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NMFS Endangered Species Act Section 7 Checklist for Federal Action Agencies

 

A) Project Identification

 

B)  Project Location

 

C)  Project Description

 

D)  Project Construction Methods

 

11. Mitigation/ Protective Measures:

 

E) Effects of the Project

  1. Listed Species and Critical Habitat within the Action Area (see effects determination guidance)

8.2.1.4029.1.523496.503679

NOAA Restoration Center

NOAA Restoration Center, Southeast Regional Office, Jamie Schubert, 409.621.1248, Jamie.Schubert@noaa.gov.

Prepared by Stratus Consulting (representing the State of Florida Natural Resource Trustees – The Florida Department of Environmental Protection and the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commissions)

Florida Gulf Coast Marine Fisheries Hatchery/Enhancement Center

The property address is 503-667 W Main St. Pensacola, FL 32502. The property was formerly an industrial site and is currently a vacant lot. The property was originally created in the early 1900s by filling in a portion of Pensacola Bay. It is currently surrounded  by industrial and commercial buildings, and a newly constructed baseball field.

See the attached figure, "Pensacola_Hatchery_20130522.jpg", which defines the area where the fish hatchery will be constructed. This figure includes latitude and longitude coordinates.

i. The property is located on Pensacola Bay.ii. Pensacola Bay is a marine environment, on the Gulf of Mexico. See the attached figure, "Pensacola_Hatchery_20130522.jpg".

i. There are no existing marina structures, riprap or docks within the project area. A wetland mitigation project is underway at the site, which includes erosion barriers that were put in place in the near-shore shallow waters to collect sediment and sand.ii. There are no slips or overwater structures within the project area.

i. The current in-water habitat is open-water Pensacola Bay. The nearby shoreline has been affected by industrial activities, and more recently by mitigation activities. A nearshore wetland mitigation project is underway at the site, which includes erosion barriers that were installed to collect sediment and sand (see attached figure Pensacola_Hatchery_20130522.jpg). 

N/A, no seagrass is present.

N/A, no mangroves are present.

N/A, no corals are present.

i. The proposed hatchery site would be comprised of a hatchery building, a parking lot, and 3 ponds. See figure "Hatchery.Conceptual.Drawing.jpg".Production of fish would take place indoors at this hatchery facility, in contrast to many facilities where holding and rearing ponds are outdoors. The hatchery building would be approximately 200 x 400 ft and would be constructed in the northwest corner of the lot. The building would have several rooms for the fish rearing activities. These include broodstock rooms (rooms with adult fish held in tanks for spawning to produce fertilized eggs); a live feed room (containing tanks to grow food - phytoplankton and/or zooplankton - to feed the cultured fish); and tank rooms (containing tanks in which the cultured fish would be grown until they reach approx. 1.25 inch length, after which they would be ready for release). There would also be space for offices and other administrative functions in the building. Building construction would use standard methods and follow general state and local permitting requirements regarding hours of activity, noise, site maintenance and disposal of materials. Detailed construction methods will be developed as part of the final project design.The three on-site ponds include a stormwater pond, a storage pond and  a plant production/filtration pond. The stormwater pond would capture rainwater flowing from impervious surfaces during runoff events. The pond would settle solids and allow for mixing with groundwater recharge to improve water quality prior to discharge to Pensacola Bay. The pond surface area would be approximately 10,000 square feet. The total capacity of the pond will be determined in the final design plans, and will be based on site parameters, such as total impervious surface area. The storage pond would receive waters used in the fish-rearing process that are not re-cycled. The hatchery will be designed to recycle up to 80% of the total water used, and this pond will receive the remaining waters. The storage pond would be lined, and would allow for settling of solids in the hatchery's fish production water. The surface area of the pond would be roughly 25,000 square feet. The total capacity of the pond will be determined in the final hatchery design plans. After settling, water from the storage pond would be discharged into the plant production pond. The estimated surface area of the plant production pond is 25,000 square feet. The plant production pond would be planted with native wetland species, which would use nutrients remaining in the water from the hatchery to grow, thereby improving water quality. These plants would be periodically harvested for use in other restoration projects.  This pond would be integrated into the on-going wetland mitigation work that is occurring at the site.  All applicable BMPs and required permits will be obtained and followed for the design and construction of the three ponds. A water intake station, including a pier and a pump station, would be constructed to obtain water from Pensacola Bay for use in the hatchery operations.  The water intake infrastructure, including the pump station would be located on land, with piping extending out along the pier to the point of intake. An estimated 45,000-75,000 gallons of water will be pumped each day from Pensacola Bay for use in the hatchery. Specific pumping guidelines for the withdrawal volume will be developed as part of final design for the structure. The structure will be designed to minimize the risks of impingement or entrainment at the point of withdrawal. ii. There are no existing structures, thus no demolition is required. During construction, debris (e.g., any remnants of historical industrial activity) and natural material such as soil or sediment will be removed to prepare the site for construction of the building and associated facilities. Construction equipment and activities would be managed to ensure sensitive and regulated resources, including existing marshes, wetland areas, live oaks, and pecan trees, that are addressed in city preservation ordinances would not be disturbed.iii. The vast majority of work will take place in the uplands. Work to construct the pier and pump structure will take place partially in-water and partially in the uplands.

