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COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT AMENDMENT APPLICATION 
Application number .......3-05-065-A3, Santa Cruz Port District Demonstration Project 

Applicant.........................Santa Cruz Port District  

Project location ..............Santa Cruz Small Craft Harbor and Harbor Beach/Twin Lakes State Beach, 
City of Santa Cruz (Santa Cruz County) 

Project description .........Amend five-year dredging permit to allow demonstration dredge and disposal 
project for up to 12,000 cubic yards of fine-grained (average of 30% sand) 
sediment into the nearshore environment offshore Harbor Beach/Twin Lakes 
State Beach in October 2009 only. 

File documents................Coastal Development Permit (CDP) and CDP Amendment files 3-05-065, 3-
05-065-A2; 3-05-026, 3-00-034, 3-00-034-A2; U.S. Geological Survey Study 
of the Fate of Mixed Grain Sediment Dredged from the Santa Cruz Harbor, 
dated September 10, 2009; Sampling and Analyses Plan 2009-2010 Dredging 
Season by Red Hills Environmental, Inc., dated July 13, 2009. 

Staff Recommendation ..Approval with Conditions 

A. Staff Recommendation 

1. Summary of Staff Recommendation 
The Santa Cruz Port District (Port District) proposes to amend coastal development permit (CDP) 3-05-
065 to allow for the one-time dredging of up to 12,000 cubic yards of fine-grained sediment (averaging 
30% sand content, with the remainder consisting of silt and clay) from the inner harbor with disposal 
through a pipeline into the nearshore environment on weekdays between 4:00 p.m. and 11:00 p.m. in 
October 2009 only. The Port District is proposing this as a demonstration project as a means to 
determine if clean, fine-grained harbor sediments can be disposed into the nearshore area in a manner 
beneficial to downcoast beaches and without harm to coastal resources. The Port District proposes an 
extensive monitoring program to evaluate the impacts of the demonstration project on the beach and 
nearshore environment. The experiment is being timed this year so that the results of demonstration 
monitoring can be used to help inform the Port District’s upcoming application applicable to long-term 
dredging next year (i.e., CDP 3-05-065’s five-year term expires in 2010). 
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The Port District has undertaken three similar demonstration projects in the past as a means to explore 
appropriate dredging and beach nourishment opportunities, including to ensure that beach-generating 
materials are not blocked from making their way into the local sand supply system. These previous 
projects involved smaller amounts of fine-grained sediment than currently is proposed, and were done in 
2001, 2003, and 2005. To evaluate the environmental effects of placing clean, fine-grain dredge material 
into the nearshore littoral zone, extensive monitoring programs were conducted before, during, and after 
each of the prior demonstration projects to ascertain if any finer-grain dredge sediment could be 
detected on the beaches or the nearshore benthic environment. The results of the data collected during 
the monitoring programs concluded that the demonstration projects did not significantly change, alter, or 
impact the beaches or nearshore marine benthic habitats in the study areas. The current proposal is 
intended to build upon these previous efforts in a way that will allow data gathered to be combined with 
previous data to help inform dredging and beach nourishment decisions generally, as well as specifically 
in terms of the Port District’s upcoming CDP application to reauthorize its long-term dredge 
management plan. 

Staff believes that the proposed project will provide valuable data for future decisions and that the 
project can be designed to avoid coastal resource impacts. Critical to avoiding such impacts is ensuring 
that the sediment in question is clean and suitable for unconfined aquatic disposal, that sediment is not 
disposed of during higher public recreational use times, and that other agencies must also approve the 
project before it can commence. With conditions to require Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary 
and other-agency review and approvals, as well as timing and sediment amount limitations, staff 
believes that the proposed one-time demonstration project is consistent with the Coastal Act’s marine 
resource and public access policies. With these conditions, staff recommends that the Commission 
approve a CDP amendment for the proposed demonstration project. The motion and resolution to 
approve the CDP amendment are found directly below.  

