
  PUBLIC NOTICE 
 _________________________________________________________________________________________  

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS      BUILDING STRONG® 
LOS ANGELES DISTRICT 

 
   APPLICATION FOR PERMIT  

                                   Southern California Edison Cerritos Channel Utility Line Reconfiguration 
 
Public Notice/Application No.:  SPL-2016-00104-LM 
Project:  SCE Cerritos Channel Utility Line Reconfiguration 
Comment Period:   July 27, 2017 through August 27, 2017  
Project Manager:  Lisa Mangione; (805) 585-2150; Lisa.Mangione@usace.army.mil  
 
Applicant 
Hazem Gabr  
Southern California Edison 
2244 Walnut Grove Boulevard 
Rosemead, California  91770 
 

Contact 
Richard Haywood 
Southern California Edison 
2244 Walnut Grove Boulevard 
Rosemead, California  91770 

Location 
The proposed project is located in Cerritos Channel in the Port of Long Beach, in the city of Long 

Beach, Los Angeles County, California (33.768° N, 118.227°W). 
 
Activity 

At the request of the Port of Long Beach, Southern California Edison (SCE) is proposing to 
increase the height of existing overhead utility lines crossing the Cerritos Channel to accommodate 
larger shipping vessels.  The project would include removing the existing transmission towers 
currently located within the channel; constructing new transmission towers further south to dry land; 
removing the concrete tower foundations and timber support piles from the channel; and, relocating 
and/or abandoning existing utility lines located within the proposed project footprint (see attached 
drawings).  For more information see Additional Information section below. 
   
 

Interested parties are hereby notified an application has been received for a Department of the 
Army permit for the activity described herein and shown on the attached drawing(s). We invite you to 
review today’s public notice and provide views on the proposed work.  By providing substantive, site-
specific comments to the Corps Regulatory Division, you provide information that supports the Corps’ 
decision-making process.  All comments received during the comment period become part of the 
record and will be considered in the decision.  This permit will be issued, issued with special 
conditions, or denied under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and Section 10 of the Rivers and 
Harbors Act. Comments should be mailed to: 

 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
LOS ANGELES DISTRICT, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
2151 ALESSANDRO DRIVE, SUITE 110 
VENTURA, CA 93001 
ATTN: Lisa Mangione 
 

Alternatively, comments can be sent electronically to: Lisa.Mangione@usace.army.mil 

mailto:Lisa.Mangione@usace.army.mil
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The mission of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Regulatory Program is to protect the Nation's 
aquatic resources, while allowing reasonable development through fair, flexible and balanced permit 
decisions. The Corps evaluates permit applications for essentially all construction activities that occur 
in the Nation's waters, including wetlands.  The Regulatory Program in the Los Angeles District is 
executed to protect aquatic resources by developing and implementing short- and long-term initiatives 
to improve regulatory products, processes, program transparency, and customer feedback 
considering current staffing levels and historical funding trends. 

 
Corps permits are necessary for any work, including construction and dredging, in the Nation's 

navigable water and their tributary waters.  The Corps balances the reasonably foreseeable benefits 
and detriments of proposed projects, and makes permit decisions that recognize the essential values 
of the Nation's aquatic ecosystems to the general public, as well as the property rights of private 
citizens who want to use their land. The Corps strives to make its permit decisions in a timely manner 
that minimizes impacts to the regulated public. 
 

During the permit process, the Corps considers the views of other Federal, state and local 
agencies, interest groups, and the general public. The results of this careful public interest review are 
fair and equitable decisions that allow reasonable use of private property, infrastructure development, 
and growth of the economy, while offsetting the authorized impacts to the waters of the United States. 
The permit review process serves to first avoid and then minimize adverse effects of projects on 
aquatic resources to the maximum practicable extent.  Any remaining unavoidable adverse impacts to 
the aquatic environment are offset by compensatory mitigation requirements, which may include 
restoration, enhancement, establishment, and/or preservation of aquatic ecosystem system functions 
and services.   
 
Evaluation Factors 
 

The decision whether to issue a permit will be based on an evaluation of the probable impact 
including cumulative impacts of the proposed activity on the public interest.  That decision will reflect 
the national concern for both protection and utilization of important resources.  The benefit, which 
reasonably may be expected to accrue from the proposal must be balanced against its reasonably 
foreseeable detriments.  All factors which may be relevant to the proposal will be considered including 
the cumulative effects thereof.  Factors that will be considered include conservation, economics, 
aesthetics, general environmental concerns, wetlands, cultural values, fish and wildlife values, flood 
hazards, flood plain values, land use, navigation, shoreline erosion and accretion, recreation, water 
supply and conservation, water quality, energy needs, safety, food production and, in general, the 
needs and welfare of the people.  In addition, if the proposal would discharge dredged or fill material, 
the evaluation of the activity will include application of the EPA Guidelines (40 CFR Part 230) as 
required by Section 404 (b)(1) of the Clean Water Act. 
 

