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From: FitzGerald, Shannon (Federal)
To: Shawn Jensen (sjensen@altasea.org)
Cc: Chekouras, Katherine (Federal); Tisopulos, Tara (TTisopulos@portla.org); Bansal, Shalini (Federal)
Subject: public notice
Date: Friday, September 02, 2016 10:42:51 AM
Attachments: AltaSea NEPA Public Notice.docx


AltaSea EA and FONSI.pdf


Hi Shawn,
 
Katy Cherkouras, our Regional Counsel, and I were discussing your project.  I didn’t have AltaSea/City
of Los Angeles publish a public notice because the Los Angeles Harbor Department did such a good
job on the public involvement for the larger Marine Research/Innovation Center.  However, the
scoping was held several years ago and there is also a stipulation in EDA’s internal NEPA directive
regarding 40 CFR §1501.4.4(e)(1-2) that requires us to let the public know that an EDA
Environmental Assessment and FONSI are available for the EDA-funded project.   Therefore, if you
could fill out and publish (as soon as possible) the attached public notice template and publish it in a
local newspaper for three consecutive day, then we will have met the NEPA public information
requirements. 
 
I’ve also attached a copy of EDA’s Environmental Assessment and Finding of No Significant Impact
for your records and if the public visits your office to review documents.
 
If you have any questions regarding this, please let me know.  Thanks for doing this. - Shannon
 
Shannon FitzGerald, Regional Environmental Officer
U.S. Dept. of Commerce, Economic Development Administration
915 Second Avenue, Room 1890, Seattle, Washington 98174
Phone: 206-220-7703    Fax: 206-220-7657
sfitzgerald@eda.gov
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Publish this notice in the daily newspaper with the greatest local circulation for three (3) consecutive days.  Provide newspaper clippings or an affidavit of publication to EDA upon publication.


PUBLIC NOTICE


[bookmark: _GoBack]The U.S. Department of Commerce, Economic Development Administration (EDA) has considered a request for Federal assistance from applicant to construct a project title in city, county, state.  Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), EDA has conducted an assessment of the potential of the proposed project to affect the environment and/or historic properties.  This project was previously evaluated as part of a larger proposal under the California Environmental Quality Act in City Dock No. 1 Marine Research Center Project Final Environmental Impact Report, SCH#2010121013, prepared for the Los Angeles Harbor Department.


The project description.   The project will be located at specific location description such as street address, map, etc.   Project information is available for review at applicant’s office, address and phone number.


If you have any additional information regarding potential impacts environmental resources or historic properties associated with this proposed project, please provide it in writing to:


	Regional Environmental Officer


	US Department of Commerce


	Economic Development Administration


	915 Second Avenue, Room 1890


	Seattle, WA 98174 


	sfitzgerald@eda.gov





Comments received in the EDA Regional Office by 5:00 pm eastern on insert date 15 days after the third day of publication of this notice.  A copy of the NEPA/NHPA decisional document is available upon request at the above EDA Regional Office.
















U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Economic Development Administration
915 Second Avenue, Room 1890
seattle, wA 98174
Fax: 206.220.7669
Voice: 206.220.7660



Finding of No Significant Impact



MEMORANDUM FOR'I'HE PROJECT FILE



SUBJECT: Environmental Impact Determination and Necessary Environmental Findings for the
Altasea at the Port of Los Angeles and City of Los Angeles (Applicants)
AltaSea Phase lA Infiastructure Improvements
Project Number 07-01 -073 I 5



An environmental assessment has been prepared for the subject project and is attached. After reviewing
the assessment and supporting materials, I find that for the following reasons the project will not
significantly affect the quality ofthe human environment.



. The project is a Class II Action as defined by EDA Directive 17.02-2.



. Both the individual and cumulative impacts will not be significant.



. No unique or unusual environmental conditions exist which would be adversely affected by the project.



. The project will not exceed two or more indicators ofsignificance.



. 1-he projeot is cornpatible with local land use plans, zoning restrictions, and the Comprehensive
Econom ic Development Strategy (CEDS).



. The Agency policy with respect to Executive Orders I1988, Floodplain Management, and I 1990,



Wetlands Protection, has been met because the project will not impact either th€ values or functions
of a floodnlain or wetland.



. No known cultural resources will be impacted by the project.



. Project design will mitigate identified construction impacts.



. The pre-approval requirements of EDA Directive ll .02-7 are net



. No negative comments have been received through the state or regional clearinghouse processes, and



federal public notice process.



