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This memorandum responds to the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) 

Restoration Center' s letter of February 10, 2014, requesting National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) 
concurrence under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) with the project - effects determinations

for the construction of a fishing and wildlife observation pier. You determined that the proposed
activities are not likely to adversely affect sea turtles and Gulf sturgeon. The project is not located in any
designated critical habitats. NMFS requested additional information via email on February 20, 2014. We
received the response on March 13, 2014, and we initiated consultation that day. NMFS' s findings on the
project' s potential effects are based on the project description in this response; thus any changes to the
proposed action may negate the findings of this consultation and may require reinitiation of the
consultation with NMFS. 

Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill Early Restoration

Under the Oil Pollution Act, designated agencies of the federal government and affected state

governments act as trustees on behalf of the public. The Trustees are charged with recovering damages
from the responsible parties to restore the public' s natural resources that sustained injuries. NOAA shares

trusteeship with the other natural resource trustees over all of the resources that will benefit from these
restoration actions. The Trustees developed the Early Restoration selection process to be responsive to
the purpose and need for conducting Early Restoration. Early Restoration project selection is a step -wise
process comprised of: (1) project solicitation; ( 2) project screening; ( 3) negotiation with BP; and ( 4) 
public review and comment. 

The Trustees released a Phase I Early Restoration Plan ( ERP) in April 2012, a Phase II ERP in December
2012, and a draft Phase III ERP on May 6, 2013. On June 26, 2014, the Trustees released a final Phase
III Plan. These plans contain a series of restoration actions that may be selected independently by the
Trustees. NMFS has previously completed consultations on the Phase I ERP projects and 28 of the
projects included in the Phase III ERP.' 

Neither of the Phase II ERP projects involve in -water work and, therefore, NMFS did not receive a request for
section 7 consultation. 



The Phase I ERP consists of 8 projects that address an array of injuries and are located throughout the
Gulf (See Appendix 1). Specifically, Phase I includes 2 oyster projects ( 1 in Louisiana and 1 in
Mississippi), 2 marsh projects ( 1 in Louisiana and 1 in Alabama), a nearshore artificial reef project in
Mississippi, 2 dune projects, and a boat ramp enhancement project in Florida. Consultations on the Phase
I projects were completed on April 2, 2012. NMFS determined that one of the marsh projects and both
dune projects would have no effect on listed species and that other projects are not likely to adversely
affect listed species or designated critical habitat under NMFS' s purview. NMFS evaluated potential
impacts on listed species ( 5 species of sea turtles, Gulf sturgeon and smalltooth sawfish) from placement
of material, site exclusion, and dredging, and determined that these effects will be discountable or
insignificant because of the species' mobility and ability to find suitable habitat for foraging in the
surrounding areas. NMFS also evaluated potential impacts to sea turtles and Gulf sturgeon from fishing
activities associated with the artificial reef project and determined that the effects are discountable
because the enhancement of the existing artificial reefs is not expected to induce new fishing effort or
increase the risk of harmful interactions between recreational fishers and listed species. The boat ramp
project will enhance two existing boat ramps and allow an additional 92 vessels to be launched from two
new public boat ramps. The purpose of these projects is to relieve traffic and congestion at other boat
ramps in the areas. NMFS determined that any increase in vessel strike risk to sea turtles is discountable
because the new boat ramps are likely to be used by people who currently have vessels and a previous
NMFS analysis concluded that a typical dock or marina project in Florida that introduces less than 300
new vessels to an area will have an insignificant or discountable effect on sea turtles. 

Three of the Phase I projects ( 1 boat ramp, 1 oyster project, and the nearshore artificial reef project) are
located in Gulf sturgeon critical habitat. The boat ramp is located in Unit 9 and the oyster project and
artificial reef projects are located in Unit 8. NMFS determined that the boat ramp project is not likely to
adversely affect Gulf sturgeon critical habitat in Unit 9 because the construction will occur in the same
footprint and will be the same dimensions as the existing piers, any increases in turbidity are expected to
be localized and temporary and insignificant, and the texture and quality of the sediments and its ability to
support prey items are expected to be the same pre- and post - project. NMFS similarly concluded that the
oyster project and artificial reef project will not adversely affect Gulf sturgeon critical habitat in Unit 8
because the placement of clean, toxin -free material will not alter water or sediment quality and the

addition of this material to existing hardbottom will not alter prey availability. 

