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1. Introduction

The Canaveral Port Authority (CPA) was awarded grant funds (2010-PU-T0-K016-IJ) from the
Port Security Grant Program (PSGP), administered by the Federal Emergency Management
Agency (FEMA) of the US Department of Homeland Security (DHS). The Port Security Grant
Program is one of over 20 grant programs authorized by Congress and administered by FEMA to
help strengthen the nation against risks from potential terrorist attacks. The Florida Division of
Emergency Management administers the PSGP process in Florida.

This Draft “Environmental Assessment” (EA) was prepared per the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, the President’s Council on Environmental Quality regulations
implementing NEPA (40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Parts 1500-1508), and FEMA
regulations implementing NEPA (44 CFR Part 10). FEMA must consider potential
environmental impacts before funding or approving actions and projects. This Draft EA’s
purpose is to analyze potential environmental impacts of the “Proposed Action”, “Alternative
Action”, and “No Action” project alternatives on the physical, biological, built, and
socioeconomic environments. FEMA will also use this Draft EA’s findings to determine whether
to prepare an “Environmental Impact Statement” (EIS) or a “Finding of No Significant Impact”
(FONSI).

2. Purpose and Need

The Proposed Action’s purpose is to:

1. Upgrade CPA communications system (towers, equipment, cables, etc.) for multi-media
communications throughout Port Canaveral (a nationally important “Critical Facility”)
and with Port Canaveral’s stakeholders locally, state regionally, statewide, and nationally

2. Comply with National Infrastructure Protection Plan recommendations

3. Enhance maritime domain (covers about 10 square miles) awareness by upgrading Port
Canaveral communications technology to comply with emerging technology, per the
National Plan to Achieve Maritime Domain Awareness

4. Implement planned Transportation Worker Identification Credential (TWIC) readers

The CPA Police Department is the designated security agency for Port jurisdiction, and is
responsible for ensuring the Port’s maritime security. CPA maintains open communications in
case aid needed for homeland security maritime events. The CPA Police Department works with
the US Coast Guard to comply with the Maritime Transportation Security Act (33 CFR Part
105), and with the Florida Department of Law Enforcement to comply with the Florida Seaport
Security Act (Chapter 311.12 FS). Port Canaveral also provides technical and operations support
for the Regional Domestic Security Task Force (Florida Region 5), who provide Florida-regional
homeland security through coordination with nine Central Florida counties.

Under the federal Port Security Program, the CPA Police Department works closely with the US
Department of Homeland Security’s Customs and Border Protection (CBP) and Immigration and
Customs Enforcement (ICE). The CPA Police Department also works with the US Navy Port
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Security Division at the Naval Ordinance Testing Unit at Cape Canaveral Air Force Station, FL;
US Air Force 45th Space Wing Security Police at Patrick Air Force Base, FL; and Kennedy
Space Center Security at the Kennedy Space Center, Florida.

The proposed communications system upgrade is needed, as the current system cannot support
the upgrades required at Port Canaveral (nationally important Critical facility) for closed caption
television (CCTV), networking, waterfront surveillance and monitoring, Automated
Identification System, access control, and TWIC systems. The new and upgraded security
systems would fail without fiber optic/microwave infrastructure needed for these applications.
Additionally, security operations would be limited to patrol and lockdown of the Port facilities
without the proposed communications system upgrade. As such, cargo and cruise ship movement
would not occur, which would significantly and adversely impact the US Navy Trident
submarine facilities; Hansen Slag Cement, Morton Salt International; and Disney, Royal
Caribbean, Norwegian, and Carnival cruise lines (CPA, 2010).

3. Alternatives

This Draft EA considered three project alternatives:

 No Action

 Proposed Action – Install one communications tower (Tower 2 [north]) and six antennas

 Alternative Action – Install two communications towers (Tower 1 [south] and Tower 2
[north]) and six antennas

3.1 No Action

Under the No Action, CPA would continue to provide communications using the current
communications system. Communications connectivity is currently enabled through a patchwork
of fiber optics, microwave, and wireless systems, which is connected to a primary microwave
relay point stationed atop a CEMEX© Silo. The relay point provides network redundancy in case
the Port’s fiber optic system is compromised. The CEMEX© Silo is an aging structure with
limited accessibility due to building codes and life safety concerns. Also, the current
communication system cannot handle emerging technologies required to provide clear
communications lines for daily operations, emergencies, and disaster recovery efforts.

3.2 Proposed Action

The Proposed Action is primarily to build a self-supporting lattice communication tower to
support the Port Wide Interoperable Communications Infrastructure Project. The tower (Tower
2) is on the northwest side of the Inter-Agency Maritime Operations Center (IMOC) and next to
the first response/fire station at 9290 Grouper Road, Cape Canaveral (Appendix A).

The Proposed Action involves constructing a 160 foot (ft) self-supporting lattice tower for
communication system upgrades required for reliable transfer of sensitive and classified voice,
data, video and multi-media communications throughout Port Canaveral, and among its
stakeholders (local to national levels), for daily operations, emergencies, and disaster recovery
efforts. Construction would require ground disturbance of an area about 17 ft long, 17 ft wide,
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and 4 ft deep for a poured concrete pad for the 160 ft self-supporting lattice tower. The tower site
is inside an existing fenced area. Power would be supplied by the adjacent first response/fire
station and/or IMOC.

This Proposed Action also includes installing six low profile antennas to support the Port Wide
Interoperable Communication Project. These antennas would be mounted in six locations in the
Port’s northwest corner (i.e., two parking garages and four terminal roofs [Appendix B]). Each
antenna would either be wall mounted or pole mounted extending three to seven feet beyond roof
height. The 1.0 ft diameter antennas and mounting brackets extend about 1.23 ft from the
mounting poles. See Appendix B for more detailed antenna specifications.

The antenna installations are not expected to notably impact environmental resources, due to the
antennas and mounting devices’ small size and minimal extension above existing roof structures.
The wall mount is the preferred type of installation; however this depends upon visibility of
adjacent antenna, roof height, and availability for mounting bracket on roof structure.
Construction is expected to take less than 60 days total.

