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Phone Convezsatlon wﬁh thy Lam of the Crty of V‘ctona

*Phoaé ‘callwasin fesponse to September 30, 2008 !etterfrom Robeft Sslerte the C;ty
'_Mlcky wanted to acquire a mote in depth. understarndang of the federal assessnent and s
_ Aappmvag pmcess:n light of the pmpenent’sapphcatmn fora mummpal deveiopment
o ‘pen-mt forthe two commerclalbuﬁdmga He
: altaratlon ofthe ga bed (pile dnvmgldredgmg) requured\fedemtapproval ibrought
hlm up to gheed on the federal processand what exacﬂy the federal approvaiswzlihe
: ‘forand a%thuugh no specific federal approvalfor: alteration of the sea bed Brequnred
any’ ermmnmeniat impactsassdciated with dredging and pile-driving would likety be
C '.addressed inthe EA He'indicated that the
o evawthmg wasokonthe federai front, but i cladfied that the’ mﬁmlwasﬁfa under

- federalreview-and no appmvalsware gran

wanted to know wactﬁcaﬂy ifthe =

pmponent kept reinsuring them that .

ted to date. The city isvery hestant to issue

“,a deveiogmentpem‘:rt until the appmvalsfrom the otherle\velsof govemment are

- !sﬂled (federal and prownma{) asthey don’'tseea pointin wagting time appmvsng

o deveiopment when it might not get approv
“The city. feetstheé propenent is putting. the cart before the horse Ithen initiated:a

' convemhaﬂ on the variouslevelsof approva! requxred ‘and that| wasunsure that ene '

' -_wasactuglly requ:red before the other—for

. :ferderalaaprpmvaiswere issued firt because

'mumcipai and pmymmal apprevals were re

al under the other !evelsof govemm ent

exampie Idldn t think it mattered rfthe ‘
constmct;on ceu%d not proceed untllthe v
ceived: In that fight, the federa!ﬂrocaﬁ;

'cantmuesand once complete the approvalsare. issued wrth the undergtanding that aill
otherappmvaisafe requtred befme construction commences I also reiterated that the

: federa%govemment hagno ;unsdlctuon over

the appmva& of the cdmmemzal buﬂdsngs,

-but the nay watersapprovaiwasvew closely tied:to the bu;idmgsasﬁ mcludesthe

s.tppart stmciuresforthose buuldmgs Acco

rdingly, the ‘city could give the

B developmentaiparm:t but without the NWPA approvalit would be smpossabie for
. conﬁmctten to commence {cannot erect buildingsover waterw;thcut suppotrt piles).

'Whlle he agreed but i still got the impression that the city did not want to be the first to-

lssue appmvai forthe project asthey viewe

d the project asvery controversal aslocaf

o -resdentsafe generaiiy cpposed to the project. -

- . On another interestmg note Mscky ad\nsed that the proponent doesnot own the

. upland asthey claim. While the proponent once’ owned the land, they soid it to the, -
‘new condo ownerswhen they sold the developments. The darea between the condos -

‘and the foreshore isnow city iand because
pnvataiy owned.. '

that isa park and pubﬁc ‘walkway and isnot




