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MEMORANDUM Date: April 07, 2016 

TO: Commissioners and Interested Parties 

FROM: Alison Dettmer, Energy, Ocean Resources and Federal Consistency Division 
Deputy Director 

SUBJECT: Deputy Director’s Report 

Following is a listing for the waivers, emergency permits, immaterial amendments, extensions and 
Negative Determinations issued by the Energy, Ocean Resources and Federal Consistency Division for the 
April 2016 Coastal Commission hearing. Copies of the applicable items are attached for your review. Each 
item includes a listing of the applicants involved, a description of the proposed development, and a project 
location. 

Pursuant to the Commission’s direction and adopted procedures, appropriate notice materials were sent to 
all applicants for posting at the project site. Additionally, these items have been posted at the District office 
and are available for public review and comment. 
 

This report may also contain additional correspondence and/or any additional staff memorandum 
concerning the items to be heard on today’s agenda for the Energy, Ocean Resources and Federal 
Consistency Division  



 

ENERGY, OCEAN RESOURCES AND FEDERAL CONSISTENCY DIVISION DEPUTY 
DIRECTOR'S REPORT CONTINUED 

The Executive Director has determined that there are no changes in circumstances affecting the conformity of 
the subject development with the California Coastal Act of 1976.  No objections to this determination have 
been received at this office.  Therefore, the Executive Director grants the requested Immaterial Amendment, 
subject to the same conditions, if any, approved by the Commission. 

Applicant Project Description Project Location 

REPORT OF IMMATERIAL AMENDMENTS 

9-13-0621-A1 Remove contaminated sediment from the 
intake and discharge canals and use the 
discharge canal for temporary storage of 
clean soils. 

Pacific Gas and Electric 
Co., Attn: Kris Vardas 

1000 King Salmon Ave, Eureka, Ca 95503  
(APN(s): 305131035) 

9-14-1735-A2 / 
A-3-MRA-14-0050-A2 

Modify Special Condition 6 to include 
additional monitoring for any exposed project 
components, and to modify its project 
description to include the measures it will use 
to reconnect the discharge pipe to the outfall. 

California-American 
Water, Attn: Ian Crooks 

Cemex, Inc. Lapis Plant, Lapis Road, 
Marina, Ca  93933  (APN(s): 
2203011001, 2203011011) 

E-09-010-A4 Extend the operation of the Groundwater 
Treatment System (GWTS) from 2016 to 
2019 for treating shallow groundwater and 
stormwater. 

Pacific Gas & Electric 
Co., Attn: Kris Vardas 

1000 - 0 King Salmon Ave, Eureka 
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ENERGY, OCEAN RESOURCES AND FEDERAL CONSISTENCY DIVISION DEPUTY 
DIRECTOR'S REPORT CONTINUED 

Applicant Project Description Project Location 

NEGATIVE DETERMINATIONS AND NO EFFECT LETTERS 

Administrative Items for Federal Consistency Matters 

ND-0003-16 Installation of a temporary water level station 
at Shelter Cove in Humboldt County to 
update tidal and geodetic elevations in the 
region. 

National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric 
Administration 

Shelter Cove, Humboldt County  (APN(s): 
10817123) 

3/9/2016 Action: Concur, 

ND-0004-16 U.S. Coast Guard, maintenance dredging of 
slightly less than 2000 cu. yds. of sediment, 
with disposal at HOODS open ocean disposal 
site 

U.S. Coast Guard 
Us Coast Guard Station Humboldt Bay, 
North Spit, Humboldt Co.  (APN(s): 
40115108) 

3/11/2016 Action: Concur, 

ND-0005-16 Maintenance and repairs to address safety 
and structural deficiencies at the Point Loma 
Lighthouse, San Diego. 

U.S. Coast Guard 
Point Loma, San Diego  (APN(s): 
5325200400) 

3/16/2016 Action: Concur, 

NE-0003-16 Disposal at LA-2 ocean disposal site  of 
21,800 cu.yds of dredged sediment from 
Berths 212-224 in the Port of Los Angeles. 

Port of Los Angeles, 
Attn: Michael Keenan 

La-2 Ocean Disposal Site, Offshore Of San 
Pedro, Los Angeles County 

3/9/2016 Action: Concur, 
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NOTICE OF PROPOSED IMMATERIAL PERMIT AMENDMENT 

E-09-010-A4 
 
 
TO:  All Interested Parties 
 
FROM: John Ainsworth, Acting Executive Director 
 
DATE: April 1, 2016 
 
SUBJECT: Application to amend Coastal Development Permit No. E-09-010 granted to 

Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E) allowing initial demolition and decommissioning 
at the Humboldt Bay Power Plant, near King Salmon, Humboldt County. 

 
The Acting Executive Director has determined that the requested project change described herein 
may be approved as an immaterial amendment to the above-referenced coastal development 
permit (CDP).  The amendment would result in a minor change to the approved CDP – a three-
year time extension for PG&E to use the Groundwater Treatment System (“GWTS”) it installed 
as part of its power plant decommissioning project. 
 
Background and Project Description: On December 10, 2009, the Commission approved CDP 
No. E-09-010 allowing PG&E to conduct initial demolition and decommissioning of the 
Humboldt Bay Power Plant.  Work approved by the CDP includes constructing access roads, 
equipment laydown areas, and staging areas, demolishing the existing power plant structures and 
associated facilities, and conducting initial site cleanup and remediation.  On October 15, 2010, 
the Commission approved the first immaterial amendment to the CDP allowing conversion of an 
on-site parking area at the site to a covered equipment storage area.  On September 18, 2012, the 
Commission approved a second immaterial amendment to the CDP allowing PG&E to construct 
and operate a GWTS to treat shallow groundwater and stormwater encountered during project 
excavation activities.  The GWTS consisted of a 21,000 gallon receiver tank, pumps and 
pipelines to convey water, and a treatment system that included storage tanks, clarifiers, filters, 
sampling equipment, and other components.  It was to be located on a paved area near the power 
plant’s discharge canal.  The system was designed to treat up to about 300 gallons per minute, 
though most operations would be at 100 gallons per minute or less.  The GWTS was expected to 
operate until 2016, after which it would be removed.  On May 9, 2013, the Commission 
approved a third amendment to the CDP allowing additional excavation and cleanup needed to 
complete site remediation. 
 
