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California Regional Water Quality Control Board
@ San Diego Region

Over 50 Years Serving San Diego, Orange, and Riverside Counties

Recipient of the 2004 Environmental Award for Outstanding Achievement from USEPA Arnold Schwarzenegger
Govemnor

Linda S. Adams
Secretary for
Environmental Protection 9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100, San Diego, California 92123-4353
(858) 467-2952 + Fax (858) 571-6972
http:// www.waterboards.ca.gov/sandiego

November 25, 2009
To Interested Persons Mailing List

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region (San Diego
Water Board) will be the lead agency and will prepare an environmental impact report
(EIR) for the following project:

Project Description: The project is a tentative Cleanup and Abatement Order (CAO)
for cleanup of contaminated marine sediments at the National Steel and Shipbuilding
Company Shipyard (NASSCO)/BAE Systems Shipyard Sediment Site in San Diego
Bay. The cleanup remedy may include dredging, capping, and/or natural recovery.
Dredge spoils may be dewatered at an onshore facility and disposed of at an
appropriate landfill site.

Location: The Shipyard Sediment Site is located along the eastern shore of central
San Diego Bay and encompasses an area extending approximately from the
Sampson Street Extension to the north and Chollas Creek to the south and from the
NASSCO and BAE Systems shipyard facilities shoreline out to the San Diego Bay
main shipping channel on the west.

A copy of the Notice of Preparation of the draft EIR is enclosed. The San Diego Water
Board needs to know the views of your agency as to the scope of content of the
environmental information which is germane to your agency'’s statutory responsibilities in
connection with the proposed project. Your agency will need to use the EIR prepared by
the San Diego Water Board when considering your permit or other approval for the
project.

If you have any questions regarding the Notice of Preparation, please contact Mr. Tom
Alo of my staff at (858) 636-3154 or TAlo@waterboards.ca.gov. Thank you for your
participation.

Respectfully,

Wm/L*/

DAVID W. GIBSON
Executive Officer

California Environmental Protection Agency

.©
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Notice of Preparation -2- November 24, 2009
Interested Parties

Enclosures:
1. Interested Persons Mailing List
2. Notice of Preparation of Draft Environmental Impact Report and Attachment

California Environmental Protection Agency
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INTERSTED PERSONS MAILING LIST

Ms. Sylvia Oey

Division of Planning and Technical Support
Air Resources Board

10011 St.

Sacramento, CA 95814

Mr. Kevin Hunting

Acting Regional Manager
South Coast Region
Department of Fish and Game
4949 Viewridge Ave.

San Diego, CA 92123

Ms. Susan Young

State Lands Commission
100 Howe Ave., Suite 100
Sacramento, CA 95825

Mr. David Merk

San Diego Unified Port District
3165 Pacific Highway

San Diego, CA 92112-0488

Mr. Scott Morgan

California State Clearinghouse
P.O. Box 3044

Sacramento, CA 95812

Ms. Elizabeth A. Fuchs
California Coastal Commission
45 Fremont Street, Suite 2000
San Francisco, CA 94105-2219

Ms. Denise Klimas

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
Office of Response & Restoration

Coastal Protection & Restoration Division

8800 Cal Center Drive

Sacramento, CA 95826

Mr. Fritz Ortlieb

City of San Diego

1200 Third Avenue, Suite 1620
San Diego, CA 92101



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD, SAN DIEGO REGION

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT

TENTATIVE CLEANUP AND ABATEMENT ORDER NO. R9-2010-0002
FOR THE SHIPYARD SEDIMENT SITE, SAN DIEGO BAY

NOTICE OF PREPARATION

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board,
San Diego Region (San Diego Water Board) will be
the lead agency and will prepare an environmental
impact report (EIR) for the following project:

Project Description: The project is a tentative
Cleanup and Abatement Order (CAO) for cleanup of
contaminated marine sediments at the National Steel
and Shipbuilding Company Shipyard
(NASSCO)/BAE Systems Shipyard Sediment Site in
San Diego Bay. The cleanup remedy may include
dredging, capping, and/or natural recovery. Dredge
spoils may be dewatered at an onshore facility and
disposed of at an appropriate landfill site.

