I PUBLIC NOTICE

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS BUILDING STRONGe
LOS ANGELES DISTRICT

APPLICATION FOR PERMIT
US Coast Guard Mooring Ballast Pt. Dredging and Disposal Project

Public Notice/Application No.: SPL-2018-00207-RRS

Project: US Coast Guard Dredging and Disposal project at USCG Mooring Ballast Pt.
Station

Comment Period: January 16, 2019 through January 31, 2019

Project Manager: Robert Smith; (760) 602-4831; Robert.R.Smith@usace.army.mil

Applicant Contact
Dave Stalters See applicant

Chief, Environmental Management Branch
United States Coast Guard (USCG)

1301 Clay St., Suite 700N

(510) 637-5567

Oakland, California 94612-5203

Location

The Project location includes the USCG Mooring Ballast Point facility, the near shore areas
off of the Silver Strand and Smugglers Cove, north of Ballast Point at Navy Base Point Loma
(NBPL), and/or offshore at the LA-5 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site (ODMDS or LA-
5). The USCG Project dredging footprint (4.1 acres) is located directly south of Pier 5002 at
the NBPL Submarine Base in the northwestern part San Diego Bay at the USCG Coast
Guard Mooring Ballast Point facility. The dredging footprint is within the bay-ward, eastern
side of Point Loma in an industrialized area with four storm water outfalls. USCG Ballast
Point berthing substrate is within the city of San Diego, San Diego County, CA (at:
32.6847285 N, -117.2368585 W). The ocean disposal site is at the LA-5 ODMDS, a
1000-meter radius area located a few miles southwest of the entrance of San Diego Bay in
the Pacific Ocean (32.6138 N; 117.3445 W). The currently proposed beneficial reuse sites
are at Smugglers Cove in the near shore area north of Ballast Point and the southernmost
cell of the Navy owned Silver Strand Boat Lanes and Smugglers Cove (Figures 1-3).


mailto:Robert.R.Smith@usace.army.mil

Activity

The Project consists of the dredging of 25,247 cubic yards at the USCG Mooring Ballast Pt.
base with transport of dredged material to the Smugglers Cove, the nearshore area of the
Silver Strand Boat lanes 9 and 10, and/or the LA-5 ODMDS. The Corps is processing a ten
year permit for the Project’s dredging and disposal work. The USCG is proposing to conduct
a maintenance dredging project (Project) at its Mooring Ballast Point (MBP) facility in Point
Loma, California (Figure 1) in conjunction with the Navy who are proposing to construct a reef
with pile structures from the adjacent completed Navy Fuel Pier project and then dispose of
the USCG dredged material at their adjacent Smugglers Cove site at NBPL. A second Corps
public notice will be done for the Navy’s project when submitted.

A bathymetric survey of this area was performed by the USCG in November, 2017 to support
emergency dredging at this site (Figure 2). The 2017 survey also indicated that additional
dredging was necessary for this location as soon as possible for safe navigation and berthing
of USCG vessels. The Project will involve dredging of sediment to accommodate USCG ship
traffic and berthing at this location and is planned to be performed in January 2019. The
USCG has dredged at this location in the past; however, the permits have since expired and
new permits will need to be obtained for both the USCG dredging project and the Navy’s
disposal of the dredged material at Smugglers Cove. (See attached drawings). For more
information see Additional Project 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, Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act, and or Section 103 of the Marine
Protection, Research and Sanctuaries Act. Comments should be mailed to:

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

LOS ANGELES DISTRICT, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
REGULATORY DIVISION

ATTN: Robert Smith

Carlsbad Field Office

5900 La Place Ct., Suite 100

Carlsbad, CA 92008

Alternatively, comments can be sent electronically to: Robert.R.Smith@usace.army.mil



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
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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.

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
(Regional Board) or a waiver thereof from the Corps. 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. The applicant submitted the Section 401 water quality
certification application via Fedex to the Regional Board on November 13, 2018 (dated
stamped received).