2. Staff Recommendation on Coastal Development Permit 
Amendment 
Staff recommends that the Commission, after public hearing, approve the proposed permit amendment 
subject to the standard and special conditions below. 

Motion: I move that the Commission approve coastal development permit amendment number 
3-05-065-A3 pursuant to the staff recommendation.  

Staff Recommendation of Approval: Staff recommends a YES vote. Passage of this motion 
will result in approval of the permit amendment as conditioned and adoption of the following 
resolution and findings. The motion passes only by affirmative vote of a majority of the 
Commissioners present. 

Resolution to Approve the Permit Amendment: The Commission hereby approves a coastal 
development permit amendment for the proposed development and adopts the findings set forth 
below on grounds that the development as conditioned will be in conformity with the policies of 
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Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act. Approval of the permit amendment complies with the California 
Environmental Quality Act because either 1) feasible mitigation measures and/or alternatives 
have been incorporated to substantially lessen any significant adverse effects of the development 
on the environment, or 2) there are no further feasible mitigation measures or alternatives that 
would substantially lessen any significant adverse impacts of the development on the 
environment. 
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B. Findings and Declarations 
The Commission finds and declares as follows: 

1. Project Location and Background 
The Santa Cruz Small Craft Harbor (Harbor) is located in the City of Santa Cruz, at the northern tip of 
Monterey Bay, between Harbor Beach/Twin Lakes State Beach and its Seabright State Beach unit, and 
approximately 3,000 feet east (downcoast) of the San Lorenzo River mouth. The Harbor is a commercial 
fishing/small craft harbor with berthing facilities for approximately 920 boats. The Harbor includes the 
entrance channel, which extends from the end of the jetties to the fuel dock, and the inner harbor, which 
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consists of all portions of the harbor located north (inland) of the fuel dock. 

The Harbor fronts the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary (Sanctuary), which extends south from 
Marin County to Cambria Rock in San Luis Obispo County, and generally extends from the mean high 
tide seaward typically about 35 miles offshore. The Sanctuary is the nation’s second largest marine 
sanctuary, protecting marine resources that include the nation’s most expansive kelp forests, one of 
North America’s largest underwater canyons, and the closest deep ocean environment to the continental 
United States.  

Overall, the Harbor facilitates ocean-related functions such as boat-launching, berthing for commercial 
vessels and recreational boats, commercial fishing service and support, boat repair areas, marine-related 
retail/commercial businesses, restaurants, sailing programs, a yacht club and boat sales. The majority of 
boat use at the Harbor is for recreational, as opposed to commercial fishing, purposes. 

The Harbor’s entrance channel (located between its two jetties) receives sediment primarily from littoral 
drift at the harbor mouth and through the permeable jetties themselves. Shoaling of the harbor mouth 
entrance is common, and it has historically been corrected by regular maintenance dredging, with 
sediments added to the adjacent beach for nourishment. Entrance channel sediment has historically 
consisted almost entirely of sand. The inner harbor is situated at the lower reaches of the Arana Gulch 
watershed. Arana Creek flows through a culvert at the northern end of the Harbor into the upper harbor 
area waters. Sediments originating in the Arana Gulch watershed and making their way into the inner 
harbor have proved to be the most problematic for the Harbor in recent times, at times rendering the 
inner harbor area impassable to boats. The sediments from Arana Gulch consist predominantly of silts 
and clays with some sandy sediment mixed in. 

Please see Exhibit A for a project location map and Exhibit B for a photograph of the project site. 

