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unidentified cultural resources are
adequate.

E. Action.

The EIS concludes that the existing
sites may appropriately be designated
for continuing use. The existing sites are
compatible with the criteria used for site
selection; designating sites other than
the existing sites offers no clear
economic advantage or environmental
benefit; the existing sites have been
historically used without apparent
significant adverse environmental
effects.

Based on the information reported in
the EIS, EPA is designating the four
existing mouth of the Columbia River
dredged material disposal sites as EPA
approved ocean dumping sites for
continuing use for the ocean disposal of
dredged material where the applicant
has demonstrated compliance with

EPA’s ocean dumping criteria. The EIS is.

available for inspection at the addresses
given above.

The designation of the four existing
mouth of the Columbia River dredged
material disposal sites as EPA
Approved Ocean Dumping Sites is being
published as final rulemaking.
Management authority of these sites will
be delegated to the Regional
Administrator of EPA Region X.

One previously interim-designated
ocean site, Site G, is not included in this
final site designation. Site G was an
experimental site where material was
dumped in 1974 as part of the Corps of
Engineers Dredged Material Research
Program study conducted at the mouth
of the Columbia River. No material has
been deposited there since, and there
are no plans to use the site in the future.

It should be emphasized that, if an
ocean dumping site is designated, such a
site designation does not constitate or
imply EPA’s approval of actual disposal
of materials at sea. Before ocean
dumping of dredged material at the site
may commence, the Corps of Ergineers
must evaluate a permit application
according to EPA’s ocean dumping
criteria. If a Federal project is invclved,
the Corps must also evaluate the
proposed dumping in accordance with
EPA's ocean dumping criteria. In-cither
case, EPA has the right to disapprove
the actual dumping, if it determines that
environmental concerns under the Act
have not been met.

F. Regulatory Assessments

Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act,
EPA is required to perform a Regulatory
Flexibility Analysis for all rules which
may have a significant impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
EPA has determined that this action will

not have a significant impact on small
entities since the site designation will
only have the effect of providing a
disposal option for dredged material.
Consequently, this actien does not
necessitate preparation of a Regulatory
Flexibility Analysis.

Under Executive Order 12291, EPA
must judge whether a regulation is
“major” and therefore subject to the
requirement of a Regulatory Impact
Analysis. This action will not result in
an annual effect en the economy of $100
million or mere or cause any of the other
effects which would result in its being
classified by the Executive Order as a
“major” rule. Conseguently, this rule
does not necessitate preparation of a
Regulatory impact Analysis.

This rule does not contain any
information collection requirements
subject to Office of Management and
Budget review under the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1880, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et
seq.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 228
Water pollution control.

Dated: August 7, 1986.
Rebecca W. Hanmer,
Acting Assistant Administrator for Water.
In consideration of the foregoing,
Subchapter H of Chapter 1 of Title 40 is
amended as set forth below.

PART 228—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for Part 228
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 US.C. 1412 and 1418,

2. Section 228.12 is amended by
removing paragraph [(a)(1j{#}{E), and
adding paragraphs {b) {23}, [24), [25),
and (26) to read as follows:

§ 228.12 Delegation of management
authority for ocean dumping sites.

* * * * *

[b)tt*

(23) Mouth of Columbia River Dredged
Material Site A—Region X. Location: 46d 13’
03" N., 1244058’ 17* W.,; 46d 12’ 50" N., 1244
05’ 55" W.; 46d 12" 13" N, 124d 06' 43° W.; 46d
12' 26" N, 124d 07’ 05" W.

Size: 0.27 square nautical miles.

Depth: Ranges from 14-25 meters.

Primary Use: Dredged maerial

Period of Use: Continuing use.

Restriction: Dispesal shall be limited to
dredged material from the Columbia River
entrance channel and adjacent areas.

(24) Mouth of Columbia River Dredged
Material Site B—Region X. Location: 46d 14’
37" N., 124d 10' 34" W.; 46d 13’ 53" N., 124d
10' 01" W.,; 46d 13’ 43" N., 124d 10’ 26" W.; 46d
14’ 28" N., 124d 10' 59" W.