The Corps of Engineers is soliciting comments from the public; Federal, state, and local agencies 
and officials; Indian tribes; and other interested parties in order to consider and evaluate the impacts 
of this proposed activity.  Any comments received will be considered by the Corps of Engineers to 
determine whether to issue, modify, condition or deny a permit for this proposal.  To make this 
decision, comments are used to assess impacts on endangered species, historic properties, water 
quality, general environmental effects, and the other public interest factors listed above.  Comments 
are used in the preparation of an Environmental Assessment and/or an Environmental Impact 
Statement pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act.  Comments are also used to determine 
the need for a public hearing and to determine the overall public interest of the proposed activity. 
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Preliminary Review of Selected Factors 
 

EIS Determination- A preliminary determination has been made an environmental impact 
statement is not required for the proposed work. 
 

Water Quality- The applicant is required to obtain water quality certification, under Section 401 of 
the Clean Water Act, from the California Regional Water Quality Control Board.  Section 401 requires 
any applicant for an individual Section 404 permit provide proof of water quality certification to the 
Corps of Engineers prior to permit issuance. 
 

Coastal Zone Management- The applicant has certified the proposed activity would comply with 
and would be conducted in a manner consistent with the approved State Coastal Zone Management 
Program.  For those projects in or affecting the coastal zone, the Federal Coastal Zone Management 
Act requires that prior to issuing the Corps authorization for the project, the applicant must obtain 
concurrence from the California Coastal Commission the project is consistent with the State's Coastal 
Zone Management Plan.  The District Engineer hereby requests the California Coastal Commission's 
concurrence or non-concurrence.   
 

Essential Fish Habitat- In accordance with the 1996 amendments to the Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Management and Conservation Act, an assessment of Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) is 
necessary for proposed federal actions. The Proposed Project is located within an area designated as 
EFH for two Fishery Management Plans (FMPs): Coastal Pelagic and Pacific Coast Groundfish. Of 
the 94 species federally managed under these plans, four Coastal Pelagic and eight Pacific Coast 
Groundfish species are known to occur in the Long Beach Harbor area. 
 
Underwater surveys were conducted at the proposed project site by Rincon Consultants on May 19, 
2016 (Rincon Consultants, Inc. June 2016. Cerritos Channel Tower Removal Project Port of Long 
Beach California Eelgrass, Caulerpa, and Physical Site Assessment).  The underwater surveys 
included eelgrass (Zostera marina), Caulerpa (Caulerpa taxifolia) and a general physical site 
assessment.  Rincon used scientific divers to survey and map the physical and biological 
characteristics in the project area.  The survey area was defined as the area within 50 feet of existing 
concrete structures and shoreline riprap. 
 
The purpose of the survey was to conduct a pre‐construction assessment of the biological and 
physical components of the project area including eelgrass communities, presence/absence of 
Caulerpa, and location and depth of sediment relative to the four submerged concrete transmission 
tower foundations. The biological assessment was focused on mapping the extent and health of 
eelgrass communities to quantify potential impacts from proposed construction activities and 
document the presence/absence of Caulerpa. The physical site assessment portion of the survey 
concentrated on documenting coordinates of the individual underwater concrete structures, measuring 
the sediment depth relative to the structures on all four sides, documenting debris or utilities 
associated with the concrete structures and assessing the sediment type in the project area.   
 
The survey concentrated on: 1) Presence of eelgrass and Caulerpa; 2) the sediment levels around 
each of the four concrete base structures (tower pedestals connected by concrete grade beams; 3) 
sediment depths from the top of the concrete base structures to the bottom substrate; 4) depth of the 
sediment in the middle of the concrete base structures (sea surface to sediment level); 5) distance 
and depth of rip rap and any obstructions or unusual conditions. Additionally, the in‐water surveys 
surveyed for fish, sea turtle, and marine plant species listed by NOAA Fisheries under the 
Endangered Species Act. The Caulerpa survey was conducted in accordance with the Caulerpa 
Control Protocol (CCP). Water depths and corresponding sediment levels relative to the concrete 
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base structures were recorded for eight points around the concrete base structures and the middle. 
Concurrently Rincon biologists documented the occurrence of primary flora and fauna in the project 
area and noted non‐native species. Biologists worked systematically assessing and visually 
inspecting the each existing concrete base structures, shoreline rip rap, and the biological 
communities in the project area. Divers used weighted buoys to mark the corners of the concrete 
base structures and a weighted meter tape to measure the depth of the water and sediment depth to 
the nearest 10th of a foot. A GPS was used to record the location of the corners of each of the 
individual concrete base structures and utility pipes. An underwater camera was used to photograph 
structure features, document sediment levels and notable obstructions. Surveys covered 
approximately 60 to 70% of project area, 100% of the inshore rip rap and 100% of the area around 
each of the four concrete base structures (three with towers and one without). 
 
No eelgrass or Caulerpa was observed during the survey. The dominant subtidal flora on and around 
the structures was the invasive algae Undaria pinnatifida, there was also a non‐descript turf red algae 
and coralline algae. In approximately 0‐10 feet of water along the southern inshore rip rap the 
dominant algae was the invasive algae Sargassum muticum. The underwater structures were hosts to 
a high diversity of invertebrates and marine algae. There was a significant change in communities 
within depth. 
 