2. Previous Demonstration Projects 
In February 2001, the Commission approved an amendment (CDP 3-00-034-A1) to the Port District’s 
previous five-year dredging and disposal permit. CDP 3-00-034-A1 allowed for the one-time dredging 
of 3,000 cubic yards of sediment from the inner harbor, with disposal by means of the offshore pipeline 
during February and/or March 2001. This sediment averaged 42% sand and 58% silt/clay and, after 
chemical and biological testing, was determined by the Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) and U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to be suitable for unconfined aquatic disposal. The Port 
District had requested the amendment because it contended that the ACOE’s and EPA’s 80% sand 
determination1 was too restrictive and precluded the beneficial use of otherwise clean sediments, of 
                                                 
1  CDP 3-00-034 required that all sediments deposited on the beach and into the nearshore environment consist of at least 80% sand, 

consistent with ACOE and EPA guidelines regarding dredging and beach replenishment. According to letters from the EPA dated April 
26, 2000 and December 15, 2000, the 80% sand standard is a “rule of thumb” guideline to be applied in situations where more detailed 
information is lacking. However, “it is not the only appropriate ratio.” Regarding the 2001 demonstration project, the April 26, 2000 
EPA letter states that the “EPA is pleased that the Harbor’s evaluation efforts will provide information that could be used as a basis for 
documenting that a higher percent of fine grain materials may be discharged for beach nourishment in a manner consistent with the 
Guidelines.” The December 15, 2000 EPA letter states that there is flexibility within the Clean Water Act Guidelines that allows for 
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which a high percentage is made up of sandy material. The Santa Cruz Port District had proposed the 
amendment as a “demonstration” project to determine if clean, fine-grain harbor sediments could be 
disposed of into the nearshore area in a manner beneficial to downcoast beaches and without harm to 
coastal resources. 
 
The 2001 demonstration project included a monitoring component to determine the effects of the 
disposal of fine-grain dredge material into the nearshore environment. The 2001 monitoring program 
was designed and implemented by scientists from Moss Landing Marine Laboratories to determine if 
sedimentary changes occurred on the beaches and nearshore benthic habitats in the vicinity of the Santa 
Cruz Harbor due to the placement of finer-grained dredged material into the nearshore environment. In 
addition to a scientific literature review, a variety of data were collected from February 18, 2001 to 
April 14, 2001 to monitor the experimental dredging event and the natural processes occurring in the 
study area. Stream flow data were used to calculate sediment discharge estimates. Oceanographic swell 
information was downloaded to monitor wave conditions and to calculate littoral drift estimates. Over 
300 sediment samples were collected and grain size analyses performed. Over 300 water samples were 
also collected to observe changes in turbidity over time. Two separate geophysical surveys were 
executed to describe and quantify benthic habitats and sedimentary changes that may have occurred 
during the monitoring period. The scientists concluded, after complete integration and analyses of all the 
data types collected during the monitoring period, that the fine-grain material released into the nearshore 
environment did not significantly change, alter, or impact the beaches or nearshore marine benthic 
habitats in the study area. 
 
In August 2003 the Commission approved a second amendment (CDP 3-00-034-A2) to the base 
dredging permit. CDP 3-00-034-A2 allowed for the yearly nearshore disposal of up to 3,000 cubic yards 
of inner harbor sediment, consisting of between 50% and 80% sand, for the remaining two years of CDP 
3-00-034. Requirements for lab testing of the fine-grain dredge material, according to all criteria 
prescribed by ACOE and EPA regulations, remained in place. As with the original demonstration 
project, only “clean” dredge material, i.e., material deemed suitable for unconfined aquatic disposal by 
the ACOE and the EPA, could be disposed of into the nearshore environment.  