i. No, this is not a fishing pier. The pier will be used to support water intake for the hatchery, it will not be accessible to the public.ii. The type of decking, grating type, manufacturer, percent light transmittance, and spacing will be determined in the final project design.ii. The height above MHW of the pier will be determined in the final design.iii. The directional orientation of the pier will be defined in the final project design, but will likely extend into the Bay, perpendicular to the shoreline.iv. The shading impacts will be determined in the final project design.v. Sea Turtle and Smalltooth Sawfish Construction Conditions will be followed.

i. The construction methodology for driving pilings will be defined in the final project design.ii. The size, material, and number of pilings will be defined in the final project design.iii. Potential impacts to species are being addressed and all appropriate permit conditions and BMPs will be followed to minimize potential impacts to species.

N/A, no boat slips will be constructed.

N/A, no boat ramp will be constructed.

		ActionAgency: 

		AgencyContact: 

		Applicant: 

		TextField1: 

		Address: 

		LatLong: 

		Waterbody: 

		PreExistingStructures: 

		Baseline: 

		Seagrasses: 

		Mangroves: 

		Coral: 

		Methods: 

		Docks: 

		Pilings: 

		Boatslips: 

		Boatramp: 

		NonMarinas: N/A, the project does not include shoreline armoring.

		Dredging: N/A, the project does not include dredging.

		Blasting: N/A, the project does not include blasting.

		ConstructionSchedule: i. Construction of the pier and pump station will take place partially in-water. All other construction associated with building the hatchery facility will take place in the uplands.ii. Construction of the hatchery facility will take 12-18 months.  The total duration of in-water work will be a small fraction of this total time (estimated no more than several months).