The dominant subtidal invertebrates (15 feet of water and greater) were rock scallops (Crassadoma 
gigantea), also spatially and numerically dominant were various species of tunicates and bryozoans 
covering approximately 70% of each offshore portion of the concrete base structures. Individuals of 
genus Paralabrax (including Paralabrax nebulifer, P. clathratus, P.  maculatofasciatus) were common 
to abundant as where pile perch (Rhacochilus vacca), black surfperch (Embiotoca jacksoni) and 
various sculpins. Unusual for confined waters in ports one large California sheephead 
(Semicossyphus pulcher) was observed. The dominant subtidal invertebrates (less than 15 feet of 
water) were oysters (Ostrea sp.) and barnacles (Balanus sp.). A large school of juvenile bait fish were 
observed at the surface (approximately 100 individuals) but were not identified. No individuals of fish, 
sea turtle, or marine mammal listed by NOAA Fisheries under the Endangered Species Act were 
observed.  
 
The proposed dredging, filling, pile driving, riprap removal and replacement, and other project-related 
construction activities would temporarily increase turbidity, noise, and vibration levels within the 
proposed project area and vicinity, resulting in disturbances to normal fish behavior in the water 
column and in or near the channel bottom.  In addition to these indirect effects, potential direct effects 
to fish and benthic invertebrates include abrasion, entrainment, or mortality from the dredge 
equipment.  Increases in turbidity and suspended solids during project construction could decrease 
light penetration, however given the extremely temporary nature of the disturbance a measurable 
decline in primary productivity due to decreased photosynthesis by phytoplankton is considered 
unlikely.  Any appreciable turbidity increase may also cause clogging of gills and feeding apparatuses 
of fish and invertebrate filter feeders.   
 
The vast majority of fish would be expected to temporarily avoid the in-water activities, although some 
may remain to feed on invertebrates released from the sediments.  Studies have shown that large-
scale channel dredging and landfill operations in the 1980s and 1990s did not have long-term adverse 
effects on fish populations (MEC Analytical Systems. 2002. Ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles 
Year 2000 Biological Baseline Study of San Pedro Bay), because fish are able to avoid the impact by 
simply swimming out of the area.  Adverse short-term impacts on soft-bottom and hard-substrate 
communities may indirectly affect fish populations from loss of forage opportunities, however, these 
impacts would be minor as they would affect a very small portion of the harbor. Following 
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construction, the benthic communities would recolonize both soft-bottom and the new hard substrate 
(i.e. replaced rock riprap) habitats.   
 
Noise and vibration disturbances associated with construction activities, particularly pile driving, could 
result in short-term adverse effects on aquatic habitat, but because similar noise levels and 
disturbances from boat traffic and other activities in the Port are part of the ambient conditions, fish 
impacts associated with the proposed project are expected to be localized, temporary and minor.  
Therefore, while project construction activities may create adverse short-term impacts to benthic 
species and local fish populations (such as direct mortality of organisms, burial by settling of 
suspended sediments, reduced ingestion, or depressed filtration rates), these impacts would be 
temporary, localized and minor. Following project construction activities, fish would return to the area 
to forage, and benthic communities are expected to re-colonize from planktonic stages and to recover 
to a state of biomass and diversity equivalent to the pre-project condition.  
  
In order to reduce the generation and migration of suspended sediments within the proposed project 
footprint and its vicinity, the applicant would install a silt curtain around the 2.93-acre area where in-
water disturbances would occur.  Additionally the Corps would require the implementation of best 
management practices (BMPs) commensurate with observed turbidity levels (e.g., more frequent or 
quantitative monitoring of water quality, slowing or cessation of dredging activities, etc.).  The Corps 
would also require sound abatement BMPs to reduce both noise and vibrations from pile driving 
activities, including vibration or hydraulic insertion techniques, “soft-start/ramping-up” for pile driving 
(i.e., approximately 40 to 60 percent energy levels with no less than a one-minute interval between 
each strike for a five-minute period), drilled or augured holes for cast-in place piles, bubble curtain 
technologies, and sound aprons where feasible.  
 
Given the temporary, localized, minor nature of the potential direct (e.g. dredging, filling) and indirect 
(e.g., turbidity, noise) adverse effects described above, the Corps has preliminarily determined the 
proposed project would not likely adversely affect EFH or managed species.  With this public notice, 
the Corps is requesting NOAA Fisheries concurrence or non-concurrence with this determination.  

 
Cultural Resources- The undertaking is issuance of a Department of the Army permit to conduct 

work and/or install or remove structures in navigable waters of the United States (36 CFR 800.16(y)).  
The transmission line facilities (lines, towers and tower foundations) that would be removed by the 
proposed undertaking were determined to be eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic 
Places by the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) in 2003.  Removal of the transmission line 
facilities would result in a direct, adverse, and permanent impact to these historic resources.  
Consequently, the Corps will conduct consultation with the SHPO pursuant to section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act.  Completion of the 106 consultation would be required prior to 
issuance of a Corps permit for the proposed project.            
 

Endangered Species- Preliminary determinations indicate the proposed activity would not affect 
federally-listed endangered or threatened species, or their critical habitat.  Therefore, formal 
consultation under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act does not appear to be required at this 
time. 
 