The Commission conditioned its approval of CDP 3-00-034-A2 to require the submission of a 
monitoring program to again determine if sedimentary changes occurred along the beaches and 
nearshore benthic habitats in the vicinity of the Santa Cruz Harbor due to retention of fine-grain 
material. In February and April 2005, 7,050 cubic yards of material was dredged from the inner harbor 
and disposed of into the nearshore environment. Of this amount, 4,300 cubic yards consisted of an 
average of 85% sand and 15% silt/clay, disposal of which was allowed under the base permit. A total of 
2,750 cubic yards of this inner harbor material consisted of an average of 71% sand and 29% silt/clay 

                                                                                                                                                                         
discharge of finer material for beach nourishment purposes, provided that site-specific information is available to determine any beach 
nourishment benefits or significant adverse impacts. The EPA felt that the proposed 2001 demonstration project could provide the kind 
of site-specific information necessary for further evaluation. Therefore, the EPA did not object to the proposed demonstration project, 
provided that the provisions of the monitoring program were enforced and that the results of the monitoring program were made 
available to the ACOE, the EPA, and other relevant agencies. 
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and was subject to the monitoring program required under CDP 3-00-034-A2. Results of the monitoring 
program (which was undertaken from February 10th to April 22nd) demonstrated that the discharge of 
fine-grain material did not cause any detectable changes in mean grain-size or silt and clay percentages 
beyond the range of normal winter background conditions. 

In September 2005, the Commission approved CDP 3-05-026, a component of which allowed for the 
dredging of up to 10,000 cubic yards of fine-grain sediment from the inner harbor, with disposal through 
the offshore pipeline into the nearshore environment during October 2005 only. This approval also 
included additional monitoring designed to continue to evaluate the impacts to the beach or local benthic 
environment due to fine-grain sediment disposal into the nearshore environment. Dredging of the inner 
harbor took place in the evening hours between October 12 and October 31, 2005. An estimated 6,596 
cubic yards of sediment composed of approximately 31% sand and 69% silt and clay was disposed of 
into the nearshore environment approximately 50 yards offshore of Twin Lakes State Beach. The 
monitoring program included beach and offshore sediment sampling, water quality measurements, beach 
monitoring observations, SCUBA diver observations, evaluation of nearshore waves and currents, multi-
beam bathymetry surveys (including GIS-based benthic habitat maps), and numerical modeling. The 
monitoring study results again determined that there was no significant change in sediment sample mean 
grain-size or silt and clay percentage beyond the range of normal background conditions. The report 
further concluded that “strong evidence collected in three monitoring programs over the past 4.5 years 
indicates that the Santa Cruz Bight is a high-energy coastline that does not support the deposition of silt 
and clay sized particles… The results indicate that local wave and current energy are more than capable 
of efficiently transporting not only silt and clay sediment away from the SCH [Santa Cruz Harbor], but 
sand-sized material as well. This implies that the Santa Cruz Bight could accommodate a larger volume 
of inner SCH dredge sediment than is currently permitted.”2

3. Base Permit Description and Project Amendment Description 
The Santa Cruz Port District is proposing an amendment to CDP 3-05-065 as amended (through 3-05-
065-A2).3 The base CDP as amended covers a five-year period from October 2005 until October 2010 
and allows for: 1) the annual dredging of a maximum of 350,000 cubic yards of entrance channel 
sediment, consisting of greater than 80% sand, with disposal of the sediment onto the beach or into the 
nearshore environment; 2) the annual dredging and disposal of an unlimited amount of inner harbor 
sediment consisting of at least 80% sand with disposal into the nearshore environment; 3) the annual 
dredging of a maximum of 3,000 cubic yards of inner harbor sediment consisting of between 50% and 
79% sand with disposal into the nearshore environment, and; 4) the annual dredging of a maximum of 
35,000 cubic yards of inner harbor sediment, which could consist of sediment averaging less than 50% 
sand, with disposal at an upland site or at a federally approved offshore disposal site. 

The proposed amendment would further amend CDP 3-05-065 to allow a one-time demonstration 
                                                 
2  Sea Engineering, Inc. Fall 2005 Inner Santa Cruz Harbor Dredge Disposal Monitoring Program, May 12, 2006. 
3  The amendments proposed under CDP 3-05-065-A1 were consolidated with a subsequent amendment requested by the Port District and 

were approved by the Commission under CDP 3-05-065-A2. 