Requested Amendment: PG&E has requested its permit be amended to allow the GWTS to 
continue operating through 2019, which is when it expects final site remediation activities will 
be completed.  



Notice of Proposed Immaterial Amendment – CDP E-09-010-A4 (Pacific Gas & Electric) 
April 1, 2016 

Page 2 of 2 
 

FINDINGS: THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT HAS BEEN DEEMED “IMMATERIAL” FOR 
THE FOLLOWING REASONS:  
 
• Marine Resources and Water Quality: Discharges from the GWTS are subject to Best 

Management Practices and other requirements established as protective of marine resources 
and water quality in CDP E-09-010, and are additionally subject to the concentration limits 
of the state’s Construction Storm Water General Permit (WDID 12C357418), National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permit No. 005622, and Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission requirements. 

 
• Visual Resources and Public Access: The GWTS is located on an existing laydown area near 

a public shoreline access trail on the site’s western boundary, though is similar to, and 
smaller than, much of the other industrial equipment at the site and does not significantly 
alter the site’s existing visual character.  Additionally, PG&E placed the more visually 
neutral components of the GWTS towards the shoreline where they would partially block 
other equipment from public views.  Overall, the GWTS represents only a relatively minor 
visual component of the ongoing site activities, and extending its operating period will have a 
de minimis effect on both visual resources and public access. 

Immaterial Permit Amendment 
 
Pursuant to the California Code of Regulations—Title 14, Division 5.5, Volume 19, section 
13166(b)—the Executive Director has determined this amendment to be IMMATERIAL. 
 
Pursuant to section 13166(b)(1), if no written objection to this notice of immaterial amendment 
is received at the Commission office within ten (10) working days of mailing said notice, the 
determination of immateriality shall be conclusive and the amendment shall be approved. 
 
Pursuant to section 13166(b)(2), if a written objection to this notice of an immaterial amendment 
is received within ten (10) working days of mailing notice, and the executive director determines 
that the objection does not raise an issue of conformity with the Coastal Act or certified local 
coastal program if applicable, the immaterial amendment shall not be effective until the 
amendment and objection are reported to the Commission at its next regularly scheduled 
meeting.  If any three (3) Commissioners object to the executive director’s designation of 
immateriality, the amendment application shall be referred to the Commission for action as set 
forth in section 13166(c).  Otherwise, the immaterial amendment shall become effective. 
 
Pursuant to section 13166(b)(3), if a written objection to this notice of an immaterial amendment 
is received within ten (10) working days of mailing notice, and the executive director determines 
that the objection does raise an issue of conformity with the Coastal Act or a certified local 
coastal program if applicable, the immaterial amendment application shall be referred to the  
Commission for action as set forth in section 13166(c). 
 
If you wish to register an objection to this notice, please send the objection in writing to Tom 
Luster at the above address.  If you have any questions, you may contact him at (415) 904-5248 
or via email at tluster@coastal.ca.gov. 
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NOTICE OF PROPOSED IMMATERIAL PERMIT AMENDMENT 

9-13-0621-A1 
 
 
TO:  All Interested Parties 
 
FROM: John Ainsworth, Acting Executive Director 
 
DATE: April 1, 2016 
 
SUBJECT: Application to amend Coastal Development Permit No. 9-13-0621 granted to 

Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E) for Humboldt Bay Power Plant canal remediation, 
along shoreline of Humboldt Bay, Humboldt County. 

 
The Acting Executive Director has determined that the requested project change described herein 
may be approved as an immaterial amendment to the above-referenced coastal development 
permit (CDP).  The amendment would result in a minor change to the approved CDP, which 
allowed PG&E to conduct activities related to remediation of the Humboldt Bay Power Plant 
intake and discharge canals as part of PG&E’s overall power plant decommissioning project. 
 
Background and Project Description: On February 12, 2014, the Commission approved CDP 
No. 9-13-0621 to allow remediation of the Humboldt Bay Power Plant intake and discharge 
canals.  The Commission’s approval included an approximately three-month closure of a section 
of shoreline trail adjacent to the power plant to allow PG&E to remove an outfall pipe located 
beneath the trail, which extends along about a mile of the Humboldt Bay shoreline adjacent to 
PG&E’s power plant site.1  The outfall previously conveyed cooling water from the power 
plant’s discharge canal to Humboldt Bay.   
 
Requested Amendment: PG&E has requested its permit be amended to allow for temporary 
relocation instead of temporary closure of the shoreline trail.  The relocation would involve 
replacing about 200 linear feet of shoreline trail with about 500 linear feet of trail located inland 
to create a temporary “jog” in the trail around the outfall pipe work site (see Exhibit 1 – 
Temporary Coastal Trail Alignment).  The replacement section of trail would start about one-half 
mile upcoast of the southern trailhead at King Salmon Boulevard.  Temporary relocation would 
allow PG&E to maintain public access to the portion of the trail to the north of the work area.   
 
 

                                                 
1 The Commission had previously required that PG&E provide the shoreline trail as a public access component of 
CDP #E-05-001. 
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The proposed work would involve leveling the surface of the replacement trail area, placing 
aggregate over that area, and constructing a section of six-foot high security fence on either side 
of the trail.  [Note: there is currently a similar security fence just inland of the existing trail.]  
PG&E would also construct gates at each end of the relocated trail to allow for temporary 
closures during work activities that may create a safety or security hazard, such as overhead 
crane lifts.  Construction of the relocated trail is expected to take about two weeks starting in 
mid-May 2016.  Once complete, PG&E would open the relocated trail section, remove the 
outfall and overlying riprap from beneath the existing shoreline trail, then replace the riprap and 
rebuild the shoreline section of trail.  This is scheduled to be completed by October 2016, when 
PG&E will re-open the replaced section of permanent shoreline trail and remove the temporary 
trail and fence sections. 

FINDINGS: THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT HAS BEEN DEEMED “IMMATERIAL” FOR 
THE FOLLOWING REASONS:  
 
• Public Access: Although previous Commission approvals allowed for temporary closure of 

this section of a shoreline public access trail, the proposed amendment will obviate the need 
for trail closure other than during relatively short-term construction activities that may raise 
safety and security issues.  The relocated trail will allow public access to continue along an 
approximately half-mile length of trail that would otherwise be inaccessible during PG&E’s 
outfall removal activities. 