To date, NMFS has completed 13 consultations covering 28 Phase III projects ( See Appendix 2). These
projects are 4 artificial reef projects (3 in Texas and 1 in Florida), 2 oysters projects ( 1 in Florida and 1 in
Alabama), 4 living shoreline projects ( 1 in Alabama, 1 in Mississippi and 2 in Florida), 10 Florida boat
ramp /dock projects, 1 scallop enhancement project in Florida, 1 Florida beach enhancement project, 1
North Breton Island, Louisiana, restoration project, 1 Mississippi fishing pier project, 2 observation/ canoe
launch docks in Florida, 1 erosion control project, and 1 Florida fish hatchery project. As with the Phase
I projects, NMFS evaluated potential impacts on listed species ( 5 species of sea turtles and Gulf sturgeon) 
from placement of material, site exclusion, and dredging, and determined that these effects will be
discountable or insignificant because of the species' mobility and ability to find suitable habitat for
foraging in the surrounding areas. NMFS also evaluated the impacts of noise created from construction, 
where applicable, and determined that the risk of short- or long -term exposure to harmful noise is
discountable, and any sounds heard by them will have insignificant health effects. NMFS determined that
the potential impacts to sea turtles and Gulf sturgeon from fishing activities associated with the 4 artificial
reef projects are discountable because the enhancement of the existing artificial reefs is not expected to
induce new fishing effort. NMFS also determined that the risk of vessel strike impacts to turtles from
future use of the artificial reef sites is discountable because use of the site will generally coincide with fair
weather patterns and calm sea states that will allow boaters to detect and avoid any sea turtles in their
path. 



Fourteen of the Phase III projects ( 3 living shoreline projects, 1 Florida artificial reef project, 1 Florida
fish hatchery, 3 boat ramp projects, 1 beach enhancement project, 1 Florida oyster reef project, 1 scallop
enhancement project, 1 erosion control project, and the 2 observation/ canoe launch docks) are located in

Gulf sturgeon critical habitat. The living shoreline projects are located in Units 8, 9 and 13. The Florida
fish hatchery is located in Unit 9. The boat ramp projects are located in Units 9 and 13. The beach
enhancement project is located in Unit 11, the oyster project is located in Units 9 and 13, the scallop
enhancement project is located in Units 9, 10, 12, and 13, the erosion control project is located in Unit 12, 

and the observation/ canoe launch dock projects are in Units 10 and 12. NMFS determined that the

scallop enhancement project and Florida fish hatchery project will have no effect on Gulf sturgeon critical
habitat and that the other projects are not likely to adversely affect the essential features of Gulf sturgeon
critical habitat ( water quality, sediment quality, prey abundance, and safe and unobstructed migratory
pathways). The oyster reef project will place clean, non -toxic material over existing hardbottom, which
will make any impacts to water quality, sediment quality, or prey abundance discountable. The beach
enhancement project will improve sediment quality and effects to prey abundance, water quality and
migratory pathways will be insignificant because the work will take place in shallower water than normal
foraging depths, any increased turbidity will be temporary and within natural background levels, and sand
placement in the shallow waters along the beach will not interfere with migration. The Florida artificial
reef project will have no effect on the sediment quality. The effects to water quality and prey abundance
will be insignificant because turbidity will be temporary and within natural background levels and will
not reduce prey availability overall in the areas surrounding the modules. Any impacts to migratory
pathways will be discountable because the reef structures are in open water and spaced out sufficiently for
Gulf sturgeon to move. The installation of the 8- inch - diamteter seawater intake pipe for the fish hatchery
project will have no effect on sediment quality. The effects to water quality and prey abundance will be
insignificant because the turbidity will be temporary and within natural background levels and will not
reduce prey availability in the areas surrounding the pipe. The boat ramp and dock projects will have no
effect on sediment quality. The effects to water quality and prey abundance will be insignificant because
turbidity will be temporary and within natural background levels and will not reduce prey availability
overall in the areas surrounding the ramps or docks. The erosion control structure project will have no
effects on sediment quality as the composition of the dredge materials to be placed behind the groins are
expected to be similar or identical to what is currently present. The effects to water quality and prey
abundance will be insignificant because turbidity will be temporary and within natural background levels
and will not reduce prey availability overall in the areas surrounding the modules. Last, the living
shoreline projects may temporarily increase turbidity and displace some prey species but these impacts
are expected to be insignificant. With respect to prey abundance, the living shoreline projects are
expected to have long -term beneficial impacts by increasing prey abundance in adjacent areas. 

Current Project

This project is part of the Phase III ERP and is located at 29. 81896 °N, 84. 84994 °W (North American
Datum 1983), in the northern portion of Cash Bayou, in the Apalachicola River Wildlife and

Environmental Area (Figure 1). The activities will improve public access at Cash Bayou by providing a
small fishing and wildlife observation pier, a parking area with an entrance kiosk, and an information
station along State Route 65, east of the Cash Creek Bridge. 