Coastal Zone Management (CZMA)- 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. After a review of the comments received on this public notice and in
consultation with the California Coastal Commission, the Corps will make a final
determination of whether this project affects coastal zone resources after review of the
comments received on this Public Notice. The USCG has received a letter from the
California Coastal Commission dated December 4, 2018 (ND-0040-18) for the CZMA
compliance which is a negative determination that the CCC concurred with the USCG on.

Essential Fish Habitat- Essential Fish Habitat (EFH), as defined by the Magnuson-
Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act, occurs within the project area and EFH
is affected by the proposed project. The Corps of Engineers preliminary determination
indicates the proposed activity would adversely affect EFH however the USCG is the lead
Federal agency and the Corps will review and adopt their lead agency determination.
Currently the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) is subject to furlough due to the
government shutdown which started December 24, 2018. USCG has indicated that formal
consultation under Section 305(b)(2) of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and
Management Act (MSA) has been initiated and the Corps will per lead agency guidance
review and adopt the USCG’s EFH consultation resolution with NMFS. This notice describes
the EFH consultation requirements of the Act. In order to comply with the Magnuson-Stevens




Fishery Conservation and Management Act (MSA), pursuant to 50 CFR 600.920(e)(3), the
Corps is providing, enclosing, or otherwise identifying the following information:

1. Description of the proposed action: See project description on page one and five of this
public notice.

2. On-site inspection information: See baseline information on page one and five of this
public notice.

3. Analysis of the potential adverse effects on EFH: The project will dredge 25,247 cubic
yards of potentially suitable material and dispose of the material at either the Smugglers
Cove project, the LA-5 Ocean Disposal site, or other near shore sites off the coast of
Imperial Beach. The project will have direct and indirect effects from turbidity, vessel and
equipment noise, and propeller wash from direct dredging and disposal impacts and the
project has an adverse effect to EFH resources.

4. Proposed minimization, conservation, or mitigation measures: The following measures
are proposed:

A pre-construction eelgrass survey will be conducted prior to each dredge episode.
Vessel operators will follow designated speed zones to and from the project site and
selected disposal sites. Vessel operators will not drop anchors / spuds within or directly
adjacent to identified populations of eelgrass. Dredge passes will likely start on the berth
near the shoreline, moving toward deeper water. The potential for grounding will be
limited by controlling contractor vessel draft and movements. During transport and
handling of sediment, containment measures will be used to minimize spillage. USCG will
require the contractor to conduct a surface debris survey prior to dredging. Pre- and post-
dredging monitoring for eelgrass will be conducted; any effects on eelgrass will be
mitigated consistent with the California Eelgrass Mitigation Policy.

5. Conclusions regarding effects of the proposed project on EFH: The project will have adverse
effects to the EFH resources at the USCG facility and the associated disposal site per the USCG.
Based on the EFH assessment, regardless of which project disposal option is ultimately
chosen, the project would adversely affect EFH for various federally managed fish species
under the Pacific Coast Groundfish and Coastal Pelagic Species FMPs and that this
project would not have a substantial adverse impact to EFH on an individual basis.

USCG is the lead agency for the EFH consultation and they have submitted an adverse
effect determination to NMFS. Therefore, it the Corps’ initial determination is that the
proposed activity may adversely affect EFH or federally managed fisheries in California
waters. The Corps will review all documentation for our final determination relative to
project impacts. The need for mitigation measures is subject to review by and coordination
with the USCG’s determination via email on December 18, 2018 to James Harrison from
NOAA Fisheries who has not responded due to the govt. shutdown.



Cultural Resources- The latest version of the National Register of Historic Places has
been consulted during the USCG compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act and there are no sites listed in the project area. This review constitutes the
extent of cultural resources investigations by the District Engineer, and he is otherwise
unaware of the presence of such resources. The USCG has completed a cultural resource
report dated October 2018 that identified that no cultural resources were present at the
dredging or disposal sites and the Area of Potential Effect (APE) and the project area has
been previously disturbed by dredging, vessel activities, anchoring, and propeller wash. The
USCG consulted with the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and sent a request
for comments letter to the list of NAHC tribes identified in the NAHC letter. On August 13,
2018, the Aqua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians stated that the APE is located outside of
their ancestral territory and the USCG received no other tribal responses. The USCG then
consulted with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) and received a response from
SHPO dated December 13, 2018 and agreed with the USCG determination that a finding of
No Historic Properties Affected is appropriate.