California Coastal Commission 



CDP Amendment Application 3-05-065-A3 
Santa Cruz Port District Demonstration Project  

Page 7 

disposal project to allow for the dredging of up to 12,000 cubic yards of fine-grained sediment 
(averaging 30% sand, with the remainder consisting of silt and clays) from the area of the inner harbor 
located north of the Murray Street Bridge (see Exhibit B) with disposal of the sediment through the Port 
District’s existing pipeline into the nearshore environment offshore of Harbor Beach and Twin Lakes 
State Beach. The proposed dredging and disposal would take place during weekdays between the hours 
of 4:00 p.m. and 11:00 p.m. in October 2009 only. The Port District would limit the disposal of fine-
grained sediment (less than 80% sand content, with the remainder consisting of silts and clays) to a 
maximum of 550 cubic yards per day. The Port District proposes an extensive monitoring program to 
evaluate the impacts to the beach and local benthic environment due to fine-grain sediment disposal into 
the nearshore environment. 
 
Please see Exhibit A for a location map and Exhibit B for a photograph of the Santa Cruz Harbor area. 
Please see Exhibit C for a copy of the proposed monitoring program. 

4. Standard of Review 
The proposed project is located within the Coastal Commission’s retained coastal permitting 
jurisdiction. Thus, the standard of review for the proposed coastal development permit amendment is the 
Coastal Act. See Exhibit D for applicable Coastal Act policies. 

5. Coastal Development Permit Determination 
The project raises issues with respect to marine resources and offshore habitats, and also with respect to 
public recreational access along the shoreline and in the nearshore area, as follows: 

Beach Replenishment: Coastal Act Section 30233(b) requires that dredge material suitable for beach 
replenishment be transported for such purposes to appropriate beaches. The sediments proposed for 
dredging average 30% sand, with the remainder consisting of silt and clay. Only material deemed clean 
and appropriate for unconfined aquatic disposal would be dredged and disposed of into the nearshore 
environment. In the past, the ACOE and the EPA have typically required that beach nourishment 
material be composed of at least 80% sand. The Port District contends that the 80% sand guideline is too 
restrictive. According to the Port District, the benefits of this project include 3,600 cubic yards of sandy 
material becoming available for beach replenishment, with transport of 8,400 cubic yards of silt and clay 
to the mid-shelf mud belt. Results of monitoring programs for the previous demonstration projects have 
indicated that the natural oceanographic conditions in the area remove finer sediments to the offshore 
mud belt and deposit sandy sediments on local beaches. The EPA indicates that Clean Water Act 
guidelines are flexible and can allow for discharge of finer material for beach nourishment purposes, 
provided that site-specific information is available to determine any beach nourishment benefits or 
significant adverse impacts. The project proposal includes a monitoring program that will determine the 
residence time of fine-grained material in the inner shelf (<30 m depth) and its movement off of the 
inner shelf to the mid-shelf (30-70 m depth) mud belt. Additional monitoring includes turbidity 
(suspended sediment) measurements and mapping, as well as quantitative and qualitative beach surveys 
to determine if the dredge disposal operations are resulting in significant deposition of fine-grained 
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material along the shoreline. Special Condition 4 requires submission of the results of the monitoring 
program to be submitted to the Executive Director. Thus, as conditioned, the proposed demonstration 
project is consistent with the dredging and beach replenishment priorities of Coastal Act Section 30233 
because it ensures that dredge material suitable for beach replenishment will be placed into the 
nearshore environment where it will be available for transport to local beaches, and the information 
gathered will allow for better decision making on dredging as it relates specifically to the Santa Cruz 
Harbor, and generally as it relates to potential application of finer-grained materials elsewhere. 
 