Size: 0.25 square nautical miles.

Depth: Ranges from 24-39 meters.

Primary Use: Dredged material.

Period of Use: Continuing use.

Restriction: Disposal shall be limited to
dredged material from the Columbia River
entrance channel and adjacent areas.

{25) Mouth .of Columbia River Dredged
Material Site E—Region X. Location: 46d 15’
43" N., 124d 05' 21" W;46d 15’ 36" N., 124d
05’ 11" W.; 46d 15’ 11" N., 124d 05" 53" W.; 46d
15' 18" N., 124d 06’ 03" W.

Size: 0.08 square nautical'miles.

Depth: Ranges from 16-21 meters.

Primary Use: Dredged material.

Period of Use: Continuing use.

Restriction: Disposal shall be limited to
dredged material from the Columbia River
entrance channel and adjacent areas.

(28) Mouth of Columbia River Dredged
Material Site F—Region X. Location: 46d 12’
12" N, 124d 09’ 00* W, 464 12' 00" N., 124d
08’ 42" W.,; 46d 11’ 43° N., 124d 09’ 00" W.; 46d
12' 00" N., 124d 09’ 18" W.

Size: 0.08 sguare nautical miles.

Depth: Ranges from 3842 meters.

Primary Use: Dredged material.

Period of Use: Continuing use.

Restriction: Disposal shall be limited to
dredged material from the Columbia River
entrance channel and adjacent areas.

[FR Doc 86-18753 Filed 8-19-88; 8:45 am)

BILLING CODE 6580-50-M

40 CFR Part 228

[OW-10-FRL-3067-5}

Ocean Dumping; Final Designation of
Sites

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency [EPA).

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: EPA today designates two
existing dredged material disposal sites
and one new dredged material disposal
site located in the Pacific Ocean

“offshore of Coos Bay, Oregon, as EPA
approved ocean dumpirg sites for the
dumping of material dredged from the
bay to maintain navigation channels.
These final site designations are for an
indefinite period of time but are subject
to continued monitoring in order to
insure that adverse environmental
impact do not eccur. The two existing
sites (Sites E ard F) will be used for
disposal of larger grained dredged
material, while the cew site {Site H)
farther offshere will be used for disposal
of finer sediments more compatibie with
sediments cf th&? area. This acton is
necessary to provide acceptable ocean
dumping sites frr the current and future
disposal of this material.

EFFECTIVE DATE: These site designations
shall become eifective cn September 22,
1986.

ADDRESSES: The file supporting this
designation is available for public
ingpection at the following locations:
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EPA Public Information Reference Unit
(PIRU), Room 2904 (rear), 401 M Street
Southwest, Washington, DC

EPA Region X, 1200 Sixth Avenue,
Seattle, Washington

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Library,
Portland District, 319 Southwest Pine,
Portland, Oregon.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Paul Pan, 202/475-7131.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: .

A. Background

Section 102(c) of the Marine
Protection, Research, and Sanctuaries
Act of 1972, as amended, 33 U.S.C. 1401
et seq. (“the Act”), gives the
Administrator of EPA the authority to
designate sites where ocean dumping
may be permitted. On September 19,
1980, the Administrator delegated the
authority to designate ocean dumping
sites to the Assistant Administrator for
Water and Waste Management, now the
Assistant Administrator for Water. This
site designation is being made pursuant
to that authority.

The EPA Ocean Dumping Regulations
(40 CFR Chapter I, Subchapter H,

§ 228.4) state that ocean dumping sites
will be designated by promulgation in
Part 228, A list of “Approved Interim
and Final Ocean Dumping Sites” was
published on January 11, 1977 (42 FR
2461 et seq.) and was extended on
February 7, 1983 (48 FR 5557 et seq.).
That list established two of the Coos
Bay sites as interim sites and extended
the sites’ period of use until January 31,
1985. The interim designation of these
two sites was further extended to
December 31, 1988, on February 19, 1985
(50 FR 6942 et seq.) in order to provide
sites necessary for the disposal of
dredged material from Coos Bay until
such time as rulemaking for ocean
disposal sites for continuing use is
completed.