Endangered Species- Preliminary determinations indicate the proposed activity would not
affect federally-listed endangered or threatened species, or their critical habitat. The project
should avoid any impacts to the federally-listed as endangered Green Sea Turtle (Chelonia
Mydas; GST) as GST are not usually found in the project area and there should be no effects
from the project to GST. GST are found in southern San Diego bay but GST do transit from
the southern portion of the bay to the ocean thru the channel areas south of the project area.
Potential effects to GST could be from turbidity, dredging and beach nourishment impacts,
vessel strikes, and anchoring impacts. The USCG has submitted an email dated December
18, 2018 to NMFS initiating early consultation. The USCG has indicated that the project
would affect but not likely adversely affect GST but NMFS has not completed its response to
this request. Insofar as the project impacts to the California least tern (Sterna antillarum
browni; CLT) the project should be completed by April 1, 2019 so there should be a no affect
determination. Also a qualified biological monitor will be present to look for GST and CLT
activity in the vicinity of the dredge and provide a brief training to vessel operators for both
operations and transportation of materials. If individuals are observed operations will be
suspended for at least 15 minutes following observations that the GST has vacated the area.
Operations will temporarily be halted if green turtles are observed in transit or occupying the
dredging or disposal site. The Corps will review and adopt the USCG’s final lead agency
determination for ESA consultation for GST. For CLT, formal consultation for CLT 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.

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
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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 no fills are proposed within special aquatic sites, identification of the basic
project purpose is not necessary. The basic project purpose for the proposed project is to
allow for berthing of USCG vessels at the Ballast Point facilities. The project is water
dependent.

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 allow berthing of vessels at the US Coast Guard Mooring Ballast Pt.
Station and other appropriate disposal sites.

Additional Project Information

Baseline information- Ballast Point facilities offer the closest mooring to the mouth of the
harbor and the Coast Guard operational area. Ballast Point mooring is intended to provide
safe moorage for two Coast Guard patrol boats (PBs). Shoaling rapidly increased over the
past year and began impacting the eastern half of the floating dock. In order to prevent
further damage to the floating dock, the Sector ceased usage of the eastern mooring in June
2018. Mooring on the float that is unable to move due to the shoaling would have
undoubtedly caused more damage.

The most recent maintenance dredging within this area occurred in 2011, during which
26,000 cubic yards (cy) of sediment were removed. In addition, 25 cy of sediment were
removed during emergency dredging in March 2018. Therefore, proposed maintenance
dredging would only remove sediments that have accumulated since prior dredging events.

The Corps and EPA also reviewed a testing Sampling and Analysis Plan (SAPr) prepared by
Wood plc and dated October 2018 and approved the suitability for Tier Il approval for both
grain size and chemical suitability for nearshore disposal and beach nourishment on
November 20, 2018 per the Inland Testing Manual. Subsequently the Corps and the EPA
approved via email a supplemental SAPr from Wood plc to the original SAPr dated December
21, 2018 that then also allowed for compliance with the Ocean Testing Manual that the
25,427 cy could also be disposed at LA-5 for ocean disposal.

Project description- Dredging is planned to be completed using either a barge-mounted
clamshell, backhoe dredge, or hydraulic dredge, dependent on the availability of disposal
locations. It is anticipated that initial dredging activities would take up to three weeks to
complete. The dredge sediment placement site will be determined following suitability testing;
however, it is anticipated that the first episode of dredge sediment will be suitable for reuse to
support a Navy restoration project proposed at Smuggler’'s Cove (one of the dredged
sediment disposal options). Dredging would occur prior to April 1 to avoid the nesting season
of the endangered California least tern.