Public Hearing- Any person may request, in writing, within the comment period specified in this 
notice, that a public hearing be held to consider this application.  Requests for public hearing shall 
state with particularity the reasons for holding a public hearing. 
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Proposed Activity for Which a Permit is Required 
 

Basic Project Purpose- The basic project purpose comprises the fundamental, essential, or 
irreducible purpose of the proposed project, and is used by the Corps to determine whether the 
applicant's project is water dependent (i.e., requires access or proximity to or siting within the special 
aquatic site to fulfill its basic purpose).  Establishment of the basic project purpose is necessary only 
when the proposed activity would discharge dredged or fill material into a special aquatic site (e.g., 
wetlands, pool and riffle complex, mudflats, coral reefs).  Because the proposed project would not 
discharge dredged or fill material into a special aquatic site, establishment of a basic project purpose 
is not required. 
 

Overall Project Purpose- The overall project purpose serves as the basis for the Corps' 404(b)(1) 
alternatives analysis and is determined by further defining the basic project purpose in a manner that 
more specifically describes the applicant's goals for the project, and which allows a reasonable range 
of alternatives to be analyzed.  The overall project purpose for the proposed project is to remove and 
relocate existing utility line facilities to accommodate larger shipping vessels within the Port of Long 
Beach.  
 
Additional Project Information 
 

Introduction - Southern California Edison (SCE) proposes to replace a segment of the 
existing 66 kV subtransmission lines, a 12 kV distribution line, and a fiber wrap located in Long Beach 
Harbor, in order to provide additional vertical conductor clearance crossing the Cerritos Channel 
above the water surface. Raising the conductor heights would allow passage of newer, large-capacity 
cargo ships into the harbor. The entire portion of the line segment to be replaced is approximately 
5,500 feet, and includes six 66 kV circuits, one 12 kV circuit, and a fiber wrap on two parallel sets of 
steel lattice towers. Conductors would be installed on new, taller structures. Two new Lattice Steel 
structures, one each on either side of the channel will be installed, up to thirteen existing structures 
would be removed and three structures would be modified. The existing SCE 220 kV transmission 
lines, which also cross the Cerritos Channel and are parallel to the 66 kV lines, would be completely 
removed between the Long Beach Substation and the first structure outside of the Harborgen 
Substation.  
 
Three existing structures with their respective foundations and one foundation without a structure are 
located within the Cerritos Channel. All of the structures and foundations within the Channel would be 
removed as part of the project. Two structures would be replaced with one structure farther south on 
Pier S, while the third 220 kV structure would not be replaced. In addition, the existing conductors 
would be removed and the 66 kV and 12 kV conductors would be replaced on new structures across 
the channel. 
 
The objectives of the proposed project are to: 
 

 Remove the existing power lines and replace them with new facilities to provide adequate 
vertical conductor clearance, a minimum of 205 feet plus required safety clearance above the 
water surface (MHWL), in order to accommodate passage into the harbor of the larger 
container vessels currently in service and planned for the future. 

 Remove and replace the power line facilities in a manner that avoids conflicts with ongoing 
harbor operations. 

 Remove and replace the power line facilities in a cost-effective and environmentally 
responsible manner, taking into account construction, operation, and future maintenance. 
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A preliminary underground utility investigation performed by Spec Services, Inc. identified third party 
utilities within the project area which may be in conflict with foundation removals.  As part of the 
proposed project, third party underground utilities would likely require relocation and/or removal if they 
are confirmed to be within the footprint of the project.  If pipelines located within the channel require 
replacement, they would be replaced under the channel by horizontal directional drill. 
 

Construction Schedule - Construction is currently scheduled to commence in the summer of 
2018. Installation of new electrical facilities and removal of existing facilities necessary to 
accommodate the taller ships is expected to take approximately 24 months.  Removal of the 
foundations within the Cerritos Channel is anticipated to occur within this 24-month period, and is 
expected to take 12 months.  Third party utility relocation is expected to take 6 to 10 months and 
would be conducted in parallel with electrical facility work. Removal of the foundations within the 
Cerritos Channel would take place after electrical and third party underground utility relocation work 
has been completed. 
 

Foundation Removal - The current project description includes the removal of the three 
transmission tower structures and the four foundations in the Cerritos Channel to allow for future 
channel expansion and development of Pier S. The expansion plan for Pier S as described in the Pier 
S Marine Terminal and Backchannel Improvement Project Draft EIR (September 2011) is shown in 
the figure below. The original plan included removal of the foundations to 5 feet below proposed future 
dredging limits; however, POLB has requested complete removal of existing foundations and timber 
piles.  

 

 

Pier S Proposed Dredging Section 



 

 8 

 

Existing Foundation Cross Section Looking East 
 

Each tower foundation (50 feet by 50 feet) consists of four concrete piers (reinforced in the top 15 
feet), each of which is supported by a non-reinforced concrete pile cap founded on 36, 40-foot long 
timber piles. The entire foundation is underwater with the top being at an average elevation of 
approximately -13 feet. The piers are 37 feet tall, and 8 feet square at the top, tapering to 14 feet 
square at the bottom. They are joined together by horizontally reinforced concrete beams 10 feet 
deep by 5 feet wide. The pile cap is 16 feet square by 12 feet deep with a top elevation of EL -50 feet 
and a bottom elevation of EL -62 feet. Concrete for each tower is 1,432 cubic yards (cy) based on 
existing drawings. Note the existing concrete strength design requirement was 2,000 psi and only the 
concrete beam and top 15 feet of the concrete pier is steel reinforced. The rebar is noted to be 
painted with 2 coats of red lead-based paint. 