Water Quality: The proposed dredging and disposal project is expected to have short-term adverse 
impacts on water quality, including a temporary increase in turbidity and a decrease in dissolved oxygen 
levels. However, these impacts should be minor in magnitude and scope given that the amount of fine-
grain sediment per disposal episode will be limited to no more than 550 cubic yards per day deposited 
into the nearshore environment in October when relatively more swell action and increased turbidity are 
expected (see Special Condition 1). Pre-dredge water conditions should recur shortly after each 
dredging and disposal episode. The project is conditioned to require ACOE, EPA, and Central Coast 
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) review of the biological and chemical test results of 
the dredge material and approval by these agencies that the material is “clean” and thus suitable for 
unconfined aquatic disposal. As conditioned, the proposed project is consistent with Coastal Act 
Sections 30230 and 30231 regarding the maintenance of marine water quality. 
 
Biological Resources 
Sediment deposition can, in some cases, smother invertebrates and prevent algal spore settlement, and 
cause disturbance, transport, and, in some cases, destruction of benthic organisms. In this case, however, 
past monitoring data and oceanographic information regarding currents in the proposed disposal area 
indicate that fine-grained sediment will not settle out in the nearshore areas, and that the disturbance 
caused by the proposed project would be both limited and temporary. Also, the use of a hydraulic 
dredge will minimize disturbance and re-suspension of sediments at the dredge site. 

That said, several endangered or threatened species historically have been found in the harbor area or 
just offshore (e.g., California brown pelican, steelhead trout, and tidewater goby). The underwater 
disposal of dredge material is not expected to affect the state and federally listed California brown 
pelican; it will occur outside the upstream/downstream migration seasons of the threatened steelhead 
trout; and the endangered tidewater goby has not been seen in many years and apparently no longer 
inhabits the watershed area adjacent to the Harbor. Thus, the proposed project is not expected to impact 
sensitive species. In addition, the project is conditioned to require Sanctuary and other agency approval 
before the proposed dredging and disposal may commence (see Special Condition 3). As conditioned, 
the project is consistent with Sections 30230 and 30231 of the Coastal Act regarding protection of 
species of special importance and maintenance of the biological productivity of coastal waters.  

Public Recreational Access: The proposed project has both benefits and impacts to public recreational 
access. The proposed dredging project will strongly benefit public access and recreation by maintaining 
adequate water depths for berths in the inner Harbor. In addition, 3,600 cubic yards of the proposed 
dredge material is composed of sand, which will help replenish local beaches. However, placing such 
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material in the nearshore environment at a popular beach and offshore recreational area will be expected 
to degrade recreational use values during those times. The project has been designed to avoid high 
recreational use times as much as possible to limit such impacts. Specifically, dredging and disposal 
activities would take place between 4:00 p.m. and 10:00 p.m. on weekdays in October 2009 (only) to 
limit potential beach access impacts due to the project. Also, the project includes quantitative (beach 
grain size measurements) and qualitative (visual observations and photographs) beach monitoring 
during the dredging and disposal operations to help identify any impacts to recreational access due to 
the project. Thus, there is clearly some give and take with respect to access. On the whole, though, the 
project should result in recreational access enhancement, and information gleaned from the proposed 
monitoring should help guide upcoming long-term dredging decisions next year when the Port District’s 
five-year CDP will be up for renewal. In short, as conditioned, the proposed project can be found 
consistent with the public access and recreational policies of the Coastal Act. 

Other Issues: There have been some complaints in the past regarding the smell associated with past 
dredging and disposal episodes. It has been determined that the smell, a rotten egg smell, was the result 
of decaying seaweed in the dredge materials. Such seaweed materials have historically been found in the 
entrance channel sediments and not in the inner harbor sediments. The Port District has used the 
nearshore pipeline in an effort to minimize such smells and any related air quality issues. In terms of this 
proposed demonstration project, the inner harbor sediments in question are unlikely to include decaying 
seaweed, and thus it is unlikely that disposal of these sediments into the nearshore environment will 
raise the smell/air quality issues that have afflicted certain past entrance channel dredging and disposal 
episodes. In addition, the nearshore pipeline will be exclusively used for the demonstration project. As a 
result, smell/air quality issues are not expected with the demonstration project. 

