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S 14, 18 J. SMITH
T ~ AMENDMENT OF GENERaL PERMIT - RIGHT-OF~WAY USE
APPLICANT:

American Telephone and Telegraph Company
340 Kimble Avenue, Room 210
Morristown, New Jersey 07960-1995

LAND USE:
Installation, Operation and maintenance of a fiber optic
cable for telecommunication signals.

ORIGINAL PERMIT TERMS :

Area, Type Land and Location: .
A 30t acre parcel of tide and submerged land in the Pacific
Ocean at Los Osos, san Luis Obispo County.

Initial Period:
Continuous use, Plus one (1) Year, beginning
January 10, 19983,

Consideration: :
Exempt, pursuant to Section 7901, Public Utilities Code
Per annum; five-year rent review.

PROPOSED PERMIT TERMS:

Area, Type Land and Location:
Three parcels of tide and submerged land comprising a
total area of g2+ acres, as described in Exhibit wpn
attached. .

Period:
Amended term to be continuous use, plus one (1) year,
effective August 3, 1994,

All other terms and conditions of original permit remain in
full force ang effect.

PREREQUISITE CONDITIONB, FEES AND EXPENSES:
Filing fee ang Processing costs have been received.

STATUTORY AND OTHER REPERENCES:
- P.R.C.: Div. 6, Parts 1 and 2; Div. 13.
B. cal. code Regs.: Title 2, Div. 3; Title 14, Div. 6.
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OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:

1.

On January 8, 1992, the Commission authorized issuance
of a General Permit - Right-of-Way Use (PRC 7603) to
American Telephone and Telegraph Company (AT&T) for
installation, operation and maintenance of a fiber .
optic cable, extending across a 30+ acre parcel of tide
and submerged land in the Pacific Ocean, as part of a
long distance telephone System from San Luis Obispo
County to Hawaii. The project involved the
construction of four offshore directionally bored
pipes. One pipe was to be utilized for the laying of
Cable at that time and the remaining three pipes were
to facilitate future cable landings.

In October 1993, upon completion of the as-built pPlans,
Commission staff was advised by AT&T’s engineers that
the project extended outside the authorized right-of-
way. In addition, staff was advised that AT&T was now
Proposing to lay addition cables within the existing
offshore bore pipes.

On December 21, 1993, AT&T submitted an application to
amend their existing lease (PRC 7603) to accommodate
the widening of the easement area and the laying of
additional cable. .

Pursuant to the Commission’s delegation of authority
and the State CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. Code

Regs. 15025), the staff has Prepared a Proposed
Negative Declaration identified as ND 656, State
Clearinghouse No. 94051054. Such Proposed Negative
Declaration was prepared and circulated for public
review pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

Staff of the Commission received comments from the
United States Department of the Interior, Minerals
Management Service, the California Department of Fish
and Game, San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control
District (APCD) and the cCalifornia Coastal Commission.
In response to the APCD concerns, two additional
mitigation measures were developed and have been
incorporated into the pProject description

(Exhibit "D"). cCommission staff then prepared a

-2-
CALENDAR PAGE

181

l’x:uurz PAGE 2856




5t
i
.

revised Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan which
includes the additional project modifications, attached
hereto as Exhibit "gw, Commission staff has also
responded to the Coastal Commission’s concerns and has
been advised that the Commission stafs recommendations,
a8 proposed, are acceptable.

Based upon the Initial Study, the Proposed Negative
Declaration, and the comments received in response
thereto, there is no substantial evidence that the
project will have a significant effect on the
environment. (14 Cal. Code Regs. 15074 (b))

5. This activity involves lands identified as possessing
significant environmental values pursuant to P.R.C.
6370, et seqg. Based upon the staff’sg consultation with
the persons nominating such lands and through the CEQa
review process, it is the staff’s opinion that the
project, as proposed, is consistent with its use
classification.

6. A Mitigation Monitoring Plan has been prepared in
conformance with the Provisions of the CEQA. (Section
21081.6, P.R.C.)

7. Both San Luis Obispo County and the State Department of
Parks and Recreation have advised AT&T that this new
pProject is authorized under existing permits. The

APPROVALS OBTAINED:
San Luis Obispo County, State Department of Parks and

Recreation.

FURTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED:
State Lands Commission; U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
California Coastal Commission.

EXHIBITS:
A. Land Description
B. Location and Site Map
C. ND 656
D. Additional Mitigation Measures
E. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan
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IT I8 RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

1. CERTIFY THAT A PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION, ND 656, STATE
CLEARINGHOUSE NO. 94051054, WAS PREPARED FOR THIS PROJECT
PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF THE CEQA AND THAT THE
COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION
CONTAINED THEREIN AND THE COMMENTS RECEIVED IN RESPONSE

THERETO.

2. ADOPT THE ADDITIONAL MITIGATION MEASURES, ATTACHED HERETO AS
EXHIBIT "D".

3. ADOPT THE PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND DETERMINE THAT
THE PROJECT, AS REVISED AND APPROVED, WILL NOT HAVE A
SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE ENVIRONMENT.

4. ADOPT THE REVISED MITIGATION HdNITORING AND REPORTING PLAN,
ATTACHED HERETO AS EXHIBIT "“E".

5. FIND THAT THIS ACTIVITY IS CONSISTENT WITH THE USE
CLASSIFICATION DESIGNATED FOR THE LAND  PURSUANT TO

P.R.C. 6370, ET SEQ.

6. AUTHORIZE ISSUANCE TO AMERICAN TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH
COMPANY OF AN AMENDMENT EFFECTIVE AUGUST 3, 1994, OF A
CONTINUOUS USE, PLUS ONE (1) YEAR GENERAL PERMIT - RIGHT-OF-
WAY USE (PRC 7603); PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF
SECTION 7901 OF THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CODE; TO ACCOMMODATE
WIDENING OF EASEMENT AREA AND THE LAYING OF ADDITIONAL CABLE
ON THE LAND DESCRIBED IN EXHIBIT "A"™ ATTACHED AND BY
REFERENCE MADE A PART HEREOF. ALL OTHER TERMS AND
CONDITIONS OF ORIGINAL PERMIT REMAIN IN FULL FORCE AND

EFFECT.
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"’ “RAND DESCRIPTION
 PARCEL A

A strip of tide and submer
south of Morro Bay,

Said strip of land is 520
and 285 feet southerly of

Commencing at the U.S.G.S.
2307478.415N, 5703608.744E;
the Sandspit Beach Manhole.

thence N68°56*

thence continuing N68°56’15

2309380N, 5700660E, being

line, said point being the

ged land located
San Luis Obispo County,

feet in width,
the following described line:

in the Pacific Ocean,
California.

235 feet northerly

Triangulation Station "ZARD" at
thence N71'35'11"E, 1124.32’ to
at 2307833.56N, §704675.50£:

int being the POINT OF BEGINNING;

"W, 2,790’+/- to a point at

the end of the herein described

end of bore pipe #£2.

PARCEL B

A strip of submerged lang locate
Morro Bay, San Luis Obispo Count

Said strip of land is 50 feet
- the following described centerline:

of bore pipe #2, described
POINT OF BEGINNING;

2309500N,
2309630N,
2309820N,
2309880N,
2310010N,
2310190N,
2310380N,
2310440N,
2310570N,
2310690N,
2310820N,
2310880N,
2311060N,
2311130N,
2311130N,
2311250N,
2311190N,
2311190N,
2311320N,
2311440N,
2311510N,
2311630N,
2311690N,
2314610N,

offshore ownershi
the end of the he

BSgensranmciornc doc

S700470E;
5700370E;
5700130E;
5700030E;
5699930E;
5699790E;
5699600E;
5699500E;
5699350E;
5699260E;
5699210E;
5699110E;
5698970E;
5698970E;
5698920E;
5698920E;
5698870E;
5698820E;
5698680E;
5698480E;
5698430E;
5698340E;
5698190E;
5691660E;

thence
thence
thence
thence
thence
thence
thence
thence
thence
thence
thence
thence
thence
thence
thence
thence
thence
thence
thence
thence
thence
thence
thence
thence
thence

P boundary
rein described centerline.

Page

d in the Pacific Ocean, south of
Y, California.

in wiath, 25 feet each side of
Commencing at the end
in Parcel a above, being the
N57°43728"W, 225’ to a point at
N37°34707/"W, 164’ to a point at

N51°37’57"W, 306’ to a point at
N59° 2/10"W, 117’ to a point at
N37°34’ 7"W, 164’ to a point at
N37°52730"W, 228’ to a point at
N45° 0’ 0"W, 269’ to a point at
N59° 2710"W, 117’ to a point at
N49°® 5/08"W, 198’ to a point at
N36°52/12"W, 150’ to a point at
N21° 215", 139’ to a point at
N59° 2/10"W, 117’ to a point at
N37°52/30"w, 228 to a point at

N o0 0’ o"w,
N90® 0’ o"w,

70’ to a point at
50’ to a point at

N 0" 0’ O"W, 120’ to a point at
S539°48’20"W, 78’ to a point at
N90® 0’ 0"W, 50’ to a point at
N47° 7716"W, 191’ to a point at
N59° 2710"W, 233’ to a point at
N35°32716"W, 86’ to a point at
N36°5212"W, 150’ to a point at
N6B°11/55"W, 162’ to a point at
N65°54/27"W, 71537 to a point at
N77°11/24"W to a point on the

of the State of California and

1l of 2
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A strip of submerged land Ibcatgd in the Pacific Ocean, south of
Morro Bay, San Luis Obispo County, California. . _

Said strip of land is 50 feet in width, 25 feet each side of
the following described centerline: Commencing at "ZARD"
described in Parcel A above; thence N61°20’31"W, 3360’ to a
point at 2309090N, 5700660E, said point being the end of
bore pipe #1 and the POINT OF BEGINNING:; thence N89°40’13"W
to a point on the offshore ownership boundary of the State
of California and the end of the herein described
centerline.

PARCEL D

A strip of submerged land located in the Pacific Ocean, south of
Morro Bay, San Luis Obispo County, California.

Said strip of land is 50 feet in width, 25 feet each side of
the following described centerline: Commencing at "ZARD"
described in Parcel A above; thence N52°59’41"W, 3392’ to a
point at 2309520N, 5700900E, said point being the end of
bore pipe #4 and the POINT OF BEGINNING; thence
N43°27’27"W, 11558’ to a point at 2317910N, 5692950E, thence
N42°51741"W, 1705’ to a point at 2319160N, 5691790E, thence
N47°38’33"W, to a point on the offshore ownership boundary
of the State of california and the end of the herein
described centerline.

This description is based on the California State Plane
Coordinate System, Zone 5, North American Datum of 1983.
Coordinates and distances are given in U.S. survey feet.

END OF DESCRIPTION

WS \generafincSoec Goc
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. EXHIBIT C WP 7603

Proposed Negative Declaration
' for the
Installation of AT&T TPC-5
Submarine Cables
on the Continental Shelf
Offshore San Luis Obispo County,
California

SCH No. 94051054

May 1994

Prepared for

California State Lands Commission
Division of Environmental Planning and Management
Staff Contact: Judy Brown
(916) 3244715

Science Applications International Corporation
816 State Street, Suite 500
Santa Barbara, CA 93101
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Proposed Negative Declaration
for the Installation of AT&T TPC-§
Submarine Cables on the Continental Shelf

Offshore San Luis Obispo County, California

State Clearing House #94051054

May 1994

Prepared for

California State Lands Commission
Division of Environmental Planning and Management
1807 13th Street
Sacramento, CA 95814
Saff Contact: Judy Brown
(916) 3244715

Prepared by

Science Applications International Corporation
ronmental Programs Division
816 State Street, Suite 500 S —

Santa Barbara, California 93101 CALENDAR PAGE 188
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA N PETE WILSON. Ge
) ; .

MMISSION . . EXECUTIVE OFFICE
STATE LANDS CO _— EXSCUTIVE OPFC
LEO T. McCARTHY, Lisutenant Governor Secramemo, CA 989~ *
GRAY DAVIS, Controler ‘
. of F ROBERT C. MIGHT
RUSSELL S. GOULD, Dwector of Finance .

PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

File: PRC 7603
ND 656
SCH No. 94051054
Project Title: AT & T TPC-5 Fiber Optic Cable ijeﬁ
Project PrJoponentz AT&T
Project l:oation: Montana de Oro State Park, San Luis Obispo County
Project Description: Installation of two new telecommunications lightguide systems
servicing both Hawaii and Oregon.
Contact Person: Judy Brown Telephonq: (916) 324-4715

This document is prepared pursuant to the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et seq., Public Resources Code), the State CEQA
Guidelines (Section 15000 et seq., Title 14, California Code Regulations), and the State
Lands Commission regulatio_ns (Section 2901 et seq., Title 2, California Code Regulations).
Based upon the attached Initial Study, it has been found that:

[/ that project will not have a significant effect on the environment.

/X / mitigation measures included in the project will avoid potentially significant effects.
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Onshore to Nearshore Portion of AT&T TPC-5 Project
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Offshore

Cable Pullback Operation

Cable Plowing Operation
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AT&T TPC-5 Cable Running Sheet, Segment T-1 from San Luis
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Obispo, California to Bandon, Oregon
AT&T TPC-5 Cable Running Sheet, Segment from San Luis Obispo,
California to Keawaula, Hawaii

Daily Emissions for Offshore Construction Activities
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Emission Source Data for Offshore Construction Activities
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STATL L ANDS COMMISSION - S

ENT CHECKLIST — PART I : PRC 7603
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSM L it Aetc

ND 656
SCH No. 940’

+orm 1320 (7/82) -

I. BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Apphcant: ATET

340 Ximble Avenue RBoam 240
Morristown, NJ 07960-1995

B. Checkiist Date: _ 057 04 /794 .
C. Conuct Person: __Judy Brown, Division of Epvi ronmental Pl c .
Telephone: { 916) 324-4715

D. Purpose: Installation of two new fiber ontic cables (pnffchnre) fraom
an Luis Obispo County to Hawaii and Oregon, respectively.

E. Locauon: Beginning at Montana de Oro State Park hoth cahle roures
proceeding westerlv to the edge of the continsntal shel$

F. Description: See accompanving document for details

e o Y T o

G. Persons Contacted: _See listing at_end of ag;gmnanyjn'g document

It ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explain all “'yes” and “meybe’’ arswers)

A Lorth Will the proposal result in: Yo Maybe
! Unsuable earth conditions or changes 1n geologic substructures? . R D D
2 Disrupuons, dispiacements, compaction, or overcoveringofthesoil?. . .. .. ... . ... .............. D
3 Change in topography or ground surfice relief festures? . . .. . ... ... ... .. ... D D
4 The destruction, covering, or modificc lon of any unique geologic or physical festures? . . . .. ......... —
5 Any increase in wind or water erosion of soils. either on or off the site?. . . " CALENDAR 'PAGE "~ ° E}d_;
6 Changes in geposition or erosion of beach sands. or changes in siltation, 110N Or erosion which May

modity the channe! of a river or stream or the bed of the ocssn or any bay, IWAENGIS PAGE. . ...

7 Exposure of all peaple or property 1o geologic hazards such as earthquakes, landslides, mudsiides, ground
tarture or similsr hazards? D D

.......................................................



. Yo Mayvas Ne

B. .lw. Will the proposs! result m: ' "y
. H i I e
1 Substantial air emmissions or neteTioration of smbwnt Birquality? . .. ... ..., .. R TR —_ W i
2. The creation of objectionabie odors?. . . . eI : . G
. . s e
3. Alteraticn of air movement, morsture or temperature. or any change in climats, esther locally or regionally?. : , [, |
C. Woter. Will the proposal resuit in:
b B
1. Changes in the currents, or the course or direction of water movements, in either manne or fresh waters? . . HEE X
2. Changes in absorption rates. drainage patterns, or the rate and amount of surfsce watsr runoff?. . . . .. ... J .
o p—
3. Alterations 1o the course or flow of tiood waters? . . . . . . e e e e e 3 S b W)
? JCx
4. Change in the amount of surface water mnany water DOOY? . . . . . .. .. .. .. ..., X
5. Discharge into surface waters, or in any siterauon of surface water quality, including but not limitsd to
temperature, dissoived CRYQEN OF TUrbIdity? . . . . . . . ... L. e, D E G
6. Alteration of the direct on or rate of flowof ground waters? . . .. ... .. .. ... ... ... .. ... D D m
7. Change 1n the quantity of ground waters. aither through direct additions or wathdrawals. or through mnter- -
ception of an aquiter Dy CUTS OF @XCIVATONS? . . . .. .. .. ... ... - J [_ Y
. . Y T
8. Substantial reduction in the amount of water otherwise available for public water supplies? . . .. ... . . . )
9. Exposure of peopie or property to water-reiated hazards such as floodingor tidal waves? . . . ... ... .. .. D L , X,
10. Significant changes in the temperature, flow or chemical contemt of surface thermal sorings?. .......... '_—_] L_ {x ,

D. Plunt Lite. Wil the proposal result in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, or number of any species of plants (including tress, shrubs, grass, crops, — [-I Li..

and 2QUAtIC BIANTS)?. . . . . L L e, ettt o "
T

2. Reduction of the numbers of any umique, rare or endangered specwsofpienves?. . . . ... .. .. ... ...... D [_ ] i_X-l

3. introduction of new species of plants into an ares, Or 1n 3 barrier to the normal replenishment of exstng - R

DI T D ;X

. \

4. Reduction in acreage of any BQNICUIUFBI CFOR? . . . ... .. ... ... .. D C] j

E  Vmmmal Life Will the proposal result in:

I' Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any speces of avimals (berck, land animals mnciuding -,
reptiles. f1sh and shellfish, benthic organisms. or insecas)? . ... ... D r_\_ j
2 Reduction of the numbsrs of any unique. rare or endengered specres of anvmets?. . . .. ... [: E . JL_

3 Introouction of new sp=cies of amimals into an ares, or result in a barvier 10 the migration or movement of

. —_ =
SMMAIST T lj [___; X.
. - -
4 Detenoranon to existing fish or wildhbe nabiat?. .. ... - ‘
F Nesse. Wil the proposal resutt in:
y — -—— re-
! Increase wn exsungnomelevels?. ... ooy
4 e
7 Exvosure of people tosevere none tevets? . D D L\_‘

G Lieht and Glure Wil the proposal result in.

! The production of new lignt or giare? e e D B_! E]

H  [und Use Wil the proposal result in:

1 A substannial aiteration of the present or planned land useofanares?. . . .. .. .. .. ... ... .. ... .. D @ Lj

“atural Kesources. Will the proposal result in

I Increase in tne rate of use of any naursl resouress? . ... ... — m HJL

2 Substanual oepletion of any nonrenewable resources? . . ... ,r:ALENﬁhR . p;\cﬂ [-]1 a

" MINUTE PAGE 2869




A

J.  Risk of Upset. Does the proposa) result in: “,: . ' Yes ‘
‘I.AriskofmMmu“anMMuM(MhﬂmlWh.oﬂ.M,
memncals.orndumon)inmcmtofmaecnomtorm?\d_nm7................._..._.... D m [

2.mkm‘m“mmwmnumomﬁ&mmh.............. D r_—l i

K. Population. Will the proposal result in:
1. The alteration, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human populstionof thearea? . ........... D D ﬁ
L. lMouung. Wil the proposal result in:
1. Atiecting existing housn.'ag. or create a demand for additionalhousing? .. . ... . ... ............... D D E
M. Trensporiasion/Circulgtion. Will the proposal result in:

1. Generation of substantial additional vehicular MOvemeNtY. . . .. . ... ... .. .00 iurenvennnrnnnn. D D E
2. Atfecting existing parking tacilities, or creste ademand formewperking?. . ... .. ...... .. ... ..... D D E
3. Substantial iMpPact UPON eXISTING transPOTTAtION SYSTOME? . . . . . .. . ... . ............ ... ..., D D E
4. Alterations to present patierns of circulation or movement of people and/orgoods? . ............... D D 2
5. Alterations to waterborne, rail, orareraffic? . ... ... ................... et . D @ ':
6. increase in tratfic hazards to motor vehicies, blcvclisti, orpedeswians? .. .. ...........0000000... D D E

N. Public Services. Will the proposal have an effect upon, or result in » nesd for new or sitered governmental
services in any of the tollowing areass:

TFIe DIOtECHON? L . e D

52 52 =2

........................................

2.
3.
4. Parks and other recreational facilities?
5.
6.

0ooaao
00 000000 o0 oO=goo

PR RARRRRA AR =

......................................................

2. Substantial increase in demand upon existing sourcas of energy, or require the development of new sources? . D
Utilities. Will the proposal result in a need for new systems, or substantial alterstions to the following utilities:
1. Power or naturai gas?

........................................................... O
2 Commumicatsonsystems? . ... ... ... ... ... ... .. O
3OWater? O
4. SewerorsepUC TANKSY .. .. ... L. D
5. SIOMMm water dramage? . ... ... ... ... O
6 O

.......................................................

Human Health. Will the proposa! result in-

1. Creation of any health hazard or potsntial heaith hazard fexciuding mental health)?

0o

2. Exposure of peopie 10 potential hesith hazards?

........................................

Aesthetics. Will the proposal result in:

1. The obstruction of any scenic vista Or view Open 10 the public, or will the pr
an sesthetically oﬂemwe site open 10 pubiic view?

.....................................

Kecreatsion. Wil the proposal result in-




WIS NE Ik . -

1. wmmproooalruunmmﬂmnmoformoii‘xmnonwnmummmusm?.

2.wmtheprooou!mtrmmmmm-émmuammnnmuhmn;wibm,

3. Does the proposal have the potential mmamwimmnwlﬁcctmmﬂwm

values? L. L i e, e i i e,
4 Will the proposa! restnict existing religious or sscred uses within the potential mpactares? . ...........

Mendainrv Findings of Smiﬂtll-wt.

1. Does the project have the potential 1o degrade the guairty of the environment, reduce the habitat of 3 fish or
wildlite species. cause 8 fish or wildlife popuiation 10 drop below seif sustaining levels, thresten to ehiminate
3 piant or snmal community. reduce the number or rastrict the range of » rare or endangered plant or
nimal or eliminate 1MPOrtant exampies of the major periods of California history or prehistory?. . .. . ..

2. Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term, environments!

4. Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse efiects on human beings,
either directly or incerectly? . . . .. .. ... ... e e e i e

Il. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION /See Cormments Arttached)

V. PRE
Ont

T

Lo
X

Li

Date

-SEE ATTACHED-

LIMINARY DETERMINATION
he Dasis of this initial evaluation:

FIrd
bl s

[
L<l

! ind e proposed prowct COULD NOT have » significant etfect on the environment. and s NEGATIVE DECLARATION wilt

De prepareg

I find that 3ithough the proposed project could have » signiicant etfect on the environment. there will not be a significant ettect

I ind e prooosed propct MAY have a significant ettect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

13 reQued

c5: 1,94

Seorm 11.20 (7/82)
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

ThisdoamempmvidsprojeainfomaﬁmndmlyssinsupponoftbcEnvimmennl
Impact Assessment Checklist. It is intended to satisfy requirements of the California
Environmeatal Quality Act (CEQA) and to inform state and federal permit decisions on the
Phase II offshore portion of the AT&T TPC-5 Project. The State Lands Commission is the

CEQA Lead Agency for this project.

ThkcnlmﬁmkfoasedonthepotcnﬁﬂmnlhnpuuofthcpmjwudthinSuw
Tidelands, from 0 to 3 pautical miles (nmi) offshore. To facilitate consistency with the
permitting requirements of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) under Section 10 of
the Rivers and Harbors Act, and the California Coastal Commission (CCC) under the California
Coastal Act, additional descriptive and analytical information is provided on the project beyond
the 3 nmi limit, sufficient 1o address possible impacts within 3 nmi. Discussions with USACE
and CCC representatives have confirmed their needs to consider possible impacts due 1o project
activities beyond 3 nmi offshore. For these agencies’ purposes, however, there is no specific
requiremcnttomendthcanalysisahddismcebeyondBnmi.e.g..6or 12 miles offshore
(personal communications, S. Monowitz and T. Welch 1994).