Proposed Action - The Proposed Action for foundation removal utilizes sheet pile cofferdams 
(each 155 feet by 75 feet) and traditional concrete breaking and grinding as demolition methods). The 
sheet pile would be driven to approximately -70 feet, about 10 feet below removal limits. A top level of 
bracing would be used to support the top of the cofferdam. Depending on final engineering, additional 
levels of bracing may need to be added. All work is proposed to be done “in the wet” as the Port of 
Long Beach has requested that the cofferdam area not be dewatered. Floating equipment would 
include a crane barge, material barge, and two excavator barges. The top concrete would be 
demolished using a hydraulic impact hammer on an excavator. Backhoe excavation, using a clam 
bucket and 1 cy bucket on a long stick excavator, would deposit the concrete rubble and sediment on 
a material barge with cowlings. Next, a grinder on a long stick excavator would be used to grind 
through the non-reinforced concrete. The timber piles would be pulled by crane on a barge.  

Alternative Methods - Two alternative methods are being considered for removal of the four 
foundations, as described below. Because of the unknowns associated with the proposed work 
location in the channel (largely below the mud line), multiple work methods may need to be employed 
to remove the foundations.  For example, a cofferdam may work in certain areas, but existing utilities 
may prevent the use of a cofferdam in other areas.  For the purpose of this alternatives analysis, the 
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preferred project alternative constitutes the ‘worst case scenario method’ that would result in the 
greatest environmental effects.  However, the actual project would comprise a combination of 
methods including the preferred alternative method, and Alternatives A and B below.     

Alternative A - Grinding - Alternative A utilizes traditional concrete breaking and 
grinding as the demolition method, and contains the debris in existing sediment. Wood piles are 
ground down to an elevation below the future dredging depth of the channel (estimated to be less 
than a foot of pile length), with the remainder left in place.  

Alternative B - Wire Sawing - Alternative B includes some amount of dredging to 
expose the concrete beams. Once the beams are exposed, concrete wire sawing methods are used to 
cut the beams from the piers and then a jacking system is used to lift the beam onto a barge. The 
remainder of the foundation removal is consistent with Alternative A, and wooden pile removal could 
be similar to either the Proposed Action or Alternative A.  

General Sequence of Operations  
 

• Prior to construction, a field investigation for existing utilities is required to determine what 
utility pipelines are in conflict with the foundation demolition. Current information shows utility 
lines passing through the foundations and proposed construction area delineated by the 
proposed silt curtain. 

• Upon completion of the field investigation, active or idle utilities found to be in conflict with the 
foundation demolition work would be abandoned, and relocated if applicable. Where feasible 
abandoned underground utilities would be cleaned and filled with concrete slurry prior to 
demolition activities. Approximately 637 cy of concrete slurry would be used to fill these utility 
pipelines. Abandoned or unknown utilities are assumed to be previously cleaned and grouted. 

• New utility pipelines would be placed through horizontal directional drill under the Cerritos 
Channel totaling approximately 4,700 linear feet.  

• All alternatives include installing a Gunderboom or turbidity/silt curtain (approximately 575 feet 
in length) around the foundations in the channel. The turbidity/silt curtain will act as the project 
boundary and encompasses approximately 2.93 acres from the shoreline. 

• Temporary sheet pile bulkhead (200 feet by 25 feet) would be constructed at shore to provide 
a means to move land based construction equipment to the floating equipment. This would 
require temporarily relocating the existing riprap on the shoreline slope to install cantilevered 
steel sheet bulkhead (approximately 360 feet by 50 feet area of disturbance). Riprap would be 
temporarily placed within the bulkhead during construction and reinstalled after completion of 
construction. 

• Flexi-float sectional barges would be delivered by truck, offloaded into the water with a large 
crane, and connected together to form barges. The barges would be outfitted with spuds, 
timber mats, navigation lights, and spill prevention kits.  

• Concrete debris (noted in the dive survey as being approximately 200 cy) around existing 
foundations would be removed using a track excavator and stockpiled and hauled off to an 
approved disposal facility. 

• Existing foundations would be removed using barges that would be sized for the equipment 
and application by a professional engineer.  

• Sediment within the coffer dams would be removed to facilitate foundation demolition. 
Excavated sediment would be temporarily stored within the project footprint, on barges or on 
shore during foundation demolition activities. After demolition is complete, the excavated 
sediment would be placed back into the excavated areas or hauled off and disposed of at an 
approved disposal location.   
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• Concrete would be removed by conventional impact hammer on an excavator, wire sawing 
concrete into sections, or grinding in place. Blasting would not be allowed. Concrete debris 
would be disposed of at an approved disposal facility. 

• Loose rebar would be segregated on the material barge, then loaded into metal recycling 
containers and taken to an approved disposal facility. 

• Timber piles would be pulled out, ground down below the future proposed dredging elevation, 
or left in place. 

