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02 February 2001

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD

SUBJECT:  Port Everglades Environmental Meeting

1.  The subject meeting was held on 16 November 2000 at Tallahassee, Florida.  The following is a list of meeting attendees.

Lauren Milligan
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Robbin Trindell
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Jason Croop



Dial Cordy and Assoc.

Harry Mautte



USCG
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Port Everglades

Kevin Hart



Craven Thompson
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BCDPEP

Kenneth Dugger
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Mark Latch



FDEP-DRP
Sidney Leve



FDEP-John U. Lloyd

Erika Granath


Gee and Jenson

Lori Hadley
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Steve Dial



Dial Cordy and Assoc.

Bradd Schwichtenberg
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2.  The Corps updated the group on the status of the study.  The ship simulation study has been completed and alternative footprints revised accordingly.  It was noted that Southport Access Channel widths have decreased, while Dania Cutoff Canal widths have increased.  Alternative S-1A now indicates bulkheads are required from Berth 29 north to the USCG facility.  Impacts to John Lloyd park have been reduced for Alternatives S-1A and S-1B.

3.  The Corps has been working closely with the USCG.  Ship simulation study results indicate that the USCG bulkhead will have to be relocated.  The Corps and USCG will work together to design a new bulkheads/basin configuration that satisfies the needs of both parties.  The Corps H&H group will be working with the Corps research center to do an oscillation study of the newly configured USCG basin.

4.  The Corps indicated that disposal options include: offshore disposal, land disposal at Southport, disposal within airport property, and beach disposal south of the south jetty (for beach quality material).  The Corps indicated that the port is still trying to define the location and extent of the Southport disposal site.

5.  The Corps indicated that due to the quantity of rock, the soundness of rock, and our past excavation experience at Port Everglades, blasting or use of a punch barge will be required for the excavation of a portion of the rock.  When asked where the blasting might occur, the Corps indicated at the outer entrance channel, within the main turning basin, and possibly along the Dania Cutoff Canal (DCC).  The Corps indicated that blasting had been done along the Southport Access Channel in the past, and that they would not like to rule out blasting at this point anywhere within the project area.  DEP and others expressed concern regarding blasting on Manatees and Sea Turtles.  They indicated that the blasting window may be small due to effects on these species. 

6.  The Corps indicated that additional soil borings will be taken which will help to better define the nature of material to be excavated, aid with bulkhead design, and potentially help refine side slope requirements.

7.  The Corps discussed cost estimates based on current alternative designs.  Land and mitigation costs were not complete and will be required.  

8.  The alternative screening criteria developed at the last meeting were discussed.  Florida Fish and Wildlife Commission representatives indicated that their criteria was not included.  The Corps indicated that their criteria "impacts to wildlife, listed species, and their habitat including seagrasses, manatees, sea turtles, etc" will be included.  The Corps and the port indicated that they will screen the alternatives using the criteria next month and will send the results to team members.

9.  The Corps indicated that the port has the option to request a locally preferred plan (LPP).  The Corps said that this study will identify the National Economic Development (NED) plan.  The NED plan is the plan that maximizes net benefits while being consistent with protecting the nation's environment.  The LPP may include deeper and wider channels and basins.  The Corps and the port indicated that while the LPP has been requested from the port, the LPP may not be available until after the NED plan is identified.

10.  Dial Cordy and Associates presented preliminary results of the environmental resource data collection effort.  Dial Cordy indicated that a Geographical Information System (GIS) database is being prepared that shows alternative footprints and resource survey boundaries.  The GIS database includes recently completed seagrass surveys, two towed video lines, Coast of Florida (COF) hard bottom mapping, Broward Counties nearshore reef line, Manatee data, wetland mapping.

11.  Problems were identified with the COF hard bottom mapping which did not match results of recent towed video lines.  The COF data indicates a suspicious reef feature in the channel and erroneous north-south reef orientation.  It was concluded that adequate hard bottom mapping would have to be provided for this study, possibly in coordination with Broward County DPEP.  Dial Cordy indicated that recent aerial data flown specifically to aid in reef location may be used to generate new reef mapping.

12.  Dial Cordy indicated that extent and type of wetland areas will be refined.  The port requested that their property line and jurisdictional boundary be included on the GIS database.

13.  The issue of ownership of the Westlake Park was raised, DEP State Parks indicated that it was owned by the state Board of Trustees and leased to the county.

14.  The question of development of the DCC was raised.  The port indicated that a marginal wharf is planned along the DCC.  A mega yacht facility may be developed along the west end of the ports property along the DCC.  The port indicated that an Intermodal Container Transit Facility (ICTF) may be developed north of the DCC within the Southport area.

15.  Discussion followed about mitigation opportunities within Westlake Park.  The port, airport, and county park service are studying this issue.  There are areas within Westlake Park that may be available for Mangrove, Seagrass and others habitat creation.  It was indicated that the county commission has a policy of constructing mitigation areas within the county.   All agreed that the focus should be to construct mitigation areas within the county where ever possible.  

16.  DEP representatives indicated concerns regarding: 

a.  Take of state lands - if approved, a high ratio land swap would be required

b.  Removal of the conservation easements - if approved, compensatory conservation easement areas would be required

c.  Double mitigation may be required for impacts to existing mitigation areas

17.  DEP State Parks was asked about mitigation opportunities within the park.  They indicated that the areas of park land remaining for improvement are minimal.  The Coastal Construction Control Line (CCCL) goes through a good portion of the park, constraining development in the east portion of the park. DEP State Parks indicated that they have GIS layers of proposed John Lloyd improvements.  They will see when this information can be provided.  DEP State Parks asked the Corps who will maintain the bulkheads proposed adjacent to John Lloyd Park.  The Corps indicated that they were investigating this issue.  DEP State Parks noted one Seagrass area they are aware of that was not noted on map.  They will share their data with Dial Cordy.  DEP noted that the study is at a point where state lands needs to be more involved.

18.  FWC indicated that John Lloyd is the only place in the county with natural turtle nests.  They asked the port to look into ways of reducing light impacts to John Lloyd beach areas.  FWC indicated that any option that would increase light is not acceptable. Lowering light heights or shielding the lights are possible solutions.  

19.  The question was raised about mitigation options for seagrass.  Due to limited land, mitigation may have to occur outside of the county.  It was noted that shallow water habitat can be created to provide mitigation areas.

20.  Discussion of when to involve the public followed.  DEP recommended that the public be included as soon as possible.  The Corps indicated that a public scoping meeting can be held before the draft Environmental Impact Statement is sent out.  

21.  The group agreed that for study purposes, future environmental without project conditions would be the same as existing conditions, i.e. resources that exist today will exist in their same condition and extent in the future.





Bradd Schwichtenberg, PE
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