An environmental assessment has been prepared for the subject project and is attached. For the above



reasons, and with the inclusion of the attached Special Condition, preparation of an environmental impact



statement is not required.



Special Conditions:



STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER (SHPO): Prior to any demolition, and sediment-



and ground-, the Recipient shall provide evidence satisfactory to the EDA that the Nation Historic



Date



Regional Director











Preservation Act Section 106 consultation has been completed with the SHPO. tribal coniacts. and other



interested parlies.



U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS (Corps): Prior to the advertisement of construction bid, the



Recipient shall provide evidence satisfactory to the EDA that a Harbors and Rivers Act Section l0 permit



has been issued by the Corps for this project.



Rf,GIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD (RWQCB): Prior to any earth-disturbing
activities, the Recipient shall provide evidence satisfactory to the EDA that it has obtained either a



National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Systems (NPDES) stormwater permit for general construction



from the RWQCB or a waiver from the permit requirement.



POSSIBLE CONTAMINATION: If contaminated soil and/or contaminated groundwater is



encountered during construction, then prior to any further ground disturbing activities associated with the



EDA-funded project, the Recipient shall provide evidence satisfactory to the EDA that the contamination
has been remediated to applicable standards. All expenses related to site assessmenl and remediation



work shall be the responsibility ofthe Recipient and EDA funds shall not be expended for assessment and



remediation work.
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Project: AltaSea Phase lA Infrastructure Intprovements
Applicants: AltaSea at the Port of Los Angeies and rhe City ofLos Angeles
Project Number 01 -01 -073 I5



I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION



This EDA project involves a grant to Altasea at the Port of Los Angeles (AltaSea) and the City of Los
Angeles (city) for infrastructure improvements to city Dock No. I (also referred to as Municipal pier No.
l) at the Port of[,os Angeles, city ofSan pedro, Los Angeles county, Califomia. This structure was
constructed in l9l2- l9l 3 to prepare for the opening of the Panama Canal in 1914. The transit shed on
Berths 58-60 was used for the warehousing ofexported commodities, such as cofton. The 28-acre orer
consists of landfill and concrete-suppofted wharf structure.



Specific improvement funded by this project would include: demolishing asphalt and concrete paving,
concrete wharf structures, and I , 140 feet of railroad tracks; clearing and grubbing soil, and exportinf I 5 I
cubic years of soil; constructing stairs and Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) ramps to B;rths 5g-60;
installing three external modular restrooms; upgrading and expanding water and sewer iines to serve
berths and restroom; installing power line and communication conduit to serve berths and restrooms;
asphalt paving with striping for 89 vehicle parking spaces and 180 bicycle slots; and fencing and signage.



The project would also include the installation of42 concrete piles between existing piles over a linear
distance of 120. Additionally, 20 creosote timber piles associated with the wharf fender systern would be
replaced and 120 feet ofbullrail would be constructed.



'l'he construction staging areas will be located in the existing right ofway at Berths 70-71 and the parking
lot at Sampson Way and 22"d Street.



Details on project description are provided in the Preiiminary Engineering Report in the EDA Application
for Federal Assistance and any amendments thereto.



II. PURPOSE AND NEED



This project is part of a larger, state-of-the-arts Marine Research Center/lnnovation Campus (also known
as AltaSea) on City Dock No. l. The Innovation Campus will consist ofthe Business flub, Science HLrb,
Education Hub, and an outdoor recreational space. proponents of the project include thc City of Los
Angeles, Port ofLos Angeles (Port), and Los Angeles Harbor Department (LAHD). These EDA-funded
inrprovements will primalily support the I 2 0,000-sq uare-foot Business Hub. The piles, lenders ano
bullrail will improve the structural and seismic stability ofthe pier at the Business Hub and provide a
greater load capacity to this section of wharf.



Potential beneficiaries of the Business Hub include: Catalina Sea Ranch, LLC (aquaculture); Seatrec, Inc.
(renewable energy); Blue Robotics (manufacturing components for underwater remote vehicles):
PortTechLA (non-profit technology center and business incubator; and Space x (spac{r vchicle
development). 'Ihe infiastructure improvements will also benefit other entities on ihe Citv Dock.











