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Errata

The following Appendices can be found in Volume II of the Draft EIS/EIR: B, C, D, E,
F,G,I,L,N, O, P, and Q. These appendices were not reprinted with the Final EIS/EIR
because they have not changed since the Draft EIS/EIR. Updated Appendices A, H, J, K,
and M are included with Volume I of the Final EIS/EIR. Also, new Appendix R
(Comments and Responses on the Draft EIS/EIR) is included in the new Volume III (the
Table of Contents in Volume I of the Final EIS/EIR incorrectly lists this new volume as
“Volume II”’). Anyone needing a copy of the unchanged appendices from Volume II of
the original Draft EIS/EIR should contact the following person:

Karen Mason

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Planning Branch, 7" Floor

333 Market Street

San Francisco, CA 94105-2197
415-977-8677

Alternative 3 (Balance Upland/Wetland Reuse and Ocean Disposal), which is discussed
throughout the EIS/EIR, is both the “Preferred Alternative,” pursuant to 40 C.F.R.

§ 1502.14(e), and the “Environmentally Preferable Alternative,” pursuant to 40 C.F.R.
§ 1505.2.

Volume I, page 5-21, right column, 1* full paragraph. The text should be revised as
follows:

Since violations of the O3 standard occurred in 1995 and 1996, the EPA isin-the

process-ofredesignating has redesignated the SFBAAB from attainment/
maintenance to nonattainment of the O3 standard. This redesi gnatlon m—e*pee%eé

n-Fuly1998 became effective on August 10, 1998, and it will require..

Volume I, page 5-21, bottom right paragraph to page 5-22, top left paragraph. The last
partial sentence on page 5-21 should be revised as follows:

Since the EPA willredesignate redesignated the SFBAAB to nonattainment of the
Os standard by-as-early-asFuby1998, effective as of August 10, 1998, the..

Volume I, page 6-78, bottom right paragraph. The 1% sentence under the section titled
“Site Monitoring Disposal Fees” should be revised as follows:

Disposal fees, determined to be legally applicable, would require state legislative

action to implement.
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