 
• Marine Resources and Water Quality: Activities associated with this proposed trail relocation 

amendment would be subject to the water quality and marine resource protection conditions 
the Commission previously authorized through CDP 9-13-0621 for the outfall removal.  The 
project is additionally subject to PG&E’s coverage under the state’s Construction Storm 
Water General Permit (WDID 12C357418) and National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 
System Permit No. 005622. 

Immaterial Permit Amendment 
 
Pursuant to the California Code of Regulations—Title 14, Division 5.5, Volume 19, section 
13166(b)—the Executive Director has determined this amendment to be IMMATERIAL. 
 
Pursuant to section 13166(b)(1), if no written objection to this notice of immaterial amendment 
is received at the Commission office within ten (10) working days of mailing said notice, the 
determination of immateriality shall be conclusive and the amendment shall be approved. 
 
Pursuant to section 13166(b)(2), if a written objection to this notice of an immaterial amendment 
is received within ten (10) working days of mailing notice, and the executive director determines 
that the objection does not raise an issue of conformity with the Coastal Act or certified local 
coastal program if applicable, the immaterial amendment shall not be effective until the 
amendment and objection are reported to the Commission at its next regularly scheduled 
meeting.  If any three (3) Commissioners object to the executive director’s designation of 
immateriality, the amendment application shall be referred to the Commission for action as set 
forth in section 13166(c).  Otherwise, the immaterial amendment shall become effective. 
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Pursuant to section 13166(b)(3), if a written objection to this notice of an immaterial amendment 
is received within ten (10) working days of mailing notice, and the executive director determines 
that the objection does raise an issue of conformity with the Coastal Act or a certified local 
coastal program if applicable, the immaterial amendment application shall be referred to the  
Commission for action as set forth in section 13166(c). 
 
If you wish to register an objection to this notice, please send the objection in writing to Tom 
Luster at the above address.  If you have any questions, you may contact him at (415) 904-5248 
or via email at tluster@coastal.ca.gov. 
 



SITE PLAN
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NOTICE OF PROPOSED IMMATERIAL PERMIT AMENDMENT 

9-14-1735-A2 / A-3-MRA-14-0050-A2 
 
 
TO:  All Interested Parties 
 
FROM: John Ainsworth, Acting Executive Director 
 
DATE: April 1, 2016 
 
SUBJECT: Application to amend Coastal Development Permit No. 9-13-1735 / A-3-MRA-

14-0050 granted to California American Water Company (“Cal-Am”) for 
constructing, operating, and decommissioning a test well, along Monterey Bay 
shoreline, Monterey County. 

 
The Acting Executive Director has determined that the requested project change described herein 
may be approved as an immaterial amendment to the above-referenced coastal development 
permit (“CDP”).  The amendment would result in a minor change to the approved CDP, which 
allowed Cal-Am to conduct activities related to constructing, operating, and removing a test slant 
well project at the CEMEX site in the City of Marina along the Monterey Bay shoreline. 
 
Background and Project Description: In November 2014, the Commission approved CDPs for 
Cal-Am to construct, operate, and decommission a test slant well and associated monitoring 
wells and other infrastructure near the shoreline of Monterey Bay in the City of Marina.1  Cal-
Am is conducting a pump test program for up to about two years to obtain data regarding the 
geologic, hydrogeologic, and water quality characteristics in aquifers underlying the project area.   
In February 2015, Cal-Am completed installation and started the pump test, which ran until June 
2015 when monitoring detected that groundwater levels were approaching a permit threshold that 
required Cal-Am to shut down the test and obtain a permit amendment.  In November 2015, the 
Commission approved an amendment to modify the groundwater monitoring requirements and 
Cal-Am restarted its pump test.2 
 
On February 29, 2016, Cal-Am reported that a portion of its discharge pipe had become exposed 
due to coastal erosion along this section of the Monterey Bay shoreline.  The pipe had been 
connected to a port on an outfall owned and operated by the Monterey Regional Water Pollution 
Control Agency (“MRWPCA”).  Pursuant to Special Condition 6 of Cal-Am’s CDP, if test well 
                                                 
1 The project is partially within the Commission’s retained jurisdiction and partially within the jurisdiction of the 
City of Marina’s certified Local Coastal Program.  The Commission accepted an appeal of the City CDP decision 
and approved the portions of Cal-Am’s project within both jurisdictions. 
 
2 See Commission’s Final Adopted Findings for 9-14-1735-A1 and A-3-MRA-14-0050-A1, November 2015. 
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components become exposed, Cal-Am is to immediately take steps to reduce any hazards to the 
public and marine life and submit a permit amendment application to address the exposure.  On 
March 2, 2016, Cal-Am submitted its application; however, a few days later, Cal-Am informed 
Commission staff that additional erosion and exposure to wave action had caused a break in the 
most seaward 50 feet of the discharge pipe.  Although Special Condition 14 of the CDP allows 
for certain construction and replacement activities such as those needed to replace the pipe, Cal-
Am then modified its amendment request, as described below, to include a description of the 
proposed re-installation measures.  During the same period, MRWPCA obtained an emergency 
CDP to place temporary sheetpiling around this area of its outfall.3 
 
Requested Amendment: As described below, Cal-Am has proposed that its permit be amended 
in two ways – first, to include additional monitoring for any exposed project components; and 
second, to modify its project description to include the measures it will use to reconnect its 
discharge pipe: 
 

• Special Condition 6 would be modified as shown below in strikethrough and bold 
underline text: 

 
“Monitoring and Removal of Temporary Structures, Well Head Burial & Well 
Closure/Destruction. The Permittee shall monitor beach erosion at least once per 
week over the duration of the project to ensure the slant well and monitoring wells 
remain covered.  If the wellheads, linings, casings, or other project components 
become exposed due to erosion, shifting sand or other factors, the Permittee shall 
immediately take action to reduce any danger to the public or to marine life and shall 
submit within one week of detecting the exposed components a complete application 
for a new or amended permit to remedy the exposure.  When components of the 
discharge pipeline below the connection to the outfall are exposed, the Permittee 
shall conduct monitoring, including photographic documentation of the exposed 
components, at least once per day until the components are naturally reburied, 
after which erosion monitoring shall be done no less than once per week.  When 
components are exposed, the Permittee shall also post notices at the nearest upcoast 
and downcoast vertical public access points informing the public of the exposed 
components.  The Permittee shall provide monitoring records, photographs, and 
proof of the above public notices to the Executive Director upon request.   
 
