8 ab
15. Mincral Deposits 1/ 18 ab.c
A 16. Navigation Hazard ./’ L8 3.b.d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables. pipelines eic}) / 8 2. b.d
18. Degraded Areas _ v 4.6.7 a.b.d
19. Water Coluran Chem/Phys. Charactenistigs ’/> 4.6.9 a.b.d
20. Recreational Uses 2.8. 1 ab.c.d
21. CultwraVHistosic Sites 11 b
* 22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulatidq A1 |1/ 1.3.6.7 nbd
r 23. Direction of Transpoa/Poteatial MG RATIED TS MUpDHoLH 3.6.7 ab.d
for Seuermoas il gy Cause Sreecut CRAD (SR
"] 24. Monitoring V’ >56 s Ez 7 ,g 5 c
25, Shape/size of Candidate Site V' 1.4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone V/ 2.3,4.9.11 b.d
# 27. Polental for Cumulative Effects Y 4.7 c.d
777 ETIA)
wFA
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FROM :

CRCFA

PHONE NO. : 3606425454 fAug. 26 1998 63:47PM P8
Organization Namc:
Date:
Candidate Site 8§ Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
CRAFA ‘of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act
REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF 3 . FACTORS FACTORS
§ 8 Eleven 5 General
RIEE: COMMENTS Specific | Criteria
1| gl e Factors
CONSIDERATION" &l glu (40CFR
5lol & (40CFR 228.5)
b o i 228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bonom v 1,6,8. 11 a
7. Physical Sediment Compadbility - J I/Z ZINE I/Z VERY EINE 6 35 4: 9 0 ﬁ\ b.c.d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibilicy V1 i 3.4,7.9 ab.c.é
4. Influcnce of Past Disposal 5.7.9, 10 a.b. 4
5. Living Resources of Limited Dismbution ‘/ 2.3.6.8,11 a.b.d
6. Commetcial Fishecies ‘/ 2.8 ab
7. Recreational Fisheries v 2.8 ab
8 Brosding/Spawning Areas /S 0f7” SHGLG 2.3 xb ]
9. Nurscry Areas V4 &7 2.8 b
10. Feeding Areas ‘/' “ 2.8 abd
11. Migration Routes / 2.8 ab
12. Cridical Habitat of Theeatcned of 2.8 b
Bndsngeed Spoces  EF 4/ /| | smaw Aces
13. Spata) Distribution of Benthos ‘/’ LOOER. SEMTH (e G 2. sul{t)Ty b
14, Manine Mamunals v 2.8 b
15. Mineral Deposits / 1.8 ab.¢ ]
16. Navigation Hazard ‘/ 1,8 a,b,d I
17, Other uses of Ocean (cablcs. pipelines ctc g a,b.d
18. Degraded Arcas 4.6.7 %.b6.d
e Cotamn Chem Phys. Chamcienisufe A 269 6.4
20, Recreational Uses 2.8.11 a.b.c.d
21. Culmral/Historic Sites ./ 1 b ]
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Cizculaty / 1.3.6.7 a,b.d ]
23, Direcdon of Transpor/Potential 1,.3.6.7 3, 0. d
for Setdement v
24, Monitoring '/' S ¢
25. Shapc/size of Candidate Sie A P> 1.4,
26. Size of Buffer Zone / 2.3.4.7. 11 b.d
27, Potential for Cumulative Bffects "/ 4.7 e.d
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Organization Name: Flmese ~ L ZBEASLEY
Date: & 22U~ T

