iImely Permits? No Problem!

AGENCY CONSULTATION + PERMITTING

AGENCIES/ ANALYSIS/CONSULTATION APPROVAL
KEY ISSUE AREAS (INCLUDING APPLICATION FILINGS) ACTIONS
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* Public Access {f needed) * Major Permit Application 7
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» Historic District Compatibility
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Resources Design and Treatment leJ Bagaext | Detaumnation _
NMFS = National Marine Fisheries Servios (NOAA Fisheriss) RWQCB = Regional Watsr Qualty Control Board BCDC = San Francisco Bay C
USFWS = U.S. Fish and Wildlife Servics SLC = State Lands Commission USACE = U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
CDFW = California Department of Fish and Wildiife OHP =Offics of Historic Praservation
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Permitting Challenges

Many masters, not enough focus

Understaffed, underfunded agencies

Inter-agency disconnects

Public - a more
prominent player

Time delay repercussions

Static baseline problem

Changing project
description

- &
Photo: Pier 43-12 Sea Wall Repairs 11-2011 by Dave R
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What Might Help

More agency staff, more funding

More agency focus, less overlap

More aggressive programmatic
permitting approaches

Thinking more proactively
about Bay fill

Dredged sediment as a
resource

- Viewing the baseline more
d y n a m ica I‘ I'y i Photo: Old Bay Bridge & New Bay Bridge
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