III. DATABASE



This Environmental Assessment and all attachments hereto are a part ofthe environmental file. Findings
made in this Environmental Assessment that are based upon information referenced in this Section lll are
completed with the understanding that all data presented by the Applicant, public agencies, and other
individuals and entities as referenced were provided truthfully and with fulidisclosire oftire relevant
facts. Detailed information upon which environmental impacts are assessed is contained in the followine
document:r:



Applicant's Environmental Nanative, with aftachments, notes, and addendums



fgdelal Elereency Management Agency Flood Insurance Rate Maps and other maps
May l8' 2016, letter from the state Historic preservation officer to ihe u,s. Army iorps of
Engineers (Corps)
March I l, 2016, email from the National Marine Fisheries Service to the Coms
June 27,2016,letter from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to the Coms
Economic Development Representative's memorandum



l.
2.
3.



^
5.
6.



The following documents are electronically stored in Glseattle\lRC\Fy 2016\Fy 2016 - Apr. 19-20,
2016\Project Packets\Atltasea at the port ofLA



7. December 2010, Initial StudyA.,lotice of Preparation, Port ofLos Angeles and Environmental
Science Associates



8. May 2012,ICF Jones and stokes, city Dock No. r Marine Research center project, Draft
Environmental lmpact Report, Vol. I



9. September 2012, ICF Jones and Stokes, City Dock No. I Marine Research Center proiect.
Final Environmental Impact Report



l0 September 9 2014, Waterstone Environmental, Inc., Results ofEnvironmental Investisation
at Berths 58 through 60 ofthe City Dock No. I property at the port ofLos Angeles,
Califomia



11. February 26,2014, Freeman group, Inc.,2500 south Signal sheet Berths 5g-60, port ofLost
Angeles, CA (includes asbestos survey)



IV. ENVIRONMENTALIMACTS



The Environmental Nanative and documents in tho Data Base are used to develop this Environmental
Assessment in order to comply with the National Environmental policy Act
(NEPA) of 1969, NEPA regulations at 40 cFR parts 1500-1508, and the u. s. DeDartment of
commerce's Economic Development Administration's (EDA) Directive l7.02-2,'EDA program ro
Implement the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 and Other Federal Environmenil Mandates
as Required.



EDA, as a federal agency, is required to complete an independent environmental assessment for each
Federal Action not deemed qualified for a Categorical Exclusion as interpreted in EDA Directive 17.02-2
(10/14/92). The following subsections provide impact assessment for concems that include wetlands,
floodplains, wildemess, wild and scenic rivers, endangered species, land use, farmland, historic
preservation, archaeological resources, solid waste, hazardous waste, wastewater disposal, water quality,
air quality, noise, transportation, coastal zones, environmentaljustice, and constructi'on. edaitionatty, tiis
document reviews public reaction, altematives to the proposed project, and cumulative and indirect
impacts.



A. Alternatives



In addition to this altematives analysis, an altematives analysis for the larger Marine Research
center/lnnovation campus project was prepared under a califomia Environmental euality Act (cEeA)











Environmental Impact Renort (ElR) that was prepared. A detailed description and analysis is presented inthe Environmentai Narrative. A summary 
"i 



irr"'.ii"-^ii"., ano concrusrons are presented here.



Under the No Action Arternative (Alt:Tllfor l ) nothing wourd happen. The No Action Artematrve is the
:;;:i:il""1,T:,l 



ruperior artemative; however, none ofihe propo.id project objectives;;;il;" met with



Altemative 2 is the Reduced Projeo. Under this altemative, only Berths 57-60 would be developed intomarne research space. The deveropment of Berth zo-zt, incruding.the NoAa r""irii"o 
"pp"n""iry ri ",



and the installation ofthe wave tani would not occur. rtis uit"-atiu" auoids significant and unavoidablermpacts on cultural resources; impacts on air quality, GHG, and.no_ise *"r[;;i;;;il..i,i.ia, 
""aimpacts on biorogicar resources' hazards and ttu-.aou. .ui.riuls, rand use aJpd;ilg,;.ff'transportarion and circu rarion.w?lrd *T"ii srrrru. to irre pioposed project. The prefened artemative thatis the subject of this apprication is a scared-back R.auJ Fio;"."t, i.e., Be*hs 58_60.



Altemative 3 invorves New construction et Berths 57-60. under this altemative, the existinq transitsheds at Berths 57-60 wourd be demorished ana ".* u"irai"g, *o"ra u"."iri-ir"a ,"ln"r'r-0i""". ,n"altemative would have signifi"ant and unavoidaurr irp".irl"""t a mention an adverse effectio historicproperties that appear to eligible for tisting on dre Natii""ih"gister of Historic places and the califomiaRegister of Historic Resources, and are a 
-ity 



Monur"n't -Ji"i,r,in a Historic District.