Candidate Site §_ Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
/4 SroRJA [)44 AV Mgf the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
v ,5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF g . FACTORS FACTORS
8l a Eleven 5 General
w1482 COMMENTS Specific Criteria"
delgle Factors
CONSIDERATION" g&iQlu (40CFR
ole ] {40CFR 228.5)
qei= e 228.6)
T. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Feat V( v [ 1.6.8.11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility / 3.4.9 b.c.d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility J/ 3,4.7.9 b6 d
4. Influence of Past Disposal $.7.9.10 a,b.d
$. Living Resources of Limited Disteibution { /1 2,3.6.8. 1) ab.d
6. Commercial Fisheries / o 2,8 EY)
7. Recreadonal Fishesics 2.8 ab
3 Breeding/Spawaing Arcas /m' v/ ] 2.8 1a,b
9. Nursery Arcas ‘/ : 2.8 3,0
10. Feeding Arcas V/ 2,8 ab
11. Migration Routes 2.8 ab
12. Cridcal Habirat of Threatened ot 2.8 ab
Endangered Species  £LAf v )
13. Spatial Disiibution of Benthos ,/ 2.8,10 ab
14. Marine Mammals _ 2,8 ab
15. Mineral Deposits ‘/ 1,8 ab.c
16. Navigation Hazard - v 1.8 ab.d
17, Other uses of Ocean (¢ables, pipelines et ) 8 ab.d
18. Degraded Areas . 4,6.7 2.b.d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characterist A 4.6.9 3 b.4
20. Recreational Uses 2.8.11 ab.cd
21. Culwral/Historic Sites / n b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulaty 1.3.6.7 a.b.d
23, Direction of Transporv/Potential ju 3.6.7 a.b.d
for Settlement ‘/
24. Monitoring v 5 ¢
25. Shape/size of Candidae Site .1.4.7 d
26. Size of Bufler Zone 2.3.4,7.11 b,d
37, Poteatial for Cumulative Effects 4.7 X

WEED ABASEL/NE Zx7R



FROM : CRCFA PHONE NO. @ 3686425454 Aug. 26 1998 @3:48PM P10
Organization Name: Zyaiic, - £ Beasiey
Date: R wR/-98
Candidate Site /O Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
EXﬂ AN DED £ of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act
/ REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF E FACTORS FACTORS
Zl |4
IRE: Eleven 5 General
R’- < g 2 COMMENTS Specific Criteria
ElZ|2 Factors
CONSIDERATION" @ 3l (40CFR
s o ol (40CFR 228.5)
228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Feal ¢ 1,6,8,11 a
2. Physical Sediment Comparibility J VERY FiioE BRAIN R, s 9 b.c.d
ot |3- Chemical Sediment Compatibility ‘/ . ’ 4,7.9 ab.c.d
f’ 4. Influence of Past Disposal V| i ,7.9,10 ab t
5~ Tiving Resources of Limited Disuibution | 1 |/ 2.3.6.8.11 a.b.d
6. Comumercial Fisheries v 2.8 S ab
7. Recreationat Fishedes v < ” , 8 a,b
> o 8 Brecding/Spawning Aress k,,,, swell / c ab
1 9. Nussery Areas W, '/ . . 8 b
”, 10. Feeding Aseas Av 2.8 ab
11. Migradon Routes ‘/’ 2.8 a.b
* 12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2.8 ab
Eacopnel) y : Vv EEH
”’ 13. Spatial Distributioa of Benthos I/ I a ENT by DRI 2 ;‘JI)OW b
14. Manae Msmmals ‘/ 2.8 ab
15. Mineral Deposits R 1,28 ab.c
18. Navigation Hazard Q-z 0 2;5‘@; YAIG., 700 SHAL s
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelines e )/ 2. FILOT” EXCHAIKE .
18. Degraded Arcas : a.b.d
19, Water Column Chem/Phys. Charactesisti V 4.6.9 ab.d
20. Recreadonal Uses ‘/ = 27 2 Yy Y z ) Z“:if:ll a.b.¢.d
24. Cultural/Histotic Sites V 1 b
22, Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulat v’ 1,3.6.7 ab.d
23, Direction of TransporyPatential 1.3.6,7 a.b.d
for Seltlement v \/
24. Monitocding V4 s <
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site .1.4,7 é
26. Size of Buffer Zone 2.3.4,7, 11 b.d
37, Potntial for Cemulaive Efiects 4.7 ¢ d

WADEGUATE CAFACITY
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BEGUILATD Ry FLEX)BILITY ANALYSIS




Organfzation Name:

(1) 06k enmua inbomaki 4o ke, vessoned, chorce. |

. b / wpes
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-X, Candidate Site1 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