3.3 Alternative Action

The Alternative Action is primarily to build two self-supporting lattice communication towers to
support the Port Wide Interoperable Communications Infrastructure Project. Tower 1 (south) site
is located on the southeast side of the Maritime Center at 445 Challenger Road in Cape
Canaveral (Appendix C); Tower 2 (north) site is located on the northwest side of the IMOC and
at the same location as described in the Proposed Action Alternative (Appendix A). The
Alternative Action would involve constructing a 160 ft self-supporting lattice tower at each of
the two sites to support communications system upgrades required for reliable transfer of
sensitive and classified voice, data, video, and multi-media communications throughout Port
Canaveral, and among its stakeholders (local to national levels), for daily operations,
emergencies, and disaster recovery efforts. Constructing each tower would require ground
disturbance of an area about 17 ft long by 17 ft wide by 4 ft deep.

The Alternative Action also includes installing six low profile antennas to support the Port Wide
Interoperable Communication Project. These antennas would be mounted in six locations in the
Port’s northwest corner (i.e., two parking garages and four terminal roofs [Appendix B]). Each
antenna would either be wall mounted or pole mounted extending three to seven feet beyond roof
height. The 1.0 ft diameter antennas and mounting brackets extend about 1.23 ft from the
mounting poles. Refer to Appendix B for detailed specifications of low profile antennas.

The antenna installations are not expected to notably impact environmental resources, due to the
antennas and small mounting devices’ small size and minimal extension above existing roof
structures. The wall mount is the preferred type of installation; however this depends upon
visibility of adjacent antenna, roof height and availability for mounting bracket on roof structure.
Construction is expected to take less than 60 days total.

Tower 1 was originally proposed to provide a primary microwave relay point on the Port’s south
side. However, this relay point is no longer needed since other microwave locations have been
established on the Port’s south side, which provides communications triangulation for
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communications system redundancy. The Alternative Action was therefore dismissed and was
not further considered since Tower 1 is not needed.

The Proposed Action was chosen over this Alternative Action since the Proposed Action only
includes the installation of one Tower 2 and six low profile antennas; thus reducing project
construction costs and long-term operations and maintenance costs.

4. Affected Environment and Potential Impacts

The Tower 2 project site is located on the northwest side of the IMOC and next to the first
response/fire station near the intersection of Samuel C Philips Parkway and Grouper Road
(Appendix A). This site is in a fenced enclosure on ground recently disturbed by construction of
the first response/fire station and IMOC. The nearest waterbody is the Banana River, on the
north side of Samuel C Philips Parkway. Tower 2 site vegetation cover is minimal, limited to
grasses, and would be maintained by mowing.

The following sections provide a description of environmental resources and potential direct,
indirect and cumulative impacts associated with those resources by the implementation of the No
Action and Proposed Action alternatives.

4.1. Physical Resources

This section describes the physical resources (i.e., geology, soils, and air) in the Port Canaveral
project sites, and in the surrounding project area, which may be affected by the project
alternatives.

4.1.1. Geology and Soils

The Proposed Action Tower 2 site soils are mostly Canaveral-Anclote soil complex, about 40%
Canaveral-Urban land complex, and less than 1% Quartzipsamments complex. The predominant
soil complex (Anclote Series) is described as very poorly drained sandy soil, nearly level, with
some undulating features (USDA and UF, 1974). No Prime or other important farmlands were
identified at the Tower 2 site (Appendix D; NRCS Soil Survey, January 13, 2010).

Under the Proposed Action, tower installation would have minor direct adverse effects on soils
associated with equipment disturbance, drilling or excavation of footings, and installing about 43
cubic yards of concrete pad at the Tower 2 site. However, ground disturbance activities would be
limited to the Tower 2 site and would occur on recently disturbed soils from the newly
constructed IMOC in 2011 and first response/fire station in summer/fall 2012.

No noteworthy direct, indirect, or cumulative impacts on physical resources would be expected
under the No Action alternative, as existing conditions would not change.

4.1.2. Air Quality

The Clean Air Act (CAA) of 1970 (42 U.S.C. § 7401 et seq.) is to reduce air pollution
nationwide. Per the CAA, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) developed primary and
secondary National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). The EPA classifies Air Quality
Regions (AQR) depending on whether the region meets, or exceeds the primary or secondary
NAAQS. The Florida Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) Division of Air Resource
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Management administers Florida’s air construction permitting program per the State
Implementation Plan (EPA approved in 1983). An air construction permit is required before
starting project construction unless the activity is exempt (Florida Administrative Code [FAC]
Chapter 62-4). Exempt activities include actions that do not change air quality conditions.

The Proposed Action would have normal minor, short-term adverse effects on air quality with
exhaust emissions from construction equipment and dust from grading. Construction equipment
would meet local, state, and federal air emission requirements; dust would be controlled as
needed by wetting work area surfaces. There would be no significant impacts on air quality from
long-term operations and maintenance.

No noteworthy direct, indirect, or cumulative impacts on air quality would be expected under the
No Action alternative, as existing conditions would not change.

4.2. Water Resources

This section describes the water resources in and around Port Canaveral that may be affected by
the project alternatives. Water resources include water quality, wetlands, and floodplains at and
around the Proposed Action Tower 2 site.

4.2.1. Water Quality

The Clean Water Act (CWA) of 1972 (33 U.S.C. § 1251 et seq.) is to restore and maintain the
chemical, physical, and biological integrity of “waters of the United States”. The National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) was established under the CWA, to regulate
wastewater and discharge from “point sources”. NPDES regulations require a permit for
construction sites that disturb more than one acre of land. The EPA authorized FL DEP to
implement the NPDES stormwater water permitting program in the state of Florida.