		DockConGuide: N/A

		JSGKey: N/A

		STSTSFGuide: Yes

		Green: 1

		GreenCH: Not in Critical Habitat

		Hawksbill: 1

		HawksbillCH: Not in Critical Habitat

		Kemps: 1

		KempsCH: No Critical Habitat

		Leatherback: 1

		LeatherbackCH: Not in Critical Habitat

		Loggerhead: 1

		LoggerheadCH: No Critical Habitat

		Olive: 1

		OliveCH: No Critical Habitat

		STSF: 1

		STSFCH: Not in Critical Habitat

		LTSF: 3

		LTSFCH: No Critical Habitat

		SNS: 3

		SNSCH: No Critical Habitat

		AS: 3

		ASCH: No Critical Habitat

		GS: 1

		GSCH: NLAA - Unit 9 - Pensacola Bay

		JSG: 1

		JSGCH: Not in Critical Habitat

		Staghorn: 3

		StaghornCH: No Critical Habitat

		Elkhorn: 3

		ElkhornCH: No Critical Habitat

		Pillar: 3

		PillarCH: No Critical Habitat

		LobedStar: 3

		LobedStarCH: No Critical Habitat

		MountainousStar: 3

		MountainousStarCH: No Critical Habitat

		KnobbyStar: 3

		KnobbyStarCH: No Critical Habitat

		RoughCactus: 3

		RoughCactusCH: No Critical Habitat

		Lamarck: 3

		LamarckCH: No Critical Habitat

		Elliptical: 3

		EllipticalCH: No Critical Habitat

		NARW: 3

		RightWhaleCH: Not in Critical Habitat

		Humpback: 3

		HumpbackCH: No Critical Habitat

		Blue: 3

		BlueCH: No Critical Habitat

		Fin: 3

		FinCH: No Critical Habitat

		Sei: 3

		SeiCH: No Critical Habitat

		EffectsSpecies: i. Gulf sturgeon may be minimally affected by construction of the pier and pump station structure. A temporary decrease in water quality and sediment quality may result from disturbance caused by construction. However, the project is located in an industrial, developed area, where water quality and sediment quality are likely already affected by nearby activities. Long-term gulf sturgeon could potentially be affected by the intake of water. The pump will be designed and operated to minimize the risks of impingement and entrainment at the point of withdrawal.No actions needed to minimize impacts in the terrestrial environment. All construction conditions identified in the Sea Turtle and Smalltooth Construction Conditions (NOAA, 2006) would be implemented an adhered to during project construction to minimize the risk of collisions.ii. No change in vessel traffic is expected.iii. Construction will cause a temporary increase in noise.Applicable BMPs and permit conditions will be followed to minimize potential adverse impacts caused by construction.

		EffectsCH: i.  Essential habitat features for Gulf Sturgeon that are present in the project area include water quality, sediment quality, and safe and unobstructed migratory pathways. Construction of the pier and pumping station may cause a temporary decrease in water quality and sediment quality. Long-term impacts will be related to the presence of the pier and use of the pump. Relative to the surrounding, industrial area, the impact is likely to be minimal.ii. The size of the area affected by construction of the pier and pumping station will be delineated in the final project design.iii. Habitat will be altered by the presence of the pier and presence and use of the pump. The area under the pier will be permanently shaded and the pilings used to support the pier will interrupt the natural habitat. The pump will have structures under-water, and may affect the noise environment and direction of water flow in the immediate vicinity of the pump. As mentioned previously, the pump will be designed and operated to minimize any potential adverse impacts.
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January 27, 2014 


 


 


Dear Protected Resources Division: 


 


We are requesting concurrence from the Protected Resources Division, NOAA Fisheries 


Service, Southeast Regional Office, that the proposed Florida Gulf Coast Marine Fisheries 


Hatchery/Enhancement Center project is not likely to adversely affect listed species 


managed by the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) in the 


project area (see project description and list below). The Department of the Interior 


(DOI), acting through the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (the Service) and other Bureaus, 


and the Department of Commerce, acting through the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 


Administration (NOAA) are designated natural resource trustee agencies authorized by 


the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (OPA) and other applicable federal laws to assess and 


assert a natural resource damages claim for this Oil Spill.  


 


Project Description  


 


The proposed Florida Gulf Coast Marine Fisheries Hatchery/Enhancement Center project 


would involve constructing and operating a saltwater sportfish hatchery on a ten-acre 


vacant lot in Escambia County at the southeast corner of Main Street and Clubbs Street in 


Pensacola, Florida (Escambia County). The construction area is north of the Bruce Beach 


wetland mitigation area, immediately east of the City of Pensacola Southern Bulkhead 


mitigation area, and just west of a bulk petroleum storage area (Figure 1). The 


approximate center of the envisioned project activity area is Latitude 30.40382 N and 


Longitude 87.22276 W (see Figure 1). 


The construction site for the hatchery consists primarily of an upland lot. In-water 


construction will be limited to the development of a sea water supply system for the 


hatchery with a number of options under consideration. Florida’s Fish and Wildlife 


Conservation Commission (FWC) is proposing to construct this hatchery to supplement 


the Port Manatee Stock Enhancement Research Facility (SERF)—the lone saltwater 


hatchery in the state. The facility would release up to five million juvenile red snapper 


(Lutjanus campechanus), red drum (Sciaenops ocellatus), and spotted sea trout 


(Cynoscion nebulosus) annually into state waters in the Gulf of Mexico.  


Critical project elements, identified within Figure 2, include: 


Main facility building: 


 Broodstock rooms: Where adult fish would be held in an 115,000-gallon tank 


for spawning in order to produce the fertilized eggs the hatchery would grow 


until they are large enough for release.  


 Live Feed room: Contains smaller tanks that grow food to feed the cultured 


sport fish. Depending on the species, this may include various species of 


phytoplankton and zooplankton. 


 Phase 1 Tank Rooms: Hatchery-raised fish would complete their grow-out to 


the Phase I size of approximately 1.25 inches in length, at which point they 
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would be ready for release. The Phase I tanks would be 95,000-gallon 


capacity. 