B. EIS Development

Section 102(c) of the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, 42
U.S.C. 4321 et seq., ("NEPA") requires
that Federal agencies prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
on proposals for legislation and other
major Federal actions significantly
affecting the quality of the human
environment. The object of NEPA is to
build into agency decision-making
processes careful consideration of all
environmental aspects of proposed
actions. While NEPA does not apply to
EPA activities of this type, EPA has
voluntarily committed to prepare EISs in
connection with ocean dumping site
designation such as this. 39 FR 16186
(May 7, 1974).

The Corps of Engineers and EPA have

prepared a draft and final EIS entitled
“Coos Bay Dredged Material Ocean
Disposal Site Designation
Environmental Impact Statement.” On
September 7, 1984, a notice of
availability of the draft EIS for public
review and comment was published in
the Federal Register (49 FR 35413). The
draft EIS presented information needed
to evaluate the suitability of ocean
disposal areas for final designation for
continuing use and was based on a
series of disposal site environmental
studies. In the draft EIS, EPA
determined that the existing sites and
the new site were compatible with the
general criteria and specific factors and
that the sites were the preferable
locations for the disposal of dredged
material. The public comment period on
this draft EIS closed October 22, 1984.
Eight reviewers submitted comments on
the draft EIS, which the Agency
assessed and responded to in the final
EIS. Editorial or factual corrections
required by the comments were
incorporated in the text and noted in the
Agency's response. Comments which
could not be appropriately treated as
text changes were addressed point by
point in the final EIS, following the
letters of comment.

On February 7, 1986, a notice of
availability of the final EIS for public
review and comment was published in
the Federal Register (51 FR 4803). The
public comment period on the final EIS
closed March 10, 1986. Two comments
were received on the final EIS. The
Department of Health and Human
Services, Public Health Service, stated
that their comments on the draft EIS had
been adequately addressed, and the
Coos-Curry Council of Governments
strongly supported the final designation
of the three sites. The State of Oregon
has concurred with EPA's consistency
determination. Anyone desiring a copy
of the final EIS may obtain one from the
address given above.

The action discussed in the EIS is the
designation for continuing use of two
ocean dredged material disposal sites
offshore of Coos Bay, Oregon and the
designation of a third new site. The
purpose of the designation is to provide
an environmentally acceptable location
for the ocean disposal of materials
dredged from the Coos Bay Channel
System when ocean disposal is found to
be necessary for dredged material. The
need for ocean disposal is determined
on a case-by-case basis as part of the
process of issuing permits for ocean
disposal.

The EIS discusses the need for the
action and examines ocean disposal
sites and alternatives to the proposed
action. An evaluation of alternatives for
land-based disposal was updated in a

memorandum to the Record (9/5/85) by
Eric Braun and is available for
inspection at the above addresses.

The memorandum states that the only
upland disposal site currently in use,
known as the Eastside Site, is between
river mile 12 and 15. The current dikes
are inadequate as shown by recent
failures. Extensive dike rehabilitation
would be required prior to any use at
this site. Thus, it is expected to have
limited capacity for future disposal. Two
disposal islands have been created in
the past, and these sites could possibly
be used for some material by raising the
dikes. However, raising the dikes on
these disposal islands is not considered
appropriate at this time due to concerns
related to engineering considerations
and potential impacts to the surrounding
tidal area. Therefore, their remaining
capacity is also very limited.

Two other potential sites have been
considered near the navigation channel.
The site consisting of a diked marsh was
rejected because filling of wetlands was
not considered environmentally
preferable. The other site presently has
no capacity with the existing dike
configuration, and raising the dikes is
not considered feasible from an
engineering point of view, Most other
sites within reasonable pumping
distance from the channel have been
considered in the past. Locating sites
farther from the channel would require
the use of booster pumps and increase
costs.

This final rulemaking notice fills the
same role as the Record of Decision
required under regulations promulgated
by the Council on Environmental
Quality for agencies subject to NEPA.