The nearest water feature to the Tower 2 site is about 470 ft south of the approximate mean high
water line of the Banana River, an estuarine waterway. Aerial photographs (Appendix A;
University of Florida Digital Collections, Flight 2C, 1943) show that part of the Tower 2 site was
formerly submerged land, subsequently filled. The Tower 2 site is at the former location of the
Sailors Choice Restaurant, which was demolished and rebuilt as the Inter-Agency Maritime
Operations Center (IMOC) in 2011. A first response/fire station was built in the summer/fall of
2012 next to the Tower 2 site. This first response/fire station was reviewed separately under an
existing FEMA Programmatic EA.

Indirect and/or cumulative effects on the Banana River could occur from runoff and
sedimentation entering the river via storm drains during Tower 2 construction. Use of Best
Management Practices (BMPs) (e.g., silt fence, hay bales, seeding, sodding, etc.) during and
after construction would greatly reduce these potential effects.

No noteworthy direct, indirect and/or cumulative effects on water quality would be anticipated
from the No Action alternative, as existing conditions would not change.
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4.2.2. Wetlands

The US Fish and Wildlife Service’s (USFWS) National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) map
(Appendix E) does not show any wetlands besides those waterbodies indicated in Section 4.2.1
above.

No noteworthy direct, indirect and/or cumulative effects on wetlands would be expected from
either the Proposed Action or No Action alternatives, since there are no wetland habitat at the
Proposed Action project site or surrounding area.

4.2.3. Floodplains

The FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (Appendix E; Panel 331 of 727) confirms the Tower 2
site is located in Zone X (unshaded). FEMA defines Zone X as an area determined to be outside
of the 500-year floodplain (FEMA 2012).

No direct and/or indirect effects on the floodplain are expected from the Proposed Action.
Constructing the concrete pads would involve about 43 cubic yards of concrete pad in Zone X at
the Tower 2 site. The small amount of filling, location of the Proposed Action site outside the
500-year floodplain, and the site’s high soil permeability suggest the Proposed Action would not
adversely affect site flood conditions or surrounding floodplains.

No noteworthy direct, indirect, or cumulative effects on floodplains are expected under the No
Action alternative, as existing conditions would not change.

4.3. Coastal Resources

Port Canaveral is located on Florida’s east coast, in Brevard County, north of Cape Canaveral,
and about nine miles north of Cocoa Beach, Florida (Appendix A). The Port is primarily
orientated in an east–west direction, extending from the Atlantic Ocean to the Banana River.
North of the Port are the Banana River, Cape Canaveral Air Force Station, and Merritt Island
National Wildlife Refuge. South of the Port is the City of Cape Canaveral. The harbor has three
turning basins, from east to west: the Trident Turning Basin, Middle Turning Basin, and West
Turning Basin. The basins are connected by a main channel, with east and west access channels,
which form the southern boundary of each basin. Within the main channel, a federally
maintained Barge Canal extends from the south side of the middle turning basin, through the
Banana River, across Merritt Island, and connects with the Intracoastal Waterway and the Indian
River (DC&A, 2007). Where the Barge Canal enters the Banana River, a 600-ft long Corps of
Engineers’ Lock (Canaveral Lock) separates the tidal harbor from the predominantly non-tidal
river (DC&A, 2007).

Minor cumulative effects from sedimentation and runoff into the Banana River could occur from
the Proposed Action Tower Site 2 construction without adequate BMPs; as well as from past and
present land clearing and development activities at the IMOC and first response/first station site.
Sedimentation and decreased water quality conditions could adversely affect seagrass beds and
foraging habitats for juvenile fish and other organisms that use the Banana River’s estuarine
habitat, if BMPs are not implemented during construction.
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No noteworthy direct, indirect and/or cumulative effects to coastal resources are anticipated
under the No Action Alternative, as existing conditions would not change.

4.3.1. Coastal Zone Management Act

The Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) of 1972 (16 USC Section 1451 et seq.) provides
assistance to states, in cooperation with federal and local agencies, for developing coastal zone
land and water use programs. FEMA-funded action in Cape Canaveral by FEMA is a direct
federal activity under CZMA Section 307 (15 CFR part 930, Subpart C), which requires federal
consistency review to determine if the activity is likely to affect water or natural resources in the
state’s coastal zone area. Thus, the federal action must be implemented in accordance with the
state’s federally approved Coastal Zone Management Program.

Florida’s Coastal Zone Management Program (FCMP) goal is to “promote the effective
protection and use of the land and water resources of the coastal zone” (FDEP 2012). In
accordance with CZMA and FCMP, the Florida Department of Environmental Protection
(FDEP) included a consistency review under the project review and issuance of Environmental
Resource Permit (ERP) Modification No. ERP-05-0299121-002-EM on October 20, 2011 for the
first response/fire station, which includes activities described under the Proposed Action
(Appendix F). FDEP’s permit issuance included a finding of consistency with FCMP and
CZMA.

4.4. Biological Resources

This section describes the biological resources in and around Port Canaveral that may be
impacted by the implementation of the project alternatives. Biological resources include federal
and state listed threatened and endangered species, federally designated critical habitat,
migratory birds, and other fish and wildlife.

4.4.1. Threatened and Endangered Species and Critical Habitat

The federal Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973 (7 U.S.C. § 136, 16 U.S.C. § 1531 et seq.),
the State of Florida Rules 39-27.004 and 39 27.005, and FAC Chapter 5C-4 (animals) and
Chapter 5B-40 FAC (plants) direct federal and state agencies to protect and conserve listed
threatened and endangered species (T&E) animals and plants. There are currently three federally
listed species that may occur in Port Canaveral: the eastern indigo snake (Drymarchon corais
couperi), Florida scrub jay (Aphelocoma coerulescens), and southeastern beach mouse
(Peromyscus polionotus niveiventris) (DC&A, 2006).

In 1976, Florida enacted its State ESA, administered by the Florida Fish and Wildlife
Conservation Commission per FS Chapter 68A-27. There is currently one state-listed species the
gopher tortoise (Gopherus polyphemus), not federally-listed, that may also occur in Port
Canaveral (DC&A, 2006).