8

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations

of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT |
g SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF 2 " FACTORS FACTORS
S, |2 Eleven | 5 General
252 COMMENTS Specific | Criteria®
E > g , Factors
CONSIDERATION" 3 (40CFR
g g E (40CFR 228.5)
_ 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features K 1,6,8,11 ]

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility 3,49 b, c.d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility - 3.4.17.9 o, bocd

4. Infiuence of Past Dieposal ) WMM 5.7.9.10 a.b.d

S. Living Resources of Limited Disuibution X 9?\31‘ &’W’s\ ? 2,3,6,8,11 a b, d

6. Commcercial Fisherics K 2,8 2. b

7. Recreational Fisheties X . 2,8 a.b

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas ( ‘T 2.8 u, b

9. Nurscry Arcas (\\ 2.8 ab

10. Reeding Arcas (D' 2,8 ab

11. Migration Routes (.0 2.8 a.b

12. Critica) Habitat of Threaiened or " 2.3 ab

Bndangered Species ( ‘\

13. Spatist Distribution of Benthos (JS 2,810 ab

14. Marine Manunals ) 2,8 a,b

15. Mincral Deposits (0 3 ab.c

16. Navigation Haward N ; 1.8 a,b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables. pipelincs cic.) (V) 8 ab.d

18. Degraded Arcas 3 4,6,7 3,b.d

19. Water Coluimn Chem./Phys. Chacacteristics 1,6,9 u.b.d

20. Recseational Uscs 2.8, 11 a.b.cd

21. CulturalfHistoric Sites X i1 b

22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation 1.3,6.7 abd

23. Dircction of Transport/Potential 1.3.6.7 ab.g

Tor Sctilement lm

24. Monitoriag I 5 c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site 1.4.2 d

76. Size of Dutter Zons S CEXEAL b.d

27. Poteatial for Cumulative Effects v (" ) 4,7 ¢.d




Organization Name:___wmr_ﬁj

Date:
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Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Conslderations
of the Marine Protection Rescarch and Sanctuarics Act

REVELANT | REVELANT |
s SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF E u FACTORS FACTORS
§ 5 4 Eleven 6 General
CIME COMMENTS Specitic Criteria
é 5 3] Factors
CONSIDERATION" 8l& (40CFR
E g g (40CFR 228.5)
228.8)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Holtom Reatures \A 1.6.8. 11 a

2. Physical Scdiment Compatibility X 3,4,9 b.c.d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility X 3,479 a.b.cd

4. Influence of Past Disposal 7\ 5.7.9.10 a,b,d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution X 2,3.6.8 1} a,b,d

6. Coinnercial Fisheries \A 2.8 ab

7. Recreationsl Figheries * 2,8 ad

8 Breeding/Spawning Areas Cﬂ 2.8 ab

9. Nursery Areas (‘) 2.8 1a,b .

10. Reeding Arcas (ﬂ 2,8 2. b

11. Migration Routes (l\ 2.8 ab

12. CriticaJ Habital of Threatencd or 2.8 ab

Endangered Specics

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos X \A 2,8.10 ab

14. Marine Mammals (\\ 2.8 a.b

15. Mineral Deposits L‘\ 1.8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazard - 1.8 nb.d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelincs ctc.) (“\ 8 2, b,d

18. Degraded Arcas 4,6,7 a.b.d

19. Water Column Chem fPhys. Characteristics L 4,6,9 abd

20. Recreational Uses 2.8.11 a,b.c,d

23. Colwral/Historic Sites ﬁ N b

22, Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation K 1.3.6,7 3.b,d

23. Dircction of TransporvPotential 1,3.6,7 a.b.d

for Seitiement NK

24. Moniloring 5 c

25. Shapc/size of Candidate Site * .1.4,7 d

26. Size of Buffcr Zone K 2,3,417.11 b.d

2. Poteatlal for Cuvlative Effccts x 4.7 cd




<

Organization Name:
Date:

vf‘qb’“ Candidate Site Q

Moﬂﬁ

. 3{9"‘

. m V\;\\.*C\) Wwooe”

of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuarles Act

Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations

“REVELANT | REVELANT |
B SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF :'2' Y FACTORS FACTORS
§ 2 Eleven 5 Genoral
a |5 g 2 COMMENTS Specific | Criterla”
o Factors
CONSIDERATION" ?E all (40CER
o El (40CFR 228.5)

o) | m _2__28.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features Y\ 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physical Scdiment Compatibility 3,49 b.c.d