AT&T's TPC-5 Project is a two-phase project, with Phase I including onshore activities and use
of facilities (parking/staging area, cable conduits) previously constructed for the AT&T HAW-S
Project. Phase I onshore activities have been reviewed and permitted by San Luis Obispo
County and the California Department ofhrbandkeaaﬁonsbeingwithin the scope of the
previous HAW-5 environmental review and permits (personal communication, D. Sears 1994;
Appendix B, Appendix D). Brief description of Phase I onshore activities, which are being
completed during the spring of 1994 (personal communication, B. Brungardt 1994) is provided
below.

this evaluation, extensive use has been made of that document, of additional applicant-supplied
information, other environmental documents, especially the San Miguel Project Final EIS/EIR
(URS 1987 [SCH #85042406)), and interviews as noted below.

A
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2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

21 OVERVIEW AND TENTATIVE SCHEDULE

AT&T proposes to install two new telecommunications lightguide systems servicing both Hawaii
and Oregon that will terminate at AT&T's San Luis Obispo junction (Figure 1). This project,
designated TPC-5, includes two phases. Phase ] involves pulling two sets of power and fiber
optic cables into an existing 10.5-mile overiand conduit system that extends from the San Luis
ObispojunctiontotthandspitBachpnrkingminMontaﬁadeOroS.ute?ark. Phase | has
been reviewed and permitted by the County of San Luis Obispo and California Department of
Parks and Recreation, and is being compieted during the spring of 1994 (Appendix B; Appendix
D). For the remainder of this document, the focus is on Phase I of the TPC-5 Project; all
discussion of “the project” refers to Phase I1.

During Phase II, each of two armored fiber optic cables will be pulled from a cable ship into the
existing bore pipes - located 4 feet beneath the sea bottom approximately 0.5 nmi offshore - and
conduit to the manhole at the parking area (Figure 2). Subsequently, the cable ship will proceed
seaward, laying/burying each cabie on the ocean floor along the prescribed routes (Figure 3) to
the edge of the continental shelf at depths of 1,400 m (765 fm), 40-50 nmi offshore, where the
cables would be buoyed for later recovery and direct bottom laying to Hawaii.

Project construction will take approximately 1 month to complete and is scheduled to occur
between September 1 and November 30, 1994, depending on receipt of all permits, AT&T's
selection of the near-shore and shore-end contractor and final scheduling decisions by AT&T.
Offshore activities would be preceded by onshore cable pulling and splicing as described below.
The two cable segments, T1 (to Bandon, Oregon) and G (to Keawauia, Hawaii), will be installed
sequentially, using the same procedures. Upon arrival, the cable ship will anchor at the offshore
bore pipe exit for 2-3 days while cable pulling and splicing take place. The subsequent cable
laying/burying operation is expected to traverse State Tidelands in appraximately 1 day, and to
require 1-2 weeks to complete cable installation out to the 1,400m isobath. The ship will then
return to the bore exit and install the second cable. :

Further detail on each aspect of the project is provided below.
22 CABLE DESIGN AND ROUTE DESCRIPTIONS

The cables are armored depending upon depth and the need for protection from damage. Cable
armoring provides strength to ensure against breakage from any foreseeable causes, such as
commercial fishing, and burial in such areas further minimizes the potential for damage to
fishing gear. AT&T has coordinated route alignments and installation procedures with Morro
Bay fishermen to lessen potential conflicts where feasible (personal communications, J. Giannini
and G. Perek 1994). Cable alignments are published on nautical charts. AT&T requests, but
cannot require, avoidance of fishing near the cables. Cable owners are required under
international law to pay compensation for any gear sacrificed to avoid injuring a submarine
cable, provided such a loss is properly documented. If a fisherman is advised to slip his gear,
AT&T will provide detailed instructions for presenting a claim (personal communication, G.
Perek 1994).

Nearshore portions are double-armored for maximum strength and protection. The double-
armored cable is 2 inches (51mm) in diameter and is wrapped with two bands of tar-coated (for

of tar-coated nylon yarn. Segment T1 is double-armored to a appraximaiely 3nmi
offshore, whereas segment G is double-armored to a depth CANENIEORAGEY 6 nmil 99
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offshore. At progressively greater depths, out to a depth of 1,400m, 40-50 nmi offshore, cither
single-armoring (1.66 inch = 42mm diameter), or a light-weight armor design (1.5 inch = 38mm
diameter) are used. Both of these types are wrapped with a single band of tar-coated sieel wires.
Cable specifications are contained in Appendix C.

Tables 1 and 2 provide cable "running sheets" to the edge of the continental shelf. Cable routes
have been designed to minimize, to the extent practicable, the need to traverse rock outcrops.

Surveys of the cable routes were conducted by Seafloor Surveys International (SSI) for.AT&‘T
using the Sys120 Side-Scan Sonar System (Appendix C additional background provided in
Morro Group 1991, incorporated herein by reference). Previous side scan sonar and remote-
operated vehicle (ROV) survey data from the HAW-5 project, as well as data obtained from
Pacific Gas & Electric, were also used by SSI to interpret seafloor geology in the vicinity of the
cable routes. The resulting geologic interpretations along the cable routes out to just beyond 3
nmi and 6 nmi, respectively, are shown in Figures 4 and 5.

Other than in areas where hand-burial is used (sce below), cable installation will be
accomplished using a Sea Plow (Appendix C) which is towed along the bottom by the cable ship
at the surface. In general, the cables will be laid across the surface in rocky areas. In sofi-
bottom areas of sufficient areal extent and sediment depth the cables will be plowed (4 feet
deep) into the sediment. Rock outcrops will be avoided wherever possible, based upon the
operator’s observation of bottom conditions using the Sea Plow’s instruments during cable
installation. The plow shank will be raised, and the cable laid directly across the surface,
wherever rock or other obstructions are encountered and are too large to steer around.

Surveys indicate unconsolidated sediments surrounding the bore exit points at depths of 10m.
The cables will be hand-buried by divers for the first 100m or so emerging from the bore pipes.
Thereafter the Sea Plow would be deployed. Segment T1 crosses a small rocky area
approxmately lnmi offshore (depth of 25m), and encounters extensive outcroppings of
sedimentary rock from approximately 1.2 to 2 nmi offshore (depths of 30-50m). The remainder
of scgment T1 is in unconsolidated sediments and is expected to be plowed out to the 1,000m
1sobath (approximately 35 nmi offshore). Approximately 6 ami offshore, the cable route passes
north of a prominent outcrop which rises above the surrounding seafloor and is known as Ship
Rock (shown on Figure 5).

Segment G encounters extensive outcrops of sedimentary rock between approximately 1.7 and 3
nmi offshore (depths of 50-80m). Subsequently, except for a narrow outcrop approximately 4.2
nmi offshore, segment G crosses unconsolidated sediments and could probably be plowed to the
1.000m 1sobath, about 40 nmi offshore. Segment G crosses and nearly parallels the former route
of the HAW-2 cable, which was removed in 1992 (Figure 5).

23 ONSHORE ACTIVITY (CABLE LANDING)

The cable landing will involve excavating an approximately 2-x-20-foot trench 10 expose the end
of each bore pipe and pulling in the cables with assistance from a winch and turning wheel.
Support equipment will include a backhoe, compressor, motor, and pickup trucks. The parking
lot will need 10 be closed during this phase of the project. Mr. David Sears, Superintendent of
Montafia de Oro State Park, is aware of this requirement that has been anticipated since the
HAW-S project. As for Phase 1 of the TPC-S Project, this activity is considered to be within the
scope of the existing HAW-5 permit, subject to the same conditions of approval (Appendix B,
Appendix D). Excavations will be backfilied and compacted, and the parking lot surface will be

restored following compietion of the cable pulling operation. Fi , both cables will be spliced
to the overland cables in the beach manhole. This onshore act; approxmately two
to three weeks to complete. CALENDAR PAGE 203

H MINUTE PAGE zgza




204

Joune Iydam ydi) = vy
sounss duis = yg
Jounusagnog = yq

VM1 89616 $S0°ZZ $T 82506  LISIZ 00v1 $°0s 1ZI- £'pZ St
VAT €IS69  OLED ST 11069  voz¥ 0011 tot 121 8T St
VMT 1S9 S66'p1 S0 LLY9  0Z6'b1 0001 see - SSPZ S¢
VM1 8pI0S  SpLZe S0 LIB6Y  Z9TT SOL IXYAT4E LT st
VM1 €oviz  #ISS S0 S6I'Lz’  98ps St 68121 02z s¢
VM1 68812  6LS9 S0 60L1Z  9pS9 092 s iz- SS'1Z S€
VS  0IEST €611 S0 €91'ST  £81'1 091 o1 1zi- 9 I1Z SE
VS  LITYI  69§T S0 9L6El  95ST otl wozl- vz se ol
VS  8S11 €6€1 S0 oVl 98¢] $6 bS'8S 0Z1- LTIZ s¢ 6
VS sstol  Lsso S0 £E€001  vSSO 06 £9°LS 0Z1- 61°1Z ¢ 8
VS 8656 SL6'1 S0 6LY'6 $96'1 06 62'LS 0Z1- 80°1Z s¢ L
VS 9L el $0 viS'L 74l St 81°95 0Z1- £5°0Z S¢€ 9
VS  9LE9 1860 $0 €LZ9 2860 oL W6Y'SSoTl-  991'0Z ¢ S
va 68ts 125°0 S0 162'S 6150 09 0'ss ozl- 861 s¢ b
va g9 S65°E 02 Ly bZs'E 9 9L'pS 0ZI- 2961 ¢ t
1# Winpuod pug va €Ll €Lzl 0¢ 8Tl 8vZ'1 01 ZIVES 021 ¢SLZ8I S¢ z
224|ds yovag 0000 0000 0000 0 0 SE'TS 0Z1- 2081 s¢ [
Syvway oAl (umy) (uey) Yool mf  uaamag () I+im- N oN
29vD  yiduay 290D Wy (usy) wdsa  wwwwaa WWHWWaa -soq
90D Jo FONVISIQ A1n0Y apnpduoy aprunvg
. g yi8uay

uodai() ‘uopueg o,
sjuioju) ‘ods)qq) sjng usg woay
"L LINTWODAS ‘LAFIIS ONINNNY dT74VD $-Dd L AIwLY

13|qey,



205

0uss Wyhaa 1yl = vy
uwsarog=yq , |

CALENDAR PAGE

VMT #1028  (88¢E

07 61¥'18. o0I8¢ 001 v6¥'SP 1ZI1- 991 St 4]
VMT (STBL  O6E€E 0z 609LL  tI€E 0szZ1 zev 1zl- SSISE 1
VMT 89LVL  ¥80'ST (Y] SBTYL  6S6'PT 0001 sTIvIzl- TE'91 ¢ o1
VM1 896  95S°0€ S0 9ZE6r POV OE 008 8vZIZI- - 6L9ISE 6
VMT 82161 6886 S0 68l 0v86 LT 8vizl- 081 ¢ 8
L va 6£L6 LETO S0 €806 910 €0l 1€'8¢ 0Z1- 1'81 st L
va zoreé L6E'0 (Y] 9%6'8 S6€0 201 zTes ozl- I'81 s¢ 9
va soLs €Lry S0 ss8 891°1 $6 96'LS 0Z1- 1181 s¢ S
, va st ¥62°0 0 ¥8e'L 8820 s8 61'Ls0zl-  szi'glse b
. w va ser'L 1v6°'S 02 960°L $Z8'S 08 oLsozi- ti8l s¢ t
M €# 1npuod pug va L6zl 7341 0z e ey S BSI'ESOZI- 970781 St z
_‘ 22nds yowag 0000 0000 0000 0 sETs 0zl- 2081 S¢ I
DY) ol  (ugy) (ury) yovis wiof  wanag (w) I+im- N "~ oN
D yilurr  aqu waray (uzy) wdq  wwwwaa WWWwaa o4
290D Jo JONVISIQ ALnoY apnyduoy aprynoy

moy yiduay

llsuu]] ‘snensay o,
sjuloye) ‘odsiq() sjn ueg woay
D INIWOIS ‘LITHS ONINNNY 3T78VD $-OdLAwLY

(& ULAR



V3UV JHOHSHVIN - SILNOY 318V $-0d1 191V ONOTV ADO103ID HOO14V3S
v wnfyy
«on Y™ won

MW mngoy | m——— _ "
MH RN [ = T "
]

A = I . D-u" * ....J N« . ..r /

1o Y/ HvavH) 3I8VD .0. §-2<4 .
TH0a WNOLLITND e .