Location: The Shipyard Sediment Site is located
along the eastern shore of central San Diego Bay
and encompasses an area extending approximately
from the Sampson Street Extension to the north and
Chollas Creek to the south and from the NASSCO
and BAE Systems shipyard facilities shoreline out to
the San Diego Bay main shipping channel on the
west.

Potential Environmental Effects: See attachment.

Copy of Initial Study: Not attached.

The San Diego Water Board needs to know the views
of your agency as to the scope of content of the
environmental information which is germane to your
agency's statutory responsibilities in connection with
the proposed project. Your agency will need to use
the EIR prepared by our agency when considering
your permit or other approval for the project.

Due to the time limits mandated by State law, your
response must be sent at the earliest possible date,
but not later than 30 days after receipt of this notice.

Please send your response to:

Mr. Tom Alo, Water Resource Control Engineer
Regional Water Quality Control Board

9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100,

San Diego CA 92123-4340

INFORMATION
For questions regarding this notice, please contact
Mr. Tom Alo, Water Resource Control Engineer by:

U.S. Mail:  Regional Water Quality Control Board
9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100
San Diego, CA 92123-4340

Email: TAlo@waterboards.ca.gov

Telephone: (858) 636-3154

Please bring the foregoing to the attention of any
persons you know who would be interested in this
matter. Thank you for your interest in the protection
of water quality.

() 0. -

David W. Gibson
Executive Officer
November 25, 2009




ATTACHMENT TO NOTICE

Potential Environmental Effects

Biological Resources

1. Dredging is expected to release some sediment in the water column and
thus contaminated sediments may be deposited in areas that may not
currently be contaminated.

2. In the short term, dredging would result in complete destruction of
benthic macroinvertebrate communities and eelgrass.

3. Epibenthic organisms (e.g., fish and lobsters) that feed on benthic
macroinvertebrates or that use the eelgrass beds as nurseries may also
be affected because the site would not provide the resources they need.

4. The destruction of benthic macroinvertebrate communities and absence
of epibenthic fish may cause short-term effects on some aquatic-
dependent wildlife that feed at the site.

5. Inthe long term, eelgrass is currently found primarily in areas with water
depths less than 10 feet and may not be able to reestablish itself in
some areas with deeper water that would exist after dredging. Lost
eelgrass beds would not be available as nursery areas for juvenile fish
and other species, and the greater water depths and changed benthic
communities may provide fewer feeding opportunities for epibenthic
feeders such as diving birds.

6. The use of imported sand as backfill may lower the quality of the bottom
substrate at the site, impacting benthic marcoinvertebrate communities.

Water Quality

1. Short-term turbidity impacts may occur as a result of resuspended
sediments at the point of dredging.

Transportation/Traffic

1. In the event dredge spoils are dewatered on shore and disposed of at a
landfill, traffic would increase due to trucks transporting and disposing
sediments at an offsite landfill.

2. In the event dredge spoils are dewatered on shore and disposed of at a
landfill, accidents may occur as a result of the increased traffic.

3. In the event dredge spoils are dewatered on shore and disposed of at a

landfill, Increased truck traffic may reduce the service life of road
infrastructure by wearing out pavement.



V. Noise

1. In the event dredge spoils are dewatered on shore and disposed of at a
landfill, with the number of trucks passing through the community, there
would be an ongoing noise impact over the course of the work.

2. Dredging operations combined with the most intensive ship building
and/or maintenance operations could create a cumulative noise impact
to the community if they were to occur at the same time.

V. Air Quality

1. Diesel emissions from trucks and dredging equipment may affect air
quality.

VI. Geology/Soils
1. Backfill material such as imported sand may shift during a seismic event,
which in turn could lead to exposure to underlying contaminated
sediment.

VII. Navigation

1. Use of San Diego Bay near the site by recreational and commercial
watercraft may be impeded during dredging activities.