The scope of the project includes the dredging and disposal of sediment from the mooring
and approach of the pier at USCG Mooring Ballast Point. The initial dredge activity is
proposed to be implemented in February 2019 with subsequent dredging performed every
two to five years as needed to maintain operational depth. The proposed dredge footprint is
located within the previous dredge prism and is considered maintenance dredging (Figure 2).
Dredging is proposed to a design depth of -30 mean lower low water (MLLW) plus an
additional -2 feet of allowed over dredge depth. The dredge footprint occupies an
approximate 4-acre area with an initial dredge event that will include a total sediment removal
of up to 25,247 cubic yards (cy). It is anticipated that subsequent events will require a much
smaller volume of sediment removal.

The USCG is in the process of completing negotiations with disposal site owners, which
would allow the greatest flexibility in completing this and other future dredge maintenance
activities. The USCG has considered the following three options for disposal: 1) Smuggler’s
Cove restoration site for both nearshore replenishment and beach nourishment (using
hydraulic dredge), 2) Silver Strand Boat lanes beneficial reuse site (using either clamshell or
backhoe dredge), and 3) ocean disposal at LA 5 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site
(ODMDS) (using either clamshell or backhoe dredge). The three locations are shown on
Figure 3 and a description of each disposal option is provided below.

Option 1: Smuggler’s Cove restoration site

Option 1 is anticipated to be used for the initial dredge episode only. Option 1 would require
hydraulic dredging. Dredged sediment would be transported via a discharge pipeline to the
Smuggler’s Cove restoration site for both nearshore replenishment and beach nourishment.
Smuggler’'s Cove is located approximately 350 feet from the USCG pier at Mooring Ballast
Point. Electronic tracking devices would be used to document that dredge material is placed
within the disposal site boundaries, as specified in a dredging permit. The USCG would
deposit sand on the existing beach from +13 ft. MLLW to -5 ft. MLLW and push sand out
using a bulldozer to create a basin between the seawall and the created sand berm (see
Attachment A). A standpipe weir that is sized to carry return water from the slurry line will be
placed and water will be decanted using this system to allow sediments to filter out of the
water before entering the bay. Sand trapped in the basin will be pushed up to stockpiles to
maintain the capacity of basin; sand piles will continue to drain and then be pushed forward
to enlarge the basin and begin filling the beach. The final stage will be to groom the
accumulated sand to interim beach contours as shown on Sheet 2 of the Phase 1 Interim
Beach Restoration plan set included in Attachment B.

It should be noted that the Navy is in the process of planning a restoration project at
Smuggler’'s Cove. The USCG proposed action is being incorporated into Phase | of the Navy
project. The Navy will be submitting a permit application and associated assessment for a
secondary phase (or Phase II) of the project which will include: 1) distribution of sediments
below -5 feet MLLW, 2) installation of a rock reef, and 3) turtle enhancement of the area to
include eelgrass plantings to support an overall restoration project. Further, the Navy will
account for impacts to eelgrass as a result of the proposed action during this subsequent
phase (to be submitted for agency approval in 2019). The Navy’'s schedule and conceptual
design is included as Attachment C.



Option 2: Silver Strand Boat lanes beneficial reuse site

This option involves loading dredged sediment into 1,000 cy capacity barges and transporting
it to the Silver Strand Boat lanes site for beneficial reuse. The Silver Strand Boat lanes site is
located along the Pacific Coast slightly more than six miles south of the Proposed Action
project site and between 1,000 ft. and 2,000 ft. offshore. A clamshell or backhoe dredge
would be used to complete dredging operations. Barges would be equipped with electronic
tracking devices to document that dredge material is placed within the disposal site
boundaries, as specified in a dredging permit.