 
Proposed Mitigation  
 
The proposed mitigation may change as a result of comments received in response to this public 
notice, the applicant's response to those comments, and/or the need for the project to comply with the 
404(b)(1) Guidelines.  In consideration of the above, the proposed mitigation sequence 
(avoidance/minimization/compensation), as applied to the proposed project is summarized below: 
 
 Avoidance:  The project avoids any permanent impacts to waters of the United States.  There 
would be no loss of acreage or functions of aquatic resources. 
 
          Minimization:  The project construction area would be delineated by a silt curtain to minimize 
temporary impacts associated with potential turbidity increases during construction.  In addition, the 
Corps would require sound abatement best management practices (BMPs) to reduce both noise and 
vibrations from pile driving activities, including vibration or hydraulic insertion techniques, “soft-
start/ramping-up” for pile driving (i.e., approximately 40 to 60 percent energy levels with no less than a 
one-minute interval between each strike for a five-minute period), drilled or augured holes for cast-in 
place piles, bubble curtain technologies, and sound aprons where feasible.  
 
The contractor would employ BMPs for construction equipment staging, operation and maintenance to 
further minimize project impacts. 
 
 Compensation:  The project would not result in permanent impacts to waters of the United 
States.  Residual impacts would be temporary, minimal and localized.  Consequently, compensatory 
mitigation is not required. 
 
Proposed Special Conditions 
 

The following list is comprised of proposed Permit Special Conditions, which are required of 
similar types of projects:    

 
Section 10 (Work and Structures in Navigable Waters of the United States): 
 
1.  INTERFERENCE WITH NAVIGATION: The permitted activity shall not interfere with the right of 

the public to free navigation on all navigable waters of the United States as defined by 33 C.F.R. Part 
329.   

 
2.  PILES: Creosote treated pilings shall not be placed in navigable waters unless all of the 

following conditions are met: 
A)  The project involves the repair of existing structures that were originally constructed using 

wood products; 
B)  The creosote treated pilings are wrapped in plastic; 
C)  Measures are taken to prevent damage to plastic wrapping from boat use.  Such measures 

may include installation of rub strips or bumpers; 
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D)  The plastic wrapping is sealed at all joints to prevent leakage; and 
E)  The plastic material is expected to maintain its integrity for at least ten years, and plastic 

wrappings that develop holes or leaks must be repaired or replaced in a timely manner by the 
Permittee. 

  
3.  LIMITATIONS: No other modifications or work shall occur to the structure permitted herein. 
 
4.  CLEAN CONSTRUCTION PRACTICES: The Permittee shall discharge only clean construction 

materials suitable for use in the oceanic environment.  The Permittee shall ensure no debris, soil, silt, 
sand, sawdust, rubbish, cement or concrete washings thereof, oil or petroleum products, 
hazardous/toxic/radioactive/munitions from construction or dredging or disposal shall be allowed to 
enter into or placed where it may be washed by rainfall or runoff into waters of the United States.  
Upon completion of the project authorized herein, any and all excess material or debris shall be 
completely removed from the work area and disposed of in an appropriate upland site.   

 
5.  U.S. COAST GUARD NOTIFICATION: To ensure navigational safety, the Permittee shall 

provide appropriate notifications to the U.S. Coast Guard as described below:  
 
Commander, 11th Coast Guard District (dpw) 
TEL: (510) 437-2980    
E-mail: d11LNM@uscg.mil 
Website: http://www.uscg.mil/dp/lnmrequest.asp 
 
U.S. Coast Guard, Sector LA-LB (COTP)  
E-mail: D11-DG-SectorLALB-WWM@uscg.mil 
 
A)  The Permittee shall notify the U.S. Coast Guard, Commander, 11th Coast Guard District (dpw) 

and the U.S. Coast Guard, Sector LA-LB (COTP) (contact information shown above), not less than 14 
calendar days prior to commencing work and as project information changes.  The notification shall be 
provided by e-mail with at least the following information, transmitted as an attached Word or PDF file: 

 
1) Project description including the type of operation (i.e. dredging, diving, construction, etc.).  
2) Location of operation, including Latitude / Longitude (NAD 83). 
3) Work start and completion dates and the expected duration of operations.  The U.S. Coast 

Guard needs to be notified if these dates change. 
4) Vessels involved in the operation (name, size and type). 
5) VHF-FM radio frequencies monitored by vessels on scene. 
6) Point of contact and 24 -hour phone number. 
7) Potential hazards to navigation. 
8) Chart number for the area of operation. 
9) Recommend the following language be used in the Local Notice to Mariners: "Mariners are 

urged to transit at their slowest safe speed to minimize wake, and proceed with caution after passing 
arrangements have been made." 