Using an Alternative Site was Altemative 4. several alternative sites within the port of Los Angeles wereconsidered for the Marine Research center/lnnouution iurpu.. However, none ofthe other sitls within
ll""fflt**o 



the size, availabilitv, ana tocationai;;"fi;ii;.s., aeep draft berths!il;;;;j"s



In addition to the No Action Artemative, the Reduced project Altemative was arso found to beenvrronment superior to the other altematives. It should be noted.that Altemati"" a " 
n"a*"d project,is the slightly larger than the project that is ttr. rrule"i oritri. afptication. The Applicants will pursue thelarger Proposed Project on their own and at a later-date. lt is c;ncluded that the prefened altemative doesnot represent significantly greater environmental impacts than other potential or [asiil. 
"rr"-"u""r, *irr,the exception of the No Action Arternative, and is therefore acceDtabre.



B. W.ter of the U.S., Wetlands and Floodplains



This project includes work in navigable waters. As such, a Harbors and Rivers Act (HRA) Section l0permit is required. The Los Angeles District of the u:.';;; a"rp, orr"d""r., ib".p;;"rr". al*rua 
"permit but the finalization ofthe permit is cortinge"t 



"" 
trr" i"rpr receiving a clean water Act section40lwater Qualitv Certification fiom the califoml" i"gi"irr ri'it". euatirytontrot Bo*J1* uipri"utionwas submined in Jurv 2016) and a coastar Deveropmeit p".rit r.r},. iiuilf#c#;i;o#.i.rion(ccc). The Appricants have rearned that the cci *on't r*i"* u project untir design is at reast 50%complete and idea[y l 00% comprete. S-o the corps p"rrit *iir ,t^u" issued untir the wa."r Qualitycertification and coastal Deveropment permit are finarized. ih"r"to.", a special condition will beincluded regarding obtaining the 



-Corps 
permit.



The u S' Fish and wildlife Service's (FWS) National wetland Index Map indicates that the aquatrs areaadjacent to the pier is "M I UBL" whicir is Marine s"utioui tin"o..oridat€d Botrom Subtidal Benthic
i:::1^s.l:l:lthecorps'p:Tl:-.-l*:yr:,""tTii;ii;required. rreergrassisround,the
::3:,111 Tq'i* mitigation for impacts to eer grars. with the e"r grass survey and the imprementationor mrtrgatron measures rhat mav stem from_it, this project shourd ha; no ,rgniti"-i uJu"ir!'i-,np""r, 



""wetlands. The requirements in Executive Order I f99it are met.



According to FEMA F'ood Insurance Rate Map Number 06037c2032r, effective september 26, 200g,the city Dock is entirery within zone X whi"rti. pi.t".t"a r.omlie 
.100-year flooding event. The projectsite is within the 500-year floodprain; however, 



"" "riti.uiu"tio", win be rocated at the site. The citv











participates in the National Flood Plain Insurance Program. The requirements in Executive Order I 1988
have been met. This project will have no significant impacts on floodplains.



C. Wilderness and Wild and Scenic Rivers



The project site is over a mile away from the Point Fermin Marine Refirge and State Pa*. The marine
refuge begins at the north edge ofOuter Cabrillo Beach and extends toward the Palos Verdes Peninsula.
The project should have no effect on the state park and marine refuge.



D. Endangered Species



As part of the Corps' HRA Section l0 permit, the Corps is consulting with the FWS 7 of the Endangered
Species Act (ESA) regarding the California least tern (CLT), an endangered bird that nest two miles from
the site and may use the surrounding water for foraging. The Corps determined that the project would
affect, but not adversely affect, the CLT ifconstruction is scheduled to avoid impacts.



The Corps also consulted with the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) regarding several species
offish and Essential Fish Habitat managed under the Magnuson Stevens Fisheries Conservation and
Management Act. In the Corps' Letter of Permission Agency Notification, the Corps stated that there will
be direct and indirect temporary adverse effects to Essential Fish Habitat and managed fish species.
However, NMFS stated in an email that it does not object to the issuance ofthe Corps permit as long as
there are: l) pre-construction eelgrass and Caulerpa (ut invasive, non-native macroalgae) surveys; and 2)
the soft-start technique of pile driving is used. The Port also requires these as mitigation measures.