0 ® Bave Poe

2ir) TUNCE - -
AUYNRONIY

—

206

MINUTE PAGE

" CALENDAR PAGE

10




3HOHS440 IWN9 OL - SALNOH 3718V $-3d 1V BNOTV AD01039 HOO14V3S

g aunB)y
(¥ £3.02) 29024 .R.u e
...... ..,./'\_ _ -
.\ # * //Q./k _. r/ ~.
s ..— fwidm. \v 219
> wog wse wge ' weol weol
N\
a9
o3
WL
c- '

207
2882

ﬂ CALENDAR PAGE
" MINUTE PAGE

11




24 OFFSHORE ACTIVITY

Oﬂ'shoréacﬁvitywillinvohrebdingtwoﬁbcropﬁccablesoﬂthcslanofashiptobcpnlled
through the existing bore pipes (Figure 6). After the cables have been pulled into the beach
manhole and temporarily anchored, a plow sled will be deployed (Figure 7), and the cables will
be plowed or laid, depending on seafloor geology as described previously (see also below), along
predetermined courses toward destinations in Hawaii and Oregon. Plowing operations will be
performed separately and will take approximately one week each to complete. chonq the
1,400m isobath, where buried protection is no longer required, each cable will be directly laid on
the sea floor until it approaches its terminal destination.

24.1 Cable Pull

A cable-laying ship will position itself approximately 300 feet seaward of the end of the existing
directional bore pipe into which the cabie will be pulled. Divers will then be dispatched to
excavate the sea floor sediment away from the end of the bore pipe using pressurized water jets.
Approximately 100 ft2 of seafloor (previously disturbed during HAW-5 construction) would be
disturbed at each bore pipe by this activity. After jetting to expose the ends of the bore pipes
(currently about 4 feet deep), the cap will be removed and a steel pulling cable will be retrieved
from the ship and attached to a nylon pull rope.

Ship personnel will attach the pulling cable to the armored fiber optic cable that is carried on
board the ship. Withassismnccﬁomapulﬁngwinchonshore.theﬁberopﬁcublcwﬂlbe
lowcredoﬂ’thestcmoftheshipandwﬂlhepulledt.hrnnghtheborepipeintothebcach
manhole. As the cable is pulled shoreward through the exit point, the divers will lubricate the
cable with “Vitalite," a non-water soluble, petroleum-based lubricant with the consistency of
Vaseline. It is anticipated that 50 to 100 gallons of the lubricant will be used per bore pipe.
When the pulling operation is complete, the divers will Jet in the cable between the exit point
and the point beneath the ship where cable plowing operations will take place. The jetted
trench will be approximately 2 feet deep and 2 feet wide.

This procedure will be repeated for both cables. The entire cable pulling operation will take two
to three weeks to compiete.

242 Cable Lay

Once the cable has been spliced and anchored on shore, the cable plowing operation will begin.
The Sea Plow will be lowered from the cable ship to the sea floor and the fiber optic cable will
be inserted into the sled’s hollow plow shank. The cable will be buried 48 inches deep.

Plowing will proceed at a rate of 0.4 to 0.7 knots, depending on the sea floor conditions. Where
rock outcrops are encountered, the plow shank will be raised and the cable laid directly on the
rock surface. Minor course corrections may be made based upon the operator's observations of
bottom conditions using the Sea Plow's instruments (Appendix C). No rock sawing will be
performed, and the cable will not be mechanically anchored to the rock. '

The cable will be plowed for approximately 50 nmi, which will take approximately one week.

The cable will then be buoyed temporarily and the ship will return to repeat this process for the
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25 POST-INSTALLATION ACTIVITIES - - .

The cable will require no maintenance or inspection once installed. All monitoring will be
performed from the onshore terminal facility in San Luis Obispo. Repairs would be made as
needed.

2.6 MITIGATION MEASURES INCORPORATED INTO THE PROJECT

anrslthmugthdowhnveheenrequiredbytheUSACEudmbagbyinmxponted
into the description of this project. Measures 7 through 9 were developed during the course of
this review, have been accepted by AT&T, and are also hereby incorporated into the project.

1. The permitted activity shall not interfere with the public's right to free navigation on all
navigable waters of the United States.

2. The permittee shall notify the Commander (oan) Eleventh Coast Guard District, 501 West
Ocean Boulevard, Long Beach, California 90802, (310) 980-4300 ext. 501 at least two weeks
prior to start of activity. The notification should include the following information:

a. The location of the work site.

b. The size and type of equipment that will be performing the work.
c Name and radio call signs for working vessels, if applicable.

d. Telephone number for on-site contact vmhpro;ect engineers.

c The schedule for completing the project.

3. To prevent any effect on the southern sea otter (Enhydra luswris nereis), a biologist familiar
with sea otter behavior shall be on site at all times during construction to watch for otters.
Should otters be sighted in close proximity to the project area, the applicant shall cease
operations until the otter(s) leave the project area.

4. To document compliance with condition #3, the applicant shall submit a report no later
than 30 days after cable installations are completed. The report shall include a description
of otters observed, observation times and locations as well as behavior, and all actions taken
1o avoid affecting the otter. Copies of the report shall be sent to the Corps of Engineers
and to Mr. Craig Faanes, Field Supervisor, USFWS Ventura Field Office, 2140 Eastman
Avenue, Suite 100, Ventura, California 93003.

5. I rock outcroppings are encountered, the cable shall be laid directly on the rock surface.
No rock sawing shall be performed and cable installation shall not be mechanically
anchored 10 the rock.

6. No new facilities shall be constructed.

7. AT&T will adhere to all applicable conditions of approval for San Luis Obispo County's
previous permitting of onshore activities associated with the HAW-.5 and TPC-5 Projects.

8. If it is required to flush out the bore Pipes pursuant to the cable landing and pulling
operations, potable water will be used.

— 3

9. Any equipment lost overboard or left on the seafloor shall b#rWME 211
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30 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING AND PROJECT IMPACTS |

Tohﬁﬁmmm&rmeg&kwcdonfoﬂm&eouﬂheof&eﬁuvhommhpw
Assessment Checklist.

A EARTH

Environmenzal Setting

The previous HAW-5 document (Morro Group 1991) provided background on regional and
project-area geology that is incorporated herein by reference. Additional information is found
in the San Miguel Project Final EIS/EIR (URS 1986). As discussed previously, Figures 4 and §
provide generalized descriptions of seafloor conditions along the cable routes. The salient

features of shoreline and seafioor geology within the nearshore portion of the project are briefly
described in the following paragraphs.

The shoreline of San Luis Obispo County is characterized by uplifted sedimentary rocks
associated with the continental shelf. The onshore portion of the project is on old, wind blown
sand, formed into dunes and stabilized by perennial vegetation. The nearest rock outcrops on
the shoreline are approximately 0.5 mile south of the beach parking area. Rocky shoreline
predominates beginning at Islay Creek and continuing southward around Point Buchon,

The immediate nearshore area surrounding the bore exits is characterized by thick deposits of
coarse sands, cobbles, and shell fragments which are poorly sorted due to the dynamic surf-zone
environment, characterized by strong waves and currents. Sedimentary rock outcroppings
appear frequently from approximately 1 nmi to 3 nmi offshore at depths of approximately 30m
1o 60m. The rocks are folded and faulted due 10 movement along the Los Osos and Hosgri fault
zones (Figures 4 and 5). Rock outcrops are interspersed with sedimentary deposits of silts and
sandy silts (Morro Group 1991). Approximately 6 ami offshore between the areas traversed by
the HAW-S cable and proposed TPC-5 segment T-1 is a prominent outcrop known as “Ship
Rock" that rises to a depth of approximately 60m, whereas the surrounding seafloor is at a depth
of approximately 100m.

Proceeding farther offshore, the cable alignments traverse the sediment-filled Santa Maria Basin
as the continental slope descends gradually to depths of approximately 1,400m at 40-S0 nmi
offshore. Approximately 30 nmi west-southwest of the cable landing, in an area skirted by TPC-
5 segment G is the northern end of the Santa Lucia Bank, which rises to depths of approximately
500m. some 50-100m shallower than the inshore basin.

Project Impacts

1. Earth Conditions

No unstable structures or changes in geologic substructures would occur.
2. Soll Displacement

The initial jetting away of sediment to expose the bore pipes and 10 retrobury the cable entails a
very localized displacement of sediment along the secafioor. Given the dynamic nearshore
environment, this disturbance is insignificant. Otherwise, the design of the Sea Plow minimizes
sediment displacement during cable instaliation, as sediments are replaced as the cable is plowed
in.

CALENDAR PAGE 213
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3 Topography

Therewouldbenoeﬁecionwpogiaphyawingwthcsmaﬂsimoftbeablsandthcirmnw
of installation (no alteration of rocky bottom features).

4. Unique Features

The project would have no effect on unique offshore geologic features.

s Erosion
The project would not increase erosion.
6. Sedimentation

Sedimentation effects due to hand-jetting of sediments at the bore exits would be ncg}igiblg in
the dynamic nearshore environment. The Sea Plow effectively minimizes sediment disruption
during cable plowing.

7. Geologic Hazards

Although active faults are present near the cable alignments, no submarine canyons or other
potentially unstable areas such as might be affected by landslides are traversed. Hence
movement along the fault zones poses no risk of damage to the cables.

B. AIR
Environmental Setring

Alr quality in the project area is generally good, due to a high frequency of sea breezes and lack
of substantial emission sources. The EPA has designated all areas of the United States as having
air quality better than (attainment) or worse than (nonattainment) the National Ambient Air
- Quality Standards (NAAQS). Presently, San Luis Obispo County is in attainment of all
NAAQS. The California Air Resources Board (ARB) also designates areas within the state as
cither in attainment or nonattainment of the Califonia Ambient Air Quality Standards
(CAAQS). Presently, San Luis Obispo County is in nonattainment of the CAAQS for ozone
(O3) and particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter (PM)o) and in attainment for
nitrogen dioxide (NO3), sulfur dioxide (SO2), and carbon monoxide (CO).

Project Impacts
1. Emissions

Onshore activities have been previously permitted by the County, and any applicabie air quality
conditions of the County’s permit will be followed.

Alr quality impacts from offshore construction activities would occur from combustive emissions

due to the operation of a cable laying vessel and associated suppont craft. Emissions from these
actrvities would be short term and would occur for about 17 days in the San Luis Obispo County

region. The following San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Contro! District (APCD)
thresholds are used to determine the significance of project emissions: (1) 185 pounds per day

of reactive organic gases ( ROG) or nitrogen oxides (NGy) or (2) 2.5 tons of ROG or NO; during

a calendar quarter (APCD 1994). Exceedance of one of th

mitigation measures to minimize emissions. Daily and total emissio WENDAfor jxGqroject 214

MINUTE PAGE 2880

18



LY
T

are shown in Tables 3 and 4, respectively. Asnxﬁmitjofdanuedmgencritethsemisions
are presented in Tables S and 6.

The data in Table 3 shows that NO; emissions would exceed the APCD emission threshold of
185 pounds per day during each construction activity. Additionally, Table 4 shows that total NO,
emissions for offshore construction would exceed the APCD emission threshold of 2.5 tons
during a calendar quarter. Therefore, mitigation measures would be required 1o reduce NO,
emuissions.