 
B)  The Permittee and its contractor(s) shall not remove, relocate, obstruct, willfully damage, make 

fast to, or interfere with any aids to navigation defined at 33 C.F.R. chapter I, subchapter C, part 66.  
Not less than 30 calendar days in advance of operating any equipment adjacent to any aids to 
navigation that require relocation or removal, the Permittee shall notify, in writing, the Eleventh U.S. 
Coast Guard District and the Corps Regulatory Division. The Permittee and its contractor(s) are 
prohibited from relocating or removing any aids to navigation until authorized to do so by the Corps 
Regulatory Division and the U.S. Coast Guard.  

http://www.uscg.mil/dp/lnmrequest.asp
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C)  The Permittee is prohibited from establishing private aids to navigation in navigable waters of 

the United States until authorized to do so by the Corps Regulatory Division and the U.S. Coast 
Guard.  Should the Permittee determine the work requires the temporary placement and use of 
private aids to navigation in navigable waters of the United States, the Permittee shall submit a 
request in writing to the Corps Regulatory Division and the U.S. Coast Guard. 

 
D)  The COTP may modify the deployment of marine construction equipment or mooring systems 

to safeguard navigation during project construction.  The Permittee shall direct questions concerning 
lighting, equipment placement, and mooring to the appropriate COTP.   

 
6.  OBSTRUCTIONS: The Permittee understands and agrees that, if future operations by the 

United States require the removal, relocation, or other alteration, of the structure or work herein 
authorized, or if, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Army or his authorized representative, said 
structure or work shall cause unreasonable obstruction to the free navigation of the navigable waters, 
the Permittee will be required, upon due notice from the Corps of Engineers Regulatory Division, to 
remove, relocate, or alter the structural work or obstructions caused thereby, without expense to the 
United States.  No claim shall be made against the United States on account of any such removal or 
alteration. 

 
7.  COMMENCEMENT NOTIFICATION: The Permittee shall notify the Corps Regulatory Division 

of the date of commencement of work in navigable waters of the United States no less than 14 
calendar days prior to commencing work, and shall notify the Corps of the date of completion of 
operations at least five (5) calendar days prior to such completion. 

 
8.  POST-CONSTRUCTION AS-BUILT SURVEY(S): Within 30 calendar days of completion of the 

project authorized by this permit, the Permittee shall conduct a post-project survey indicating the 
location of all new structures and their features, or the modification of structures and their features 
within navigable waters. The Permittee shall forward a copy of the survey, as well as a copy of this 
permit, to the Corps Regulatory Division (via e-mail at: Regulatory.SPL@usace.army.mil) and to the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration for updating nautical charts (via email at: 
Lori.Powdrell@noaa.gov). Post-project surveys/as-built plans should be provided electronically in two 
formats: .pts (xyz) and one of, .pdf, CAD, or GIS. Include the following header metadata: project 
name, surveyor's name and company, area surveyed (acres), type of survey method, date of survey, 
geographic control points (for example: latitude/longitude, plane coordinates), geographic coordinate 
system (use NAD83), geographic projection, units (use US Survey Feet), and tide gage location. For 
all subsurface structures and dredge projects include elevation (z coordinate) datum indicated as a 
negative below MLLW, and also indicate the survey system and bin sizes as appropriate. 

 
9.  CAULERPA PRE-CONSTRUCTION SURVEY: A pre-construction survey of the project area 

for Caulerpa taxifolia (Caulerpa) shall be conducted in accordance with the Caulerpa Control Protocol 
(see http://swr.nmfs.noaa.gov/hcd/caulerpa/ccp.pdf) not earlier than 90 calendar days prior to planned 
construction and not later than 30 calendar days prior to construction.  The results of this survey shall 
be furnished to the Corps Regulatory Division, NOAA Fisheries, and the California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife (CDFW) at least 15 calendar days prior to initiation of work in navigable waters.  In the 
event that Caulerpa is detected within the project area, the Permittee shall not commence work until 
such time as the infestation has been isolated, treated, and the risk of spread is eliminated as 
confirmed in writing by the Corps Regulatory Division, in consultation with NOAA Fisheries and 
CDFW. 
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10.  EELGRASS PRE-CONSTRUCTION SURVEY: Prior to construction, a pre-project eelgrass 
survey should be conducted in accordance with the California Eelgrass Mitigation Policy (CEMP) 
(http://www.westcoast.fisheries.noaa.gov/publications/habitat/california_eelgrass_mitigation/Final 
CEMP October 2014/cemp_oct_2014_final.pdf) no earlier than 60 calendar days prior to planned 
construction. The results of the survey must be submitted to the Corps at least 15 calendar days prior 
to initiation of work in waters of the United States. If the pre-project survey demonstrates eelgrass 
presence within the project vicinity, post-project survey(s) must be conducted and any impacts to 
eelgrass mitigated in accordance with the CEMP. 

 
11.  EELGRASS POST-CONSTRUCTION SURVEY(S): If eelgrass is observed within the project 

boundary, once authorized impacts to navigable waters authorized by this permit have ceased, the 
Permittee shall conduct two years of post-construction eelgrass monitoring surveys per the mapping 
guidelines in NOAA Fisheries' California Eelgrass Mitigation Policy (Policy) 
(http://www.westcoast.fisheries.noaa.gov/publications/habitat/california_eelgrass_mitigation/Final 
CEMP October 2014/cemp_oct_2014_final.pdf). All required post-construction monitoring surveys 
shall be submitted by the Permittee to the Corps and NOAA Fisheries within 30 calendar days of each 
survey completion date. Based upon the post-construction monitoring survey results and in 
accordance with the Policy, the Corps will determine the need and/or amount of Essential Fish Habitat 
(EFH) mitigation required to offset adverse impacts to such habitat. The Corps will transmit its 
determination to the Permittee in writing. Within 60 calendar days of receiving the Corps' 
determination specifying the need and amount of mitigation, the Permittee shall submit a draft EFH 
mitigation plan to the Corps for review and approval. The EFH mitigation plan shall be prepared in 
accordance with the Policy and the Corps' South Pacific Division Regional Compensatory Mitigation 
Guidelines and Monitoring Requirements, dated January 12, 2015. The Permittee shall fully 
implement the final EFH mitigation plan as approved by the Corps.   
 