 Entrance and offices: A portion of the main facility building would contain 


offices for the FWC operations staff. An entrance located adjacent to the 


parking lot will be developed for access by staff and invited visitors. A 


separate service entrance would be developed for the delivery of hatchery and 


administrative supplies.  


 


Ponds: 


 Stormwater pond: A retention pond would be developed to capture rainwater 


flowing from impervious surfaces on the site during storm events. This pond 


would be used to settle solids and allow for some groundwater recharge. 


Discharge would be integrated into the waters being directly returned to 


Pensacola Bay from the site. Exact size of the pond and conditions and 


mechanisms of the return flow to Pensacola Bay would be defined in the 


development of the final engineering plans for the hatchery project (e.g., size 


of pond related to the amount of impervious surface in the final design).  


 Storage pond:  In rearing the fish, a lined storage pond up to an acre would 


be used to store effluent after initial filtration for solids within the facility. The 


pond would allow for additional settling of solids entrained in the hatchery’s 


fish production water, and the liner would facilitate removal of fish waste and 


other biological material. Water from the storage pond would flow into the 


plant production pond.  


 Plant production pond/filtration marsh: This approximately 2-acre created 


pond or marsh would receive discharge from the storage pond and be planted 


with native wetland species, including Spartina alterniflora, to uptake 


nutrients that improve water quality before water would be returned to 


Pensacola Bay as sheet flow. The wetland plants would be harvested to 


remove nutrients from the marsh and used to support other coastal restoration 


projects. To the maximum extent possible, this constructed marsh will be 


integrated with the existing wetland and marsh mitigation areas that are on 


and adjacent to the proposed hatchery location. 


 


Vehicular access: 


 Parking lot: An on-site lot of approximately 90,000 square feet would be 


developed to provide parking for hatchery staff and scheduled visitors. Access 


to the lot would be via Clubbs Street, which has minimal traffic and would 


dead-end at the facility parking lot.  


The proposed Pensacola hatchery would draw on lessons the FWC has learned in the 25 


years of operation of SERF, combined with technological advances in developing 


hatcheries. The state-of-the-art facility would be designed to incorporate intensive 


aquaculture techniques and approaches, including the use of an indoor-tank-based rearing 


system where approximately 80 percent of the initial saltwater withdrawals from 


Pensacola Bay would be reused.  
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The infrastructure required to supply the hatchery operations with sea water has not yet 


been determined pending addition investigation of the site and development of final 


engineering plans. Options for providing the sea water include: 


 Construction of a pier that would support pumping infrastructure. This pier would 


include an occlusion device at the water intake would prevent harm to specific 


marine organisms and prevent pump malfunction or damage. A pumping station, 


likely land-based, would supply power and house the pump(s). 


 A pipe drilled under the substrate that emerges at the desired water point source. 


The pipe is layered at the depth of the point source and begins at the pumping 


station on or close to the beach. 


 A pipe resting at or just below the surface of the substrate that follows the contour 


of the seafloor until the point source is reached. The pipe begins at the pumping 


station on or close to the beach.  


 A “channel” constructed from the pumping station to the point source of seawater. 


The channel would be dug to the depth of the point source and would begin at the 


pumping station on or close to the beach. 


Ultimately, the choice of an option for providing sea water to the hatchery will be 


determined based on the substrate materials of the seafloor/beach, typical currents and 


sediment load of the water at the desired point source, and aesthetic considerations. 


While additional information collection will guide this selection processs, the preference 


of FWC is to avoid construction of a dedicated pier to support the pumping infrastructure. 


However, as this option is considered here as it would be the most invasive to the marine 


environment.  


Any proposed structure would comply with relevant city, state, and federal permit 


requirements. Should a pier be required, it will be designed with the minimum footprint 


necessary for the project and all elements of the construction will use applicable 


construction guidelines and best management practices to minimize disruption to the 


habitat. Fishing would not be allowed from this pier and access would be restricted. To 


further reduce risks and potential in-water impacts to protected species, any supply option 


would comply with the recommendations for in-water work contained within the Sea 


Turtle and Smalltooth Sawfish Construction Conditions (NOAA, 2006) and the Standard 


Manatee Construction Conditions for In-Water Work (USFWS, 2011) guidance 


documents. 