The Environmental Narrative notes sightings of green sea turtles and other marine mammals protected
under the Marine Mammal Protection Act (MMPA) in this part of the Southern Califomia Bight. As part
of the Port's Harbor Engineering Permit, AItaSea will be required to have marine mammal observers on-
site during pile driving. If marine mammals are sighted, pile driving will cease until the marine mammals
leave the area.



With construction scheduled to avoid times when CLT are in the area, the project may affect, but not
adversely affect, CLT. The same is true for marine mammals with the employment of marine mammal
monitors during pile driving. There will be direct and indirect temporary adverse effects to EFH and
managed fish species, however NMFS does not object provided that eelgrass and Caulerpa sur,/eys are
conducted and soft-start pile driving is implemented.



E. Land Use and Zoning



The present zoning is [Q]M3-1, tQlM2-1, M2 and M3, which are all industrial zones. The cunent land
use at the project site and surrounding area is Generaltsulk Cargo (Non Hazardous Industrial and
Commercial). According to the applicant, the zoning and land use designation will not need to be
changed for the proposed project. This project is consistent with local land use and zoning.



F. Prime Farmland



There are no prime farmlands in the vicinity of the project site. There will be no impact to prime
farm land.



G. Historic/Archaeological Resources



A Municipal Pier No. lA cultural resources report was prepared as part ofthe California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) review of the Master Plan. The pier appears to eligible for listing on the National
Register of Historic Places and California Register of Historic Resources. It is also located in a Historic
District and is a City Monument.











As part ofthe corps' HRA Section l0 permit, the corps has consulted with the state Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO) on the piling installation and fender replacement part ofthe project. The
sHPo concuned with the corps' determination of "No Adverse Efrect', in a May lg, 201b Ietter. The
SHPO also noted that the Corps did not identifr access, staging and laydown areas with in the Area of
Potential Effect (APE). The Corps also consulted with tribal contacts on the part ofthe project covered
by the Section l0 permit.



EDA is designating AltaSea and the Port ofLos Angeles as its non-federal representatives in the National
Historic Preservation Act section 106 consultation. In a July 6, 2016 telephone call with the SHpo,
AltaSea, the Port ofLos Angeles, and their cultural resources consultants lHnG;, the SHpO advised EDA
to use the entire Historic District as the APE. This consultation will include the ,,upland', part ofthe
project and the access, staging and laydown areas that were not included in the eariier Coms consultation.
The applicants will also consult with tribal contacts on the upland part ofthe project.



The SHPO and tribal consultations have been concluded on one part ofthe project and are in process for
the remainder ofthe project. A special award condition is included requiring that the entire consultation
be concluded prior to any demolition, sediment- and ground-disturbing activities.



H. Solid Waste Disposal



Solid waste that would be generated directly by this project includes asphalt, concrete, and building
materials. Much of this waste will be reused. In the past, the LAHD has achieved up to a 990lo diversion
rate for construction debris and the Port has diverted approximately 54% ofsolid waite from beins
landfilled. At full buildout, the Marine Research center/lnnovation campus would generate
approximately l0 tons ofsolid waste per day \rhich is double the 5 tons per day that is currently
generated.



As for solid waste generated in the project area, most of it is disposed ofat the Sunshine canyon
City/County Landfill located in Sylmar. It is owned by Browning Ferris Industries and has a remaining
capacity of I 12,300,000 cubic yards and an operation cease date ofDecember 31, 2037.



The original application noted that l5l cubic yards ofsoil would be removed along with ..spoils." In
consultation with Altasea and the Port, it was determined that there is no dredging and geniration of
"spoils" as part ofthis project. The material that will be removed will be asphalt and concrete according
to Shawn Jensen with AltaSea.



With the Port's Green Building Policy, construction recycling programs, and waste diversion strategles,
the GEQA assessment found that the solid waste generated by the entire Marine Research
Center/lnnovation campus would have a less than significant impact on the Sunshine canyon
CitylCounty Landfill.



I. Hazardous Waste



The Applicants provided a 201 I lead-based paint/asbestos demolition survey that was conducted for
Berths 58-60. The galbestos siding ofthe transit shed contains asbestos, but it is not friable asbestos. At
one point Arochlors (polychlorinated biphenyls or PCBs) were detecting on the siding, but subsequent
sampling of the siding and soil did not detect them. Other than building stairs and ramps to the outside of
the transit shed, the EDA-funded project will not involve any demolition or renovation ofthe transit shed.