Environmental Checklist December 22, 2009
Shipyard Sediment Site '

INITIAL STUDY/ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

1.  Project title:
Tentative Cleanup and Abatement Order No. R9-2010-0002 for the Shipyard
Sediment Site, San Diego Bay

2. Lead agency name and address:
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region
9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100
San Diego, CA 92123

3. Contact person and phone number:
Mr. Tom Alo
(858) 636-3154

4. Project location:
The Shipyard Sediment Site is located along the eastern shore of central San
Diego Bay and encompasses an area extending approximately from the
Sampson Street Extension to the north and Chollas Creek to the south and from
the National Steel and Shipbuilding Company (NASSCO) and BAE Systems
shipyard facilities shoreline out to the San Diego Bay main shipping channel on
the west.

5. Project sponsor's name and address:
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Dlego Region
9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100
San Diego, CA 92123

6. General plan designation: 7. Zoning:
Industrial Industrial

8.  Description of project: (Describe the whole action involved, including but not
limited to later phases of the project, and any secondary, support, or off-site
features necessary for its implementation. Attach additional sheets if
necessary.)

The project is a tentative Cleanup and Abatement Order (CAQ) for cleanup of
contaminated marine sediments at the NASSCO/BAE Systems Shipyard
Sediment Site in San Diego Bay. The cleanup remedy may include dredging,
capping, and/or natural recovery. Dredge spoils may be dewatered at an
onshore facility and disposed of at an appropriate landfill site.

-1-



Environmental Checklist December 22, 2009
Shipyard Sediment Site

9. Surrounding land uses and setting: Briefly describe the project's surroundings:

Industrial land use surrounds the property. The area is located within the Belt
Street Industrial and Harbor Drive Industrial of the Tenth Avenue Marine
Terminal Planning District (Port Master Plan). Belt Street Industrial is a heavy
industrial district, south of the Tenth Avenue marine Terminal and consists of
several well-established and highly important marine-related manufacturing,
processing, and servicing establishments. All of the area is developed and
leased to marine related industrial businesses except for a small, partly vacated
parcel west of Crosby Road. Harbor Drive Industrial consists entirely of one
major shipbuilding plan, National Steel and Shipbuilding Company.

10. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing
approval, or participation agreement).

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
California Coastal Commission, California Regional Water Quality Control
Board, Air Pollution Control District

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project,

involving at least one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the
checklist on the following pages.

O Aesthetics O Agriculture M Air Quality
Resources
O Biological Resources O Cultural Resources M Geology /Soils

0O Hazards & Hazardous O Hydrology / Water 0O Land Use / Planning
Materials Quality

O Mineral Resources O Noise O Population / Housing
O Public Services O Recreation O Transportation/Traffic
O Utilities / Service O Mandatory Findings of Significance

Systems



Environmental Checklist _ December 22, 2009

Shipyard

Sediment Site

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

| find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions
in the project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the
environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or
"potentially significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least
one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to
applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation

measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the
effects that remain to be addressed.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed
adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to
applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that
earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation
measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is
required.

e
" /222 /07
Date

Signature 4. - EXczuNve eFffce.

David W. Gibson

Name



Environmental Checklist December 22, 2009
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that
are adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the
parentheses following each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately
supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does
not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault
rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should be explained where it is based on
project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not
expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening
analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as
well as on-site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and
construction as well as operational impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may
occur, then the checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially
significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than significant.
"Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that
an effect may be significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant
Impact” entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

"Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated"”
applies where the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect
from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less Than Significant impact." The
lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they
reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from
Section XVII, "Earlier Analyses," may be cross-referenced).

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or
other CEQA process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR
or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion
should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.
b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. ldentify which effects from the above

checklist were within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier
document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such



Environmental Checklist December 22, 2009
Shipyard Sediment Site

6)

7)

8)

9)

effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier
analysis.

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with
Mitigation Measures Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which
were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to
which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to
information sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning

ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should,
where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement
is substantiated.

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other
sources used or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different
formats; however, lead agencies should nomally address the questions from this
checklist that are relevant to a project's environmental effects in whatever format
is selected.

The explanation of each issue should identify:

a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question;
and

b) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than
significance.