The applicant proposes to build a 700 - square -foot (ft2) pier (35 feet [ ft] by 20 ft) for fishing and wildlife
observation. A maximum of 20 wood piles will be needed for the pier construction. It is anticipated that

the piles will be no larger than 8 inches in diameter and will be installed by water jetting or mechanical
auguring from small work boats. Installation of piles and associated cross pieces will be set from the
boats, and the remaining pier construction will be built out from the shore. No slips are proposed. The



proposed pier ( Figure 2) is expected to disturb approximately 0. 2 acre. Best management practices for
erosion control will be implemented and maintained at all times during construction. Construction is
anticipated to take up to 3 years, including permitting, with in -water work only a fraction of this time. 

Fixed signs consistent with NMFS' s and the State of Florida' s current guidance on what to do in the event

of hooking a listed species ( Appendix 1) will be placed at the entrance to the proposed pier and at 30 -ft, 
fixed intervals along its length. A kiosk/ booth will be placed at the entrance to the pier with additional
information on catch - and - release fishing and other fishing practices (e. g., disposing of cut line and hooks
in trash cans). Any facilities ( e. g., trash cans) needed to help anglers comply with these recommendations
will be provided. There will be no fish cleaning station on the pier. During construction, the applicant
will deploy encircling turbidity curtains and comply with NMFS' s Sea Turtle and Smalltooth Sawfish
Construction Conditions, dated March 23, 2006. 

Apalachicola b

Data SIO. NOAA, U $ Navy, NGA, GEBCO

Figure 1. Image showing the project location (02014 Google, Data SIO, NOAA, U. S. Navy, NGA, GEBCO) 



Figure 2. Image showing possible design for fishing and observation pier

We believe that sea turtles (the endangered Kemp' s ridley; the threatened loggerhead, 2 and the
threatened/ endangered green3) and the threatened Gulf sturgeon may be present in the action area. We
believe leatherback and hawksbill sea turtles will not be present. The turtles' very- specific foraging and
life history requirements are not met in or near the action areas: leatherbacks are deepwater, pelagic
species and hawksbills are associated with coral reefs. Therefore, there will be no effects to leatherback

or hawksbill sea turtles from the proposed project. Sea turtles and Gulf sturgeon could be struck by the
small workboats or pilejetting or augering machinery, but these events are implausible due to the species' 
mobility, ability to detect in -water disturbances, and expected avoidance of the active construction area. 
As well, NMFS' s Sea Turtle and Smalltooth Sawfish Construction Conditions, dated March 23, 2006, 

require work to stop if a listed species is observed within 50 feet of operating machinery. 

NMFS has identified the following potential adverse effects to sea turtles and Gulf sturgeon and
concluded the species are not likely to be adversely affected by the proposed action for the following
reasons. 

Species Analysis

1. Sea turtles and Gulf sturgeon may be affected by being temporarily unable to use the site due to
avoidance of construction activities, related noise, and exclusion by turbidity barriers. However, 
the species likely make limited use of the project area. The features of the project area include
limited foraging resources (no submerged aquatic vegetation, tannin- colored waters, and a silty

2 Northwest Atlantic Ocean distinct population segment ( DPS) 
3 Green turtles are listed as threatened except for the Florida and Pacific coast of Mexico breeding populations, 
which are listed as endangered. 



bottom), inter /subtidal habitat, and long distance from the nearest pass out into the Gulf of
Mexico. Green turtles are almost exclusively herbivores, feeding on sea grasses and algae, while
both loggerhead and Kemp' s ridley turtles prefer jellyfish, crabs, and mollusks, none of which
occur in the project site in great abundance. In a 2013 report by the Sea Turtle Standing and
Salvage Network'', 5 turtles were recovered at inshore sites within Franklin County (2 green, 2
loggerhead, and 1 Kemp' s ridley); however, these inshore areas were within Apalachicola and
East bays, 10 miles downstream from Cash Bayou, near the nesting beaches ofApalachicola Bay. 
Gulf sturgeon are suction feeders, using their relatively narrow mouths to funnel water
and prey items. Because of their feeding morphology, they are usually found at slightly
deeper depths ( greater than 6 ft) where there is lower wave energy and sandy substrate'. 
If the species are present in the project area, the effects of in -water construction will be
insignificant, given the project' s limited footprint ( the dock will cover 700 ft2) and short
construction time. NMFS estimates that in -water operations, including pile installation, will take
1 - 2 weeks, and will temporarily disturb 0. 2 acre. 