C. Site Designation

On January 27, 1986, EPA proposed
designation of these sites for the
continuing disposal of dredged materials
from the Coos Bay area (51 FR 3348).
The public comment period expired on
March 13, 1986.

One letter of comment was received
on the proposed rule. The Department of
Commerce had no objection to the
designations but reserved the right to
comment on any permit applications
received for these sites.

The two existing interim designated
sites, termed E and F, have been used
since at least 1951 for the ocean disposal
of about 975,000 cubic yards of dredged
material annually. Dredging is
intermittent, for several months in each
year. The new Site H was used for a test
disposal of dredged material in August
1981.

Site E is located approximately 1.3
nautical miles offshore of the entrance
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to Coos Bay and occupies an area of
about 0.13 square nautical miles. Water
depths within the area average 17
meters. It is approximately rectangular
with coordinates as follows:

43d 21' 59" N., 124d 22’ 45" W.; 43d 21' 48" N.,
124d 21' 59" W.; 43d 21° 35" N., 124d 22’ 05"
W.; 43d 21' 46" N., 124d 22' 51" W.

Site F is located approximately 1.3
nautical miles cffshore of the entrance
to Coos Bay and occupies an area of
about 0.13 square nautical miles. Water
depths within the area average 24
meters. It is approximately rectangular
with coordinates as follows:

43d 22' 44" N., 124d 22 18" W,; 43d 22' 29" N.,
124d 21' 34" W,; 43d 22’ 16" N,, 124d 21’ 427
W.; 43d 22’ 31" N,, 124d 22’ 26" W.

Site H is located approximately 3.7
nautical miles offshore of the entrance
to Coos Bay and occupies an area of
about 0.13 square nautical miles. Water
depths within the area average 55
meters (30 fathoms). It is approximately
rectangular with coordinates as follows:

43d 23’ 53" N., 124d 22" 48" W.; 43d 23’ 42" N,,
124d 23' 01" W.; 43d 24’ 16 N., 124d 23’ 26"
W.; 443d 24' 05" N., 124d 23" 38" W.

D. Regulatory Requirements

Five general criteria are used in the
selection and approval for continuing
use of ocean disposal sites. Sites are
selected so as to minimize interference
with other marine activities, to keep any
temporary perturbations from the
dumping for causing impacts outside the
disposal site, and to permit effective
monitoring to detect any adverse
impacts at an early stage. Where
feasible, locations off the Continental
Shelf are chosen. If at any time disposal
operations at a site cause unacceptable
adverse impacts, further use of the site
will be restricted or terminated. All
three of the sites conform to the five
general criteria except for the preference
for sites located off the Continental
Shelf. EPA has determined, based on the
information presented in the EIS, that no
environmental benefit would be
obtained by selecting sites off the
Continental Shelf instead of those sites
in this action. Historical use of the
existing sites, and a test dump at the
new sgite, have not resulted in
substantial adverse effects to living
resources of the ocean or to other uses
of the marine environment.

The general criteria are given in
Section 228.5 of the EPA Ocean
Dumping Regulations; the specific
eleven factors are given in Section 228.6
and are used in evaluating a proposed
disposal site to assure that the general
criteria are met. EPA established these
eleven specific factors to constitute an
environmental assessment of the impact

of the site for disposal. The criteria are
used to make critical comparisons
between the alternative sites and are
the bases for final site selection. The
characteristics of the two existing sites
and one new site are reviewed below in
terms of these eleven factors.

1. Geographical positien, depth ¢f
water, bottom tepography and distance
from coast. {40 CFR 228.6{a){1).]

The two existing sites are termed E
and F. The new site is termed H. Corner
coordinates, size, depth of water, and
distance from coast for the three sites
are given above.

The bottom topography of Sites E and
F is generally flat with some gentle sand
swells. The bottom topography of Site H
is generally flat with some gentle silty-
sand swells (wave forms).

2. Location In relation to breeding,
spawning, nursery, feeding, or passage
areas of living resources in adult or
Juvenile phases. [40 CFR 228.6{a}{2}).]