Issues:

Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

incorporation

I. AESTHETICS -- Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect O 0 O ]
on a scenic vista?
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporation
b) Substantially damage scenic 0 0 0 |
resources, including, but not limited
to, trees, rock outcroppings, and
historic buildings within a state
scenic highway?
c¢) Substantially degrade the existing O 0 g M
visual character or quality of the site
and its surroundings?
d) Create a new source of | 0 0 M

substantial light or glare which would
adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area?

DISCUSSION

a) No Impact. The project is located in a heavy marine industrial area known in the
Port Master Plan as the Belt Street Industrial & Harbor Drive Industrial of the Tenth
Avenue Marine Terminal Pianning District. Ship repair and construction activity
occurs within the project area for the Navy and commercial customers. The
dredging and disposal equipment will likely appear similar and blend with the
equipment associated with these activities. Furthermore, the Port Master Plan does
not identify scenic vistas that transverse the project. This issue will not be
addressed in the Environmental impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
(EIS/EIR).

b) No Impact. The Port Master Pian does not identify scenic highways that transverse
the project. No scenic resources, trees or rock outcroppings would be damaged as
a result of dredging in the project area. This issue will not be addressed in the
EIS/EIR. '

c) No Impact. The project would not involve the construction or reconstruction of any
structures that could potentially alter the visual character of the area surrounding the
project. The dredging equipment and covered dredged materials stored on-site

-6-
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Shipyard Sediment Site

would temporarily alter but not degrade the visual character of the surrounding area.
This issue will not be addressed in the EIS/EIR.

d) No Impact. Dredging would be conducted during daytime hours and no new
structures or lighting facilities would be constructed as part of the project
implementation. This issue will not be addressed in the EIS/EIR.



Environmental Checklist
Shipyard Sediment Site

Il. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES: In
determining whether impacts to
agricultural resources are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies
may refer to the California
Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment Model (1997) prepared
by the California Dept. of
Conservation as an optional model to
use in assessing impacts on
agriculture and farmland. Would the
project:

a) Convert Prime Farmiand, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on
the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program of the California Resources
Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
contract?

¢) Involve other changes in the
existing environment which, due to
their location or nature, could result
in conversion of Farmland, to non-
agricultural use?

December 22, 2009

Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant  Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

Incorporation
a O O 7]
d dJ O [}
a ad a |



Environmental Checklist
Shipyard Sediment Site

DISCUSSION

December 22, 2009

a) No Impact. The California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program identify categories of agricultural resources that are significant
and therefore.require special consideration. The proposed project is not located in
an area designated as Prime or Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
importance (California Department of Conservation, 1999). No farmland or row
crops currently exist in the vicinity of the proposed project and therefore, none would
be converted to accommodate the proposed project. No impacts would occur. This

issue will not be addressed in the EIS/EIR.

b) No Impact. The project area is not zoned for agricultural use but for heavy industrial
use. No agricultural resources or operations exist within the project limits or
adjacent areas, and no Williamson Act contracts apply to the area. Therefore, this

issue will not be addressed in the EIS/EIR.

c) No Impact. The proposed project would not disrupt or damage the operation or
productivity of any areas designated as Farmland. As discussed above, no farmland
is located within the project area that could be affected by the project. This issue will

not be addressed in the EIS/EIR.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

lil. AIR QUALITY — Where available,
the significance criteria established
by the applicable air quality
management or air pollution control
district may be relied upon to make
the following determinations. Would
the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct |
implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?

b) Violate any air quality standardor
contribute substantially to an existing

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than No
Significant Impact
Impact
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No

Significant  Significant Significant Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporation
or projected air quality violation?

c) Result in a cumulatively | 0 a a
considerable net increase of any

criteria pollutant for which the project

region is non-attainment under an

applicable federal or state ambient

air quality standard (including

releasing emissions which exceed

quantitative thresholds for ozone

precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to O 7| | O
substantial pollutant concentrations?

e) Create objectionable odors O 7} O O
affecting a substantial number of
people?