2. Noise created during pile installation could affect these species through behavioral changes or
through physical injury. NMFS believes that due to the unrestricted, open -water nature of the
action area and the species' mobility, hearing abilities, and expected avoidance behaviors, sea
turtles and Gulf sturgeon are unlikely to voluntarily remain in the vicinity of annoying levels of
noise and be exposed to potentially harmful noise effects. Based on data from the Federal
Highway Administration (2012)6 on impact pile driving threshold noise levels for fish, we believe
that the risk of noise - induced injury from the jetting and /or augering of 20 wood piles with 8- 
inch- diameters will be discountable because the noise levels will not exceed injury thresholds for
these species. Fish are considered more sensitive to physical injury than sea turtles; therefore, 
fish thresholds are used as conservative interim criteria. Pile - driving noise may elicit a
behavioral response in both sea turtles and Gulf sturgeon, though given the project site features
and the short duration of pile installation, we believe these effects will be insignificant. 

3. NMFS considered the potential for injury from recreational fishery activities. Given the Gulf
sturgeon' s suction - feeding morphology, it is extremely unlikely that it will be caught by hook - 
and- line, and thus, no effect is anticipated. Fishing piers have the potential to adversely affect sea
turtles via incidental hooking and entanglement in actively -fished lines; discarded, remnant, or
broken -off fishing lines; and other debris. Heavily used fishing piers are suspected to attract sea
turtles that learn to forage there for discarded bait and fish carcasses. However, with proper
disposal of bait and fish carcasses, turtles are not likely to associate this structure as a food
source. The proposed fishing pier is small, only 35 ft by 20 ft. Given the small amount of
potential fishing effort that this fishing pier will facilitate ( it' s located in a secluded area primarily
used by neighborhood locals), coupled with the expected infrequency and low abundance of listed
species in their vicinity, we believe it is extremely unlikely that fishing activity and listed species
will overlap and result in adverse effects. Since this pier is much smaller and shorter than most
public fishing piers, fisherman should be able to spot the presence of sea turtles and discontinue
fishing until they have left the area. Therefore, NMFS believes that the likelihood of a
recreational fishery interaction with sea turtles or Gulf sturgeon is low enough to be discountable. 

4 Sea Turtle Stranding Narrative Report for 2013. Accessed June 2, 2014. 
http: / /www.sefsc. noaa. gov /stssnrep /SeaTurtleReportI1. do ?action= reportIIqueryp) 

S Bolden, S. NMFS Memorandum dated June 8, 2007: Gulf sturgeon critical habitat: analysis of foraging habitat
with application to ESA Section 7 consultations. NMFS Southeast Regional Office, Protected Resources Division. 

6 Federal Highway Administration. 2012. Technical Guidance for Assessment and Mitigation of the Hydroacoustic
Effects of Pile Driving on Fish. Final. February ( ICF 645. 10). Prepared by ICF International, Seattle, WA. 



NMFS has also considered the effects of this project in conjunction with the effects associated with the

Phase I and Phase III projects that have previously undergone Section 7 consultations and concludes there
are no additive effects of the overall projects that rise above the level of effects considered for each of the

individual projects. The potential impacts to listed species from construction activities are limited in time
and place, and cease to exist once the project is complete. 

Finally, we concur with your determinations that the project is not likely to adversely affect Kemp' s
ridley, loggerhead, or green sea turtles, or Gulf sturgeon. 

This concludes the NOAA Restoration Center' s consultation responsibilities under the ESA for species
under NMFS' s purview. Consultation must be reinitiated if a take occurs or new information reveals

effects of the action not previously considered, or the identified action is subsequently modified in a
manner that causes an effect to the listed species or critical habitat in a manner or to an extent not

previously considered, or if a new species is listed or critical habitat designated that may be affected by
the identified action. 

We' ve enclosed additional relevant information for your review. We look forward to further cooperation

with you on other projects to ensure the conservation ofour threatened and endangered marine species

and designated critical habitat. If you have any questions about this consultation, please contact Joyce
Barkley -Hahn, Consultation Biologist, at (727) 551 -5741, or by email at joyce.barkley- hahn@noaa.gov. 