3. Chemica! Sediment Compatbility 3.4,7.9 abcd

4. Influence of Past Disposal 5.7.9.10 g, b d

5. Living Resourccs of Limited Distribution \A 2,3,6,8,11 ab.d

6. Commercial Fisheries Y\ 2,8 ab

7. Receeational Fisherics o4 2,8 ab

8.Breeding/Spawning Areas (0 2,8 ab

9. Nursety Areas (D 2,8 ab

10. Fecding Arces WK)\ 2,8 ab

11. Migration Routes 8 2.8 s b

12. Critical Habitat of Threatencd or 2,8 a.b

Bodsngered Species ()

13. Spatin) Distribution of Benthos V\ 2,8.10 ab

14. Matine Munmals h\ 2,8 ab

15. Mineral Deposits (_l\ 1.8 a.b.¢

16. Navigation Hazard 1.8 a b, d

17. Other uscs of Occan (cablcs, pipelines etc.) (\\ 8 a.b.d

18. Degraded Aseas 4.6.7 a.b.d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Charscieristics 4.6,9 a.b.d

20. Recreational Uscs 2,811 a.b.cd

21, Cultural/Historic Sites ‘( 1n b

22. Physical Oﬁmhy;\‘ilvulﬁmluion K 1,3,6.7 abd

23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1.3.6.7 abd

for Scttlement \k

24. Monitoring K s c

25. Shape/size of Candidate Site -1,4,7 d

26. Size of Bulfer Zone A 234,71} b.d

27. Potential for Cumulative Bffecis 4.7 cd




Organization Name: w wa::( WooE”

Date:

(1) Same

G

Q\V Candidate Site 8 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

@\w

for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
‘of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELA
5 SPECIFIC SPECIF
S 5 a Eleven 5 Gene:
2| e Factors
CONSIDERATIONY E Q| & (40CF
5|9 ﬁ (40CFR 228.5
228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Uniguc Bottom Featurcs * 1,6,8, 11 a
2. Physical Scdiment Compatibility 3,49 b.c.d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility 3.4,7,9 8, b, cd
4. Influence of Past Disposal $.7.9.10 ab,d
5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution X 2,3,6,8,11 ab,d
6. Comunercial Pisheries 7\ 2,8 a.b
7. Recreational Pisherdes X 2,8 ab
8.Breoding/Spawning Arcas 0 2,8 a,b
9. Nursery Arcas ( ﬂ 2.8 a0
50. Reeding Arcas J_@ 2.8 ab
31. Migration Routes {J} 2.8 ab
12. Critical Habitod of Threatened or N 2,8 ab
Brdangered Specics {
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos x 2.8, 10 ab
}4. Marinc Mammals (\\ 2.8 ab
15. Mimerul Deposits N 1.8 a.bc
16. Navigation Hazard \L 1,8 ab,d
17. Other uses of Occan (cabics. pipelines cic.) (‘\3 8 a.b.d
18, Degraded Areas . 4,.6,7 ab.d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics i 4,6,9 a,b,d
20. Recreational Uses 2.8.11 ab.cd
21. CuluraVHistoric Sites 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation 1,3,6.7 a.b.d
23. Direction of Transport/Potential 1,3,6,7 a.bd
for Sciticment \I\
24. Monitoring x ] c
25. Shape/size of Candidate Sitc N Téo i Mﬁ&\ 1.4.7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone M 2.3.47.11 b, d
27. Potential for Cumulative Bffccls M 4.7 c.d



Organization Name: {ZMA'\ \/W\W\t WO
Date:
724
ef ! (n Saeme
", M!.' 0S

Ca

didate Site 7 ) Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

or Evaluatifig Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
‘of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuarics Act
REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF 5l . FACTORS | FACTORS
§ 5 4 Eleven 5 General
232 COMMENTS Specific Criterla?
. § o Factors
CONSIDERATIONY én alh (40CFR
ol & (40CFR 228.5)
e 228.6)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Bottom Features X 1,6, 8,11 @