Breeding, spawning, nursery end/or
passage of commercially and
recreationally important finfish and
shellfish species occur throughout the
ocean area offshore of Coos Bay. There
may be some minor interference with
the biological activities during the actual
dredged material disposal operations.
However, the disposal area would be
quite limited at any one time and can be
easily avoided by motile living
organisms. Benthic habitat and
community would be altered by disposal
activity with possible temporary
perturbations to the food chain. Long-
term impacts on the benthic community
is unlikely due to the high species
diversity, large natural seasonal
variation in abundance, rapid
recolonization, and the fact that
previous disposal has not caused
significant or irreversible impacts. The
disposal sites are extremely small in
comparison with the overall area
available for breeding, spawning,
nursery, and passage purposes.

The only resource that might be
considered to be limited is an area
between the 406- and 52-fathom contour
where scallops were found in densities
high enough to support a fishery. Sites E
and F are located in the vicinity of the
10- and 12-fathom contour, well
shoreward of the scallop bed, while Site
H is located in the vicinity of the 29- to
36-fathom contour, south of the scallop
bed. Morever, since the sediments are
transported from Site H predominantly
in the southerly direction and
downslope during the dumping season,
they are highly unlikely to move toward
the scallop bed. In addition, recent
information indicates that the scallop
beds have been fished out; thus, adverse
impacts are unlikely.

3. Location in relation to beaches and
other amenity areas. [40 CFR
228.6(a)(3).]

Sites E and F are each located within
1.8 nautical mile of a beach. The
proximity of Sites E and F to the
beaches, coupled with the frequency of
onshore transport and seasonal ocean
currents parallel to the coast,
contributes to a potential for onshore
transport from those two sites. Any
material transported toward the beaches
would be a combination of the naturally
occurring sands in the vicinity of Sites E
and F and the marine sands planned for
disposal at these sites. These materials
would have no significant effect on the
beaches should onshore transport occur.
Site H is located about 3.7 nautical miles
from the nearest beach. Because of the
depth and distance from shore of Site H
and the predominance of north-south
alongshore currents, there is also little
likelihood of dredged material disposed
of at Site H reaching any beach.

4. Types and quantities of wuastes
proposed to be disposed of, and
proposed methods of release, including
methods of packing the waste, if any.
[40 CFR 228.6{a)(4).]

Approximately 1.3 million cubic yards
of predominantly clean sand of marine
origin (Type 1) will be disposed of at
Sites E and F during several months of
each year. The grain size of this material
is relatively constant at 0.2 to 0.3 mm,
and volatile solids content ranges
between 0.1 and 2.0 percent. Type 1
material is found between the channel
entrance and river mile 12

Approximately 400,000 cubic yards of
fine-grained sand with high organic
solids content (Type 2 and 3) will be
disposed of at Site H on a two- to four-
year cycle. The median grain size of this
material varies from 0.2 to 0.006 mm,
and volatile solids content ranges from
2.0 to 20 percent. Type 2 material is
found between river mile 12 and river
mile 14, and Type 3 material is found
above river mile 14. Type 3 material
contains increased levels of total
sulfides, ammonia-nitrogen, oil and
grease, petroleum hydrocarbons, and
trace metals compared to materials from
below river mile 14,

The dredged materials will be
transported to the disposal sites by
hopper dredges and ocean-going barges,
and the material will be released at the
sites through subsurface release
mechanisms. None of the dredged
material will be packaged in any way.

Any dredged material disposed at the
sites must comply with EPA’s permit
application evaluation criteria for
dredged materials in § 227.13 of the
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Ocean Dumping Regulations (Ocean
Dumping Criteria).

5. Feasibility of surveillance and
monitoring. {40 CFR 228.6(a)(5).]

Surveillance and monitoring are both
feasible; both dredging and disposal
operations can be observed from shore
or from vessels. The sites are near to
shore and relatively shallow which
facilitates routine monitoring.