6. Conditions of Approval 
A. Standard Conditions 
1. Notice of Receipt and Acknowledgment. The permit is not valid and development shall not 

commence until a copy of the permit, signed by the permittee or authorized agent, acknowledging 
receipt of the permit and acceptance of the terms and conditions, is returned to the Commission 
office.  

2. Interpretation. Any questions of intent or interpretation of any condition will be resolved by the 
Executive Director or the Commission. 

3. Assignment. The permit may be assigned to any qualified person, provided assignee files with the 
Commission an affidavit accepting all terms and conditions of the permit. 

4. Terms and Conditions Run with the Land. These terms and conditions shall be perpetual, and it is 
the intention of the Commission and the permittee to bind all future owners and possessors of the 
subject property to the terms and conditions. 
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B. Special Conditions 
1. Scope of Permit Amendment 3-05-065-A3. This permit amendment authorizes the dredging and 

disposal of up to 12,000 cubic yards of inner harbor fine-grained sediment (30% average sand 
content) into the nearshore environment offshore Harbor Beach/Twin Lakes State Beach in October 
2009 only. Disposal of the sediment into the nearshore environment shall be limited to between the 
hours of 4:00 p.m. and 11:00 p.m. on weekdays only, and shall not exceed a maximum of 550 cubic 
yards of fine-grained sediment per day. 

2. Testing Requirements. All dredge materials shall be tested according to the requirements of the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, and Central Coast Regional 
Water Quality Control Board using the most current testing methods and/or procedures of those 
agencies, and shall meet all U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
and Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board disposal standards for unconfined aquatic 
disposal. 

3. Other Agency Approvals. PRIOR TO COMMENCEMENT OF DREDGING AND 
DISPOSAL OPERATIONS, the Permittee shall submit to the Executive Director for review a copy 
of a valid permit, letter of permission, or evidence that no permit is necessary from the following 
agencies: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Monterey Bay 
National Marine Sanctuary, Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board, and California 
Department of Parks and Recreation. 

4. Final Monitoring Report. WITHIN 30 DAYS AFTER RECEIVING THE FINAL 
MONITORING PROGRAM REPORT and no later than May 1, 2010, the Permittee shall 
submit a copy of the final monitoring report to the Executive Director. 

7. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
Section 13096 of the California Code of Regulations requires that a specific finding be made in 
conjunction with coastal development permit applications showing the application to be consistent with 
any applicable requirements of CEQA. Section 21080.5(d)(2)(A) of CEQA prohibits a proposed 
development from being approved if there are feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures 
available which would substantially lessen any significant adverse effect which the activity may have on 
the environment. The Santa Cruz Port District, acting as the lead CEQA agency, found the project to be 
categorically exempt from CEQA requirements (per CEQA Guidelines Section 15304g). 

The Coastal Commission’s review and analysis of land use proposals has been certified by the Secretary 
of Resources as being the functional equivalent of environmental review under CEQA. The Commission 
has reviewed the relevant coastal resource issues with the proposed project, and has identified 
appropriate and necessary modifications to address adverse impacts to such coastal resources. All public 
comments received to date have been addressed in the findings above. All above findings are 
incorporated herein in their entirety by reference.  
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The Commission finds that only as modified and conditioned by this permit amendment will the 
proposed project avoid significant adverse effects on the environment within the meaning of CEQA. As 
such, there are no additional feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures available which would 
substantially lessen any significant adverse environmental effects that approval of the proposed project, 
as modified, would have on the environment within the meaning of CEQA. If so modified, the proposed 
project will not result in any significant environmental effects for which feasible mitigation measures 
have not been employed consistent with CEQA Section 21080.5(d)(2)(A). 
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