Prior to conducting any repairs or reinstallation of exposed equipment that require 
construction methods other than the hand methods described in Amendment 2 of 
this permit, the Permittee shall apply for and obtain a permit amendment unless the 
Executive Director determines no such amendment is necessary.   
 
Upon project completion, and no later than February 28, 2018, the Permittee shall 
cut off, cap, and bury the slant well head at least 40 feet below the ground surface, 
and shall completely remove all other temporary facilities approved by this coastal 
development permit.   To ensure timely removal, the Permittee shall post the bond or 

                                                 
3 See CDP G-9-16-0031, initially issued by phone March 4, 2016 with written follow-up on March 17, 2016. 



Notice of Proposed Immaterial Amendment: CDP 9-14-1735-A2/A-3-MRA-14-0050-A2 
California American Water 
April 1, 2016 – Page 3 of 4 

 
other surety device as required by Special Condition 17 to ensure future removal 
measures would be appropriately supported and timed to prevent any future 
resurfacing of the well casing or other project components.” 

 
• Cal-Am’s project description would be modified to include activities needed to reconnect 

the discharge pipe to the outfall.  Those activities, which are further described in the 
attached Work Plan, include conducting biological surveys prior to and during work to 
ensure Western snowy plovers would not be disturbed, using hand tools to dig a trench on 
top of the existing outfall and to the connection point of the discharge pipe, hand-carrying 
new ductile iron pipe to the site, reconnecting the pipe sections by hand, and using hand 
tools to rebury the pipe.  Any such reinstallation would occur in areas that are affected by 
tidal waters, but would be done in the dry during lower tide cycles.  The currently 
proposed replacement work is expected to take three to four workers one to two days, and 
all scrap and excess material will be removed from the site. 

FINDINGS: THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT HAS BEEN DEEMED “IMMATERIAL” FOR 
THE FOLLOWING REASONS:  
 
• Public Access: The proposed work would take place along the beach within and adjacent to 

areas affected by tidal waters.  Because work would be done primarily in areas already 
occupied by existing infrastructure – i.e., the MRWPCA outfall – and would be done by hand 
instead of with vehicles or heavy equipment, it is not expected to reduce or adversely affect 
public access to the shoreline.  The additional coastal erosion monitoring work will also be 
done without vehicles or heavy equipment and would not adversely affect public access.  
Further, when project components are exposed, Cal-Am will post notices on the nearest 
public access points to the beach to ensure the public is aware of the exposed components. 

 
• Biological and Marine Resources: The proposed work will be subject to the existing special 

conditions, including Special Condition 14, which requires that an approved biologist 
survey the areas at and near the work site prior to and during the activities to ensure no 
species of concern are present.  To further reduce potential disturbances and to avoid 
potential spills, all work will be done by hand.  The discharge pipe will be placed on top of 
the existing outfall and as close as possible to the outfall valve to avoid gaps between the 
structures that could harm marine life.  The Permittee will also conduct ongoing monitoring 
to ensure that any future exposure of project components will be detected and addressed.  
The proposed work plan is also based on consultation between the Permittee and staff of the 
Coastal Commission, Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary, and U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service.  

 
Immaterial Permit Amendment 
 
Pursuant to the California Code of Regulations—Title 14, Division 5.5, Volume 19, section 
13166(b)—the Executive Director has determined this amendment to be IMMATERIAL. 
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Pursuant to section 13166(b)(1), if no written objection to this notice of immaterial amendment 
is received at the Commission office within ten (10) working days of mailing said notice, the 
determination of immateriality shall be conclusive and the amendment shall be approved. 
 
Pursuant to section 13166(b)(2), if a written objection to this notice of an immaterial amendment 
is received within ten (10) working days of mailing notice, and the executive director determines 
that the objection does not raise an issue of conformity with the Coastal Act or certified local 
coastal program if applicable, the immaterial amendment shall not be effective until the 
amendment and objection are reported to the Commission at its next regularly scheduled 
meeting.  If any three (3) Commissioners object to the executive director’s designation of 
immateriality, the amendment application shall be referred to the Commission for action as set 
forth in section 13166(c).  Otherwise, the immaterial amendment shall become effective. 
 
Pursuant to section 13166(b)(3), if a written objection to this notice of an immaterial amendment 
is received within ten (10) working days of mailing notice, and the executive director determines 
that the objection does raise an issue of conformity with the Coastal Act or a certified local 
coastal program if applicable, the immaterial amendment application shall be referred to the  
Commission for action as set forth in section 13166(c). 
 
If you wish to register an objection to this notice, please send the objection in writing to Tom 
Luster at the above address.  If you have any questions, you may contact him at (415) 904-5248 
or via email at tluster@coastal.ca.gov. 
 
 
 
 

mailto:tluster@coastal.ca.gov


 

 

Work Plan 

for 

Cal-Am Test Slant Well Discharge Pipe Repair 

 

Snowy Plover and Biological Monitoring: 

1. Prior to any work activity beginning, Cal-Am will coordinate with Pointe Blue to perform Snowy Plover surveys to 

determine presence of plover that may be disturbed by planned work.   If Pointe Blue determines that Plovers 

are present (near-by nests or line-of-sight) or as otherwise determined by Pointe Blue, than no work shall take 

place until such time that Pointe Blue gives clearance for work to begin. 

2. Cal-Am will retain Zander Associates and/or Pointe Blue to provide for continued on-site biological monitoring 

during the duration of the work activity, estimated 2-3 days, daylight hours only. 

Scope of Work: 

1. Replace broken section of 12” PVC pipe with new 12” Ductile Iron & PVC pipe from existing manhole stub to the 

remaining existing 12” discharge pipe.  The 12” pipe would extend inside and across the sheet pile area recently 

installed by MRWPCA to protect the sanitary sewer pipe line.  The 12” pipe would be dug by hand with shovels 

to bury it 3-4’ below current sand level. Once 12” pipe reach end of the sheet piles, install 45 or 90 degree bends 

to direct pipe towards remaining existing 12” discharge while shoveling and maintaining 3-4’ of cover until 

connection to existing 12” pipe is made.  See Figure 1. 