FEMA initiated informal consultation with the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) on
December 19, 2011, requesting a “Finding of Not Likely to Adversely Affect”. USFWS
concurred with the determination (Appendix G), which fulfilled federal ESA requirements.
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Direct effects to transitory biological resources could occur from Proposed Action construction
activities. Impacts are anticipated to be minor as the Tower 2 project site is located in a
developed area of the Port where wildlife habitat is minimal. Furthermore, transitory wildlife can
avoid construction activities by using nearby, undisturbed lands.

The Proposed Action could have negligible to minor adverse cumulative effects on biological
resources on the Tower 2 site. Tower installation may reduce habitat use by biological resources,
due to obstructions from the concrete pad and self-supporting lattice communication tower. The
Florida scrub jay could be affected from flight path interference and obstruction. However, the
proposed tower location is not a unique habitat or landform, and does not differ significantly
from adjacent areas. Adjacent areas could replace any lost habitat used by biological resources.

No direct or indirect impacts on biological resources are anticipated under the No Action
alternative, as existing conditions would not change.

4.4.2. Migratory Birds

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 (16 USC 703-712; Chapter 128; July 13, 1918; 40
Statute 755) as amended, is a federal law that prohibits

“hunting, taking, capture, killing, possession, sale, purchase, shipment,
transportation, carriage, or export of any…bird, or any part, nest or egg"
(USFWS, 2012).

USFWS is responsible for migratory bird species under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. In 2007,
the bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) was delisted in Florida; however, this species is still
protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and may occur at and near the Port Canaveral
project sites. In addition, warblers and sparrows protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act
typically roost in forested areas along the coast and may occur within Port Canaveral (DC&A,
2006b).

No noteworthy direct, indirect and/or cumulative effects to the bald eagle are anticipated from
installing the 160 ft self-supporting lattice tower as no bald eagle sightings have been recorded at
Port Canaveral for 27 years (T. Foxhoven, pers. obs., 2012). The 160 ft self-supporting lattice
communication tower does not provide a major obstacle to potential migratory flight paths.
Furthermore, the Merritt Island National Wildlife Refuge provides migratory bird habitat, and
would be preferred habitat for the bald eagle as compared to the Project Area.

No noteworthy direct, indirect and/or cumulative effects to migratory birds would occur under
the No Action Alternative, as current conditions would not change.

4.4.3. Fish and Wildlife

The Tower 2 site is within a developed area of Port Canaveral. Vegetative communities near the
Tower 2 site include herbaceous and shrub rangeland. These communities usually contain
sedges, rushes, natal grasses, clovers, wire grass and switchgrass (DC&A, 2006b). Wildlife
reported within Port Canaveral includes raccoons (Procyon lotor), domesticated and feral cats
(Felis cattus), and common house mice (Mus musculus) (DC&A, 2006b).
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No noteworthy direct, indirect and/or cumulative effects are anticipated for fish and wildlife
under the Proposed Action as the Tower 2 project site is within a developed, fenced in area with
limited wildlife.

No direct, indirect and/or cumulative effects area anticipated for fish and wildlife under the No
Action alternative, as existing conditions would not change.

4.5. Cultural Resources

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966 (Public Law 89-665; 16
U.S.C. 470 et seq.) requires federal agencies to consider the effects of their actions (also called
“undertakings”) on historic properties, and to provide state historic preservation officers, tribal
historic preservation officers, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) as
needed, a reasonable opportunity to review and comment on these proposed actions. The next
sections below describe the cultural resources considered for this assessment.

4.5.1. Historic Properties

No historic properties listed in the National Register, or identified as eligible for listing in the
records of the Florida State Historic Preservation Office are located within the ½ mile visual area
of potential effect (APE) of the Proposed Action Alternative. See Appendix G, letters dated
November 22, 2010 from Florida Archeological Consulting, Inc. As a result of their distance
from the project site, Proposed Action activities would not impact historic properties, and are
therefore removed from further analysis.

NHPA Section 106 filing with the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) was sent on
December 2, 2010. The notification was sent to the Florida Division of Historical Resources,
State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO). A response from the FCC was delivered on
December 21, 2010. The FCC determined that there were no direct or visual effects on historic
properties within the visual APE (Appendix G).

No direct, indirect and/or cumulative effects would occur under the No Action Alternative as no
changes to the current conditions would occur.

4.5.2. American Indian/ Religious Sites

Three federally recognized Indian Tribes were identified that may attach religious and/or cultural
significance to historic properties located within the Proposed Action APE and Alternative
Action APE. NHPA Section 106 filing with the Miccosukee Trine of Indians of Florida, the
Seminole Nation of Oklahoma and the Seminole Tribe of Florida was sent on November 24,
2010. Only one reply was received. The Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida reviewed the
Section 106 filing and determined “that there is no cultural, historical, or religious side of the
Tribe” at the Project Site (Appendix G). As a result these resources were excluded for further
analysis.

No direct, indirect and/or cumulative effects on American Indian/Religious sites would occur
under the No Action alternative, as current conditions would not change.
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4.5.3. Incidental Discovery Requirements/Conditions

If any archeological artifacts or human remains are found during project activities, all work in
the affected area will immediately stop; CPA will notify FEMA, SHPO, and applicable Tribal
Historic Preservation Officers (THPOs) within 24 hours; and work in the affected area may
resume after all concerned parties have completed any additional actions required to fully
comply with NHPA Section 106 and any related requirements.

4.6. Socioeconomic Concerns

This section describes socioeconomic concerns the Proposed Action may impact. Socioeconomic
concerns include environmental justice, noise, traffic, public service and utilities, and public
health and safety.

4.6.1. Environmental Justice

Presidential Executive Order 12898 (Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in
Minority Populations and Low Income Populations) requires federal agencies to identify and
address disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects of their
programs and policies on minorities and low income populations. The Proposed Action (Tower
2) site is not in or near any low-income or minority areas. Thus, the Proposed Action would not
have any disproportionally high and adverse impacts on any minority or low income populations.

No direct, indirect and/or cumulative effects would occur under the No Action Alternative, as
current conditions would not change.