Monitoring by EPA, the Corps of
Engineers, and permittees, as required,
will continue for as long as the sites are
used. If evidence of significant adverse
environmental effects is found, EPA will
take appropriate steps to limit or
terminate dumping at that site.

Monitoring will be conducted at Site
H to determine if post-disposal
movement of dredged material will have
any impacts on adjacent resources of
importance. Pre- and post-disposal
bathymetry surveys will be conducted
with additional surveys scheduled as
needed. Representative sediment
samples will also be collected
periodically in and around the disposal
site and analyzed for parameters of
interest. These samples will be
compared with pre-disposal samples
and samples from the dredging area to
allow detection of movement and
comparison with theoretical transport. If
movement of material appears likely to
impact a known resource, additional
analyses of the benthic community or
specific resource will be undertaken.
Analysis of the dredged material will be
used to identify chemical or other
contaminants which would require
monitoring. The monitoring program will
be finalized as part of the permit
development process.

6. Dispersal, horizontal transport and
vertical mixing characteristics of the
area, including prevailing current
direction and velocity, if any. [40 CFR
228.6(a)(6).]

Average currents in the region
generally flow parallel to bathymetric
contours with downslope components
predominating over upslope components
near the bottom. Local current speed
and direction, however, reflect the
variability of local winds. Since ocean
disposal operations are generally
restricted to April through November,
the predominant direction of transport
of the dredged material during dumping
will be southward at 10 to 30 cm/s.
Northerly transport may occur during
the late fall.

Dredged material disposed at Sites E
and F will be rapidly reworked by
strong tidal and surface wave generated
currents. Winter reworking will be
especially intense, and will result in the
erasure of any mounding and the
distribution of coarser size fractions of

the dredged material over the tidal
delta. Finer size fractions will be
transported with the net or prevailing
currents.

Coarse grain dredged material will
remain generally stable at Site H,
gradually speading over the bottom of
the site. Finer grained material will be
more mobile and tend to be spread in
the direction of the prevailing currents,
Both the coarser grained and finer
grained sediments would probably be
mobilized during winter storm events
and spread in thin layers over and
around the site. There may be slight
mounding in Site H over a number of
years due to the increased depth and
associated slower currents in the
vicinity.

7. Existence and effects of current and
previous discharges and dumping in the
area (including cumulative effects). [40
CFR 228.6(a)(7).]

Previous disposal at Sites E and F has
averaged 975,000 cubic yards annually
of coarse grained marine sands. This
disposal has produced a seaward
extension of the tidal delta as evidenced
by noticeable seaward bulges in the
bathymetric contours of the tidal delta
in the vicinity of the sites. No
topographic mounding has occurred at
either of the sites. Short-term increases
in the turbidity of the water column
have occurred, but the impact of these
has been minor due to the coarse-
grained nature of the material disposed
at the sites. No significant biological
impacts have been associated with the
past disposal at Sites E and F.

The test dump of type 3 material (finer
grained dredged material with higher
volatile solids and inorganic material
content} made at Site H indicates that
no significant mounding occurred. A
short-term impact on turbidity occurred;
however, it was comparable to natural
events. The benthic community was
impacted in the area of disposal
immediately after disposal; however, a
steady recovery to pre-disposal
conditions was observed, suggesting
that disposal impacts on the benthos
were of short duration. Due to the
erasure or mixing of the test disposal
mound and the high benthic species
diversity and large natural seasonal
variation in abundance, it is unlikely
that there would be long-term biological
impacts at Site H.

8. Interference with shipping, fishing,
recreation, mineral extraction,
desalination, fish and shellfish culture,
areas of special scientific importance
and other legitimate uses of the ocean.
[40 CFR 228.6(a)(8).}

Except for marine navigation,
commercial or recreational use of the
sites is minimal if at all. Disposal of

dredged material at the sites will have
little if any effect on marine navigation.

9. The existing water quulity and
ecology of the site as determined by
available data or by trend assessment
or baseline surveys. [40 CFR 228.6(a}(9).]