Attachment: 1. Sea Turtle and Smalltooth Sawfish Construction Conditions ( Revised March 23, 2006) 

File: 1514 -22.0



DeterminationsProjectisnotlikelyadverselyaffectseaturtlesorGulfsturgeon. Theprojectisnotlocatedindesignatedcriticalhabitat. AllactivitiesassociatedwiththeLakeHermitageRestorationprojectareoutsidetheknownrangeofGulfsturgeon, SeaturtlesarenotlikelytobethedredgesiteintheMississippiRiver, whichis70milesfromtheGulfofMexico. Additionally, seaturtlesarenotlikelytobeatthemarshrestorationsite. ProjectisnotlikelytoadverselyaffectseaturtlesGulfsturgeon. Theprojectisnotlocatedindesignatedcriticalhabitat. Projectisnotlikelytoadverselyaffectseaturtles, Gulfsturgeon, orGulfsturgeoncriticalhabitat. Projectisnotlikelytoadverselyaffectseaturtles, Gulfsturgeon, Gulfsturgeoncriticalhabitat. ProjectisnotlikelytoadverselyaffectseaturtlesorGulfsturgeon. Theprojectisnotlocatedindesignatedcriticalhabitat. ProjectwillhavenoeffectlistedspeciesdesignatedcriticalhabitatunderNMFSjurisdiction. NMFSdoesnotbelievetherewillbeanydirectindirecteffectsourlistedspeciesdesignatedcriticalhabitat, asallactivitieswilloccursolelyinuplandareas. Projectisnotlikelytoadverselyaffectseaturtles, Gulfsturgeon, smalltoothsawfish, Gulfsturgeoncriticalhabitat. TheNavyPointprojectisnotlikelytoadverselyaffectGulfsturgeoncriticalhabitatinUnit
9, 

PensacolaBay. Theremainingboatrampprojectsarenotlocatedindesignatedcriticalhabitat. ThisprojectwillhavenoeffectonlistedspeciesordesignatedcriticalhabitatunderNMFSjurisdiction. NMFSdoesnotbelievetherewillbeanydirectorindirecteffectstolistedspeciesdesignatedcriticalhabitat, asallactivitieswilloccursolelyinuplandareas. 
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1) 

torestoretheeasternLakeHermitageshorelinetoreduceerosionandpreventbreachingintotheinteriormarsh, and (
2) 

createmarshintheopenwaterareassouthandsoutheastofLakeHermitage. Themarshcreationprojectwillsubstituteapproximately104acresofcreatedbrackishmarshforapproximately
5-

6

acres (
7,

300linearfeet) ofearthenterraces. Projectinvolves (
I) 

theplacementofoystercultchontoapproximately850acresofpublicoysterseedgroundsthroughoutcoastalLouisiana, and (
2) 

constructionofanoysterhatcheryfacilitythatwillproducesupplementallarvaeandseed. Theprojectconsistsofplacingoystercultchmaterialonpublicoysterseedgroundsproduceseed- andsack -sizedoysterstocompensatethepublicforimpactsoysterareasexposedtooil, dispersant, andresponseactivities. Projectconsistsofplacingoystercultchmaterialonpublicoysterseedgroundsinthefootprintofexistingoystercultchareasproduceseed- andsack -sizedoysterstocompensatethepublicforimpactstooysterareasexposedtooil, dispersant, andresponseactivities. ProjectincludesthedeploymentofartificialreefsinbaysandnearshoreMississippiSoundwatersinandoffofHancock, Harrison, andJacksonCounties, MississippiProjectinvolvestheaddition50acresofsaltmarshtotheexisting24acresalongMarshIslandinthePortersvilleBayportionofMississippiSoundinsouthMobileCounty, Alabama. Thisentailstheconstructionof
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TheprojecteffectdeterminationsoftheproposedactionisnotlikelytoadverselyaffectESAlistedspecies ( leatherback, Kemp'
s

ridley, hawksbill, loggerhead, orgreenseaturtles, orGulfsturgeon) designatedproposedcriticalhabitatsforthesespecies. TheprojecteffectdeterminationsoftheproposedactionisnotlikelyadverselyaffectESAlistedspecies (leatherback, Kemp'
s

ridley, hawksbill, loggerhead, orgreenseaturtles, orGulfsturgeon). TheprojecteffectdeterminationsoftheproposedactionarenotlikelyadverselyaffectESAlistedspeciesKemp'
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9. 

Projectisnotlikelyadverselyaffectseaturtles, Gulfsturgeon, orGulfsturgeoncriticalhabitatUnit
9. 

Projectisnotlikelytoadverselyaffectseaturtles, Gulfsturgeon, orGulfsturgeoncriticalhabitatUnit
9. 

Theapplicantproposesremovefragmentsofasphaltandroad -basematerialfrom
a

long, thinareaapproximately20feet (
ft) 

by
2

mileslong (211,200ft2or —
4.