4.6.2. Noise

Project construction would generate typical construction noises from various sources including:
heavy equipment, compressors, construction personnel, and traffic. Construction equipment
would include, among others:

 Trucks

 Backhoe

 Air compressors

 Crane

 Grader

 Excavator

 Generators

The equipment above is designated as “no noise impact equipment” in Construction Noise
Handbook (USDOT 2006) Chapter 9. Thus, noise considerations were excluded for further
analysis. Noise levels associated with the Proposed Action would not have any noteworthy
direct, indirect or cumulative impact on port activities or biological resources.

No direct, indirect and/or cumulative impacts would occur under the No Action Alternative as
existing conditions would not change.
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4.6.3. Traffic

The Proposed Action Tower 2 site is located in a developed area, not along any major Port roads.
There are side access roads next to the site, and traffic flow and intensity on these roads is not
heavy. Impacts on traffic flow and intensity associated with Proposed Action construction would
be short-term (less than 60 days total).

No significant impacts on traffic conditions are anticipated from Proposed Action
implementation. Thus, traffic is excluded from further analysis.

No impacts on traffic would occur under the No Action alternative, as existing conditions would
not change.

4.6.4. Public Service and Utilities

Port Canaveral is the world’s third busiest passenger cruise port, and passenger cruises are the
Port’s primary income source (CPA 2010). A maintained channel divides the north and south
sides of the Port Canaveral, which is accessed by drawbridges. The north side supports a fuel
depot storage area and the cruise port. The south side supports cargo vessels, marinas, yachting,
marine support light industry, and the Cove area. The Cove is a recreational and tourist attraction
with restaurants, charter boats, and marina businesses.

There are no known communications utility structures on the Proposed Action Tower Site 2,
which is next to the newly constructed first response/fire station and IMOC. Both buildings were
engineered and built to provide electricity and communication conduits from the buildings to the
tower. Proposed Action Tower 2 would replace a primary microwave relay point atop the
CEMEX© Silo. This relay point provides network redundancy in case the Port’s fiber optic
backbone is compromised. The CEMEX© Silo is an aging structure, with limited accessibility
due to building code and life safety concerns. The Proposed Action would relocate the
microwave relay point to a safe and accessible structure. Additional microwaves would also be
placed on the tower for redundancy and increased capacity.

Currently, no impacts on public services or utilities are expected under the Proposed Action
Alternative.

No direct, indirect and/or cumulative effects are anticipated under the No Action alternative, as
current conditions would not change.

4.6.5. Public Health and Safety

The President’s Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations (§1508.27) require any
federal actions to address public health and safety. Port Canaveral operations include activities
associated with cruise ship terminals, petroleum storage facilities, cargo transit, recreation and
tourism, and adjacent military installations. The Proposed Action site is located in low transit
areas away from primary port operations. Furthermore, Proposed Action construction would be
short-term. No direct or indirect adverse impacts on public health and safety are expected from
the Proposed Action Alternative; thus, they are excluded from further analysis.

Moderate to major beneficial cumulative impacts on public health and safety could occur from
Proposed Action implementation. Port communication connectivity is essential to maintain safe
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and efficient operations, minimize threats enhancing emergency and disaster response and
recovery, and avoid errors that could significantly and adversely impact public health and safety.

The No Action alternative could have moderate adverse cumulative impacts on public health and
safety. The current Port communications system cannot support planned system upgrades
required to maintain safe port operations. Furthermore, without an upgraded communications
system, security threats may not be avoided efficiently and errors, which may lead to public
health and safety risks.

5. Agency Coordination, Public Involvement and Permits

The CPA coordinated with multiple agencies for input regarding the Project. Notifications for
each tower were made as separate inquiries (Appendix F and Appendix G). The following
agencies were contacted:

 FDEP issued ERP Modification No.: ERP-05-0299121-002-EM on October 20, 2011 for
the first response/fire station, which includes activities described under the Proposed
Action (Appendix F)

 NHPA Section 106 filing sent to FCC on December 2, 2010. Notification was sent to the
Florida Division of Historical Resources, State Historic Preservation Officer. No direct or
visual effects to historic properties within the Area of Potential Effects were determined
(Appendix G)

 The Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida, the Seminole Nation of Oklahoma and the
Seminole Tribe of Florida also reviewed the Section 106 filing with the FCC. A response
from the Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida was received. They determined “that
there is no cultural, historical, or religious side of the Tribe” at the Project location
(Appendix G)

 Letter sent to USFWS on December 19, 2011 requesting a “Finding of Not Likely to
Adversely Affect”. USFWS concurred with the determination, which fulfills federal ESA
requirements (Appendix G)

A Public Notice was published in the “Florida Today” newspaper on December 1, 2010
(Appendix H). The Public Notice invited comments from any interested party on the impact of
the construction of 160 ft self-supporting communication towers in Port Canaveral.

A Public Notice advertising the availability of this Draft EA for public review and comment will
be published in “Florida Today” on December 1, 2012 and December 5, 2012 (Appendix H).

This document can be viewed and downloaded from the following FEMA website
http://www.fema.gov/environmental-planning-and-historic-preservation-program/environmental-
documents-public-notices-2.
The FONSI, if issued, will also be available there.

This Draft EA will also available at the Cape Canaveral Public Library, 201 Polk Avenue, Cape
Canaveral, Florida.
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Public Comments are to be sent to Dr. William Straw, FEMA Regional Environmental Officer,
at < William.Straw@fema.dhs.gov > or at:

William Straw
Regional Environmental Officer
FEMA Region IV
3003 Chamblee Tucker Rd
Atlanta GA 30341-4112

If no significant, negative comments are received within 15 calendar days after date of the first
Public Notice, then this Draft EA will become the Proposed Action’s Final Environmental
Assessment.

6. Conclusions

This Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) evaluates the proposed installing of a
communication tower at Cape Canaveral, Florida. The Canaveral Port Authority (CPA) proposes
to construct one 160 foot tower in Port Canaveral to support a port wide communication system
that will allow transfer of critically sensitive and classified multi-media throughout the Port and
among its local regional, statewide, and national stakeholders.