The water treatment center for the hatchery may include chlorine or ozone disinfection, a 


settling tank to remove suspended solids, mechanical filtration, and a water distribution 


system (valves and plumbing) to direct water to specific areas of the hatchery. 


Waste water from the hatchery would pass through an approximately 2-acre constructed 


marsh or wetland to remove suspended solids and nutrients from the waste stream. The 


marsh would also serve as a wetland plant supply for restoration projects. The marsh or 


wetland would be designed to distribute water equally to the marsh wetland plants to 


facilitate uniform growth of plants and nutrient stripping by the plants from the waste 


stream. Several species would be planted in the marsh at strategic elevations to provide 


the appropriate water inundation or exposure to the plants. Discharge from the marsh 


would be controlled seasonally by means of weir boards into a poly-lined ditch that can 
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then lead directly to an open system such as a natural marsh, open bay, or lead to a 


culvert pipe that drains into the natural system. An elevated culvert pipe minimizes tidal 


inundation of bay waters into the drainage system that could lead to colonization of 


encrusting organisms in the culvert such as barnacles and oysters. Environmental 


Protection Agency (EPA) permitting requirements for operating a fish hatchery are 


detailed in 4 C.F.R. 122, in Sections 1(b)(2)(ii), 24, and Appendix C. Hatcheries 


producing less than 100,000 pounds of warm-water species per year, as would be the case 


with the proposed facility, are exempt from obtaining a National Pollutants Discharge 


Elimination System permit. The hatchery project would be required to obtain an 


Industrial Wastewater Permit from FDEP. An Aquaculture Certification (Section 


597.004, Florida Statute [FS]) would also be required from the Florida Department of 


Agriculture and Consumer Services (FDACS) Division of Aquaculture. Development of 


the hatchery project would adhere to the FDACS Aquaculture Best Management 


Practices Rule (Chapter 5L-3, Fla. Admin. Code). 


 


Effect of the Proposed Action  


 


As part of the project review process, we carefully reviewed and completed an initial 


National Marine Fisheries Service Endangered Species Checklist for this project on 


September 27, 2013 for a list of species and critical habitat that “may be present” within 


the project area. The 7 species from this list that may be present in the proposed project 


area, and their status, include:  


 Gulf Sturgeon, Acipenser oxyrinchus desotoi, Threatened 


 Smalltooth Sawfish, Pristis pectinata, Endangered  


 Green Sea Turtle, Chelonia mydas, Endangered 


 Loggerhead Sea Turtle, Caretta caretta, Threatened 


 Hawksbill Sea Turtle, Eretmochelys imbricate, Endangered 


 Leatherback Sea Turtle, Dermochelys coriacea, Endangered 


 Kemp’s Ridley Sea Turtle, Lepidochelys kempii, Endangered 


An evaluation of potential impacts to each of these species, and any associated critical 


habitat areas that intersect the proposed project activity area, follows. 


 


Gulf Sturgeon Critical Habitat 


 


The proposed project would be located in an identified critical habitat areas for Gulf 


sturgeon (Critical habitat unit 9 – Pensacola Bay) where the following three primary 


constituent elements are present: water quality, migratory pathways, and abundant prey 


items necessary for normal behavior, growth, and viability of all life stages (Federal 


Register, 2003). These elements could potentially be affected primarily through the 


construction of the sea water supply infrastructure and operation of the facility’s 


wastewater treatment system.  


 


Adverse water quality impacts from any construction are likely to be limited in duration, 


scope, and magnitude and associated with any placement of piles for a pier or excavation 


of a canal for an intake system. In the long-term water quality will not be adversely 
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affected with discharge from the facility being managed and monitored to avoid 


degradation of the receiving waters of Pensacola Bay.  


 


The effects of the proposed action will have insignificant, short-term effects on water 


quality essential features.  While the proposed activities could increase localized turbidity 


during construction of a sea-water intake structure these impacts would be limited in 


scope, duration, and severity. No change in temperature, salinity, pH, hardness, oxygen 


content or other chemical characteristics are expected due to the proposed activities with 


the management of the wastewater discharges to Pensacola Bay. As a result, cumulative 


impacts to water quality would be undetectable and would have an insignificant effect on 


Gulf sturgeon in the short term. Over the long-term, development of the hatchery may 


improve water quality as currently is no collection or treatment of stormwater discharging 


to Pensacola Bay from the proposed hatchery site. 