An EDA Form ED-535, Applicant certification clause, was executed for this project. The Applicants
indicated that there is a railroad yard (the form does not provide the option ofiailioad tracks).'To the
northeast of the project, there was a fuel farm on the city Dock. The RWecB is involved with the
remediation of that site.











It is unknown ifthe following except in the Environmental Narative applies to the larger project or the
EDA-funded project: "Soil in limited and isolated portions throughout the proposed project area has been
impacted by hazardous substances and petroleum products as a result ofspills during historic industrial
land uses. In addition, groundwater has been impacted by hazardous substances and petroleum products
within the proposed project area and potentially within the larger perched aquifer. Areas within the
proposed project site are in various stages ofcontaminant site characterization and remediation, and
would be improved prior to development and construction. Excavation and grading in potential
remaining or unknown contaminated soils could result in inadvertent spreading ofsuch contamination to
areas that were previously unaffected by spills ofpetroleum products or hazardous substances. If
contamination were encountered prior to or during construction, it would be remediated prior to
development or demolition. The removal of site contamination prior to development would further
minimize the potential for movement or expansion of existing contamination."



The Environmental Nanative continues, "The proposed Project would be required to remediate and
remove existing groundwater and soil contamination during construction activities and prior to the full
operation ofthe proposed project." The Applicants note that in the event that unidentified hazardous
materials are encountered during the project, there are several Class I landfills that are available for offsite
disposal. As to which Class I landfill the hazardous materials would go, that depends on the type of
material and the capacity ofthe Class I landfill.



The Applicants disclosed that Phase I and ll Environmental.Site Assessments had been prepared.



Contaminated soil was detected at two sampling sites, but the contaminated soil samples are not in the
vicinity ofthe EDA-funded project acoording to Tara Tisopulos with the Port.



Consistent with EDA Directive 17.01 (07109192; revised 03/18/98), a grant condition is in the Standard
Terms and Conditions ofthe Grant Agreement to indemnifl EDA from liability regarding any damages
resulting from hazardous waste contamination. A special condition is also included noting that EDA will
not fund the assessment and remediation ofcontaminated soil and/or $oundwater should it be
encountered.



J, Water Quality, Resources, and Uses



The municipal dock is located within Los Angeles Harbor, The footprint ofthe project is approximately
95,000 square feet which also includes the staging areas on the dock and off-site. With the conshuction
area being over one acre, a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System CNPDES) Stormwater
Permit for General Construction will be required, as well as a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP). With the implementation of the Water Quality Certification measures, Best Management
Practices identified in the SWPPP and the Port's Harbor Engineering Permit, any significant adverse
impacts to surface water should be reduced to less than significant.



Potable water is provided to the project site by the City ofLos Angeles Departrnent of Water and Power
(LADWP). The LADWP imports water tlrough the Los Angeles Aqueducts and also purchases water
from the Metropolitan Water District of Southem Califomia which imports water from the Colorado
River via the Colorado River Aqueduct, from northem Califomia via the State Water Project's Califomia
Aqueduct, and from various groundwater sources. Approximately 132,889 gallons of water will be used
annually for the area ofthe outdoor infrastructure improvements. There is no mention ofwhat the
buildings would use. LADWP can supply 200 billion gallons ofwater per year. The water provider
appears to be capable ofsupplying water for the project.



Wastewater generated at the project site is tertiary treated at the Terminal Island Water Reclamation Plant
(TIWRP). The plant is permitted to treat 30 million gallons per day (MGD) and processes l5 MGD
according to its website. Some ofthe reclaimed effluent is reused for irrigation, industrial processes, and
to salt water intrusion. The remainder is discharged to the Outer Harbor via a 3,000-foot ourfall. There is
sufficient wastewater treahnent capacity at the TIWRP.











This project should have no significant.impact on water quarity, resources, or uses. However, for thelarger Marine Research center/lnnovation campus project, ttri ceqa review iirdicated thaian existingpump station would need to be upgraded to handle the ;dditional flows.



K. Air Qualify



The South coast Air Basin is in non-attainment area for carbon monoxide (co), nitrous oxides (Nox),
sulfuric oxides (Sox), volatile organic compounds (VoCs), particulate matter ofa diameter ofless than2'5 microns (PM2.5) and less than I0 microns (evio;. raia risopulos of the rort-wio has-wortea rorthe south^coast Air euarity Managemert District (siAeMD), thought that an ui, p".-ii*fli iot u"required from rhe SCAQMD for this infrastructure'projeci. During c-onstructi"", s'ilp.lii"i;ii"g
fugitive dust conrrors, wi, be iT4"-"nl:{._ For thi larger MarinJResearch c"nt"vtnnouation barpusproject, concentrations of co, Nox, and Vocs wil r"tn'uin high even with.itidil;;;;;;..
with BMPs, the EDA-funded project should have no significant adverse impact; however, according theCEQA information provided, the larger project will havi significant cumulative air impacts, includinggreenhouse gases, from trucks and ships.