Three alternatives were considered under this analysis: 1) No Action Alternative; 2) Proposed
Action Alternative; and 3) Alternate Action Alternative. Details of each are provided below.

 No Action

 Proposed Action – Install one communications tower (Tower 1) and six antennas

 Alternative Action – Install two communications towers (Tower 1 and Tower 2) and six
antennas

Implementing the Proposed Action alternative by installing one communication tower (Tower 2)
and six antennas is the CPA’s preferred alternative. The No Action Alternative is prescribed by
the Council on Environmental Quality regulations to serve as the baseline against which the
Proposed Action is analyzed. The Alternate Action Alternative (installation of Tower 1 and
Tower 2, and six antennas) was eliminated from further consideration as the need for the second
tower was evaluated and dismissed.

This Draft EA evaluates potential short and long-term beneficial and adverse effects on physical,
water, coastal, biological, cultural, and socioeconomic resources that occur near or adjacent to
the location of the Proposed Action Alternative (Tower 2) and No Action Alternative. For each
resource area, the predicted effects from the Proposed Action Alternative and No Action
Alternative are summarized in Appendix I.
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APPENDIX A

Photographs and Maps of Tower 2





 

 

PROJECT SITE 

TOWER #2 

PROJECT SITE 

TOWER #1 
 

Inter-Agency Maritime 
Operations Center (IMOC) 

 

Maritime Center 

CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY 
PROJECT:   PORT WIDE INTEROPERABLE COMMUNICATIONS INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT 
DESCRIPTION:  TOWER #1 AND TOWER #2 AERIAL VIEW 
PROPOSED LOCATION:        SOUTHWEST SIDE OF THE MARITIME CENTER – TOWER #1 
                                                     NORTHWEST SIDE OF IMOC – TOWER #2                                                     
 



 

TOWER 1 AREA LOCATION 

TOWER 2 AREA LOCATION 

Canaveral Port Authority – PSGP GRANT# 2010-PU-T0-K016  JI#1 
PROJECT:  PORT WIDE INTEROPERABLE COMMUNICATIONS INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT TOWER #1  
(South Tower) AND TOWER #2 (North Tower) 
LOCATION:  MARITIME CENTER, 8980 Columbia Road, Cape Canaveral, FL 32920 
 
 

ITEM #4 



 

Canaveral Port Authority – PSGP GRANT# 2010-PU-T0-K016  JI#1 
PROJECT:  PORT WIDE INTEROPERABLE COMMUNICATIONS INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT TOWER #1 
LOCATION:  MARITIME CENTER, 8980 Columbia Road, Cape Canaveral, FL 32920 
 
 

ITEM #4 



 

Canaveral Port Authority – PSGP GRANT# 2010-PU-T0-K016  JI#1 
PROJECT:  PORT WIDE INTEROPERABLE COMMUNICATIONS INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT TOWER #1 
LOCATION:  MARITIME CENTER, 8980 Columbia Road, Cape Canaveral, FL 32920 
 
 

ITEM #4 



 

 

 

COAST GUARD STATION 

 

SPACE HAB 

 

PROJECT SITE 
TOWER #2 

CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY 
INVESTMENT DESCRIPTION:    Port Wide Interoperable Communications Infrastructure Project – IJ# 1 TOWER #2  
GRANT PROGRAM/AWARD NUMBER:    PSGP / AWARD# 2010-PU-T0-K016 
DESCRIPTION:   AERIAL PHOTO – TOWER #2 next to the Inter-Agency Maritime Operations Center (IMOC) – still 
under construction. 
 
 

IMOC    



Tower 2 Site – November 2012 photo with arrow indicating proposed location of
self-supporting lattice communication tower between fire station and Inter-Agency
Maritime Operations Center.

Tower 2 Site – November 2012 photo with arrow indicating proposed location of
self-supporting lattice communication tower on unpaved ground.



      

 
                                                                                                                                                                   North View from Tower #2 

 
                                                                                                                                                                                                                 South View from Tower #2 
CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY 
PROJECT:  PORT WIDE INTEROPERABLE COMMUNICATIONS INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT – TOWER #2 
LOCATION:  INTER-AGENCY MARITIME OPERATIONS CENTER (IMOC), 9290 Grouper Road, Cape Canaveral, FL 32920 
PSGP AWARD# 2010-PU-T0-K016 



      

 
                                                                                                                                                                     West View from Tower #2 

 
                                                                                                                                                                                                                     East View from Tower #2 
CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY 
PROJECT:  PORT WIDE INTEROPERABLE COMMUNICATIONS INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT – TOWER #2 
LOCATION:  INTER-AGENCY MARITIME OPERATIONS CENTER (IMOC), 9290 Grouper Road, Cape Canaveral, FL 32920 
PSGP AWARD# 2010-PU-T0-K016 
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APPENDIX B

Detailed Specifications of Low Profile Antennas





 

VHLP1-23 
0.3 m | 1 ft ValuLine® High Performance Low Profile Antenna, single­polarized, 
21.200–23.600 GHz  

General Specif ications 
Antenna Type  VHLP ­ ValuLine® High Performance Low Profile Antenna, single­polarized 

Diameter, nominal  0.3 m | 1 ft 

Polarization  Single 

  

Electrical Specifications 
Beamwidth, Horizontal  3.0 ° 

Beamwidth, Vertical  3.0 ° 

Cross Polarization Discrimination (XPD)  30 dB 

Electrical Compliance  Brazil Anatel Class 2   |   Canada SRSP 321.8 Part B   |   ETSI 302 217 Class 
3   |   US FCC Part 101A 

Front­to­Back Ratio  62 dB 

Gain, Low Band  34.7 dBi 

Gain, Mid Band  35.3 dBi 

Gain, Top Band  35.9 dBi 

Operating Frequency Band  21.200 – 23.600 GHz 

Radiation Pattern Envelope Reference (RPE)  7014A 

Return Loss  17.7 dB 

VSWR  1.30 

  