The most feasible and effective way to mitigate NO; emissions during offshore construction
would be to retard injection timing on diesel-powered engines by two degrees. Implementation
of this measure would reduce NO, emissions by 15 percent (Southwest Research Institute 1991).
The effect of this mitigation measure is presented in Tables 3 and 4. Further reductions in NO,

emissions would be difficult to achieve during construction activities, due to the nature of
project emission sources: implementation of additional NO; control measures could affect the

reliability and safety of vessel operations. Therefore, it is expected that the implementation of
injection timing retard on all diesel-powered engines would satisfy APCD mitigation
requirements. As a result, the short-term air quality impacts from project offshore construction
would be insignificant.

Impiementation of mitigation measures recommended by the APCD for onshore construction
would produce insignificant air quality impacts from this activity (Morro Group 1991). impacts
from both onshore and offshore construction, in combination, would remain insignificant.

2. Odors

No objectionable odors are expected to be created by the project.

3. Air Movement

The project would have no effect on air movement or local climate.

C. WATER

Environmenta! Sening

Oceanographic conditions in the project area described in the previous HAW-5 document
(Morro Group 1991) and by URS (1986). Nearshore conditions are dynamic, characterized by
strong winds and associated waves and surface currents. Farther offshore to the edge of the
conunental shelf, the California Current system predominates. The system is composed of the
generally offshore, southward flowing California current at the surface, a deep water
undercurrent which flows northward and sometimes surfaces duning fall and winter, and the
inshore Davidson current, which flows northward from October to April.

Project Impacts

1. Currents

The project would not affect oceanographic currents.

2. Drainage & Runoff

No effect on drainage or runoff would arise.
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Table 3. Daily Emissions for Offshore Constrncﬂon Activlﬁes.

Acnivity/ Pounds Per Day
Equipment Type TOG ROG CcOo NOx S02 PM | PM10
Deploy and Bury Cable SRR Y AN LN e N b
Cable Lay Vessel 25.0 240 84.0 188.8 3176 | 445 | 427
Tug Boat 333 32.0 51.1 296.8 20.8 240 23.1
Tug Boat 12,6 121 19.3 112.1 7.8 9.1 8.7
Work Boat 25| 24| 39 24 16| 18] 17
Activity Emissions ~ 734 704 1583| 6202 347.8] 794 763
Mitigted Emissions 5272
Cable Plowing/Lay SRt b P R R MR Tt
Cable Lgy Vessel 93.8 90.0 315.1 208.1 1,191.2 | 166.9 | 160.2
Activity Emissions 93.8 90.0 315.1 708.1 1 11912 | 166.9 | 160.2
Mitigated Emissions 601.9
Vesse] Return e AN Tt : '
Cable lﬁy Vessel 6&5_ 60.0 | 2101 472.1 794.1 | 1113 | 106.8
Activity Emissions 62.5 60.0 210.1 472.1 794.1 | 1113 | 106.8
Mitigated Emissions 4013

Table 4. Total Emissions for Offshore Construction Activities.

Acnivity/ Total Tons
Equipment Type TOG | ROG CO NOx S02 PM | PM10
Deploy and Bury Cable [ IRc e i O _ R
Cable Lay Vessel 0.1 0.1 03 0.6 1.0 0.1 0.1
Tug Boat 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.9 0.1 0.1 0.1
Tug Boat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
Work Bngt 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
Acuvity Emissions 0.2 0.2 0.4 1.6 1.0 0.2 0.2
Cable Lav Vessel 0.5 0.5 1.6 3.5 6.0 0.8 0.8
Acuvity Emissions 0.5 0.5 1.6 3.5 6.0 0.8 0.8
Vessel Retorn A P e I T Eo
Cabie Lav Vessel 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.1 0.1
Acuvity Emissions 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.1 0.1
Total Emissions 0.7 0.7 2.1 5.4 7.4 1.1 1.1
Mitigated Emissions - 4.6
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Data for Offshore Construction Activities.

Table 5. Emission Source

Activity/ HorsePower| Load |Ni Hours| Work Toea!
Equipment Type Factor | Actve | Hp-Hrs) Gal/Hr| /Day | Days | Fuel Usa

Depiloy and Bury Cable :

Cable Lay Vessel 5000 0.20 1| 1000 56 4 6 8093

Tns Boat 2400 0.45 1 1080 61 12 6 4370
[ Tug Boat 80| om 1| 612] 34| 8 2 550

‘Work Boat 340 0.72 1 245 14 4 6 330

Cable Plowing/Lay RS e : : RN . .

Cable Lay Vessel 5000 0.75 1| 3750 211 24 10 50580

Vessel Return i - - _ .

Cable Lay Vessel 5000 1.00 1] 5000 281 12 1 3372

Tabie 6. Emission Factors for the TPCS Project

Fuel Emission Factors (Pounds/1000 Gallons)
Equipment Type Type TOG | ROG CO NOx | SO2 PM PM10 Source
Ocean Going Vessels D 185 178 623 ] 1400 | 2355 330 31.7 (a)
Tug/Crew Boats D 457] 439| 72| 47S| 285[ 330 3.7 (v)
Notes: (a) Department of Transportation 1987. Port Emission Model
(b) ARB 1984, except SO2/PM from Scott Environmental Technology 1981.
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3. Flooding

The project would not affect flooding.

4 Surface Water Quantity

The project would not affect surface water quantity.

s, Water Quality

The project will cause very localized disruption of sediments. In areas of greatest dismpxion.. ie.
at the ends of the bore pipes, sediments are relatively coarse, and strong currents would quickly
disperse any suspended sediments. Hence no effects on turbidity are expected. Dur_mg the
cabie pulling operation, it may be necessary to flush the bore pipes. AT&T has committed to
using potable water if it is necessary to flush the bore pipes. No accumulation of material in the
bore pipes is expected other than naturally occurring sediment, hence this discharge would not
significantly affect marine water quality. The Regional Water Quality Contro! Board has

confirmed that no permit or certification will be required for these activities (personal
communication, A.- White 1994; Appendix B).

6. Ground Water Flow

The project would not affect ground water flow.

7. Ground Water Quantity

The project would not affect ground water quantity.

8 Water Supply

The project would not affect public water supplies.

9. Water-Related Hazards

The project would not result in any public exposure to water-related hazards.

10. Thermal Springs

No thermal springs are known from the project area; no effects would occur in any case.

D. PLANT LIFE

Environmental Setting

Neither surf grasses nor eelgrass are expected in the sandy bottom habitat from the bore exit out:
1o the rock outcrops, owing both to depth and substrate instability. The rock outcrops in deeper
water (25-60m depth) are expected to support sparse algal growth, owing to reduced light due to
depth and turbidity, although small patches of kelp may be present on rock outcrops at inshore
locations. The nearest kelp beds, which probably contain both giant kelp (Macrocystis pyrifera)
and bull kelp (Nereocystis leutkiana), as well as palm kelp (Prerygophora califomica), are

associated with the rocky shoreline - which continues offshore - 1.5-2 miles south at Islay Point,

and more extensively further south around Point Buchon (e.g., URS 1986).
-
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No effect on the abundance or diversity of marine plants is expected, owing to the small
diameter of the cables and the manner of installation, which is non-destructive to rock outcrops.

2. Unique, Rare, or Endangered Plants

No unique, rare, or endangered plants are known or expected to be present in areas potentially
affected by the project.

3. Species Introductions

The project has no potential for the transport or introduction of new species into the waters
offshore San Luis Obispo County.

4. Agriculture

Oysters are cultivated in Morro Bay, but therearenoagﬁ-oraqmaﬂturéopcraﬁonsinthc
vicinity that could be affected by the project.

E ANIMAL LIFE
Environmental Setting

Pismo clams (Tivela suultorum) occur in shallower waters in the project area. At the shallower
depths crossed by the project, sand dollar beds (Dendraster excenmicus) are likely to be
encountered, and large concentrations of white urchins (Lytechinus spp.) may occur along the
cable route. Infaunal organisms that would be anticipated include a variety of amphipods,
burrowing gastropods and clams, both tube-dwelling and errant polychaetes, brittle stars, and sea
stars  Flatfishes (sanddabs, halibut, etc.) are especially prominent in this habitat (e.g, URS
1986).

The rock outcrops in deeper water (100- to 200-foot depths) are expected to support sparse algal
growth, owing to reduced light. Benthic communities are expected to be dominated by
encrusting or colonial invertebrates, including a variety of sponges, anemones, gorgonians, tube-
dwelling polychaetes, bryozoans, tunicates, and solitary corals. Associated mobile fauna typically
include gastropods, amphipods, crabs, seastars, brittie stars, and demersal fishes such as
rockfishes (Sebastes spp.).

The region surrounding the project, including Morro Bay and the rocky coastline of Point
Buchon, includes important habitat for seabirds, sea otters and sea lions, and cetaceans (Dohl et
al. 1983). The closest specific areas of importance include, for seabirds, the sandy beach and
mudflat habitats inshore of the project and in Morro Bay; for sea lions, the rocky shoreline to
the south, beginning in the area of Islay Point; and for sea otters, rocky areas and kelp beds to
the south, also beginning at Islay Point, although sea otters are common in the nearshore areas
off Sandspit Beach (author, personal observations; personal communication, R. Hardy 1994).
Cetaceans that may be encountered in nearshore areas include harbor porpoises (during winter
and spring), and gray whales (during the southward [December-January} migration).
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Project Impacts
1. Animal Abundance and Diversity

Due to the small size of the cables, and relatively non-destructive, temporary activities associated
with cable installation, no significant impact on animal abundance and diversity is expected.

The SeaPlow V1 would cause surficial disturbance in a corridor at least 20 feet wide (the width
ofthev&d),andwouldsﬁeca&footdecpfmmduﬁngabkbwying. This operation would
cause some mortality to infaunal invertebrates, but would not substantially alter the seafloor.
Wave- and current-induced turbulence and bioturbation are expected to thoroughly remix
sediments within a few months following construction. It is expected that macroinvertebrates
would recolonize the disturbed corridor primarily by immigration from adjoining areas, and that
population densities within the disturbed area would be indistinguishable from surrounding
areas within several months to a year.

The laying of the cable over rock outcrops in deeper water would disrupt epibenthic
communities, possibly crushing and/or dislodging invertebrates in a corridor several feet wide.
Given prevailing turbidity and the depth of the outcrops, neither kelps nor associated
macroinvertebrates (e.g., abalone) are expected. Localized crushing or dislodging of small,
sessile or relatively sedentary macroinvertebrates would occur.  Affected populations would be
expected 10 recover via immigration, asexual propagation, and larval recruitment within
approximately 1 year. Sessile species may experience repeated, localized disturbances
throughout the life of the cable if the cable sways due to wave and current action. The cable
would remain as a permanent feature on the bottom in this habitat, with either adverse or
beneficial effects, the latter resulting from the provision of shelter, depending on the species.

Human activity at the surface could temporarily disturb marine birds and mammals in the
immediate vicinity. The routing of the cable avoids sensitive habitats such as sandy beach, rocky
intertidal, and kelp bed habitats. The rate of construction across State Tidelands and beyond
(0.4 10 0.7 knots) would be siow enough to allow fishes and marine birds and mammals to avoid
areas of disturbance, yet would only briefly (i.c. minutes to, at most, a few hours) interfere with
the use of benthic, water column, and surface habitat areas along the cabie route.

2. Unique, Rare, or Endangered Animals

In response to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife and US. Army Corps of Engineers stipulations for
offshore construction, measures 1o protect the southern sea otter from incidental disturbance
during cable installation have been incorporated into the project by AT&T (section 2.5 of this
document). Discussion with representatives of these agencies (personal communications, T.
Welch and M. Linday 1994) and with officials of the California Department of Fish and Game
(personal communications, R. Nitsos and R. Hardy 1994), and National Marine Fisheries
Service (personal communication J. Bybee 1994) confirms these agencies do not believe the
project would significantly affect marine wildlife, including sensitive species.

3. Species Introductions, Effects on Migration

As noted previously, the project has no potential to cause the introduction of foreign species.
The rate of progress of the cable ship (0.4-0.7 knots) is slow relative to the swimming speeds of
manne mammals that could be present, and the ship itself and towed Sea Plow would be
conspicuous but small and easily swum around by any marine mammais in the vicinity. Hence
no impacts on migration are expected.
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4. Deterioration of Habitat

Cable installation would reprsént a very localized, temporary and insignificant disturbance in
marine habitats. The cabies themselves may provide an additional microhabitat feature within
the sedimentary or rock outcrop habitats, without materially affecting overall habitat quality.