8

acres) intheinter - andsub -tidalzonewithintheGUIS. TheprojectislocatedwithinGulfSturgeonCriticalHabitatUnit11 (68FR13370, March19, 2003) andisapproximately
4

mileseastofProposedLoggerheadCriticalHabitatUnitLOGG -
N -

33 (78FR43005, July18, 2013) Theapplicantproposesdredge
3.

7

millioncubicyards (yd3) (
2.8x

106cubicmeters (m3)) ofsand, silt, andclaymaterials, using
a

cutterheaddredge, from
1

ormoresiteswithinoffshoreshoalsborrowsitesfrom
a

waterdepthrangeof
6 -

20feet (
ft) 

or
1.

8 -

6.

1

meters (
m) 

deepmeanlowerlowwater (MLLW). Thein -waterprojectfootprintis38squaremiles (mi2) or98.
4

squarekilometers (km2); 41.
4

mi2 (or106.
4

km2) includingproposedNorthBretonIslandrestorationTheprojectisnotlocatedwithinGulfsturgeoncriticalhabitat (68FR13370, March19, 2003), norproposedloggerheadseaturtlecriticalhabitat (78FR43005, July18, 2013). Theapplicantproposesinstall
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UNTIED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMDIERC'E
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

NATIONAL MARLNE FISHERIES SERVICE

Southeast Regional Office

263 13th Avenue South

St. Petersburg, FL 33701

SEA TURTLE AND SMALLTOOTH SAWFISH CONSTRUCTION CONDITIONS

The perniittee shall comply with the following protected species constitution conditions: 

a. The pennittee shall instruct all personnel associated with the project of the potential presence of
these species and the need to avoid collisions with sea turtles and smalltooth sawfish. All

construction personnel are responsible for observing water - :elated activities for the presence of
these species. 

b. The pennittee shall advise all construction personnel that there are civil and criminal penalties for

harming. harassing. or lilting sea turtles or smalltooth sawfish, which are protected under the
Endangered Species Act of 1973. 

c. Siltation barriers shall be made of material in which a sea turtle or smalltooth sawfish cannot

become entangled be properly secumd. and be regularly monitored to avoid protected species
entrapment. Barriers may not block sea turtle or smalltooth sawfish entry to or exit from
designated critical habitat without prior agreement from the National Marine Fisheries Service' s

Protected Resources Division, St. Petersburg. Florida. 

d. All vessels associated with the construction project shall operate at " no walx.'idle" speeds at all
times while in the constitution area and while in water depths where the draft of the vessel

provides less than a four -foot clearance from the bottom All vessels will preferentially follow
deep -water routes ( e. g., marlxd & untie' s) whenever possible. 

e. If a sea turtle or smalltooth sawfish is seen within 100 yards of the active daily
construction-dredging operation or vessel movement. all appropriate precautions shall be
implemented to ensure its protection. These precautions shall include cessation of operation of

any moving equipment closer than 50 feet of a sea turtle or smalltooth sawfish. Operation of any
mechanical constitution equipment shall cease innnediately if a sea turtle or smalltooth sawfish is
seen within a 50 -ft radius of the equipment. Activities may not resume until the protected species
has departed the project area of its own volition. 

f. Any collision with and/or injury to a sea turtle or smalltooth sawfish shall be reported
immediately to the National Marine Fisheries Service' s Protected Resources Division (727 -524- 
5312) and the local authorized sea turtle stranding'rescue organization

g. Any special constitution conditions. required of your specific project. outside these general
conditions, if applicable. will be addressed in the primary consultation. 

Revised: March 23. 2006

O:`.foinis S̀ea Turtle and Smalltooth Sawfish Constitution Conditions.doc
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Appendix 1. Information on Dolphin Educational Products for Printing and Installation
National Marine Fisheries Service, Southeast Regional Office

February 28, 2014

Item: Protect Dolphin Signs

Sizes: small (18 "x 12 ") and medium ( 18' x24') 

Description for printing: 
Small: 0. 040 Aluminum, reflective, full color, fade/UV resistant, reflective, 2 holes ( top & bottom) Medium: 
0. 063 Aluminum, full color, fade /UV resistant, reflective, 2 holes ( top & bottom) Company: Fast Signs
POC: Ron Droz) 

Address: 

3901 W. Kennedy Blvd. 
Tampa, FL 33609

Telephone: 813- 287 -0110

Item: Protect Dolphin Signs

Sizes: large ( 24" x 36") 
Description: 

0.080 Aluminum, full color, fade /UV resistant, reflective, 2 holes ( top & bottom) 
Company: Municipal Supply & Sign Co. 
Mailing Address: 
P.O. Box 1765

Naples, Florida 34106

Telephone: 239 - 262 -4639

Item: Dolphin Friendly Fishing Tip Signs
Size: 28" x 20" 
Description: 