Mechanical Specif ications 
Fine Azimuth Adjustment  ±15° 

Fine Elevation Adjustment  ±15° 

Mounting Pipe Diameter  50 mm–115 mm | 2.0 in–4.5 in 

Net Weight  7 kg   |   14 lb 

Side Struts, Included  0 

Side Struts, Optional  0 

Wind Velocity Operational  200 km/h   |   124 mph 

Wind Velocity Survival Rating  250 km/h   |   155 mph 

  

Wind Forces At Wind Veloci ty Survival  Rat ing 
Axial Force (FA)  445 N   |   100 lbf 

Side Force (FS)  221 N   |   50 lbf 

Twisting Moment (MT)  166 N•m 

Weight with 1/2 in (12 mm) Radial Ice  13 kg   |   28 lb 

Zcg with 1/2 in (12 mm) Radial Ice  50 mm   |   2 in 

Zcg without Ice  25 mm   |   1 in 

Product Specifications
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Antenna Dimens ions  And Moun t ing  In fo rmat ion  
  

  

  

*  Foo tno tes

Axial Force (FA)  Maximum forces exerted on a supporting structure as a result of wind from 
the most critical direction for this parameter. The individual maximums 
specified may not occur simultaneously. All forces are referenced to the 
mounting pipe. 

Cross Polarization Discrimination (XPD)  The difference between the peak of the co­polarized main beam and the 
maximum cross­polarized signal over an angle twice the 3 dB beamwidth of 
the co­polarized main beam. 

Front­to­Back Ratio  Denotes highest radiation relative to the main beam, at 180° ±40°, across 
the band. Production antennas do not exceed rated values by more than 2 
dB unless stated otherwise. 

Gain, Mid Band  For a given frequency band, gain is primarily a function of antenna size. The 
gain of Andrew antennas is determined by either gain by comparison or by 
computer integration of the measured antenna patterns. 

Operating Frequency Band  Bands correspond with CCIR recommendations or common allocations used 
throughout the world. Other ranges can be accommodated on special order. 

Radiation Pattern Envelope Reference (RPE)  Radiation patterns determine an antenna’s ability to discriminate against 
unwanted signals under conditions of radio congestion. Radiation patterns 
are dependent on antenna series, size, and frequency. 

Return Loss  The figure that indicates the proportion of radio waves incident upon the 
antenna that are rejected as a ratio of those that are accepted. 

Side Force (FS)  Maximum side force exerted on the mounting pipe as a result of wind from 
the most critical direction for this parameter. The individual maximums 
specified may not occur simultaneously. All forces are referenced to the 
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mounting pipe. 

Twisting Moment (MT)  Maximum forces exerted on a supporting structure as a result of wind from 
the most critical direction for this parameter. The individual maximums 
specified may not occur simultaneously. All forces are referenced to the 
mounting pipe. 

VSWR  Maximum; is the guaranteed Peak Voltage­Standing­Wave­Ratio within the 
operating band. 

Wind Velocity Operational  The wind speed where the antenna deflection is equal to or less than 0.1 
degrees. In the case of ValuLine antennas, it is defined as a maximum 
deflection of 0.3 x the 3 dB beam width of the antenna. 

Wind Velocity Survival Rating  The maximum wind speed the antenna, including mounts and radomes, 
where applicable, will withstand without permanent deformation. 
Realignment may be required. This wind speed is applicable to antenna with 
the specified amount of radial ice. 
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Sample photo of wall mounted antenna currently installed at Port Canaveral.

Sample photo of close-up of wall mounted antenna currently installed at Port Canaveral.
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APPENDIX C

Photographs and Maps of Tower 1





 

 

PROJECT SITE 

TOWER #2 

PROJECT SITE 

TOWER #1 
 

Inter-Agency Maritime 
Operations Center (IMOC) 

 

Maritime Center 

CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY 
PROJECT:   PORT WIDE INTEROPERABLE COMMUNICATIONS INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT 
DESCRIPTION:  TOWER #1 AND TOWER #2 AERIAL VIEW 
PROPOSED LOCATION:        SOUTHWEST SIDE OF THE MARITIME CENTER – TOWER #1 
                                                     NORTHWEST SIDE OF IMOC – TOWER #2                                                     
 



 

TOWER 1 AREA LOCATION 

TOWER 2 AREA LOCATION 

Canaveral Port Authority – PSGP GRANT# 2010-PU-T0-K016  JI#1 
PROJECT:  PORT WIDE INTEROPERABLE COMMUNICATIONS INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT TOWER #1  
(South Tower) AND TOWER #2 (North Tower) 
LOCATION:  MARITIME CENTER, 8980 Columbia Road, Cape Canaveral, FL 32920 
 
 

ITEM #4 



 

Canaveral Port Authority – PSGP GRANT# 2010-PU-T0-K016  JI#1 
PROJECT:  PORT WIDE INTEROPERABLE COMMUNICATIONS INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT TOWER #1 
LOCATION:  MARITIME CENTER, 8980 Columbia Road, Cape Canaveral, FL 32920 
 
 

ITEM #4 



 

Canaveral Port Authority – PSGP GRANT# 2010-PU-T0-K016  JI#1 
PROJECT:  PORT WIDE INTEROPERABLE COMMUNICATIONS INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT TOWER #1 
LOCATION:  MARITIME CENTER, 8980 Columbia Road, Cape Canaveral, FL 32920 
 
 

ITEM #4 



 

PROJECT SITE 
TOWER #1 
(South Tower) 

 

MARITIME 
CENTER 
 

 

FIRE STATION 
PORT CANAVERAL 
MARITIME ACADEMY 
 
 

 

RELIANT ENERGY & 
FUEL STORAGE 
 

 

FLORIDA POWER & 
LIGHT FUEL STORAGE 
 
 

 

FOREIGN 
TRADE ZONE 
GROUP 
 
 
 
 

 

RUNYAN & 
ROGERS INC. 
 