2. Estimated 2-3 days of work during daylight hours only. 

3. Work to be completed with hand tools only (shovels and powered hand tools). 

4. Material carried by hand or delivered by other means from inland disturbed CEMEX roadway to repair area. 

5. Any scrap material cleaned and removed from site. 

 

 

FIGURE 1 
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CORRESPONDENCE 

9-14-1735-A2 / 

A-3-MRA-14-0050-A2 

Objection Letters from: 
• Michael Baer 
• M.J. Del Pierro 
• David Beech 



1



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3



 

 

 

 

4



April	9,	2016	
	
Executive	Director	
California	Coastal	Commission	
	
Dear	Mr.	Director,	
	
I	raise	objection	to	the	immaterial	re-permit	on	the	repairs	to	the	MPWSP	test	slant	well	
discharge	connecting	line	for	several	reasons,	in	no	particular	order.	
	

1. The	slant	well	test	is	a	proven	failure.	It	was	supposed	to	run	continuously	for	18-24	
months	as	a	stress	test.	As	of	April	15,	2016,	the	pump	has	run	for	169	days,	and	been	
idle	for	190	days,	a	47%	track	record.	By	any	industry	standard	this	is	“a	fail.”	

2. Whatever	repairs	are	made	now,	they	are	unlikely	to	prove	adequate.	King	tides	will	
return	in	the	late	fall	and	stop	the	testing	work	again	(see	point	1).	Depending	on	your	
point	of	view,	this	is	a	good	or	a	bad	thing.	

3. Reporting	of	data	on	the	public	internet	site,	montereywatersupply.org,	has	been	wholly	
inadequate	and	nontransparent.	HWG	is	conducting	poor	science,	with	a	predetermined	
specific	outcome	in	mind.	One	reason	is	because	of	the	conflict	of	interest	of	the	chief	
investigator,	Dennis	Williams.	Some	of	the	incongruencies,	again	in	no	particular	order,	
are	listed	below.	
a. Specific	conductivity	graphs	do	not	align	with	specific	conductivity	lab	data,	which	

are	more	accurate	than	transducers.		The	smooth	steady	line	of	the	graph	is	not	
reflective	of	actual	total	dissolved	solids	(tds)	fluctuations.	No	explanation	of	the	
anomaly	has	been	given.	

b. No	explanations	as	to	how	taking	288	transducer	readings	per	day	(every	5	minutes)	
translates	to	a	single	point	on	the	specific	conductivity	line	for	the	MW4M	
monitoring	well	in	the	180	ft.	aquifer.	

c. Additional	pumps	were	installed	in	MW4	in	Mid	February	2016.	No	explanation	on	
the	website.	When	questioned,	Mr.	Luster	responded	(on	behalf	of	HWG	or	
GeoSciences???)		that	installation	of	pumps	was	an	attempt	to	improve	accuracy	
because	of	vertical	mixing	in	the	monitoring	well.	No	discussion	posted	if	that	had	
any	bearing	on	future	results.	It	remains	as	a	note	on	a	graph,	nothing	more.	

d. North	Well	at	CEMEX	“collapsed”	on	November	13,	2015.	This	was	not	reported	on	
line	until	mid-Januay	2016.	No	investigation	as	to	cause.		

e. In	the	re-permit	of	Oct	13,	2015,	“regional	trends”	were	introduced	as	factors.	Yet	
there	is	no	quantifiable,	objective	measurement	of	these	factors.		

f. Gravimetric	Lab	readings	of	tds	at	MW4	were	suspended	between	July	and	
December	of	2015.	This	data	would	have	been	invaluable	in	learning	about	how	the	
aquifer	responds	through	the	dry	summer	months	with	no	pumping.	More	poor	
science	and	points	to	the	predetermined	nature	of	the	testing	“scientists.”	

4. The	Monterey	Peninsula	Water	Regional	Authority	(MPWRA)	,	an	ad-hoc	group	of	the	
peninsula	mayors,	headed	by	the	outgoing	mayor	of	Carmel,	Jason	Burnett,	reported	to	
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a	town	hall	type	meeting	on	March	29,	2016	that	“the	CPUC	requires	no	more	data	from	
the	slant	well	for	the	DEIR	to	proceed.”		

5. The	water	that	is	being	discharged	into	the	ocean	at	approximately	2.9	million	gallon	per	
day	(when	the	pump	is	running),	is	real	property	that	belongs	to	the	overlaying	
landholders	above	the	cone	of	depression	created	by	the	pump,	including	a	reversionary	
right	to	the	federal	government	on	AgLand	Trust	groundwater.	That	groundwater,	no	
matter	how	saline,	belongs	to	someone	else,	and	is	being	careless	tossed	to	sea.	

6. Water	takes	space.	To	date,	65	million	cubic	feet	of	water	has	been	extracted	from	the	
aquifers	during	the	test.	It	is	unknown	how	quickly	the	water	replaces	those	spaces.	
Subsidence,	the	collapse	and	compression	of	those	spaces,	is	a	possibility.	Perhaps	that	
is	a	factor	in	the	North	Well	collapse	(see	point	3d).		

7. The	possibility	of	subsidence	is	significantly	increased	because	the	terminus	of	the	slant	
well	is	not	under	the	ocean	as	was	proposed.		The	center	point	for	the	cone	of	
depression	is	at	the	shoreline.	It	makes	a	real	difference	that	CalAM	and	GeoSciences	
did	not	build	this	slant	well	to	the	specifications	as	delineated	in	the	original	DEIR,	for	
which	all	of	Williams’	model	is	based	on.	If	executed	as	modeled,	it	would	have	placed	
the	center	point	of	the	cone	(and	the	direct	vertical	gravity	feed	of	the	replacement	
water)	200-400	feet	or	more	off-shore.	

8. No	CEQA	review	has	been	performed	on	this	slant	well	test	since	the	CCC	overturned	
the	Marina	City	Council	and	took	on	this	dog.		Despite	the	real	damage	being	done	to	
the	environment,	you	are	wading	further	and	further	into	illegal,	unchartered	territory	
without	any	environmental	review.	
	