0. 063 Aluminum, full color, fade/ UV resistant, 2 holes ( top & bottom) 
Company: Fast Signs ( POC: Ron Droz) 
Address: 

3901 W. Kennedy Blvd. 
Tampa, FL 33609

Telephone: 813- 287- 0110

Item: Custom Pier Surface Placards and adhesive

Description: 

1) 3. 75" X 8" Custom Crystal Cap Marker White with Blue and Red
2) 3. 75" X 4" Custom Crystal Cap Marker White with Blue Trim/ Print

Adhesive, SIKAFLEX 10. 3 OUNCES

Company: 
ACP INTERNATIONAL

521 N. Great Southwest Pkwy
Arlington TX 76017

POC: Judy Brown
Phone: 817- 640 -0992
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Installation of "Protect Dolphins" and " Prevent Entanglement" Pier Surface Placards on

Fishing Piers

DO NOT FEED, 
attempt to feed. tease or harass

WILD DOLPHINS. 
IT' S ILLEGAL

Flees op 10 5100,0001

Report Violations: 

i 1 - 800 -853 -1964 NV
3. 75" x 8" 3. 75" x 4" 

Help prevententanglement. Recycle
fishing line! 

0. 901 arwad and entanOed

w 00000 an0 dolWwb to. 

1- 877 - 942 -5343

Interactions at fishing piers in the southeastern United States involving bottlenose dolphins and other
protected species, especially sea turtles, with people and fishing gear is an increasing conservation concern. 
Conservation messages can be difficult to deliver at fishing piers with traditional signs only because a lack
of fixed surfaces along large piers prevent the frequency of signs needed for the message
to effectively reach people. Therefore, the pier surface placards allow for delivering simple messages and
important contact numbers at frequent intervals along the entire length of a fishing pier. The small placards
are affixed to the deck of the fishing pier and are low profile and weatherproof. 

Materials needed for installation: 

Placards ( Protect Dolphins and/ or Prevent Entanglement) 

Sikaflex — 221 adhesive 10. 1 oz. tubes to affix the placards to the pier deck

Caulk gun

Utility knife
Putty knife or paint scraper (to remove debris for installation) 
Whisk broom

Rags

Installation Plan: 

If possible, plan to install placards at a time when fewer people are using the pier. 
Install placards approximately 30 feet apart on each side of the deck of the fishing pier near the
railings. Placards should also be installed at the same interval if there is a " T" at the offshore end of

the pier and/ or break out area(s). 

Install placards on both sides of fishing pier at this distance and stagger placement from side to
side so that placards are not directly across from one another ( see figure 1 below). 

Figure 1

Pier
158

MIK
308. 

Water
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It is not necessary to install placards on portion of the pier over the beach/ shore or surf where
there is little to no fishing activity. 

Installation How -To: 

Placards should be installed close to railings for maximum

visibility and to avoid tripping hazards. If installing both the
rectangular " Protect Dolphins" and square " Prevent

Entanglement" placards, adhere both next to each other and leave

a two -inch space between the two placards as shown in the

picture. 

If necessary, use putty knife or paint scrapper to remove any debris (e. g. gum, bird droppings) 
from installation area before affixing the placards. 

Sweep area with whisk broom after removing surface debris and before affixing. 

Load Sikaflex adhesive tube into caulk gun and cut the end of the nozzle with utility knife (you may

need to poke long narrow object ( e. g. piece of metal hanger) down through nozzle to break seal on
adhesive tube). 

Apply Sikaflex adhesive to back of placard in the following pattern for complete coverage and
ensuring a good seal. 

c

pico." u,. „ il r, i.,, u1n. 1% III my with both auua. Lai L t, tessing

or

Adhesive will take about 20 — 30 minutes to dry. As possible, request people do not step on

placards while adhesive is drying. Use a sign or cone if necessary to mark placards before
adhesive dries. 
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DO NOT FEED
attempt to feed, tease or harass

WILD DOLPHINS. 
IT' S ILLEGAL. 

Fines up to $ 100,000! 

Report Violations: , Q\ r
1- 800 - 853 -1964 ' ) 

WARNING! 
DO NOT FEED, ATTEMPT TO FEED, 

OR HARASS WILD DOLPHINS. 

IT' S ILLEGAL & HARMFUL. 
Violators are Subject to Civil and Criminal Penalties

Under the Federal Marine Mammal Protection Act. 