2. Physical Sediment Compatibility ~ 3.4,9 b,c.d

3. Chemica! Sediment Compatibility )( 3,4,7.9 ab.c,d

4. Influcncc of Past Disposa) K 5.1.9,10 a.b.d

5. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 2.3,6,8.11 a.b.d

6. Conunerclal Fisheries X 2,8 ab

7. Receeational Fisherics X 2.8 ab

8. Breeding/Spawning Areas (l) 2,8 ab

9. Narsery Arcas (‘\ 2,8 ab

10. Feeding Arcas ( ‘) 2,8 b

11. Migradon Routes ‘) 2.8 ob

12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 ab

Endangered $pecica

13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos 2.8.10 nb

14. Marine Mammals (‘\ 2.8 ab

15. Mincral Deposits (Q F’!' !! S l S m N — 1,8 abc

16. Navigation Hazard )SL 7 Tis ab.d

17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelings etc.) (\\ 8 u.b,d

18. Degraded Areos ¥ 46,7 a.b.d

19, Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics K 4,6,9 a.b.d

20. Reercational Uses ’( 2,811 a.b,cd

21. Cultural/Histoelc Sites X 11 b

22. Physical Occanography: Waves/Circulation 1,3,6,7 ab.d

22. Ditection of TransporvPotestin 1,3.6,7 ab.d

(or Sculement

24. Monitoring _ X 5 ¢

2S. Shape/size of Candidote Site X 1,4,7 d

26. Sizc of Buffer Zone 23,47, 1) b.d

27, Potential for Caraulative Effects 47 c.d




Organiiadon Name:
Date:

(n gﬂm@

v

(Ude imiws WODE

B e

Candidate Site 6 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
‘of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT |
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF E u FACTORS FACTORS
§ 5 gl Eleven 5 General
IR COMMENTS Specific Criteria”
3 E 5 Factors
CONSIDERATION" Eg B (40CFR

olg EI (40CFR 228.5)
o _2286)

1. Unusual Topography/Unique Botlom Featurcs 1,6,8,11 a

2. Physicsl Sediment Compatibility & 3.4,9 b.c.d

3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility X 3.4.7.9 ab.cd

4. influcnce of Past Disposal Y\ 5.7.9.10 s b.d

5. )iving Resources of Limiled Distribution 2.3.6,8, 11 ab.d

6. Comnercial Fisheries X 2,8 a.b

7. Recreational Fisherics x 2.8 ab

8.Brecding/Spawning Arcas (n 2,8 ab

9. Nursery Areas ("") 2,8 8, b

10. Focding Ascas ) 2,8 b

11. Migration Routes U') 2,8 ab

12. Critica!l Habitat of Threatened or 2.8 &b

Endangered Species '8

13. Spatial Distribution of Beathoz X 2.8.10 ab

14. Marine Mammals (‘Q 2,8 ab

15. Mincral Deposits N (d @ !! % M . - 1,8 a,b,c

16. Navigation Hazacd d 1.8 a.b,d

17. Other uses of Ocean {cables. pipelincs ctc.) "g‘#' L‘\ 8 a.b,d

18. Degraded Arcas X 4,6.7 ab.d

19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics K 4.6,9 a.b.d

20. Recreational Uses 7( 2.8.11 s.b.c.d

21. Cultucalistoric Sites X 1 b

22. Physical Occanography: Waves/Circulation x 1,3,6.7 a,b.d

23. Direction of TransporUPotential 1,3,6.7 a.bd

for Sciticment X

24. Monitoring x 15 ¢

25. Shapc/aizs of Candidate Site X 1.4.7 d

26. Size of Buficr Zone X ) 2.3,471.11 b, d

27. Potential for Cumulative Effects ’&L 4.7 c.d
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Date:
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we
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N Candidate Site § Occan Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