Option 3: Ocean Disposal at LA-5 ODMDS

The ocean disposal option for disposal of sediment associated with the proposed action
involves loading dredged sediment into 1,000 cy capacity barges and transporting it to LA-5.
LA-5 is a designated offshore open-water disposal site located on the ridged slope of the
continental shelf at a depth of approximately 600 feet, 5.4 nautical miles from Point Loma,

off the San Diego coast. A clamshell or backhoe dredge would be used to complete dredging
operations. Barges would be equipped with electronic tracking devices to document that
dredge material is placed within the disposal site boundaries, as specified in the dredging
permit. The ocean disposal of dredged sediment is regulated under Section 103 of the Marine
Protection, Research, and Sanctuaries Act, and disposal operations would need to comply
with permitting and dredging regulations published in Title 33 Code of Regulations (CFR)
Parts 320 through 330 and 335 through 338 (33 CFR 320-330 and 33 CFR 335-338).
Alternative depths and footprints were not considered. The proposed depth is the depth
required to support vessels at this location. The proposed footprint is needed to allow for
maneuverability of vessels. Alternatives depths and/or footprints would therefore not meet the
purpose and need of the project.

Construction Details

The estimated total volume to be removed is 25,427 cy, including 2 feet of over-dredge.
Additional dredge episodes may be required over the 10-year period to maintain operational
depths. For the initial dredge episode, Option 1 will be used for dredge disposal using a
hydraulic dredge. Dredged sediment would be pumped from the hydraulic dredge via a
discharge pipeline to Smuggler’'s Cove restoration site for both nearshore replenishment and
beach nourishment (see Sheet 2 of the design plan set). A bulldozer will be staged on the
beach to create the surface from +13 feet down to -5 feet MLLW.

Under Options 2 and 3, a barge-mounted clamshell or backhoe dredge would be used. To
control the bucket depth, a bucket holding line would be marked at 1-foot intervals. The
operator would check the tide gauge and lower the bucket to a depth not to exceed the
maximum dredge depth. Dredge material would be loaded onto barges. Each end of the bin
will be equipped with scupper holes (4” cam lock fittings) for water drainage if permissible.
Once dredged material is loaded onto the barge, excess dredged water would be decanted
through scuppers at all four corners of the barge. Dewatered dredged materials would be
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transported by barge and disposed of at either Silver Strand Boat lanes beneficial reuse site
orat LA5 ODMDS.

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: Due to urgent need to alleviate shoaling and impacts to USCG mission
activities the initial dredge episode is estimated to begin in February 2019 and will be
completed prior to the end of the in-water work window of March 30 to avoid impacts to
eelgrass and wetlands in the area

Minimization: Additional Best Management Practices (BMPs) for control of vessel
groundings and an anchoring plan with monitoring to ensure turbidity standards are met.
However, if necessary, a small turbidity curtain can be placed if needed in a manner that
would further improve water quality and minimize turbidity impacts.

Compensation: The project will restore the beach areas at Smugglers Cove that will
create new shoreline habitat and beach for invertebrates and EFH habitat and foraging
habitat for other shorebirds. The Navy has issued a letter for the two combined projects that
the eelgrass impact of 0.05 acres shall be mitigated at the Navy’s eelgrass bank that will also
allow for the creation of a new Navy Eelgrass Mitigation Site 7 with 0.4 acres of new eelgrass
creation at Smugglers Cove with a new reef with the sediment from the USCG project and
the old piles (from the Navy Fuel Pier project) now stored at NBPL in an upland site. Also the
Navy’s reef project shall provide for a new reef site near the Smugglers Cove site which will
greatly enhance the function of the marine areas of Smugglers Cove and MBP.

Proposed Special Conditions

None are proposed at this time.
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For additional information please call Robert Smith of my staff at (760) 602-4831 or via e-
mail at Robert.R.Smith@usace.army.mil. This public notice is issued by the Chief, Regulatory

Division.

Regulatory Program Goals:

e 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.

e 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
Carlsbad Field Office
5900 La Place Ct., Suite 100
Carlsbad, CA 92008
WWW.SPL.USACE.ARMY.MIL/MISSIONS/REGULATORY
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