F. NOISE

Environmental Setting

Montaiia de Oro State Beach is a popular recreation site. No noise measurements are available,
but background noise is considerable owing to strong winds and surf,

Project Impacts

1. Effect on Existing Noise Levels

Noise generated by the project would be short-term and intermitient, and would not
substantially affect noise levels on the beach. Underwater noise during cable installation could
constitute a very transient and hence insignificant disturbance to marine wildlife. Noise has not
been an issue in connection with HAW-5 or Phase I of the TPC-$ Project. Accordingly, impacts
are considered insignificant.

2. Severe Noise Levels

The project has no potential to expose people to severe noise levels.

G. LIGHT AND GLARE

Environmental Setting

Existing offshore lighting in the project area is associated with iftermittent ship traffic.
Project Impacts

Lighted ships will be visible in the nearshore area intermittently during the one-month cable
installation period. Because of the temporary nature of new lighting, the impact is considered
insignificant.

H. LAND USE (INCLUDING STATE TIDELANDS)
Environmenual Serting

There are 3 National Marine Sanctuaries offshore central California- Monterey Bay, Point
Reyes-Farallon Islands, and Cordell Bank. The legal boundaries of these sanctuaries (published
under CFR Title 15, Parts 936, 942, and 944) were compared with the T-1 cable running sheet to
confirm that cable installation activity will not occur within a marine sanctuary.

Regional offshore economic activities, in areas traversed by the TPC-5 cable routes, were
reviewed in the previous HAW-S document (Morro Group 1991). The Santa Maria Basin is
- known 10 contain oil and gas fields, and there are active leases in federal waters crossed by the
project (also reviewed by URS [1986]), but no production or exploration is occurring at present
in areas crossed by the cable routes. Future activity on these | un 0
begin before late 1995 (personal communication, C. Fusaro 1994 CALENDAR PAGE 221
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Commercial and sport fishing activity in the Morro ‘Bay area were reviewed in the HAW-S
document (Morro Group 1991). Other useful summaries are found in a recent Minerals
Management Service publication (MBC 1989), and in the San Miguel Project Final EIS/EIR
(URS 1986). Regional fisheries information (from MBC 1989) is included in Appendix C.

The Morro Bay fishing fleet is primarily composed of hook and line vessels, but the majority of
the landed catch comes from trawling. The remaining vessels are trawling, trapping (cra.b).
diving (abalone and urchins), and gill netting vessels. These vessels are equippcd. with a wide
vaﬁctyofgartyps,indudingdﬁﬁgiﬂnets.setnm,mﬁhookudlinc(u'ol.lmgandlong
line), purse seine, traps, and diving.

Approximately 10 local vessels are occupied by set net fishing, which takes place primarily within
the 55-meter depth contour. The gill net fieet generally work inshore of 130 kilometers offshore
and on the Santa Lucia Bank for rockfish.

Trawling is the predominant type of fishing in the area, occupying the work of approximately 22
local vessels. Trawling occurs between 70 and 1,100 meters depth, and not closer than §
kilometers from shore. Halibut and sole trawling occur primarily in the months from September
through March.

Trolling for albacore is an important industry during the late summer and fall (July through
October). Salmon are fished from May through August. Other hook and line fishing occurs in
water depths of less than 440 meters.

Purse seines fish along the coast for squid and fish such as anchovy and mackerel. Crab are
trapped in water deptbs up to 110 meters. A few fishermen dive for abalone, but this fishing has
become restricted due to natural depletion. Oysters are currently being farmed in the Morro
Bay area. Sport fishing also occurs out of Morro Bay.

There is limited set net and trap fishing in the project area. Trap fishing for rock and dungeness
crabs on offshore rocky bottoms from 20-100m depth occurs in winter months. Trawling does
not occur over the State Tidelands crossed by the cable route. Trawling in deeper waters 10-40
nmi offshore over soft bottom habitats is the most important commercial fishing activity in the
project area, the Santa Lucia Bank being an area of concentrated fishing activity for Dover and
rex sole (MBC 1989; personal communication, J. Giannini 1994). Segment G skirts the
northern end of this area, as did the old HAW-2 cable, which was removed in 1992

Another area of particular interest for recreational and commercial fishing offshore San Luis
Obispo County is Church Rock, just south of the T-1 cable alignment about 6 nmi offshore.
Fishing here is primarily for rockfish using hook and line (personal communication, R. Hardy
1994).

Project Impacts

AT&T has worked to lessen potential conflicts with the local fishing industry (personal
communications, J. Giannini and G. Perek 1994). The project has incorporated measures to
ensure adequate notification to fishermen and other shipping activity during and after cabie
installation, including all measures previously implemented on the HAW-§ project (section 2.5
of this document). As discussed in the project description, cable design and installation
procedures minimize the possibility of cable damage or entanglement of fishing gear. In
conclusion, the project would not significantly affect commercial fishing or other uses of the

marine environment.
N —
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L NATURAL RESOURCES

Envi | Setting

Refer to discussion of the previous section.

Project Impacts

L Use of Natural Resources

The project would not materially affect the use of natural resources.
2. Nonrenewabie Natural Resources

The project would not affect any nonrenewable natural resources.

J. RISK OF UPSET
Environmental Setting and Project Impacts
1. Release of Hazardous Substances

Given coordination of the project with the Coast Guard and precautionary noticing to mariners,
an accident during the one-time activities associated with cable installation is extremely unlikely
and consequences in any case would not be severe. No conflicts with established shipping traffic
are foreseen. A reasonable comparison in terms of environmental consequences is with the San
Miguel Project Final EIS/EIR (URS 1986), wherein the risk of upset due to support boat
accidents throughout the life of the project was considered fully mitigated by reducing the length
of trips between project facilities and the support base. As cable installation is a one-time,
relatively short-term activity, the risk of upset is considered minimal. In a worst case, i.e.
foundering of one of the project vessels or detachment of the Sea Plow, there could be spillage
of fuel oil into ocean waters and loss of equipment on the sez bottom. AT&T has committed to
retrieving any lost equipment to ensure that no obstructions are inadvertently placed on the
seafloor. Given the extremely low probability and relatively minor consequences of upset during
cabie installation, the overall risk is considered insignificant.

2. Interference with Emergmcy Response

The project would not affect €mergency response.

K POPULATION

Envronmental Seming and Project Impacts

The project would not affect population density or growth rate.
L. HOUSING

Environmental Setting and Project Impacts

The project would not affect housing.
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M. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION
Environmensal Setting and Project Impacts

Refer to previous discussion under Land Use. The project would temporarily affect oceangoing
traffic. Given precautionary noticing and coordination with the Coast Guard, this is not

considered a significant impact.

N. PUBLIC SERVICES

Environmental Setting and Project Impacts

Use of State Parks’ property has been previously permitted and all relevant conditions of
approval will be followed. The project has no foreseeable effect on other governmental
services, including areas of fire, police protection, schools, and roads.

0. ENERGY

Environmental Setting and Project Impacts

The project does not result in substantial use of or demand for EDETgy resources.

P. UTILITIES

Environmental Setting and Project Impacts

" The necessary connections to utility power have been installed as part of the HAW-S Project and
during Phase 1 of the TPC-5 Project. No impacts on power, natural gas, communications
systems, water, sewer, storm drainage, or solid waste will occur.

. Q. HUMAN HEALTH

Environmental Serting and Project Impacts

The project will not result in the creation of any health hazards or in the exposure of people to
potential health hazards.

R. AESTHETICS

Environmental Setting and Project Impacts

Views of the marine environment from the shoreline of Montana de Oro State Park are
essentially pristine but for seagoing traffic. The project will result in human activity and vessel
traffic in a very small area of the nearshore marine environment intermittently over a period of
onc month. This is more likely to be of casual interest than offensive 1o viewers, given public
information on the project. Based on the temporary nature and small scale of activities, the
impact in any case is considered insignificant.

S. RECREATION

Envionmenial Seming and Project Impacis

Recreational activities of relevance 10 this evaluation include pub.
State Park, and recreational boating and fishing offshore. As dis ENDEROPAGRIONs, 224
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onshore activities have been coordinated with State Park personnel and are authorized under
the previously issued HAW.S permit (personal communication, D. Sears 1994). Al
corresponding conditions of approval will be satisfied. As discussed under Land Use (section H
above), there would be temporary very localized effects on boating and fishing activities. These
effects are not considered significant.

T. CULTURAL RESOURCES

Environmenzal Setring

There are no known prehistoric or historic cultural resources along the offshore cable routes.
USACE and State Lands Commission archaeological staff have reviewed existing databases and
found no historic/archaeological sites along the cable routes (Appendix B). Onshore work has
been previously reviewed and permitted to the satisfaction of State Parks (personal
communication, D. Sears 1994). The State Office of Historic Preservation was contacted

regarding the project and indicated their need to review the environmental document before
reaching a conclusion (personal communication, C. Caesar 1994).

As discussed in the previous HAW-5 document (Morro Group 1991), there have been at Jeast S
shipwrecks in the general area of Morro Bay. This information is consistent with the MMS

databaseonshipwrecksbetweenMomBayandtheMaimBorder(Picmneul. 1987). The
locational data are imprecise, but there are no indications that these shipwrecks are in the

vicinity of the cable route.

The information available indicates an extremely low likelihood of any cultural resources being
occurring along the offshore cable route. Seafloor survey data from ROV, sidescan sonar,
seismic subbottom profiling, and magnetometer have not detected any anomalies that might be
cultural resources, although there remains a (remote) possibility of encountering objects that
could be cultural resources (Morro Group 1991).

ijed Impacts
1. . Prehistoric or Historic Archaeological Sites

The possibility of encountering cultural resources during cable installation is considered remote..
In addition, as discussed under the project description (see Appendix C; also Morro Group 1991
for additional discussion), the Sea Plow V1 deploys a detection system that enables the operators
1o see and avoid (go around) buried obstructions, such as shipwrecks, that could be cultural
resources. Finally, low-impact construction methods in areas of hard bottom, in conjunction
with the small size (1-2 inch diameter) of the cables, effectively eliminate possible adverse
effects on objects that might rest on areas of hard bottom. Therefore, the project would not
result in the alteration or destruction of an archaeological site.

2. Adverse Physical or Aesthetic Effects to Cultural Resources

Based on the foregoing, the project would not have adverse pbysical or aesthetic effects on
cultural resources.

3 Ethnic Cultural Values

No effects on ethnic cultural values are known or expected.

CALENDAR PAGE

225

MINUTE PAGE 2900




4. Religious Sites

No effects on religious sites are known or expected.

U. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

1 Environmental Quality

The foregoing project information and analyses indicate that the project, with mitigations as
incorporated into the project description, does not have the potential to degrade the quality of
the environment, adversely affect fish and wildlife populations or sensitive plant or animal
species, or eliminate important examples of California history or prehistory.

2. Short-Term Gains vs Long-Term Goals

The project does not entail the sacrifice of long-term environmental goals for short-term gains.
3. Cumulative Impacts

The project does not have cumulatively significant impacts.

4. Human Effects

The project will not have substantial adverse effects, either directly or indirectly, on human
beings. : .
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APPENDIX A

MITIGATION MONITORING
AND REPORTING PLAN
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Monowitz, Steve. Planner, California Coastal Commission, Santa Cruz, CA.

Nitsos, Richard. California Department of Fish and Game, Long Beach, CA.

Perek. Gene. Pacific Supervisor, AT&T Submarine Cable Protection, Morristown, NJ.

Reents, Mary. Planner, The Morro Group, Los Osos, CA.

Secars, David. Superintendent, Montafa de Oro State Park. -

Welch, Tiffany. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Ventura Regulatory Field Office, Ventura, CA.