REVELANT | REVELANT
8 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF Er " FACTORS FACTORS
§ 5 a . Eleven 6 Generzl
e 4 COMMENTS Specific Criteria
3 (] Factors
CONSIDERATION" E@g (40CFR
| 5| ol & (;g::;a 228.5)
1. Unusval Topography/Unigue Bottom Featurcs K 1,6.8, 11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility IX 3,49 b, c.d
3, Chemical Sediment Compaubility X 3.4.7,9 ab,cd
4. Influence of Past Disposal X 57,910 ab.d
S. Living Resources of Limited Distribution m 2,3.6,8.11 abd
6. Commorcial Fisherics X 2.8 ab
7. Recreational Fisheries x 2.8 8, b
;.Bmedinngpawning Arcas (n 2.8 ab
9. Nursery Areas () 2.3 ab
10. Feeding Areas () 2.8 ab
11. Migration Routcs ‘) 2,8 ab
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2,8 ab
Badangered Species 1\
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos X 2.8.10 ab
14, Marine Mammals (\) 2.8 a.b
15. Mineral Deposils (.i\ 1.8 abc
16. Navigation Hazard Y i 1.8 abd
17. Other vses of Ocean (cablcs, pipclines cic.) (n 8 ab.d
18. Degraded Arcas 7 4,6, a.b,d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics X 4,6.9 ab.d
20. Reercational Uscs K 2,8, 10 ab.cd
21. Cultural/Historic Sites \A 1 b
22. Physical Occanography: Wavcs/Circulation x 1,3.6,7 ab.d
23, Durection of TransportPotentiol 1.3.6,7 ab,d
for Seitlement X
24. Monitoring ‘A S c
25. Shapessize of Candidate Site M 1.4.7 d
26. Sizc of Buffer Zone x 2,3,4,7, 1) b, d
27. Poteatial for Cumulative Bffccts ('\\ 4.7 c.d
7




Organization Name: V MYWe WS
Date: Q

() Same
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\ Candidate Site 4 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

Q(? for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act
REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF E u FACTORS FACTORS
§ E a Eleven § General
g 2 COMMENTS Specific | Criteria®
3 g Factors
CONSIDERATION" Es & (40CFR
ol& (40CFR 228.5)
L Ar4n] 2_2_8.6)
1. Unususl Topography/Unique Botiom Featares 1,6,8,11 a
2. Physical Sediment Compatibility N 3,4,9 b.c.6
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility x 34,79 a,b.cd
4, Inflvence of Past Disposal & 5.7.9.10 o.b.d
S. Living Resources of Limited Distribution K 2,3,6,8. 11 abd
6. Commercial Fishenies X 2.8 2,b
7. Recreational Fisheties X 2,8 ab
8.Breeding/Spawning Arcas 28 ab
9. Nursery Arcas \A 2,8 8,b
10. Feeding Areas "4 2.8 ab
11. Migration Routcs K 2,8 ab
12. Critical Hobitat of Threatened or 2.8 a b
Bndangered Species X
13. Spatiat Distribution of Benthios * 2.8.10 a.b
14. Marinc Mammals ( ‘) 2.8 ab
15. Mincrml Deposits (_‘3 1,8 ab.c
16. Navigation Hazard x 1,8 ab.d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelincs etc.) -& 8 a, b d
18. Degraded Areas Y 4.6.7 a.b.d
19. Watcr Cojumn Chem./Phys. Characteristics _L?\ 4,6.9 a b, d
20. Recreational Uses \K 2.8 ab.cd
2]. Culieral/Historic Sitcs K i b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation \A 1.3.6.7 a.b.d
23. Dircction of Transporv/Folential 13.6.7 a,b,d
for Seuticment \L
24. Monitoring x -] ¢
25. Shape/size of Candidate Site x 3“‘ E‘M bg \' &V")Ql_‘\a 1.4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone 2.3.47. 11 b.d
27. Porenial for Cumulative Bffects 4,7 c.d




Organization Name:
Datc: Q>
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WQ‘\P Candidate Site 3 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix
% for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
‘of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act

