REGULATORY BRANCH
INTERNAL HISTORIC RESOURCE APPLICATION REVIEW

Your review of the proposed project plans is requested in order to ascertain a no affect/will affect
decision in relation to USACE concerns. Please provide written or e-mailed comments, and any special
conditions that would be needed if a permit is issued, to the POC by the comments-due date. Negative

replies requested.

APPLICATION NUMBER

Point of Contact
(POC)

DATE SENT TO
INTERNAL
REVIEW

COMMENTS DUE BY
(5 WORKING DAYS):

CENAP-OP-R-2008-01007-75

Todd Schaible

10/18/10

10/25/10

APPLICANT: John Yank - Yank Marine Services, LLC

P.O. Box 271
Tuckahoe, NJ 08250
(856) 785-0100
bjwjcy@hotmail.com

AGENT: Pete Kearney - Duffield Associates, Inc.

5400 Limestone Road
Wilmington, DE 19808
(302) 239-6634
pete@duffnet.com

PROJECT LOCATION: Decimal Latitude: 39.26861 Longitude: -74.98156

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The applicant proposes to replace an existing fixed dock and floating dock with
a six hundred (600) ton boat travel-lift, an associated boat lift well, and a fixed dock. Work would include the
following:

 to remove an existing wooden/steel/vinyl bulkhead, an existing boat railway, an existing fixed pier,
and an existing floating dock;

« to construct approximately four hundred six (406) feet of steel bulkhead to replace the existing
bulkhead and to stabilize the proposed boat lift well;

« to mechanically dredge approximately one thousand five hundred (1,500) cubic yards below the mean
high water line to a maximum depth of eight feet below mean low water (-8' MLW) to create the boat
lift well;

* to construct a one hundred seventy five (175) foot long by twenty (20) foot wide fixed pier, with a
reinforced concrete deck supported by one hundred fifteen (115), eighteen (18) inch diameter steel pipe
piles with approximately twenty six (26) cubic yards of concrete fill or eighteen (18) inch square pre-
cast concrete piles to support the proposed boat travel-lift;

« to construct a twelve (12) foot long by twenty (20) foot wide "light duty” fixed pier, with a timber
deck supported by thirty five (35), twelve (12) inch diameter timber piles at the waterward edge of the
concrete fixed pier to support waterfront operations;

« to construct a one hundred seventy five (175) foot long by six (6) foot wide fixed pier, with a timber
deck supported by one hundred six (106), twelve (12) inch diameter timber piles running parallel to the
shore to dock vessels;

» to construct fifteen (15) fender pile clusters, comprised of four (4), twelve (12) inch diameter timber
piles each, waterward of the 175 foot-long timber pier to protect the timber fixed pier; and



« to construct geotubes, encompassing sixty four (64) feet by six (6) feet to act as a breakwater for the
compensatory mitigation area.

In addition to the work noted above, the applicant plans to continue to use the existing fifty (50) ton boat
travel-lift and associated facilities. Bulkhead will be replaced around the existing crane area, and the remaining
bulkhead will be constructed in uplands to create the boat lift well.

The boat lift well will be created in the vicinity of the existing fixed pier, between the existing crane area
and the proposed concrete pier. This location should minimize the need for future maintenance dredging. Boat
lift well excavation will be accomplished using a clamshell, an excavator, and a silt curtain.

Dredged material will be temporarily stored on-site in a temporary de-watering area in uplands. Testing
indicates that the proposed dredged material is ninety (90) percent sand and gravel. Due to the granular
consistency of the proposed dredged material, the temporary disposal area will be confined with hay bales.
Decanted water is expected to drain quickly overland, allowing the water to infiltrate and minimizing the spread
of sediments. Once de-watered, the material will be re-used on site.

Approximately five hundredths (0.05) of an acre of open water, eleven hundredths (0.11) of an acre of
shallow water and tidal wetlands, and two hundredths (0.02) of an acre of non-tidal wetlands will be impacted
due to dredging. No submerged aquatic vegetation appears to exist in the permit area. Patches of Spartina
alterniflora and Phragmites australis are present throughout the tidal wetlands. The non-tidal wetlands are
dominated by P. australis.