Please	forgive	my	lack	of	legal	knowledge	about	how	any	or	all	of	the	above	violates	the	Coastal	
Act.	But	I	imagine	as	Director,	you	are	pretty	familiar	and	could	find	the	appropriate	statutes	if	
you	were	inclined	to	do	so.		But	I	will	take	a	stab	at	it	with	section	30001c	
	

(c) That to promote the public safety, health, and welfare, and to protect public and private property, 
wildlife, marine fisheries, and other ocean resources, and the natural environment, it is necessary to 
protect the ecological balance of the coastal zone and prevent its deterioration and destruction.  

	
Respectfully	submitted,	
	
Michael	Baer	
Monterey	California	
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NOTICE OF PROPOSED IMMATERIAL PERMIT AMENDMENT 

E-09-010-A4 
 
 
TO:  All Interested Parties 
 
FROM: John Ainsworth, Acting Executive Director 
 
DATE: April 1, 2016 
 
SUBJECT: Application to amend Coastal Development Permit No. E-09-010 granted to 

Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E) allowing initial demolition and decommissioning 
at the Humboldt Bay Power Plant, near King Salmon, Humboldt County. 

 
The Acting Executive Director has determined that the requested project change described herein 
may be approved as an immaterial amendment to the above-referenced coastal development 
permit (CDP).  The amendment would result in a minor change to the approved CDP – a three-
year time extension for PG&E to use the Groundwater Treatment System (“GWTS”) it installed 
as part of its power plant decommissioning project. 
 
Background and Project Description: On December 10, 2009, the Commission approved CDP 
No. E-09-010 allowing PG&E to conduct initial demolition and decommissioning of the 
Humboldt Bay Power Plant.  Work approved by the CDP includes constructing access roads, 
equipment laydown areas, and staging areas, demolishing the existing power plant structures and 
associated facilities, and conducting initial site cleanup and remediation.  On October 15, 2010, 
the Commission approved the first immaterial amendment to the CDP allowing conversion of an 
on-site parking area at the site to a covered equipment storage area.  On September 18, 2012, the 
Commission approved a second immaterial amendment to the CDP allowing PG&E to construct 
and operate a GWTS to treat shallow groundwater and stormwater encountered during project 
excavation activities.  The GWTS consisted of a 21,000 gallon receiver tank, pumps and 
pipelines to convey water, and a treatment system that included storage tanks, clarifiers, filters, 
sampling equipment, and other components.  It was to be located on a paved area near the power 
plant’s discharge canal.  The system was designed to treat up to about 300 gallons per minute, 
though most operations would be at 100 gallons per minute or less.  The GWTS was expected to 
operate until 2016, after which it would be removed.  On May 9, 2013, the Commission 
approved a third amendment to the CDP allowing additional excavation and cleanup needed to 
complete site remediation. 
 
Requested Amendment: PG&E has requested its permit be amended to allow the GWTS to 
continue operating through 2019, which is when it expects final site remediation activities will 
be completed.  
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FINDINGS: THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT HAS BEEN DEEMED “IMMATERIAL” FOR 
THE FOLLOWING REASONS:  
 
• Marine Resources and Water Quality: Discharges from the GWTS are subject to Best 

Management Practices and other requirements established as protective of marine resources 
and water quality in CDP E-09-010, and are additionally subject to the concentration limits 
of the state’s Construction Storm Water General Permit (WDID 12C357418), National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permit No. 005622, and Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission requirements. 

 
• Visual Resources and Public Access: The GWTS is located on an existing laydown area near 

a public shoreline access trail on the site’s western boundary, though is similar to, and 
smaller than, much of the other industrial equipment at the site and does not significantly 
alter the site’s existing visual character.  Additionally, PG&E placed the more visually 
neutral components of the GWTS towards the shoreline where they would partially block 
other equipment from public views.  Overall, the GWTS represents only a relatively minor 
visual component of the ongoing site activities, and extending its operating period will have a 
de minimis effect on both visual resources and public access. 

Immaterial Permit Amendment 
 
Pursuant to the California Code of Regulations—Title 14, Division 5.5, Volume 19, section 
13166(b)—the Executive Director has determined this amendment to be IMMATERIAL. 
 
Pursuant to section 13166(b)(1), if no written objection to this notice of immaterial amendment 
is received at the Commission office within ten (10) working days of mailing said notice, the 
determination of immateriality shall be conclusive and the amendment shall be approved. 
 
Pursuant to section 13166(b)(2), if a written objection to this notice of an immaterial amendment 
is received within ten (10) working days of mailing notice, and the executive director determines 
that the objection does not raise an issue of conformity with the Coastal Act or certified local 
coastal program if applicable, the immaterial amendment shall not be effective until the 
amendment and objection are reported to the Commission at its next regularly scheduled 
meeting.  If any three (3) Commissioners object to the executive director’s designation of 
immateriality, the amendment application shall be referred to the Commission for action as set 
forth in section 13166(c).  Otherwise, the immaterial amendment shall become effective. 
 
Pursuant to section 13166(b)(3), if a written objection to this notice of an immaterial amendment 
is received within ten (10) working days of mailing notice, and the executive director determines 
that the objection does raise an issue of conformity with the Coastal Act or a certified local 
coastal program if applicable, the immaterial amendment application shall be referred to the  
Commission for action as set forth in section 13166(c). 
 
If you wish to register an objection to this notice, please send the objection in writing to Tom 
Luster at the above address.  If you have any questions, you may contact him at (415) 904-5248 
or via email at tluster@coastal.ca.gov. 
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       March 9, 2016
 
 
 
 
Richard F. Edwing 
Director, Center for Operational Oceanographic 
 Products and Services 
National Ocean Service 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
ATTN: Michael Michalski 
1305 East West Highway, SSMC4 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
 
Subject: Negative Determination ND-0003-16 (Temporary Water Level Station at Shelter Cove, 

  Humboldt County) 
 
 
Dear Mr. Edwing: 
 
The Coastal Commission staff has reviewed the above-referenced negative determination. 
NOAA proposes to install a temporary water level station at Shelter Cove in Humboldt County. 
NOAA will use the station to collect new water level observations in order to update the tidal 
and geodetic elevations along the coast between Eureka and Fort Bragg. NOAA has no published 
water level measurements for this region and obtaining data at Shelter Cove will help to fill this 
100-mile-long data gap. The water level data, tidal datums, bench mark elevations, and tide 
predictions will be made publically available on the NOAA website. The Shelter Cove station 
will be temporary, with scheduled installation in April or May 2016, data collection for three 
calendar months, and then removal of all upland and in-water equipment. 
 