White, Adam. Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Luis Obispo, CA.
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APPENDIX A:
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PLAN

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
General

The applicant has incorporated a number of mitigation measures into the project description.
Strict adherence to these measures and to other specifications, procedures, and commitments
set forth in the project description, subject to amendment as agreed upon by AT&T and the
State Lands Commission, is required. Failure 10 meet this requirement could result in
unanticipated, and potentially significant impacts and is cause for permit revocation. The State
Lands Commission shall review and/or monitor project implementation as necessary 1o ensure
consistency with the project description and assumptions upon which this environmental analysis
was based. AT&T shall provide documentation in support of compliance upon reasonable
request from the State Lands Commission.

Air Quality

1. MITIGATION MEASURE: To mitigate short-term adverse impacts of cable
installation activities on air quality offshore San Luis Obispo County, injection timing on
diesel-powered engines shall be retarded by two degrees. Prior to initiation of
construction, AT&T shall provide to the State Lands Commission written evidence of its
contractors’ compliance with this measure.

MITIGATION MONITORING: The State Lands Commission shall review AT&T's
submittal for compliance with this requirement.

Marine Transportation/Fishing

2. MITIGATION MEASURE: AT&T shall notify the Commander (oan) Eleventh Coast
Guard District, 501 West Ocean Boulevard, Long Beach, California 90802, (310) 980-
4300, ext. 501 at least two weeks prior to start of activity. The notification should
include the following information:
a. The location of the work site.
b. The size and type of equipment that will be performing the work.
c. Name and radio call signs for working vessels, if applicable.
d. Telephone number for on-site contact with project engineers.
e The schedule for completing the project.
MITIGATION MONITORING: Prior to the start of offshore construction, the State

Lands Commission shall confirm AT&T s notification of
this measure. CALENDAR PAGE 231
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Biology

3 MITIGATION MEASURE: To prevent any effect on the southern sea otter (Enhydra
lutris nereis), a biologist familiar with sea otter behavior shall be on-site at all times
during construction to watch for otters. Should otters be sighted in close proximity to
the project area, the applicant shall cease operations until the otter(s) leave the vicinity
of the project area.

To document compliance, the applicant shall submit a report no later than 30 days afer
cable installations are completed. The report shall include a description of otters
observed, observation times and locations as well as bebavior, and all actions taken to
avoid affecting the otter. Copies of the report shall be sent to the Corps of Engineers
and to Mr. Craig Faanes, Field Supervisor, USFWS Ventura Field Office, 2140 Eastman
Avenue, Suite 100, Ventura, CA 93003.

MITIGATION MONITORING: Prior to the start of offshore construction, the State
Lands Commissions shall confirm with USFWS that AT&T is meeting this requirement.
AT&T shall submit a copy of the compliance report mentioned above to the State Lands
Commission. The State Lands Commission shall confirm the acceptability of the report
with USFWS. .

Onshore Activities

4. MITIGATION MEASURE: During onshore activities, AT&T shall adhere to all
applicable conditions issued in conjunction with County of San Luis Obispo
Development Plan/Coastal Permit #D900132D and the Temporary Use Permit issued
by the California Department of Parks and Recreation, and to subsequent additions or
modifications as deemed necessary for the TPC-5 Project by these agencies.

MITIGATION MONITORING: Prior to, during, and upon completion of cable
installation for the TPC-5 Project, the State Lands Commission shall confer with San
Luis Obispo County and Montafia de Oro State Park to confirm AT&T's compliance
with all applicabie conditions. -
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APPENDIX B
CORRESPONDENCE RECEIVED
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ATsT

Michae! Andre Donneila ’ N Room 323583

(il

Senor Anorney 295 North Mapie Avenue
Basxing Rioge. NU 07920
908 221-8379

December 23, 1952

Ms. Donna R. Searcy, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
Room 222

1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: TPC-5 Network Cable Landing License
-C-1,-92-0085

Dear Ms. Searcy:

Paragraph 10(7) of the TPC-5 Network Cable Landing
License granted by the Federal Communications Commission on
November 12, 1992 and released November 25, 1992 requires that
the terms and conditions upon which the TPC-5 Network Cable
Landing License is granted shall be accepted by the Licensee
by filing a letter with the Secretary, Federal Communications
Commission within thirty days of the release of the order.
Pursuant to that requirement, American Telephone and Telegraph
Company hereby accepts the terms and conditions upon which the
above-referenced TPC-5 Network Cable Landing License was
granted and issued to it. o

Respectfully submitted,
AMERICAN TELEFHONE AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY

cc: Mr. G. Li
All parties of record
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Before the
Federal Communicstions Commission
Washingion, D.C, 20554

In the Matter of

AMERICAN TELEPHONE Fite No. $C-L-92-005
AND TELEGRAPH
COMPANY

CICL. INC.

GTE HAWAIAN
TELEPHONE COMPANY
INCORPORATED

IT&E OVERSEAS, INC.

MCI INTERNATIONAL. INC.
SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS
COMPANY LIMITED
PARTNERSHIP

TRTFTC :
COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

Joint Application for a
License 10 Land and Operate
a High Capacity Digital
Submarine Cable Network
Berween and Among the
Unitea States Mainland,

the Suate of Hawaii,

the Istand of Guam

and Japan

CABLE LANDING LICENSE

Adopted: November 12, 1992; Reiessed: November 25, 1992
By the Chief, Common Carrier Bureau:

1. On June 4, 1992, seven United Suates international
service  carriers (hereinafter vreferred o as  Joint
Applicants)! fiied the above-captioned Joint Application
requesting authority pursuant o "An Act Relating to the
Landing ana Operation of Submarine Cables in the United
States.” 47 US.C. §§34-39, 1o land and operate 8 high
capacity dignal submarine cable network known as the

' The Joim Applicants inciude American Telephone and Teie-
gragh Company (ATLT), CICL inc. d/an IDB lareraational
(IDB). GTE Hawaiian Telephone Company, inc. (MTC), [T&E
Overseas. inc. (IT&E). MC) lawernational. tac. (MCHI). Sprimt
Communications Company Limited Paninership (Sprint). ang
TRT/FTC Communicauons, ing. (TRTFTC).
= See File No. ITC-92-179.

Sprint and MCI did net join ia 1his reply.
* Segmenws A. B. C. D. E. and F. are. respectively. 1he aew
cable sution 31 Coos Bay, Oregon: the cabie staunn a1 San Luis
Obispo: the cable station at Keawauls, Hawaii: the cale station
2t Tumon Bay, Guam: the cadle suuon at Miyazak:. Japan and
the cabie station a1 Ninomiya. Japan. Segment G i the whoie of

~ Isiand of Guam., and Japan.

TPC-5 Cable Network (TPC-S), exending between an
among the United States Mainland. the Stare of Hawaii. n

2. The Join: Application was placed on public notice -
June 10, 1992. STC Submarine Symems Inc. (STC)
comments requesting the Commusion to condition the .
bie lsnding license and the accompanying Section 2}«
authorization ? The Joint Applicants® filed & Reply 10 which
STC subsequently respondea. For the reasons discussed
beiow, we grana: this application. '

- The TPC.5 Cabdle Network

3. TPC-§ will land a1 Coos Bay, Oregon (US.). Sen Luis
Obispo. California (U.S.). Kcawaula, Hawail (US.). Tumon
Bay, Cuam (US.). and extend to Miyazaki ang Ninomiva,
Japsn. The proposed cable network consisn of tweive seg-
ments ¢

4. TPC-S will employ the latest SL2000 technology op-
erating &t 4.3 Gigabis per second (Cbivs) on each of the
two fiber pairs. One fiber pair will be used for service
while the other will be used for ressoration. The “loop™
configuration of TPC-S, aslong with the fully redundant
restoration pair, provides 100 percent flber-on-fiber resiors-
tion and route diversity within the aetwork, raulting in a
much higher circuit relisbility. The operating capacity of
4.3 Gbiys for each pair. service and resworation..consists of
32 Basic Systemn Modules (RSM) operating at 155 Megabits
per second (Mbivs), with each BSM consisting of 63 Mini-
mum lnvenment Unis (MIUs).® The design capacity per
fiber pair is 2,016 MIUs. For voice services. digital circuit
multiplication equipment (DCME) can be employed to
derive about 150 virtual voice paths from each MIL'.

S. The proposed cable network will be owney by
Joint Applicants and 37 foreign telecommunications .
ministrations and entities in the following locanons: Ar-
gentina, Ausralia, Austria. Belgium. Canada. China.
Denmark, Finland, France. Germany, Hong Kong. Ireiand.
Indonesia. lualy, Japan, Korea. Luxembourg, Maiayria.
Mexico. Netherlands, New Zealand. Norway, Peru. Phii-
ippines. Portugal. Singapore, Sweden, Swizeriand, Taiwan,
Turkey and the United Kingdom.

6. Although expressly suppoming the consruction of
TPC-S, STC requests the Commission to condition approval
of the cable landing license and accompanying Scetion 214
suthorization by requinng the Joint Applicants 10 use a
fair and open procurement process in awarding the con-
struction contracts for TPC-S & «t did in Pacific Telecom
Cable.' As we decided in TPC-4. given compeutive market
circumsiances, we can find a0 public interest henefit 1o
iavolving the Commussion in the management of the IPC-

the submarine cable nerwork linking Segments B and C. Seg-
ment H is the whole of the submarine cable perwork linaiag
Segmenu C and D. Segment | i the whole of the submarine
cabis network linking Segments D ang E Segment J is the
wholie of the submarine cabie nerwork linking Segrems F and
A. Segment T! is the whole ol the submarine cadle nerwurt
linking Segments A and B. Segmenr T2 i the whoie of the
submarine cable network linking Segmenis £ and F.

} A MIU s 3 2048 Mbits digital stream jointly asigned
hetween 1wo pariners of whally assi 10 8 party wnich
uwd for purpmes ;

8 Pacifc Telecom w m’u::t :‘ ::?235,..

ditional liceose): 4




DA 92-1560
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§ procurcment dccisions and 40 not believe that it &

necassary 10 condition the grant of TPC-S on assurances of .

compelitive procurcment practices.

2 Pursuant 10 our obligations under 47 US.C. §§34-39,
the De of State, afier having coordinated with the
National Telecommuanications and Iaformation Administrs-
tion and the Defense Information Systems Agency, has
approved the landing of TPC-S in the United States !

8. Based on the information provided by the Joint Ap-
plicants, we conclude that the grant of the requested su-
thorization will not hsve a significant effect on the
environment as defined ia Section 1.1307 of the Commis-
sion's Ruies and Regulstions impiementing the National
Environmenta! Policy Act of 1969, 42 US.C. §§4321-4335
(1976).° Consequently, no environmentsl sssessment i ¢
quired to be supmitted with this Joint Application under
Section 1.1311 of the Commission’s Rules.

9. Concurren: with consideration of this application. this
Commission has granted the Joint Applicants authority
under Section 214 of the Communications Act of 1934, as
amended. to construct and operate TPC-S (DA 92-1559,
adopted Novemper 12. 1992, File No. 1-T-C-92-179). As
dewiled in the companion Section 214 authorization of
TPC-S. we find that the proposed TPC-§ Cabie Network is
in the public interest. and we find that this application
requesiing 2 cable landing license should de granted.

Ordering Clauses

10. Accordingly. this Commission HHIEREBY GRANTS
AND ISSUES under the provisions of "An At Relating to
the Landing and Operstion of Submarine Cables in the
Unitec Sates.” 47 US.C. §§34-39, and pursuant 10 author-
ity aetegated to this Commussion under Executive Order
No. 10530, dated May 10, 1954, 3 C.F.R. 1954-1956 Comp..
p.189 (1961), reprins in 3 US.C.A. §301 at 1052 (1985), to
the Joint Applicans (AT&T, IDB, HTC, IT&E, MCIL
Sprint and TRT/FIC) a license 10 land and operate one
high capaciry dignal submarine cable, having a capacity of
45 Chius per fiber pair, extending between Coos Bay,
Oregon (US.), Sanm Luis Obispo, Californa (US),
Keawaula, Hawaii (US.), Tumon Bay, Guam (US.),
Miyazski. Japan and Ninomiya, Japan. This license is sub-
ject 10 (1) “An Act Relating to the Landing and Operation
of Submarine Cables in the United Stmes,” 47 US.C.
§£34.39; (2) the Communications Act of 1934, as amended.
47 US.C. $1151-609; (3) subsequent applicadble acts. (4)
any treaties or conventions relating to communications to
which the United States of America is now or may here.
afier become a party: (§) sny acuons by the Commiussion or
the Congress of the United States of America rescinding,
changing. modifying. or amending any nights accruing to
any person, and (6) the foliowing conditions:

(1) The location of the cable within the territorial
waters of the United Stares of America. its territories
and possessions. and upon the foreshore thereof, shall
be in conformity with plans approved hy the Sec-

' Sec Amencen Telephone & Telegraph. e:. al., 4 FCC Rod K04
a8 (1989) (TPC4 Decuson). See aise TPC-S Seriuon 214 au-
xr;gqnnuon. para 22 and 3. DA 92-1559. asopied November 12
1992,

Y Letter from Michael T.N. Fiich, Senior Deputy U.S. Cumredi-
nawor ang Director for the Bureau of Internationa!l Communics.