 12.  The Permittee shall ensure contractor(s) use sound-abatement techniques to reduce both 
noise and vibrations from pile-driving activities.  Sound-abatement techniques shall include, but are 
not limited to, vibration or hydraulic insertion techniques, drilled or augured holes for cast-in-place 
piles, bubble curtain technology, and sound aprons where feasible.  At the initiation of each pile-
driving event, and after breaks of more than 15 minutes the pile driving shall also employ a “soft-start” 
in which the hammer is operated at less than full capacity (i.e., approximately 40-6-% energy levels) 
with no less than a 1-minute interval between each strike for a 5-minute period.  Although it is 
expected that marine mammals will voluntarily move away from the area at the commencement of the 
vibratory or “soft start” of pile-driving activities, as a precautionary measure, pile-driving activities shall 
include establishment of a safety zone, and the area surrounding the operations shall be monitored by 
a qualified marine biologist for pinnipeds and their behavior in response to pile driving.  Observers 
onshore or by boat shall survey the safety zone to ensure that no marine mammals are seen within 
the zone before pile driving of a steel-pile segment begins.  If marine malls are found within the safety 
zone, pile driving of the segment shall be delayed until they move out of the area.  If pinnipeds enter 
the safety zone after pile driving of a segment has begun, pile driving will continue.  The biologist shall 
monitor and record the species and number of individuals observed, and make note of their behavior 
patterns.  If the animal appears distressed and, if it is operationally safe to do so, pile driving shall 
cease until the animal leaves the area.  Pile driving cannot be terminated safely and without severe 
operational difficulties until reaching a designated depth.  Therefore, if it is deemed operationally 
unsafe by the project engineer to discontinue pile-driving activities, and a pinniped is observed in the 
safety zone, pile-driving activities shall continue until the critical depth is reached (at which time pile 
driving will cease) or until the pinniped leaves the safety zone.  Prior to the initiation of pile-driving, the 
area shall be thoroughly surveyed by the biologist. 
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Cultural Resources:  
 
 1.  Pursuant to 36 C.F.R. section 800.13, in the event of any discoveries during construction of 

either human remains, archeological deposits, or any other type of historic property, the Permittee 
shall notify the Corps' Archeology Staff within 24 hours (Danielle Storey at 213-452-3855 OR Meg 
McDonald at 213-452-3849).  The Permittee shall immediately suspend all work in any area(s) where 
potential cultural resources are discovered.  The Permittee shall not resume construction in the area 
surrounding the potential cultural resources until the Corps Regulatory Division re-authorizes project 
construction, per 36 C.F.R. section 800.13. 

 
Other Authorizations Required to Validate Corps Permit: 
 

      1.  This permit is contingent upon the issuance of a Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) 
consistency certification from the California Coastal Commission and a Section 401 Water Quality 
Certification (WQC) from the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB).  The 
Permittee shall abide by the terms and conditions of the CZMA consistency certification and Clean 
Water Act Section 401 WQC.  The Permittee shall submit the CZMA consistency certification and 
Section 401 WQC to the Corps Regulatory Division (preferably via email) within two weeks of receipt 
from the issuing state agency.  The Permittee shall not proceed with construction until receiving an e-
mail or other written notification from Corps Regulatory Division acknowledging the CZMA consistency 
certification and Clean Water Act 401 WQC has been received, reviewed, and determined to be 
acceptable. If the RWQCB fails to act on a request for certification within 60 days after receipt of a 
complete application, please notify the Corps so we may consider whether a waiver of water quality 
certification is warranted pursuant to 33 CFR 325.2(b)(1)(ii).  If the California Coastal Commission 
fails to act on a request for concurrence with your certification within six months after receipt, please 
notify the Corps so we may consider whether to presume a concurrence pursuant to 33 CFR 
325.2(b)(2)(ii). 

 
For additional information please call Lisa Mangione of my staff at (805) 585-2150 or via e-mail at 

Lisa.Mangione@usace.army.mil. This public notice is issued by the Chief, Regulatory Division. 
 
 

Regulatory Program Goals: 
• To provide strong protection of the nation's aquatic environment, including wetlands. 
• To ensure the Corps provides the regulated public with fair and reasonable decisions.  
• To enhance the efficiency of the Corps’ administration of its regulatory program. 

 
 
 
__________________________________________________________ 
 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
LOS ANGELES DISTRICT, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

 
WWW.SPL.USACE.ARMY.MIL/MISSIONS/REGULATORY 

 

http://www.spl.usace.army.mil/MISSIONS/REGULATORY
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