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Discussion Outline
 Mary’s & Turtle Creek Permit Status

 Feeder Canal & Bay Area Permit Status

 Jinks Creek Shellfish Survey &  3rd Agency 
Coordination Meeting

 Updated Construction Costs

 Next Steps

 Comments & Questions



Mary’s & Turtle Creek Permit Status
 Permit submitted on February 19th after DCM 

requested revisions to the plan. Approval expected 
mid-June. 

 Application needed to show a 20-ft buffer between 
any existing marsh grass and the dredge footprint.

 Dredge footprint can not be moved without 
significant permitting efforts. (New dredging in a 
PNA)

 The footprint had to be reduced or minimized in 
areas where marsh grasses have encroached near 
the footprint. 

 At the time of construction the marsh grass will 
need to be mapped and a new buffer must be 
implemented. 



Mary’s & Turtle Creek Permit Status

 Marsh buffer must extend 20-ft 
from any identified grasses at the 
time of construction . (Mary’s 
Creek dredge template should 
maintain a minimum 20 ft width 
based on expected conditions.)

 May also be required to relocate 
existing clams within the dredge 
footprint at the time of 
construction. 



Mary’s & Turtle Creek Permit Status

 Marsh buffer must extend 20-ft 
from any identified grasses at the 
time of construction . (Northern 
terminus of Turtle Creek most 
likely will be significantly 
reduced based on expected 
conditions.)

 May also be required to relocate 
existing clams within the dredge 
footprint at the time of 
construction. 



Feeder Canal & Bay Area Permit Status
 Based on comments received from DCM February 13th, 

the maintenance work in the Feeder Canal or Bay Area 
can not exceed the controlling depth of Jinks Creek. 

 Since controlling depth in N. Jinks Creek is approx. -2 
MLW, the work must include N. Jinks Creek.

 DCM concerns are based on the potential to create 
water quality issues if the maintenance work dredges 
deeper than the connecting waters.

 Design template will be minimized (-5 MLW, +1) to 
avoid potential environmental concerns associated with 
N. Jinks Creek.

 Application will be revised to include Jinks Creek, 
Feeder Canal, & Bay Area. Submittal expected early 
May. (After agency review of shellfish survey results.)



Feeder Canal & Bay Area Permit Status

 Marsh buffer must extend 10-ft 
from any identified grasses at the 
time of construction . (Feeder 
Canal dredge template should 
maintain a minimum 20 ft width 
based on expected conditions.)



Feeder Canal & Bay Area Permit Status

 Bay Area dredge footprint not expected to be significantly impacted by 
the 10-ft marsh buffer. However, the conditions must be re-evaluated 
at the time of construction. 



Jinks Creek Shellfish Survey
 Sampled 1,182 sites along 55 transects 

in Jinks Creek, from AIWW to Feeder 
Canal (Approx. 44-acre site).

 Identified approx. 50,000 oyster 
within Jinks Creek

 6,000 – Spat Classification
(144 / acre)

 34,000 – Sublegal Classification
(769 / acre)

 10,000 – Legal Classification
(2,346 / acre)

Total = 1,131 oyster identified per acre

Majority identified outside of dredge 
footprint in the intertidal area.



Jinks Creek Shellfish Survey
 As survey progressed into S. Jinks 

Creek, the shellfish resources became 
more concentrated on the shorelines.

 However, agencies are expected to 
consider the entire creek as suitable 
shellfish habitat. 

 Therefore, mitigation is expected to be 
based on potential cumulative impacts. 

 Avoidance and minimization efforts 
can be shown, but mitigation will be 
required. 

 Mitigation will most likely require no 
net loss of oyster productivity and 
could result in relocation and/or 
transplanting efforts. 



Jinks Creek Shellfish Survey
 Mitigation options will be discussed 

with resource agencies at 3rd agency 
coordination meeting (March). 

 Clam relocation efforts also expected as 
part of minimization and avoidance 
measures. 

 Revised permit submittal expected 
early May with mitigation options.

 Note: Dredge footprint is approx. 10.72 
acres. 



Updated Construction Costs



Updated Construction Costs

 If local cost divided based on number of properties in the project area 
(350), each property owner would be responsible for approx. $3,025.17

 Monitoring cost could equal approximately $500 annually (estimated) 
per property. 



Next Steps
 Submittal of Jinks Creek Shellfish Survey Report for Agency Review 

expected on Thursday, March 1st.

 3rd Agency Coordination Meeting to discuss mitigation options for N. 
Jinks Creek expected in March.

 Revised and final permit submittal for Jinks Creek, Feeder Canal, & 
Bay Area expected in May (pending discussions with OIB). 

 Since Jinks Creek must be included in the Feeder Canal and Bay 
Area work, confirmation from OIB is necessary for any cost 
sharing activities and planning where placement of beach 
compatible material should go.

 Permits expected in September for complete project (assuming 
resource agencies do not require additional studies.)

 Construction expected in October 2018. 

 Additional survey &  design work for material placement islands 
expected in summer 2018.



Questions / Comments

Robert Neal, PE
Moffatt & Nichol 

Phone: 910.218.7100 Email: rneal@moffattnichol.com

Thankyou!
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