Please Observe Wild Dolphins From a
Recommended Distance of 50 Yards. 
Marine Mammals are Wild Animals

and Can be Dangerous! 
l- 1 Report Viotabcns Co 91e 5054 En' orcemenl

e
Mcll•n¢: mr, 

1- 800 - 853 -1964 ' j
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Help prevent
entanglement. 

Recycle f
fishing line!` 

Report injured and entangled

sea turtles and dolphins to: 

1- 877 - 942 -5343

Sea Turtle Handlintg/iR forde' Guidelines; 
Quick Referencefor

Hook and Line Fisheries
Guidelines for all turtles

Scan as fares poss4>le to stone turtles in advance and

reduce IlkeO'O0a 01( eoemg turtles Dun 01 the water

Longkne Vessels Do r01 gel ahead of the lee wlo* 
p, dong up gear TM refixes the chance dtouhng or
runnuq over gear and turtle

LgOn srgntxg a talk. 
Sew vessel end are reel speed

A4uat direction d the vessel to move 1000 rd turtle

fAtremrze tension on me line wan the tun* 

11olYp}tt09gIre Ise wo1 the turtle on a 00000 a to move
IowsrdtM 118010810040* speed STOP VESSEL lira PUT
IN NEUTRAL once tole • doug4 alage.010

Sewly relieve Ins well turtle keep ng a gentle, COr4lsent
telsia0 on the Ire Aya1l lopg ng w y2MU07 boe Widay
00 NOT USE GAFFS OR SHARP OBJECTS 41 fixed
contact a 4h doe turtle t0 mines* 4, a gaff may be user, only
l0 control the 1Oe dwlrg 0110 removal

Eoswe that enoug+ slack d eft 1n the 141* 10 keep turtle
near the vessel yet 1n water, unit 4 can be OelernIn* d
whether Or not 4 is toss Ue to release lone In the water, or

safely Ixng 11 aboard

1 turtle Can be safely blouget atop rd and vessel n
100031000101110010141011010' use 1M C14' ow area t0 ding
tortes aboard o mnmNZe the dk0lance Isom the water. 

Res / 4431e Comatose Coala0 turtles as nee0ed hooding
them toe up lo 24 tows (keep most and m the Shade) e

necessaryMere Irlonna on on reeasmg sea testes n a. maade n the
Carelw Ralaase Prorocds for See Tape Release w4h
Merman eµ rry and on the web at
r4: p / Hero nmesnoaa give

Guidelines for turtles not boated

Control turtle A' 00100010091000010100001110 or
peterady, wan a type of turtle tether and b1 the Lae

as close t0 tee vessel as p0s& de DO NOT IA turtles
dear M the water

n Mangled ado not rooked, use eeleokng tools l0
seam unattached hooks. Use dippers to cut the' ne
CO NOT leave hoe attached

If hooked and lntanged, remove the hook t.Ht Then
alter the look 4 removed proceed to remove fill M1e

AN exterrehly 0 000 der, hocks should be rerrove0 0
took removal' s not poss. Ue Out the me at tte eyed the
rook (or as dose as passAve) 

Intermit hooks should he rrrnoveel only 4 an internal
dehodeer la WIN Used DO rot attempt mempt 10 remove hook
4 s berthe hook has been 0081k/weded ood where the
m• e+ban pool te the barb is veld*. or when 4 appears
that the hook removal Mel douse Mere, Nyury Remove
as much of me I. 06 ar0YOr hook as pcast4o

Guldellnes for boated turtles

It p000000 ding turtle on bpy0 usrtg a sortable dp net
o r other approved mbog device Support hxCe On • 
CUVNOne• aerate 0. 0 as a D, e wile c, boa' 4

DO NOT LIFT THE TURTLE OUT OF THE WATER
USING THE LINE, GAFF. 

OR OTHER SHARP OBJECTS

Remove al e. lol nally O1lt* 4 fed hooks

Internal hooka sMUo be removed wren the elemOn

poet of the barb n dearly asido and or Y 4 sn applied
eterral deMl011er rs bong used Do not remove the
hooks that have been awasoweel when the MSerton p01r4
Is not visid0, w when It appears 000k removal will cause

further eam0/ 0 (0B In the brain case Or 0441. 1) 
Remove as 01 the kro and/0f lock as 1006.:+ 111

To release tune (1) STOP VESSEL and p, In neural, 

S %A1 •/ ( 2) Ease turtle gently into the water. Mad fest, tttough CN. dN doe a So * gapped. 
JA/ 

and ( 3) 00ente Mot turtle 1s 0010 away from oho vr6, e te:ore e.nn,yg n3 the

See hap eror• 114 n,,. 1:,.' 1• +,. JJ.0. msl copes ofplaesrd Revised I01010

I' 
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