 


Impacts to prey items within the project area are expected to be insignificant due to the 


small potential in-water project footprint of any final sea water supply infrastructure and 


the abundance of alternative foraging areas within Pensacola Bay. Gulf sturgeon forage 


over large distances and will be able to locate prey throughout the remaining areas of 


Unit 9, including areas found to be used more frequently by Gulf sturgeon such as in 


deep holes located north of the barrier island at Ft. Pickens, south of the Pensacola Naval 


Air Station, and at the entrance of Pensacola Pass. Therefore, measurable impacts to the 


status of this PCE as a result of this project are not expected 


 


Impacts to migratory pathways in Pensacola Bay due to the proposed project will be 


insignificant as the proposed activities would not create long-term migratory path 


obstructions for the Gulf Sturgeon should the most invasive approach to providing sea 


water, the pier-based option, be pursued. The lack of detectable or measurable impacts to 


migratory pathways also reflects the fact that the proposed project site is not located 


within or immediately adjacent to migratory rivers or bayous used by the Gulf Sturgeon 


and therefore would not obstruct access to these spawning areas. In addition, a two-year 


telemetry study conducted in Pensacola Bay found no occurrences of Gulf Sturgeon on 


the north shore where the project is located (Craft et al., 2001). Instead, it is believed that 


the Gulf Sturgeon migrates along the southern portion of the bay on the north side of 


Santa Rosa Island to reach appropriate habitat in nearby Escambia and East Bays. Thus 


the presence of Gulf sturgeon in the project area is uncertain.  


 


Gulf Sturgeon 


 


The Pensacola Bay system provides winter feeding and migration habitat for Gulf 


sturgeon. However, research has found that Gulf sturgeon showed a preference for areas 


outside the proposed project area (Redfish Point, Escribano Point, Ft. Pickens, and 


Pensacola Pass). In the event that Gulf sturgeon use the project area occurs during 


construction, best management practices including the Sea Turtle and Smalltooth Sawfish 


Construction Conditions (NOAA, 2006) would be in-place to avoid injury. The use of 


these BMP’s during in-water construction activity combined with the unlikely presence 
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of sturgeon in the project area, as discussed above, suggests direct impacts would not 


likely be detectable or measurable so would be insignificant.  


 


Smalltooth Sawfish 


 


Encounter data indicate a resident population of Smalltooth sawfish exists only in 


southwest Florida (Simpfendorfer and Wiley, 2005). Only scattered individual encounters 


of species have occurred in areas north of Charlotte Harbor (Norton et al. 2012). In 


addition, most of the encounters reported from the Panhandle between 2001 and 2006 


were associated with sandy beaches or in deeper water (NMFS 2009). Due to the lack of 


suitable habitat and extremely rare occurrence of Smalltooth sawfish in the project area, 


exposure to the proposed project is unlikely. In addition, adverse effects due to the 


proposed project are not likely to be detectable or measurable due to the proposed 


implementation of NMFS's Sea Turtle and Smalltooth Sawfish Construction Conditions 


(NOAA, 2006). Therefore, effects to Smalltooth sawfish due to the proposed project 


would be insignificant. 


 


Sea Turtles  


 


The range of sea turtles suggests they could generally occur in the project area. Florida 


conducts sea turtle nesting monitoring which provides some indication of sea turtle 


activity levels in the area. The project area for the marine hatchery was not directly 


surveyed. The nearest surveyed beach is over 5.5 miles away across Pensacola Bay (the 


gulf-side beach of Pensacola Beach). Table 1 provides a summary of the information for 


the sea turtle species on Pensacola Beach, the closest monitored area to the project, see 


Figure 3, using the state’s reporting system (FWC, 2013) to provide some proxy of 


potential sea turtle presence in the project area.  