L. Noise



The onlypotential for significant noise impacts associated with the EDA project would be during
construction' Contractors will be expected to take appropriate measures and to use Best Managemenl
Practices(BMP) to keep noise revers to within torerabre and regurated rimits ,"J*-"ri"g,"r?'"a
construclion equipment and limiting construction activity to rea'sonable hours. To minimize noise for thelarger Marine Research center,.the following wilr be done: alr construction equipment powered by
internal combustion engines wilr be properly muffled and maintained; 



"q.ip.;.i;iii f," to""iJu*uy
from noise-sensitive land uses; quiet equipment will be utilized and s"nritiu" ."""pto.. * r u" *tin"a
(e g', Cabrillo way Marine liveaboards). There should be no long-term significani adverse noise ,mpact
from this infrastructure project.



M. Transportation



The constructiol ofthe larger Marine Research Center/Innovation Campus would result in a temporary
increase in traffic volumes and a decrease in_ roadway capacity due to temporary lane closures on Signal
Street and possibly on 22nd street. with mitigation, ,u"h ur a truffi" 



"ort-l 
prJr, .ilnii,""r;;;;r."



impacts can be reduced to less than significant. While this infrastructure project could temporarily
interfere with traffic on the city Dock, there should be no long-term signin"int uaue..;il;;;
transportation.



N. Coastal Zone Management



This project is within the Coastal Zone and is subject to the Coastal Zone Management Act. As such, theapplicant will need to obtain a Coastal Development Permit from the Califomiatoastal con1.lJon(ccc) Howerrer, the applicants cannot apply for one until a minimum of 50% d".ig, i:;;ilI"r..
Ideallv, the ccc prefers 100% design. Thii iequirement will be included as a specill u*"rJJ"ia:it.".



O. Environmental Justice



Executive order 12898 conc€rns avoiding federal actions that may have a disproportionate adverse healthor^environmental impact on minority and low-income populationi. while the-direct i.p"t, 
"ri-rri,infrastructure project wilt be less than significant, the dEQA environmentar review noted that the



construction ofthe larger Marine Research Center/Innovation Campus will result in di.piopo'.ti.rut"
effects on minority and low-income populations from ambient concentrations ofco and NoX from
diesel trucks, cargo contain€r ships,.and tugboats. As for emproying workers from the adjacenr 



-



communities, Shawn Jensen with AltaSea responded that thei d; h;ve plans to hi* ;#;iiir;
workforce from the neighboring communities.











P. Construction



The Port's Harbor Engineering Permit will request Management Practices to minimize noise, erosron,
siltation, particulate air pollution, and other effects associated with construction activities. With the
implementation of BMPs in the Water Quality Certification, the Harbor Engineer Permit and SWPPP, this
project will have no significant adverse construction impacts.



Q. Public Reaction



A CEQA Notice of Determination to Prepare an Environmental Impact Report (NOP) for the Municipal
PierNo. I Marine Research Center Project was issued for comment on December 3,2010. Itwas sentto
60O agencies, organizations and individuals, including the State Clearing house and the State Omce of
Planning and Research. The NOP was also available in Spanish and posted on the LAHD website.
During the 60-day comment period that followed, a public scoping meetings were held on January 13,
201 l. To notiling the public ofthe public scoping meeting, over 70,000 postcards were distributed and
a notice was published in five local newspapers. According to the application, there has been no public
controversy or objections conceming this project.



V. CUMULATryE AND INDIRECT IMPACTS



The Environmental Narrative, under Item 20, Cumulative lmpacts to Proposed Project, provided evidence
of consideration ofincremental impacts ofthe action, when added to other past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future actions. (40 CFR Section 1508.7)



The direct adverse effects ofthis project can be mitigated to less than significant. One indirect effect is
that the infrastructure will enable the development of the larger Marine Research Center project which
will have significant cumulative effects regarding air quality and greenhouse gasses, cultural resources



and noise.