The project includes the installation of one primary and one backup water level gauge. Each 
upland gauge (placed on private property on the bluff above the shoreline) consists of an 
electronics box with a data logger, a satellite radio for data telemetry, a small air compressor, and 
a pressure sensor. Each gauge will be powered by two 12V batteries that can be recharged by a 
solar panel. A 3/8-inch air hose will run from the gauge to an offshore rock underwater. The 
compressor will push one dime-sized bubble through the air hose per second. The pressure 
sensor will measure the air pressure in the hose and calculate the water height above the end of 
the hose. 
 
The two upland gauges will together occupy approximately 12.5 square-feet. Both air hoses will 
run through a single 1-inch flexible conduit to the ocean. The hoses will exit the conduit in the 
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water and run with a steel cable to give them strength and make then sink to the ocean floor. The 
end of each hose will be temporarily bolted to the offshore rock underwater. Four new tidal 
bench marks (small brass disks set in rock or existing concrete) will also be established in the 
immediate project area, and will serve as permanent references for the tidal elevations 
determined from this project.  
 
In conclusion, the Commission staff agrees that the proposed temporary water level station at 
Shelter Cove will not adversely affect coastal resources. We therefore concur with your negative 
determination made pursuant to 15 CFR 930.35 of the NOAA implementing regulations. Please 
contact Larry Simon at (415) 904-5288 should you have any questions regarding this matter. 
 
       Sincerely, 
 

 
 
      (for) John Ainsworth 
       Senior Deputy Director 
 
 
 
 
cc: CCC – North Coast District 
 
 



STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA -- NATURAL  RESOURCES  AGENCY  EDMUND G. BROWN,  Governor 

CALIFORNIA  COASTAL  COMMISSION 
45  FREMONT STREET, SUITE 2000 

SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA    94105-2219   

VOICE  AND  TDD  (415)  904-5200 

 
 

 

March 11, 2016 
 
Dave Stalters, Chief 
Environmental Branch Chief 
U.S.  Coast Guard 
Civil Engineering Unit Oakland 
1301 Clay St., Suite 700N 
Oakland, California   94606-5337 
 
Attn:  Dennis Mead 
 
Re:  ND-0004-16, Negative Determination, U.S. Coast Guard maintenance dredging in  
 Humboldt Bay, with disposal at HOODS, Humboldt Co. 
 
Dear Mr. Stalters: 
 
The Coastal Commission has reviewed the above-referenced negative determination 
submitted by the U.S. Coast Guard (USCG) for maintenance dredging of the boat basin at 
USCG Station Humboldt Bay.  The Coast Guard states that the breakwaters protecting 
the boat basin from wave action have caused sediment accumulation within the basin, 
limiting the draft of boats that can operate out of the facility.  The volume of material to 
be dredged is less than 2000 cu. yds. (up to 1,730 cu yds.).    Dredging would take place 
for approximately 10 days over a period of 2 weeks.  The Coast Guard intends to use a 
clamshell dredge, with disposal at the historically used (for Humboldt Bay dredging)  
Humboldt Open Ocean Disposal Site (HOODS).  
 
Use of a clamshell dredge will avoid concerns raised in the past few years over other 
types of hydraulic dredging in the bay, which can cause entrainment of sensitive species.  
In addition, the project will be scheduled during the preferred work window of August 1 
to Oct. 30.  Eelgrass impacts would be minimal to non-existent. 
 
In consultation with the National Marine Fisheries Service, and to avoid and minimize 
potential effects to sensitive species, the Coast Guard will implement the following 
measures: 

1. Dredging activities will be scheduled from August 1st through October 30th to 
avoid the migration season for salmonids in the Action Area. 

2. Use of a clamshell dredge avoids the potential for entrainment that is inherent 
with hydraulic dredging. The cable-arm or equivalent style of clamshell dredge 
further avoids and minimizes potential impacts by minimizing sediment 
dispersion through engineered vents to decrease downward water pressure that 
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roils bottom materials as the bucket approaches. Using a controlled descent speed 
also reduces the potential for direct contact between the bucket and marine life 
and reduces sediment dispersion.  

3. Implementation of standard in-water construction BMPs will minimize the 
potential for adverse effects on aquatic organisms from sedimentation and 
degraded water quality.   

4. Vehicles and equipment will be kept in good repair, without leaks of hydraulic or 
lubricating fluids.  Spill containment and cleanup materials will be present on site, 
and if leaks or drips do occur, they will be cleaned up immediately.   

5. In-water operations would be limited to the designated work areas to minimize 
disturbance to sediment, vegetative communities, and marine habitats. 

6. Prior to dredging activity, the USCG will conduct a contractor education session 
to ensure that onsite personnel are informed of the sensitive biological resources 
associated with the action area and to ensure compliance with measures planned 
for avoidance and minimization of effects on these resources. 

7. Material will not be removed to a depth greater than depicted on the permit 
drawings and characterized during sediment sampling. 

8. Water quality monitoring will occur during dredging to assure compliance with 
water quality certification requirements. 

9. The dredging will be completed in compliance with applicable State water quality 
standards for turbidity. Dredging technique, equipment type, work rate, and 
timing relative to tidal cycle and wind conditions will be adjusted to control 
turbidity, as necessary.  

10. Refueling and repair of vehicles and other equipment will be restricted to 
construction staging areas designated on the barge, and requirements for safe 
handling and disposal of hazardous wastes will be implemented. 

11. Monitoring will occur during disposal to check compliance with water quality 
certification requirements. Work rate, timing, depth, and location will be adjusted, 
as necessary, to maintain compliance. 