 
Table 1. Summary of Sea Turtle Nesting and Occurrence Data from the nearest surveyed 


beaches to the project area (Pensacola Beach ~5.5 miles away from hatchery) 


Sea turtle  Nesting density rank
a
 


Green sea turtles Not present 


Loggerhead sea turtles Medium 


Leatherback sea turtles Not present 


Sea turtle  Nesting occurrence data
b
 


Hawksbill sea turtles Absent 


Kemp’s ridley sea turtles Present 


a
 Nesting habitat for these species is ranked based on quartiles of observed density in the state along 


surveyed reaches of beach based on data from 2008-2012. Low values were in the lower quartile, high 
values in the highest quartile and the Medium value reflects an observation from the middle two 
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quartiles. Not present indicates no observed nesting from 2008-2012. 


b
 The available data from 2008-2012 for these species is summarized only in terms of whether the 


species nested (i.e., present) or not (i.e., absent) during the period in the surveyed area. 


Source. FWC, 2013 


 


Based on the available nesting and presence information, we believe it is unlikely sea 


turtles would be frequently present in the project area. The main risk to sea turtles during 


this project would be from collisions during any in-water construction activity. However, 


we believe impacts are not likely to be detectable or measurable reflecting the 


combination of the low expected presence of sea turtles, their mobility, the likelihood 


they would avoid the area during in-water construction due to project activity and noise. 


As a result of these factors, and implementation of existing BMPs designed specifically 


to address risks to sea turtles (NOAA, 2006), we expected the project to result in 


insignificant impacts to sea turtles.  


 


Determination of Effect 


 


Based upon the findings of this Biological Assessment, the proposed action “may affect, 


but is not likely to adversely affect” the following protected species and associated 


critical habitats in the project area:   


 


 Gulf Sturgeon - The proposed project may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect and 


will not jeopardize the continued existence of the species.  


o Gulf Sturgeon Critical Habitat – The project footprint does fall within Gulf 
sturgeon critical habitat; however, the construction activities associated with this 


project will not adversely modify designated Gulf sturgeon critical habitat.   


 Smalltooth Sawfish – The proposed project may affect, but is not likely to adversely 


affect and will not jeopardize the continued existence of the species. 


 Green Sea Turtle - The proposed project may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect 


and will not jeopardize the continued existence of the species.  


 Loggerhead Sea Turtle - The proposed project may affect, but is not likely to adversely 


affect and will not jeopardize the continued existence of the species. 


 Hawksbill Sea Turtle - The proposed project may affect, but is not likely to adversely 


affect and will not jeopardize the continued existence of the species. 


 Leatherback Sea Turtle - The proposed project may affect, but is not likely to adversely 


affect and will not jeopardize the continued existence of the species. 


 Kemp’s Ridley Sea Turtle - The proposed project may affect, but is not likely to 


adversely affect and will not jeopardize the continued existence of the species. 


 


We request your concurrence with our determinations. 
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Figure 1. Illustration of the proposed hatchery project location in Pensacola, 


Florida. 
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Figure 2. Conceptual design of the proposed hatchery  
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Figure 3. Image showing the turtle nesting locations for sea turtles.  Only loggerheads 


and Kemp’s ridley turtles have respectively been found to nest in or be near the locations 


highlighted in yellow.   


 








January 30, 2014 


David Bernhart 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE 
Silver Spring. MO 20910 


Assistant Regional Administrator for Protected Resources 
NOAA Fisheries Service, Southeast Regional Office 
263 13th Avenue South 
Saint Petersburg, Florida 33701 


Re: DWH-ERP-Request for section 7 Endangered Species Act Informal Consultation for Deepwater 
Horizon Oil Spill Phase III Early Restoration Plan project Florida Gulf Coast Marine Fisheries 
Hatchery/Enhancement Center 


Dear David, 


The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) Restoration Center requests 
informal consultation with your office, under section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA), for 
impacts from the Florida Gulf Coast Marine Fisheries Hatchery /Enhancement Center Project. This 
project may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect the following federally listed species 
administered by NOAA Fisheries: 


Sea Turtles (Green-T, Hawksbill-E, Leatherback-E, Loggerhead-T, Kemp's Ridley-E) 


Gulf sturgeon-T 


Smalltooth Sawfish - E 


The NOAA Restoration Center, a Lead Federal Agency, is requesting consultation on behalf of the 
Natural Resource Trustees for Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill. Enclosed please find a Biological 
Assessment and a NMFS ESA Checklist for this Phase III Early Restoration Project. 


For further questions about the project, please contact Jamie Schubert of our staff at 409-621-1248. 


Thank you for your assistance. 


Sincerely, 


Supervisor, Southeast Region, NOAA Restoration Center 
NOAA Fisheries Office of Habitat Conservation 
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