“REVELANT | REVELANT
SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF é . FACTORS FACTORS
3 k g, Eleven § General
214132 COMMENTS Specific Criteria”
Lo Factors
CONSIDERATION" Egg (40CFR
2 g g (40CFR 228.5)
228.6)
1. Unusual Topography/Unigue Bottom Featurcs ' ’ 1,6,8,1] P
2. Physical Scdimont Compatibility : 3,49 b,c.d
3. Chemical Sediment Compatibility X 3.4.7.9 a.b,c.d
4. Influence of Past Disposal KL ’ 5.7.9.10 n.b.d
. Living Resources of Limited Distribution 2,3.6.8.11 a,b.d
6. Commercial Fisheries 2,8 ab
7. Recreatjonal Figherics % 2.8 a.b
8.Breeding/Spawning Arcas ( ‘) 2,8 ab
9. Nursery Areas “3 2.8 ab
10. Feeding Arcas ‘) : 2,8 4, b
11. Migration Routes p 2,8 ab
12. Critical Habital of Throatened or 2.8 ab
Badangered Species K
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos X 2,810 ab
14. Marine Mamrmals () 2.8 ab
15. Minesal Deposits (.0 1,8 a.b.c
16. Navigation Hazard 1.8 ab.d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cobles. pipelines etc.) Q\ 8 a8, b,d
18. Dograded Arcas D) 2.6.1 ab.d
19. Water Column Chem./Phys. Characteristics K 4,69 ab.d
20. Recreational Uses K 2,81 a,b.c.d
21. Colwral/Ristoric Sitcs X 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: WavesfCirculation W 1,3.6,7 a.b.d
23. Direction of Transport/Potentinl 1,3,6,7 a,b.d
for Scticment Y
24. Monitoring 7\ § <
2S. Shope/size of Candidate Site A_m 1,4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zone (‘) 2.3.4.7.11 b.d
27. Potential for Cumulative Bffccts 4.7 c.d
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}é Candidate Site 2 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site Conflict Matrix

\d for Evaluating Potential for Conflict with Required Considerations
S of the Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act
] REVELANT | REVELANT
5 SPECIFIC SPECIFIC
AREA OF E ol FACTORS FACTORS
§ a Eleven 6 General
3 fé‘ 3 COMMENTS specific | Criteria®
E Z E Factors
CONSIDERATIONY & 8l (40CFR
§ o ﬁ (40CFR 228.5)
228.6)
1. Uausua) Topography/Unique Bottom Features X 1,6.8. 1 a
2. Physical Sedliment Compatibility x 3.4,9 b.c.d
3. Chemical Scdnmn-!_ Competibility X 3,419 ab.cd
4. Influence of Past Disposal x 5.7.9.10 abd
S. Living Rcsou_wioflimiwd Distribution x Unh Lecause ‘..Q- \'\‘;il’\ 2.3.6.8.11 ab.d
6. Commercial Fisheries e&v’w &vuwdco 2.8 ab
7. Recreational Fisheries x 2,8 ab
8.Breeding/Spawning Areos ( m 2,8 a,b
9. Nursery Arcas 4 ‘\ 2.8 ab
10. Feeding Areas (n 2,8 ab
11. Migration Roulcs ("}’ 2.8 ab
12. Critical Habitat of Threatened or 2.8 2,b
Endangered Species *
13. Spatial Distribution of Benthos 2.8.10 ad
14. Marine Matunals (ﬂ _ 2,8 8 b
1S. Minerel Deposits (n 1,8 a b,c
16. Navigation Hazard X 1.8 ab.d
17. Other uses of Ocean (cables, pipelincs cic.) l\ 8 8, b.d
18. Dograded Arcas ] 4.6.7 2.b.d
19. Water Colutan Cheim./Phys. Chnaracteristics ) 4,6,9 a,b.d
20. Recrcational Uscs x 2,811 ab.c.d
21. Cultural/Histonic Sitex X 11 b
22. Physical Oceanography: Waves/Circulation x 1.3.6.7 a.b.d
23. Direction of TransporvPotential 1.3.6.7 a,b,d
for Scitiement
24. Monilosing 5 c
25. Shapelsize of Candidate Site 1.4,7 d
26. Size of Buffer Zonc 2.3.47.11 h.d
27. Potential for Cumulative Effects x IQ 4,7 . d