Approximately seven hundredths (0.07) of an acre of uplands will re-graded below the mean high water
line and planted with S. alterniflora to create vegetated tidal wetlands. Also, approximately six hundredths
(0.06) of an acre of existing non-vegetated tidal wetlands (mudflat) will be planted with S. alterniflora. The one
hundred seventy five (175) foot long pier running parallel to the shore and the geotubes at the property
boundary will help protect the proposed mitigation area by acting as breakwaters. Also, approximately six
hundredths (0.06) of an acre of uplands will be converted to open water due to the excavation of the boat lift
well.

The applicant states that the project will not affect historical land-based structures. An archaeological
study, focusing on potential shipwrecks in the Maurice River, was performed by USACE in association with the
Maurice River dredging study. There is a potential for shipwrecks to be located in the general proximity of the
site, but will be outside of the limits of disturbance and permit area. The 24-page report, entitled
"SUBMERGED CULTURAL RESOURCES INVESTIGATIONS, MAURICE RIVER, NEW JERSEY",
contract DACW61-87-D-0010 (RMC), was prepared by J. Lee Cox, Jr. in April of 1988. This report is
available upon request.

The permit area for this proposed project includes the demolished structures, the proposed structures,
and the temporary confined de-watering basin, as shown on the plan, entitled "SITE PLAN: DREDGING AND
TEMPORARY DEWATERING AREA", prepared by James F. Cloonan, P.E., sheet P5, dated 17 December
2009, and revised 8/25/10.

On May 21, 2010, NJDEP - Office of Dredging and Sediment Technology issued a Waterfront
Development Individual In Water Permit, 401 Water Quality Certificate, and Coastal Zone Management
Consistency Determination (0609-09-0009.1 WFD 090001 IP).

FOR STAFF L Date
ARCHAEOLOGIST: Ms. Nikki Minnichbach Reviewed: October 29, 2010
1. Known In the permit area

Properties:




In the immediate vicinity/similar
topographic.

2. Recommended Action: No Action | [ ] | Survey/Assessment | [X]| Avoidance | ]

3. SHPO Coordination: YES | X NO [_| The project has no potential to cause effects
and coordination with the SHPO is not
required.

(Remove SHPO from the Interagency
Coordination Notice when this is checked).

TRIBAL CONSULTATION:

FOR THE RECORD OR PUBLIC NOTICE STATEMENT:
The USACE Cultural Resource Specialist has determined that:

A[] The permit area has been so extensively modified that little likelihood exists for the proposed project to impact a
historic property.

B[] The proposed work and/or structures are of such limited nature and scope that little likelihood exists for the
proposed project to impact a historic property.

C[] The permit area was created in modern times and has had no human habitation: therefore, little likelihood exists
for the proposed project to impact a historic property.

D[X] The permit area is likely to yield resources eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP). An investigation for the presence of potentially eligible historic properties is required.

E[] A historic properties investigation has been conducted within the permit area. No sites determined eligible for or
listed on the NRHP are within the permit area.

F[] A historic properties investigation has been conducted within the permit area. Historic properties eligible for or
listed on the NRHP are within the permit area, but will not be affected by the proposed action. A determination of no
effect will be coordinated with the SHPO.

G [] A historic properties investigation has been conducted within the permit area. Historic properties eligible for or
listed on the NRHP are within the permit area and will be adversely affected by the proposed action. Further
investigations and coordination with the SHPO is required to avoid, minimize or mitigate the adverse effects to the
historic property.

H[] An investigation for the presence of potentially eligible historic properties may be required if recommended by
the lead Federal agency.

I[] The permit area is composed of low-lying wetlands with no existing or previously existing stable landforms
conducive to human occupation. Therefore, the permit area has a very low potential for yielding resources potentially
eligible for the NRHP.

JIX] Reserved for specific initial determination statements that do not fit into above categories (see statement below).

Initial Determination: I have reviewed the 1988 Cox report referenced and have found that only a preliminary investigation was
conduted on 5 areas of shoaling. No remote-sensing investigation has been conducted in the permit area. | am recommending a
marine remote-sensing investigation of the permit area to assess for the presence of historic shipwrecks.