DISCUSSION

a) Potentially Significant Impact. Dredging, dewatering, and truck trips would all
create emissions that would contribute to the existing air quality conditions in the
area. Emissions associated with dredging activities come from emissions as
opposed to dust; the dewatering phase has a low potential for particulate matter
(PM) dust emissions and wind erosion due to self contained equipment being used
and to the wet (submerged) nature of the soils that would be disturbed. Truck trips
hauling dewatered soils to the landfills are also potential sources for temporary PM
and diesel emissions. '

The principal source of emissions, however, would be from the dredge's diesel
engine used for dredge propulsion, driving dredging pumps, and driving electric
generators. These would be large diesel engines, and short-term NO, emission
rates would very likely exceed the Air Pollution Control District (APCD) thresholds for
daily emissions, for new and modified sources. This would require the applicant
(i.e., dredge contractor) to obtain an Authority to Construct and Permit to Operate.

-10-
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As part of the permitting procedure, an Air Quality Impact analysis would be

- performed, if necessary, to provide data relative to anticipated NO, emissions rates,

b)
c)

d)

and to demonstrate that the state and federal air quality standards would not be
violated, and there would be no significant impact. Alternatively, an individual
dredging vessel may be registered with the California Air Resources Board (ARB)
and not require a specific air quality permit for this project.

This issue will be addressed in the EIS/EIR.
Potentially Significant Impact. See response to item (a) above.
Potentially Significant Impact. See response to item (a) above.

Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated. Certain
population groups are considered particularly sensitive to air pollution. Sensitive
receptors consist of land uses that are more likely to be used by these population
groups. Sensitive receptors include health care facilities, retirement homes, school
and playground facilities, and residential areas. Trucks hauling dewatered soils
could subject sensitive receptors within the Barrio Logan community to significant
diesel emissions during transport to the landfills. Mitigation could include using
alternative fuel vehicles and/or routing trucks away from sensitive receptors. This
issue will be addressed in the EIS/EIR.

Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated. See response to
item (d) above.

Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant  Significant Significant Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
incorporation
IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES -
Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, O M O 0

either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive,
or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or

-11-
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regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect
on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified
in local or regional plans, policies,
regulations or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or US
Fish and Wildlife Service?

c) Have a substantial adverse effect
on federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act (including, but not limited
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other
means?

d) Interfere substantially with the
movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or
with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede
the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,

Potentially

Significant

Impact

0

0

O

-12-
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Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant impact

with Impact
Mitigation

Incorporation

| ] 0
a a V]
] 74| 0
a H] 7]
0 0
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant  Significant Significant Impact
impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporation
Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

DISCUSSION

a) Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporation. Marine Vegetation -
Patches and beds of eelgrass are present within the project area. Eelgrass beds are
considered to be very valuable nursery sites for many species of invertebrates and
fish species. Eelgrass bed habitat has been identified as a sensitive marine
resource by the California Department of Fish and Game, the National Marine
Fisheries Service, and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. Eelgrass beds serve as
refuges, foraging areas, and nursery habitats for various coastal and bay
invertebrates, fishes, and birds. The loss of eelgrass habitat as a result of dredging
in the project area will be addressed through the National Marine Fisheries'
Southern California Eelgrass Mitigation Policy (SCEMP). This policy requires a
minimum in kind replacement at a ratio of 1:2:1 and a five year monitoring
requirement to determine success. Implementation of this policy would reduce the
impact caused by the project to a less than significant level.

Invertebrates — Dredging activities inherently cause a disturbance and redistribution
of bottom sediments which may persist for the duration of the operation. Some
invertebrates, especially small crustaceans and mollusks of the infauna, may be
relocated with the dredged material and deposited on the discharge site. Some
would be smothered, some would become food for opportunistic shorebirds, and
others would survive at the new location. Invertebrates, epifauna, and infauna may
be exposed to suspended sediment concentrations during dredging and up to 24
hours later. Dredging operations may cause some clogging to gills and suspension
feeding apparatuses, resulting in smothering to invertebrates in the immediate
vicinity. Invertebrates are expected to recover from the disturbance upon completion
of the project. The impacts to invertebrates are minimal, temporary, and not
significant.

