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Project Sites
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Phase 1 Outcomes

3,000 acres
of tidal &
muted tidal
restoration;
700 acres
enhanced
managed
ponds




Phase 1 Outcomes

7 miles of new trails —
Levee-top & boardwa

Viewing platforms

Kayak launch
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Phase 2




Phase 2
Actions
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Phase 2 — Eden Landing
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Phase 2 — Eden Lan
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Phase 2 — Eden Landing
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Notes:

1. Three potential booster pump locations shown; however
up to two would be used depending on the selected hydraulic
offloader pumping capacity.

2. Three potential substation locations shown: however only
one substation would be constructed depending on booster
pump locations and other design considerations.

3. Pipeline Distances for the Bay and Inland Ponds.

Total floating, submerged & primary pipeline length = 30,900 ft
Total secondary pipeline length = 16,000 ft

Maximum pumping distance = 34,000 ft

Average pumping distance = 23,700 ft

4. Dredge material pond capacities for the Bay and Inland Ponds - // —
total to 6.0 MCY, assuming perimeter levees are raised to a 4 7 t -a
minimum 10 ft, NAVDSS elevation E ) | ¢

O.EEIVSKN 2 600 2
N __ N =

@)} 1,500 ft
Landfill,

rivate Parcel

Potential In-Bay
Booster Pump Location

[ offloading
Facility

LEGEND

* | Offloading Facility ==== Dredged Material Pipeline: Primary D Water control structure Boundary of Current or Former ELER Pond
*| Potential Booster Pump ==== Dredged Material Pipeline: Secondary D Potential Discharge Location Eden Landing Phase 2 Project Area

* | Potential Substation Location

A=COM Figure 2-8

South Bay Salt Pond Restoration Project Dredged Material Design and Potential Discharge Locations




Reuse of Dredge

Offloader at mooring piles; intake; pumps

Raise pond bottoms to MHW (6.5 ft elev; 5 mcy)
Place dredge material first; breach last

Deliver slurry for 4-7 years

Extends construction to 6-10 years, depending
on material availability

« Higher pond bottoms to start (+)

« Increase certainty of marsh establishment (+)

« That is time without natural accretion (-)
« Eden doesn’t “need” it; natural accretion is good (-)



Reuse of Dredge at Eden

Moffatt & Nichol study cost estimates STARTED
at $165 million

Our base project cost is $25-$30 million

For minimal reduction in marsh establishment
time, it doesn’t pencil out for us

No investor(s) for an offloader yet

However...



Partnerships Add Opportunity

Joint effort, maybe a Public-Private Partnership

« Ports, dredgers, marine construction,
shipping industry, regulators

 Public agencies could partly subsidize

Shared investment up front

Reduced operating costs, reduced risk, long-
term benefits

Too late for Eden Landing; other loc'ns exist



Thank You!

Dave Halsing
dave.halsing@scc.ca.gov
650-814-0588

¢
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