Water quality analyses for surface
and bottom water indicate that the
water at all the sites is typical of
seawater of the Pacific Northwest. As
discussed above, there is great variation
in sediment movement during the
seasonal current shifts along with major
reworking during the winter storm
period. Upwelling during the spring and
summer brings subsurface water to the
surface. Although the scale and duration
of these events are extremely variable,
upwelling keeps surface waters
relatively cool through the summer.
Turbidity within the water column
maximizes near the bottom, the top of
the transition zone between high density
bottom water and low density surface
water, and in surface waters. The Coos
Bay water mass would also contribute
turbid waters to surface layers during
periods of high runoff.

The ecology of the area is typical of
the Oregon coast. Distribution and
abundance of pelagic fish are closely
tied to the influence of the ocean
currents; and the abundance, diversity,
and species composition of the benthic
community are tied to the character of
bottom conditions. As water depth
increases, sea floor currents and
sediment grain size decrease while
organic, chemical constituents, and
biological abundance tend to increase.
The benthic community in the nearshore
region (Sites E and F) has the lowest
abundance and diversity. In addition, it
is dominated by burrowing species and
deposit or opportunistic feeders.

The region seaward of Site H is
characterized by the most abundant and
diverse benthic community. The
community is dominated by filter and
surface feeders. The zone between the
nearshore and the outer area (vicinity of
Site H) can be classified as a physical
and biological transition zone. Species
composition in the shallow portion is
most similar to that of the nearshore
region; species composition of the
deeper portion is more similar to the
outer region. Seasonal variation in
abundance is high.

10. Potentiality for the development or
recruitment of nuisance species in the
disposal site. [40 CFR 228.6(a)(10).]}

There are no known components in
type 1 dredged material or its method of
disposal that would attract or result in
recruitment of nuisance species. Surveys
at Sites E and F (previously used) did
not detect the development or
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recruitment of nuisance species.
Although the increased organic content
of types 2 and 3 material has some
potential for recruitment of nuisance
species, no major shifts in benthic
community composition were observed
at Site H after the test dump. Therefore,
the development or recruitment of
nuisance species at any of these
disposal sites is not expected.

11. Existence at or in close proximity
to the site of any significant natural or
cultural features of historical
importance. [40 CFR 228.6(a)(11).]

The Oregon State Historic
Preservation Office indicated that the
area of the project is not of historic
significance and, since ground
disturbance of previously undisturbed
ground is minimal, there will be no
likely impact to archeological resources.

E. Action

The existing sites and the new site are
compatible with the general criteria and
specific factors used for site evaluation.
EPA considered whether it would be
preferable to designate a deep-water
site beyond the edge of the Continental
Shelf. For the following reasons, EPA
has determined that the existing sites
and the new site are the preferable sites
for the disposal of dredged material.
These factors are discussed in greater
detail in the EIS.

The existing sites and the new site are
1.3 nautical miles and 3.7 nautical miles
offshore of the entrance to Coos Bay,
respectively, whereas the deep-water
site considered is more than 24 nautical
miles offshore of the entrance to Coos
Bay. Disposal costs and energy
consumption involved in use of the
deep-water site would be significantly
greater than for the existing sites and for
the new site due to greater
transportation demands. In addition,
disposal of the relatively clean
(predominantly sand) sediments at sites
closer to shore is expected to cause no
adverse environmental impacts.
Dredged material has been dumped at
the existing sites (E and F), and the
effects of disposal have been localized.
Sites E and F will be restricted to the
disposal of type 1 material, which is
predominantly coarser grained marine
sands with low volatile solids content.
Short-term impacts on the benthos have
occurred due to dredged material
disposal with rapid benthic recruitment
and recolonization, suggesting limited
long-term biological impacts. The new
site (H) will be designated for disposal
of type 2 and 3 material, which is finer
grained dredged material with higher
volatile solids content. The high benthic
species diversity and large natural

seasonal variation in abundance, along
with the test dump observations, suggest
that benthic recovery subsequent to
disposal of type 2 and 3 material at Site
H will be rapid. Therefore, long-term
biological impacts are not expected.

