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Environmental Work Windows
in the 2001 Management Plan

» Are a major step forward: they eliminate the need for
consultation on many projects (otherwise all jobs would consult)

» Are environmentally protective: driven by special status
species, but protect others as well

» Have different restrictions for dredging areas vs disposal sites

» Do not “ban” work outside the windows: project-specific
consultation can allow work outside a window, 1f justified

» Are not etched in stone: the programmatic windows can be
modified to reflect new data about species, impacts, or operations
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Summary of Disposal Work Windows

Location & Designation ' Jan | Feb | Mar | Apr | May | Jun | Jul

Bar Channel (SF-8)
Carguinez (SF-9)
San Pabio (SF-10)
Alcatraz (SF-11)
Suisun (SF-16)
Beneficial Reuse Sites

Disposal Work Windows
Species Site Jan | Feb | Mar | Apr
Chinook Saimon SF-9& SF-16 ‘
Steelhead Trout SF-9, SF-10, & SF-11
Recreational SF-10 & SF-11
Marine Fishes
, California Within 300" of known roost site
| Brown Pelican
‘ California
! Clapper Rail, >
3 Snowy
i Plover, Benefical Reuse Sie
5 Sait Marsh
| Harvest Mouse,
‘ Delta Smelit
Delta Smelt Suisun Bay & marshes
(not SF-16)
Least Tern All eeigrass beds, or within 3
miles of nesting area at Alameda
Nawval Air Station

{For more information, see Agpendix F or Bhe LTMS EISTEIR) MINIMIZED CONSULTATION
DISPOSAL REQUIRED




Dredging Work Windows by Area

Jan oo | Feb Feb| Mar Mar| Apr Apr [ May May | Jun Jun | & &F | Asg Aug | Sep Sep Od  Oct Nov Now | Dec Dec
Site Species | 115 1631] 115 528] 135 B3| 115 1630|115 1831 135 BN 115 1631| 515 1631| 115 B30 115 %31 115 BN 115 BN
Secihead Trout
SF Bay Brdge ©
Sherran sand Chmook Samon
Jovendes
Sacramentc
Cargqure? Bidge 0 Sphead
Colinswle Delta Sroelt
Longfin Smelt
Prcle Shoal Chwnook Samon
Sasun Bay Cranned A
San Pablo Bay Longfm Smelt
Norh San Pabio Bay Sscamenio
Naga & Petahurs Soetad
Rrwers venies)
Naga & Petabuma Skeshead Toout
Svers, Sonoma Crack
San Pablo Say & Westam Srowy
Souh SF Bay Ploves
Noh S5 Bay & Dungeness Cisb
San Pabio Bay
shallow Derhing Fress
Rchasison Bay Paciic Heng

Cobho Samon

Cartrsd & Bay Sechesad Trout
FPachic Herng
Berksloy Mava © Caorma

San Loren2o Creexk
within 1 mile of coasiine

Least Tem

Souh of Caforma
Highway 32 Bridge Lesst Tem
(San Maeo- Haywand)
N Asas win Calforna
Eclrass Bads Least Tem
Baywcde n Ageas of Cafores
Sait Marsh Habet Clapper Sl
Eaywade sihin 250 et Calforrsa
of Sait Marsh Habiat Clagper Sl
m and Adacent o Saf Marsh
Sait Marsh et Farvest Mouse
Wi 300 of Cadora
nown oSt sia Brown Pelcan -
(For mose detaled nfonmation, see Agpenda F of e LTUS Management Plan eousutm,
REQURED '

or he LTUS BRES)




» 1In 2002, 6 of 8 USACE
maintenance dredging projects met
the Programmatic Windows.

» The other 2 were approved with
minimal extra conditions, following
the “informal consultation”
process.
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For projects that
need to work
outside established
Windows, informal
consultation may
be enough.

PERAMITTING AGENCY

‘ COMPILES AND ASSESSES
| INFORMATION, INCLUDING:
| ——

- aren

< equipment

< volume of material

- affeoted species

< timing (specific times)

- duration

~ other special measures

« disposal location

- additional blological
Information

ISTHE PROPOSED PROJECT
DURING THE
WORK WINDOWS?

EXISTING PROGRAMMATIC
CONSULTATION 18
SUFFICIENT

{

IS RATIONALE FOR

DREDGING OUTSIDE THE
WORK WINDOWS VALID?

DREDGING MUST

OCCUR DURING

EXISTING WORK
WINDOWS

e

|.>

The challenge has
been getting l

{

‘ YES

PERMITTING AGENCY
DECISION:
ARE THERE
ADVERSE IMPACTS?

USACE REQUESTS
FORMAL
CONSULTATION

private applicants
to “try” the
process, rather
than assume they’ll

JNOI

be denied.

CONCURS

USACE REQUESTS USACE/APPLICANT PREPARES
RESOURCE AGENCY ’ RESOURCE BIOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT;
CONCURRENCE WITH AGENCY DOES | RESOURCE AGENCY PREPARES

FINDING OF NOT CONCUR BIOLOGICAL OPINION WITH
NOT LIKELY TO ADVERSELY POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL

AFFECT SPECIES. CONDITIONS.

30 DAYS 135 DAYS
RESOURCE
AGENCY

DREDGE WITH
PROPER PERMITS



Many of the steps
recommended in the
NAS report have

already been taken
by LTMS.

The Environmental
Windows Working
Group is building on,
but moving beyond,
this report.




The LTMS Environmental Windows
Working Group

» Involves all interested parties
» Has developed a “Manifesto”

» Is addressing both short-term and
long-term issues
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The LTMS Environmental Windows
Working Group

Short-Term Focus:

» Specific projects having trouble meeting
the existing Programmatic Windows

» Assistance with the “informal
consultation” process
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The LTMS Environmental Windows
Working Group

Long-Term Focus:
> UPDATE THE SCIENCE

« Existing Windows are mainly based on
potential presence of sensitive species

* New studies might allow more precise
management (longer “open” Windows)
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The LTMS Environmental Windows
Working Group

Long-Term Focus:
» OPERATIONS & TECHNOLOGY

* Identify operational or technological
measures that could allow work to continue
even when sensitive species are known to be
present
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The LTMS Environmental Windows
Working Group

Long-Term Focus:
> OTHER FACTORS

* Issues that, if addressed, could make it
easier to work within established Windows

* For example: USACE contracting

processes; more “Tier I” decisions; earlier
coordination with DMMO
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Transition to the LTMS “40/40/20 Plan”

Transition Targets
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