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ductive, commercially unusable, and incompatible with local needs can be
challenged by demonstrating that there are situations where dredged material
and DMCAs can be used to create positive benefits. One example would be a
profitable and biologically productive use of disposal acreage for aquaculture.
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1982 and attended by representatives from the Corps, other Federal and State
agencies, private industry, and academia, examined issues affecting the techni-
cal, legal, economic, and practical use of DMCAs for aquaculture.

The workshop concluded that:

a. Aquaculturists/entrepreneurs would benefit from access to DMCAs

located near large markets, major transportation routes, and good
water sources. Local interests could gain through increased em~
ployment opportunities and enhanced tax revenues. The profitable
multiple use of a DMCA would benefit the land owner who would re-
ceive compensation for the use of his land as a disposal area and
for aquaculture. In addition to improved land availability to
assist in its dredged material management mission, the Corps would
benefit from positive publicity generated by its efforts to co-
operate with local interests.

b. DMCA aquaculture could be designed to produce salable, profitable
crops or to produce fish or shellfish stocks for release to augment
depressed natural populations.

c. Site development and pond management practices should be similar to
those presently used in commercial aquaculture operations although
important exceptions lie in the areas of site acquisition by entre-
preneurs and permit~granting procedures.

d. Capital investment requirements could be significantly less due to
simplified land acquisition, reduced land costs, and shared costs of
dike construction and maintenance.

e. If a DMCA satisfied initial geotechnical and engineering require-
ments, constructing additional dikes, installing water control
equipment, and other necessary modifications should follow proce~
dures employed at conventional aquaculture operations.

The concensus among the workshop participants was that aquaculture as a
secondary use of DMCAs would be both profitable and desirable. TField demonstra-
tion projects under various field conditions and research directed toward
specific problem areas including contaminated sediments and site-specific
limiting physical and chemical features were recommended as logical courses
of action before applying the concept of DMCA aquaculture. The successful
conduct and documentation of field demonstration projects were viewed as
essential activities to respond to concerns about unreasonable risks caused by
incompatibility of DMCA physical, chemical, and operation conditions with
aquaculture.
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