The designation of the two existing
Coos Bay and the one new Coos Bay
dredged material disposal sites as EPA
Approved Ocean Dumping Sites is being
published as final rulemaking.
Management authority of these sites will
be delegated to the Regional
Administrator of EPA Region X.

It should be emphasized that, if an
ocean dumping site is designated, such a
site designation does not constitute or
imply EPA’s approval of actual disposal
of materials at sea. Before ocean
dumping of dredged material at the site
may commence, the Corps of Engineers
must evaluate a permit application
according to EPA’s ocean dumping
criteria. If a Federal project is involved,
the Corps must also evaluate the
proposed dumping in accordance with
EPA'’s ocean dumping criteria. In either
case, EPA has the right to disapprove
the actual dumping, if it determines that
environmental concerns under the Act
have not been met.

F. Regulatory Assessments

Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act,
EPA is required to perform a Regulatory
Flexibility Analysis for all rules which
may have a significant impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
EPA has determined that this action will
not have a significant impact on small
entities since the site designation will
only have the effect of providing a
disposal option for dredged material.
Consequently, this action does not
necessitate preparation of a Regulatory
Flexibility Analysis.

Under Executive Order 12291, EPA
must judge whether a regulation is
“major” and therefore subject to the
requirement of a Regulatory Impact
Analysis. This action will not result in
an annual effect on the economy of $100
million or more or cause any of the other
effects which would result in its being
classified by the Executive Order as a
“major” rule. Consequently, this rule
does not necessitate preparation of a
Regulatory Impact Analysis.

This rule does not contain any
information collection requirements
subject to Office of Management and
Budget review under the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et
seq.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 228.

Water pollution control.
Dated: August 7, 1988.

Rebecca W. Hanmer,

Acting Assistant Administrator for Water.
In consideration of the foregoing,

Subchapter H of Chapter I of Title 40 is
amended as set forth below.

PART 228—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for Part 228
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1412 and 1418,

2. Section 228.12 is amended by
removing paragraph (a){1)(i)(I), and
adding paragraphs (b) (27), (28), and (29)
to read as follows:

§ 228.12 Delegation of management
authority for ocean dumping sites.

* * * * *

(b)t * *

(27) Coos Bay Dredged Material Site E—
Region X.

Location: 43d 21’ 59" N., 124d 22' 45" W.;
43d 21’ 48" N., 124d 21' 58" W.; 43d 21' 35" N.,
124d 22' 05" W.; 43d 21’ 46" N, 124d 22' 51" W,

Size: 0.13 square nautical mile.

Depth: Averages 17 meters.

Primary Use: Dredged material,

Period of Use: Continuing use.

Restriction: Disposal shall be limited to
dredged material in the Coos Bay area of type
1, as defined in the site designation final EIS.

(28) Coos Bay Dredged Material Site F—
Region X.

Location: 43d 22' 44" N., 124d 22’ 18" W.;
43d 22' 29" N., 124d 21' 34" W.; 43d 22' 16" N.,
124d 21’ 42" W,; 43d 22’ 31” N,, 124d 22’ 26"
Ww.
Size: 0.13 square nautical mile.

Depth: Averages 24 meters.

Primary Use: Dredged material.

Period of Use: Continuing use.

Restriction: Disposal shall be limited to
dredged material in the Coos Bay area of type
1, as defined in the site designation final EIS.

{29) Coos Bay Dredged Material Site H—
Region X.

Location: 43d 23’ 53" N., 124d 22’ 48" W.;
43d 23’ 42" N., 124d 23’ 01" W.; 43d 24’ 16" N,,
124d 23' 26" W.; 43d 24’ 05" N.,, 124d 23’ 38"
Ww.
Size: 0.13 square nautical mile.

Depth: Averages 55 meters.

Primary Use: Dredged material.

Period of Use: Continuing use.

Restriction: Disposal shall be limited to
dredged material in the Coos Bay area of type
2 and 3, as defined in the site designation
final EIS.

[FR Doc. 86-18754 Filed 8-20-86; 8:45 am)
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