Fish and Essential Fish Habitat — The dredging process could result in direct loss of
foraging habitat, but perhaps even more significant is the turbidity associated with

-13-
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b)

d)

this activity. Some fish may avoid the immediate project area during dredging
operations because of the increased turbidity, noise levels, and oxygen depletion
caused by dredging bottom sediment. The dredging operation will be monitored to
ensure that any substantial increases in turbidity or decreases in dissolved oxygen
are restricted to the immediate area around the dredge. The potential for significant
impacts exist due to the presence of fine sediments and organisms in the potential
dredging areas. Fine sediments remain suspended in the water column. On the
beneficial side, dredging could increase water circulation and indirectly benefit fish
resources. Also, dredging activities sometimes suspend infauna and epifauna to
temporarily enhance fish feeding activities. Impacts to fish and essential habitat is
minimum and short term, and it would not result in a significant, adverse impact.

Birds — Dredging activities may temporarily degrade water quality and increase
ambient noise levels, which could cause disturbances to some birds. Increased
levels of activities within the project area may decrease waterfowl use of the water
for resting and the use of the any nearby structures for roosting; however given the
current industrial activities within the project area (e.g., ship repair and construction),
the addition of the dredge would not significantly increase activity levels.
Furthermore, these affects are not significant because dredging operations would
occur over a short duration and be localized. Birds and marine mammals are
expected to rapidly acclimate to the dredge’s monotonous, non-threatening noise.

Marine Mammals — San Diego Bay does not constitute essential feeding or breeding
habitat for any marine mammal species that may be present in the project area. Sea
lions would probably keep clear of the dredging activities; therefore, there would be
no significant impacts to these mammals. Similarly, the proposed dredging
operation is not expected to adversely affect any other marine mammals. Any short-
term disruptions to pre-dredge foraging or movement behaviors would be temporary
and not significant, as wildlife activities would return to normal upon project
completion.

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporation. See response to item (a)
above - Marine Vegetation.

No Impact. No known federally protected wetlands exist in or near the project site.
No impacts would occur, and no further study this issue is required.

Less Than Significant Impact. Dredging of the project area would temporarily
disturb subtidal habitat (eelgrass bed). This aquatic habitat within the project area is
not located in any important fish or wildlife movement corridor or located in any
identified native wildlife nursery site, though the eelgrass beds are likely to provide
this resource. Mobile marine organisms such as fish are anticipated to avoid the
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immediate vicinity of the dredging activities; however, fish are expected to return to
the project area in the absence of dredging activities, especially at night, and
subsequent to project completion.

No Impact. The proposed project would not conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological resources. No policies specifically apply to eelgrass
or eelgrass habitat. Mitigation and habitat protection as part of the project and
mitigation strategy will be consistent with the SCEMP. This issue will not be
addressed in the EIS/EIR.

No Impact. The proposed project is not within the area of any adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan. No plans specifically apply to eelgrass
or eelgrass habitat. Mitigation and habitat protection as part of the project and
mitigation strategy will be consistent with the SCEMP. This issue will not be
addressed in the EIS/EIR.

Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporation
V. CULTURAL RESOURCES -
Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse 0 a 0 2|
change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in
'15064.57
b) Cause a substantial adverse O O O (7]
change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to
'15064.57
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a 0 0 0 7]

unique paleontological resource or
site or unique geologic feature?
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporation
d) Disturb any human remains, 0 O 0 )

including those interred outside of
formal cemeteries?

DISCUSSION

a) No Impact. The project site is currently, and has been for many years, utilized as
shipyards providing shipyard construction and repair services to both commercial
customers and the Navy. The project does not entail grading undisturbed areas on
the site, and the area proposed for dredging consists of recently deposited material
and undisturbed subtidal material below the depth that would include cultural
resources. Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact on historical or
archaeological resources pursuant to '15084.5. No paleontological resources or
unique geologic features would be impacted.

As part of the project, standard BMPs will be employed to ensure no impacts occur.
In the event that an archaeological or paleontological resource is found during
implementation of this project, the contractor will immediately cease all construction
at the place of discovery and a qualified archaeologist and/or paleontologist will
evaluate the find. If the archaeologist or paleontologist determines that potentially
significant archaeological or paleontological materials or human remains are
encountered, the archaeologist or paleontologist will recover, retrieve, and/or
remove any archaeological or paleontological materials. The archaeologist will
provide a copy of documentation of all recovered data and materials found on site to
the regional infor