12. Eelgrass Mitigation Measures:   

a.    Silt Curtain:  A silt curtain shall be deployed around the existing 
eelgrass bed limits during dredging operations.  The silt curtain shall have a 
freeboard of 8 inches to 12 inches above the water surface and be positioned 
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to enclose the eelgrass bed to minimize turbidity; extend below water to 
within 2 feet of mudline at mean lower low water (MLLW); and be suitably 
anchored to prevent movement.   

 
b.  Light Monitoring:  If a silt curtain cannot be deployed, light monitoring 
shall be conducted per U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, San Francisco 
District and National Marine Fisheries Service, Southwest Region 
Programmatic Consultation 
(http://swr.nmfs.noaa.gov/hcd/HCD_webContent/nocal/Santa%20Rosa%20
Dredge%20KMLs/EFHDredgeProgrammatic_071410_final.pdf).   The 
Contractor shall follow the Light Monitoring protocol found in Appendix 3 
of Programmatic Consultation. 
 
c.   Eelgrass Surveys:  Conducting a pre- and post-construction eelgrass 
survey, in accordance with Southern California Eelgrass Mitigation Policy’s 
protocol for mapping and format, 
http://swr.nmfs.noaa.gov/hcd/policies/EELPOLrev11_final.pdf.   

 
1)  SURVEY:  Conduct the Pre and Post Dredge Eelgrass Surveys 
of the eelgrass beds that are adjacent to dredge footprint, see 
appendix E for baseline Eelgrass Survey. 
2)  REPORT:  Prepare a report for each survey.  As part of the pre-
construction, calculate the square meters of eelgrass in the project 
area.  In the post construction survey, calculate the area impacted 
by the project and, if necessary, locate a transplant site for 
mitigation.  The report shall include maps that clearly show the 
location(s) of the eelgrass beds.  Include a brief discussion of the 
dates work was done, weather conditions, depths of water, and 
personnel involved.   

Under the federal consistency regulations (Section 930.35), a negative determination can 
be submitted for an activity “which is the same as or similar to activities for which 
consistency determinations have been prepared in the past.”  The Coast Guard notes the 
Commission concurred with past Coast Guard consistency determinations for previous 
similar maintenance dredging/disposal, as well as for the original construction of the 
breakwaters and boat basin (CD-109-94 and CD-033-83). 
 
With the above measures, we agree with your conclusion that the proposed project would 
avoid adverse effects on coastal zone resources, and would be “the same as or similar to” 
the above-referenced consistency determination for boat basin dredging activities at the  
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station (CD-109-94).  We therefore concur with your negative determination made 
pursuant to 15 CFR 930.35 of the NOAA implementing regulations.  If you have any 
questions, please feel free to contact Mark Delaplaine of the Commission staff at (415) 
904-5289. 
 
 Sincerely, 

 
 (for) JACK AINSWORTH                                                                                           

Acting Executive Director 
 
cc:  Arcata District  
 Corps of Engineers, S.F. District 
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       March 16, 2016 
 
 
Dave Stalters 
Chief, Environmental Management Branch 
U.S. Coast Guard 
ATTN: Gilda Barboza 
1301 Clay Street, Suite 700N 
Oakland, CA 94612-5203 
 
Subject: Negative Determination ND-0005-16 (Maintenance and Repairs at Point Loma 

  Lighthouse, San Diego County) 
 
 
Dear Mr. Stalters: 
 
The Coastal Commission staff has reviewed the above-referenced negative determination. The 
Coast Guard proposes to undertake maintenance and repairs to address safety and structural 
deficiencies at its Point Loma Lighthouse, which serves as an operating Aid to Navigation 
(ATON) at the entrance to San Diego Bay. The lighthouse is in a severely deteriorated state and 
it is unsafe for Coast Guard personnel to access and maintain primary and secondary lights. The 
Coast Guard states that the project is required to prevent catastrophic failure of the structure, 
provide a safer environment for personnel, restore the ATON, and allow continued Coast Guard 
operations at the lighthouse. 
 
Proposed maintenance and repairs to the skeletal structure, tower windows, and the watch and 
lantern rooms would include grit blasting and hazardous materials abatement, structural 
stabilization, restoration, and painting. The project includes restoration of the lantern room to 
make it fully operational by returning the navigation lights to this room. Currently, the lantern 
room is inoperable as it lacks the structural integrity to support the aid to navigation lights, which 
are temporarily attached to the outside of the watch room. However, the Coast Guard states that 
potential budgetary restrictions may force it to mothball the lantern room for up to five years and 
defer complete restoration of this element of the lighthouse until additional funding is secured. In 
that case, the lantern room will receive minimal structural repairs, hazardous materials 
abatement, and painting before it is protected within a temporary weatherproof plywood 
enclosure (painted to be uniform with the rest of the lighthouse).  
 
The Coast Guard has initiated consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer pursuant 
to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The proposed project will not change 
land uses at U.S. Coast Guard Station Point Loma, will not affect cultural or biological resources 
in the project area, and will not adversely affect the scenic and visual qualities of the lighthouse 
and surrounding areas.  
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In conclusion, the Commission staff agrees that the proposed maintenance and repairs at the 
Point Loma Lighthouse will not adversely affect coastal resources. We therefore concur with 
your negative determination made pursuant to 15 CFR 930.35 of the NOAA implementing 
regulations. Please contact Larry Simon at (415) 904-5288 should you have any questions 
regarding this matter. 
 
       Sincerely, 
 

 
      (for)  John Ainsworth 
       Acting Executive Director 
 
 
 
 
cc: CCC – San Diego Coast District 
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       March 9, 2016
 
 
Michael Keenan 
Director of Planning and Strategy 
Port of Los Angeles 
P.O. Box 151 
San Pedro, CA 90733-0151 
 
Subject: No-Effects Determination NE-0003-16 (Dredged Material Disposal at LA-2 Ocean 

  Disposal Site). 
 
 
Dear Mr. Keenan: 
 
The Coastal Commission staff received the above-referenced no-effects determination for 
disposal at the EPA-approved LA-2 ocean disposal site of approximately 21,800 cubic yards of 
sediment dredged from Berths 214-220 in the Port of Los Angeles. The proposed dredged 
sediments are not suitable for beach nourishment or nearshore disposal due to grain size 
incompatibility. The Southern California Dredged Material Management Team, including 
representatives from USEPA, the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board, and the 
Coastal Commission, determined that the sediments are suitable for unconfined ocean disposal 
based on sediment chemistry and biological testing results. 
 
The Commission staff concurs with your no-effects determination. Please contact Larry Simon at 
(415) 904-5288 should you have any questions regarding this matter. 
 
       Sincerely, 
 

 
      (for)  John Ainsworth 
       Acting Executive Director 
 
 
 
 
cc: CCC – South Coast District 
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