Li. Chiel In

Burtau, Fed Communicauons

.mz). CALENDAR PAGE
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retary of the Army, snd the cable shall be moved «
shifted by the Licensees st their expense upon tt

E ‘request of the Secretary of the Army whenever he ¢

she considers such course necessary in the pupi.
interest, for reasons of national defense, or for tr
mainsensnce or improvement of harbors for navig
tions! purposes;

(2) The Licensees shall at all times comply with an
requiremenss of the United Sutes’ Governmer
suthorities regarding the location and concealment ¢
the cadie facilities, buildings, and apparatus with
view (0 and safeguarding the cable fror
injury or destruction by encmies of the United Suate
of Ameriea:

(3) The Licensees Or any persons Or companies di
rectly or indirectly controlling them or controlied b
them or under direct or indirect common contrc
with any of them shall not acquire Or enjoy an
right. for the purpoac of handling traffic 10 or fron
the Unirted States, its territories or possessions, «
land. connect or operste cadles or landlines, to con
struct or operale radio stations, or W interchang
traffic. which s denied to any other United Stae
tompany by reason of any concession, coatract. urn
derstanding, or working arrangement to which th
Licensees or any persons Or companics controllin
them or controlicd by them are parues:

(4) Neither this license. nor the rights granied hereir
shall be rransferred. astigned. or in any manner e
ther voluntarily or involunuarily disposed of or di:
posed of indirectly by transfer of control of th
Licensees to any persons. uniess the Federal Comme
nications Commission shall give prior concent 1
wriing,

(S) This license is revocable sfier duc notice an
opportunity for hearing by the Federal Cammunic:
uons Commussion in the event of breach or noafulfi:
Iment of any requirements specified in Section 2 ¢
“An Act Relsting to the Landing And Operavon o
Submarine Cables of the Unied Swuia.” 47 US.C
§334-39, or for fajlure to comply with the terms ¢
" the authorization;

(6) The Licensees shall notify the Commusion
writing of the date on which the cabie i placed :
service; snd this license shall expire 25 yesrt fror
that date, uniess renewed Or extended upon prope
applicauons duly filed no less than six months pric
to the expiration date: and. upon expiraiion of th
license, sll nights granted uader it snali be term
nated, and

(7) The terms and conditions upon which this licen:
is given shall be accepted hy the Licensees oy filing
letter with the Secrewary, Federal Communicatior
Commission, Washingion. D.C. 20554, within 30 da;
of the reiease of this order.

MINUTE PAGE




- Faeap

T

11. [T IS FURTHER ORDERED that STC's request 1o

condition the TPC-S cable landing license is neredy denied. -

12 This order is issued under Section 0.291 of the Rules
and is effective upon sdoption. Petitions for consideration
under Section 1.106 or applicstions for review under Sece
gon 1.115 of the Rules may be filed within 30 days of
public notice of this order (see Section 1.14(b)2)).

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Cheryl A. Trin
Chief, Common Carrier Bureau
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Departméﬁ't‘of Planning and Building
| -7 San Luis Obispo County

AN sl Alex Hinds, Director
TR Bryce Tingle, Assistant Director

Barney McCeay. Chief Building Official

Norns Salisbury. Administrative Services Officer

Ellen Carroll, Environmental Coordinator

January 12, 1994

Bill A. Brungardt, P.E.

Brungardt Honomichl Consulting Engineers
8575 West 110th Street Suite 210
overland Park, KS. 66210

Dear Mr. Brungardt:

I reviewed the project description you submitted on December 10,
1993 and the scope of work for mitigation monitoring with Mary
Reents of the Morro Group today and have found both to be
acceptable.

Please proceed at your earliest convenience with the project start
up portion of the project so that we can better avoid the winter
storms. I understand that there will be a pre-construction meeting
the first week in February to review the development plan permit
and environmental monitoring aspects of the project with the work
crew and project managers. Mary and I will be reviewing the final
construction schedule and the scope of work with the AT&T group at
that meeting.

As we discussed earlier, the Depar-ment of Planning and Building
remains concerned about the timing of this work relative to what
will undoubtedly be intermittent winter storms, the impact on the
vegetation along the cable route, as well as visual impacts. The
mitigation monitor will be working with AT&T to ensure that every
effort is made to minimize disruption of vegetation and top soil,
although some revegetation will likely be necessary. Some work
staging may be necessary if the soil becomes too saturated, and
stop work 1s likely during periods of heavy precipitation.

We will be working with you to re-evaluate the route after
completion. The condition of the improvements (especially the
water bars along the Ridge Trail), and the extent of revegetation
will be documented so that AT&T can begin the revegetation program
and make repairs to drainage and erosion control improvements.
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As you know the Department of Planning and Building has intgrpreted
your reguest to lay additional cable in the existing conduit to be
a continuation of this project for which you currently have a valid
development plan and coastal development permit, subject to those

same conditions of approval.

Please call me at (805) 781-5621 if you have guestions or concerns.

Bincerely,

, Senior Planner
ment Review Section

ReC [-12-94
cc: Earl Dalnjm'o(c
Kevin Dovﬁl(

Cile

tw A:ATETBB.1tr
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LOS ANGELES DISTRICT
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

NOTICE OF APPLICATION FOR LOP

Public Notice/Application No. 94=-250-TW
Comment Period: January 13, 19594 through January 28, 1994

. m
Applicant(s) Contact

ATE&T Brungardt Honomichl & Company, P.A.
340 Kimble Avenue, Room 210 8575 West 110th Street, Suite 210
Morristown, NJ 07960-1995 Overland Park, KS 66210

(201) 326-4820 (913) 345-1516

Location

In the Pacific Ocean extending from Montana de Oro State Park, San Luis
Obispo to Keawaula, Hawaii and Bandon, Oregon.

Activity

Installation of two new offshore fiber optic cables (see attachec
drawings). For more information see page 3 of this notice.

Interested parties are hereby notified that an application has beer
received for a Department of the Army permit for the activity describec
herein and shown on the attached drawing(s). Interested parties are
invited to provide their views on the proposed work, which will become e
part of the record and will be oconsidered in the Adamigion. ™hig permit
will be issued or denied under Section 10, River and Harbor Act of 1899 (33
U.5.C. 403). Comments should be mailed to:

U.8. Army Corps of EBngineers
Ventura Regulatory rield office
ATTN: CESPL-CO=-R-94-=250-TW

2151 Alessandro Drive, Buite 100
Ventura, California 93001
CALENDAR PAGE 240
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rvaluation Factors

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

EI8 Determination- A preliminary determination has been made that an
environmental impact statement is not required for the proposed work.

Coastal Zone Management- The applicant shall certify that the proposed
activity complies with and shall be conducted in a manner that is
consistent with the approved State Coastal Zone Management Program.

Cultural Resources- A cultural resources review conducted by Corps
archaeoclogical staff indicates no historic/archaeclogical site(s) located
near the proposed activity.

Endangered Speciaes- Although the southern sea otter (Enhvydra lutris
nexeig) a federally-listed species may be present in the area, preliminary
determinations indicate that the proposed activity would not affect this
species. Therefore, formal consultation under Section 7(c) of the
Indangered Species Act is not required.

= Any person may request, in writing, within the comment
period specificd in thic notice, that—a public hearing be held to consider
-this application. Reguests for public hearing shall state with
particularity the reasons for holding a public hearing.

Proposed Activity for which a Permit is Regquired

AT&T proposes to pull two armored fiber optic cables through existing
cfZshore bore pipes (COE file no. 91-136-SG) into an existing manhole at
the Sandspit Beach Parking Area at Montana de Oro State Park. This would
then be followed by cable lays from San Luis Obi
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point in Hawaii anc regon. -

dditional Pro i

The proposed project would be conducted in two phases as follows:
Phase I: On-shore Activities (non-jurisdictional):

At Montana de Oro State Park a 2' x 20' trench would be excavated tc
expose the end of each bore pipe and pulling in the cables wit}
assistance from a winch and turning wheel.

All activities would be confined to the parking 1lot surtace.
Excavations would be backfilled and compacted and the parking 1lot
surface restored following completion of the cable pulling operations.
Operations would require approximately 2 to 3 weeks to complete.

Phase II: Offshore Activities (jurisdictional from the plane of Mean
High Water to the seaward limit of the territorial seas):

Expose ends of bore pipes (currently 4 feet deep) with pressurized
water jets and feed the two fiber optic cables off the stern of a ship
for the pulling operation. After the cables have been pulled into the
beach manhole and temporarily anchored, a plow shed would be deployed.
The cables would be plowed to a 4 foot depth for approximately 40
miles, thereafter the cable would be directly laid on the seafloor for
the remaining distance. Upon completion of the cable laying, the bore
pipes would be reburied to their original depths by jetting the
material on-site.

If during the plowing operations rock outcroppings are encountered, the
cable would be laid directly on the rock surface. No rock sawing would
be performed and the cable would not be mechanically anchored to the

rock.

No new facilities would be constructed.

Propesed Bpecial Conditions

No special conditions have been proposed by the applicant at this time.

Commenting agencies (California Department of Fish and Game, U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, National Marine
Fisheries, California Coastal Commission, and the U.S. Coast Guard) are
requested to reply by January 28, 1994. The proposed project is being
reviewed for a Letter of Permission (LOP). Agencies not responding by
January 28, 1994 will be assumed to have no objection to issuanoce of an LOP
for the proposed project.

For additional information please call Ms. Tiffany welch of my staff at
(805) 641-2935. This public notice is issued by the Chief, Regulatory
Branch.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA - RESOURCES ACENCY PETE WILSON,

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
3220 S. Higuera St Suite 311

San Luis Obispo, CA 93401

(805) 549-3312

February 1, 1994

Bill A. Brungardt :
Brungardt Honomichl & Co.
8575 West 110th St., Ste 210
Overland Park, KS 66210
Dear Mr. Brungardt:
By this lenter | am again extending the “Temporary Use Permit" issued
for American Telephone and Telegraph (AT&T) for an additional year. The
new exprration date becomes January 7. 1995,

All conditions and standards contained in this agreement remain in
effect for the exiended time period.

If you hawve any questions, picase call me at (805) 549-3312.

Sincerely,

\Bzz /\,((-( S;L-—-.

David .. Sears
District Superiniendent
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

LOS ANGELES DISTRICT. CORPS OF ENGIEERS
P.0. 007N . -
LOS ANGELES. CALIFORINRA SE5S3-232%

W AGMLY TO
Office ofrererChief
Regulatory Branch FEB 2 104

AT&T
c/o Burngardt Honomichl & Company, P.A.

8575 West 110th Street, Suite 210
Overland Park, KS 66210

Gentlemen:

_ We have received the attached letters of ccmment in response
to our Notice of Application for a Letter of Permission No. 94-
250-TW. These letters are being provided only for your
information and a response is not expected from you.
Nevertheless, you may provide your views, in writing, for our

files if you wish.

If you have any questions, please contact Ms. Tiffany Welch
of my staff at (805) 641-2935.

Sincerely,

A eSS

David J. Castanon
Chief, North Coast Section

Enclosures

/?EC.Z'7~Q%

cC! Sank Oalrgmptﬁ
Chris Brunaandt
Bl BPKV\ Q(df
Environmeatad Consultant

Sile
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