To address air quality and greenhouse gasses, the following would be implemented: harbor craft engine
standards, fleet modemization for construction equipment, additional.fugitive dust controls, SCAQMD's
super-compliant standard, clean trucks program for construction haul trucks, BMPs and general
mitigation measures.



While the architects and SHPO staff are working together on this specific project to avoid an adverse



effect the larger project will require a Historic American Building Survey and Historic American
Engineering Record (HABS/HAER) recordation of the Municipal PierNo. I Historic District setting.



To minimize noise for the larger Marine Research Center, the following will be done: all construction
equipment powered by intemal combustion engines will be properly muffled and maintained; equipment
will be located away from noise-sensitive land uses; quiet equipment will be utilized and sensitive
receptors will be notified (e.g., Cabrillo Way Marine liveaboards).



It is concluded that the proposed project does not represent significant cumulative impacts or an undo
commitment of future resources and, therefore, is acceptable.



VI, CONCLUSION



The project is not controversial or major in scope and does not appear to have the potential to create a



significant effect on the quality ofthe human environment. An Environmental Impact Statement is not
considered necessary. Review of all available data and completion of this Environmental Assessment
have resulted in a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSD. In my opinion, the approval of this project
will not violate the followine:











l. The National Environmental Policy Actof 1969, as amended
2. American Indian Religious Freedom Act
3. The Archeological and Historic Preservation Act of 1974
4. The Clean Air Act, as amended
s. The Clean Water Act, as amended
6. Coastal Barrier Act
7 . Coastal Zone Management Act as amended
8. Community Environmental Response Facilitation Act of 1992
9. Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and



Liability Act of 1980, as amended
10. The Endangered Species Act, as amended
I l. Environmental Quality Improvement Act of 1970, as amended
12. Executive Order I 1514, Protection and Enhancement of Environmental Quality, as amended
13. Executive Order
14. Executive Order
15. Executive Order



1593, Protection and Enhancement of the Cultural Environment
I 988, Floodplain Management
1990, Protection of Wetlands



16. Executive Order 12088, Federal Compliance with Pollution Control Standards
17. Executive Order l23T2,Intergovernmental Review ofFederal Programs, as amended
lE. Farmland Protection Policy Act
19. Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act. as amended
20. Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries Act of 1972, as amended
2l . Marine Sanctuaries Amendments of 1984, as amended
22. The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended
23. Noise Control Act ofl 972, as amended
24. Pollution Prevention Act of 1990
25. Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976, as amended
26. The Safe Drinking Water Act
27. Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1986
28. Toxic Substances Control Act, as amended
29. The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, as amended



(19) SPECIAL CONDITIONS: To assure mitigation of potential environmental impacts, mitigation
measures are used in the form of grant conditions, The following Special Conditions are recommended
for placement on the Grant Agreement as an addendum to the Ceneral Term and Conditions:



STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER (SHPO): Prior to any demolition, and sediment-
and ground-, the Recipient shall provide evidence satisfactory to the EDA that the Nation Historic
Preservation Act Section 106 consultation has been completed with the SHPO. tribal contacts. and other
interested parties.



U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS (Corps): Prior to the advertisement of construction bid, the
Recipient shall provide evidence satisfactory to the EDA that a Harbors and Rivers Act Section l0 permit
has been issued by the Corps for this project.



REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD (RWQCB): Prior to any earth-disturbing
activities, the Recipient shall provide evidence satisfactory to the EDA that it has obtained either a
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Systems (NPDES) stormwater permit for general construction
from the RWQCB or a waiver from the permit requirement.



POSSIBLE CONTAMINATION: If contaminated soil and/or contaminated groundwater is
encountered during construction, then prior to any further ground disturbing activities associated with the
EDA-funded project, the Recipient shall provide evidence satisfactory to the EDA that the contamination
has been remediated to applicable standards. All expenses related to site assessment and remediation
work shall be the responsibility ofthe Recipient and EDA funds shall not be expended for assessment and
remediation work.











PREPARED BY: DATE: {' ( <' I Q



Regional Environmental Officer



Note: This concise formal is in accordance with NEPA guidance provided by the President's
Council on Environmental Quality at:



Shannon FitzGeral











APPENDIX



ENVIRONMENTAL NARRATIVE, FIGURE S, CORRE SPONDENCE, AND
OTHER MATERIALS SUBMITTED BY APPLICANT AND OTFIER PARTIES
ARE PART OF AND SUPPORT TFIE FINDINGS OF TI{E ENVIRONMENTAL
ASSESSMENT