 

CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY – PSGP GRANT# 2010-PU-T0-K016 IJ#1 
PROJECT:   PORT WIDE INTEROPERABLE COMMUNICATIONS INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT 
DESCRIPTION:  AERIAL PHOTO - TOWER #1 (South Tower) 
PROPOSED LOCATION:        SOUTHEAST SIDE OF THE MARITIME CENTER – TOWER #1 
                                                     8980 Columbia Road, Cape Canaveral, FL 32920                                                    
 

EHP ITEM# 2 



 

CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY -  PSGP GRANT# 2010-PU-T0-K016  IJ#1 
PROJECT:   PORT WIDE INTEROPERABLE COMMUNICATIONS INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT 
DESCRIPTION:  GROUND LEVEL PHOTO - TOWER #1 (South Tower) 
PROPOSED LOCATION:        SOUTHEAST SIDE OF THE MARITIME CENTER – TOWER #1 
                                                     8980 Columbia Road, Cape Canaveral, FL 32920                                                    
 

Tower 1 (South Tower) 
Location 

EHP ITEM# 1 



 
                                                                                                                                                                   East View from Tower #1 

 
                                                                                                                                                                  West View from Tower #1 
CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY 
PROJECT:  PORT WIDE INTEROPERABLE COMMUNICATIONS INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT – TOWER #1 (South Tower) 
LOCATION:  MARITIME CENTER, 8980 Columbia Road, Cape Canaveral, FL 32920 
PSGP AWARD# 2010-PU-T0-K016 
 

ITEM #3 



 
                                                                                                                                                             North View from Tower #1   

 
                                                                                                                                                                                                        South View from Tower #1 
CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY 
PROJECT:  PORT WIDE INTEROPERABLE COMMUNICATIONS INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT 
LOCATION:  MARITIME CENTER, 8980 Columbia Road, Cape Canaveral, FL 32920 
PSGP AWARD# 2010-PU-T0-K016 

ITEM #3 



 
                                                                                                                                                               SOUTHWEST VIEW 

 
                                                                                                                                                                               EAST VIEW 
 

 

 

TOWER 1 
(South Tower) 

Location 

TOWER 1 
(South Tower) 

Location 

ITEM 
#11 

Canaveral Port Authority – PSGP GRANT# 2010-PU-T0-K016  JI#1 
PROJECT:  PORT WIDE INTEROPERABLE COMMUNICATIONS INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT TOWER #1  
(South Tower) AND TOWER #2 (North Tower) 
LOCATION:  MARITIME CENTER, 8980 Columbia Road, Cape Canaveral, FL 32920 
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APPENDIX D

Soils Maps
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Map Unit Legend

Brevard County, Florida (FL009)

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

9 Canaveral-Anclote complex, gently undulating 1.1 59.9%

10 Canaveral-Urban land complex 0.7 39.3%

52 Quartzipsamments, smoothed 0.0 0.8%

Totals for Area of Interest 1.8 100.0%

Soil Map–Brevard County, Florida Tower 2 (South Tower) Soil Map

Natural Resources
Conservation Service

Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey

1/3/2011
Page 3 of 3
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APPENDIX E

Wetland and Floodplain Maps



PSGP Award#
2010-PU-T0-K016

Sep 27, 2010

This map is for general reference only. The US Fish and Wildlife Service is not
responsible for the accuracy or currentness of the  base data shown on this map. All
wetlands related data should be used in accordance with the layer metadata found on
the Wetlands Mapper web site.

User Remarks:
IJ#1 - TOWER #2
Location:  9290 Grouper Road, Cape Canaveral, FL 32920 
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APPENDIX F

FDEP Permit – Consistency Determination with the

Coastal Zone Management Plan
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APPENDIX G

Consultation Letters



FACI Í Í Í Í      2665 N. Atlantic Ave,  No. 306

Daytona Beach, FL 32118

                               PH: 386-235-4557 

FLORIDA ARCHEOLOGICAL CONSULTING, INC. EMAIL: parker@facidaytona.com 
 

Attachments: 1859 plat map; 1943 aerial photograph of project area.

Carol Noble, P.E. November 22, 2010
Director, Environmental Plans and Programs
Canaveral Port Authority
PO Box 267
Cape Canaveral, FL 32920

Re: Section 106 assessment (FCC Form 620), Port Wide Interoperable Communications
Infrastructure Project: Tower 1.

Dear Ms. Noble:

As discussed, it is my recommendation that no archaeological survey is required within the APE
for direct effects of proposed telecommunications tower to be constructed at 445 Challenger
Road (Maritime Center), Cape Canaveral, Florida, 32920: Tower 1 of the Port Wide
Interoperable Communications Infrastructure Project. A review of pertinent maps and
documents, including the original 1859 plat map for Township 24 South, Range 37 East, aerial
photographs dating to 1943, and prior archaeological assessment reports for projects within the
vicinity of Port Canaveral, clearly indicate that the proposed tower site consists of spoil dredged
from the Banana River in the early 1960s. Although it is possible that prehistoric artifacts may
have been dredged and deposited during this filling-in of the Banana River, it is not possible that
an undisturbed National Register-eligible archaeological site would exist within the proposed
tower’s APE for direct effects (re Attachment 9c of the FCC Form 620 submission packet).

Moreover, in addressing Attachment 8 (Historic Properties Identified in the APE for Visual
Effects) of the FCC Form 620, Florida Master Site File records and National Register listings
indicate that no historic properties listed in the National Register, formally determined eligible
for listing by the Keeper of the National Register, or identified as eligible for listing in the
records of the Florida SHPO are within the one-half mile (800 m) visual APE of the proposed
160' telecommunications tower.

Therefore, it is my recommendation that the proposed undertaking will have no effect, directly or
indirectly, on historic properties (FCC Form 620, Attachment 10b). 

Sincerely,

Brian Parker, RPA
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Carol Noble

From: towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov
Sent: Friday, November 26, 2010 3:02 AM
To: Carol Noble
Cc: kim.pristello@fcc.gov; diane.dupert@fcc.gov
Subject: NOTICE OF ORGANIZATION(S) WHICH WERE SENT PROPOSED TOWER 

CONSTRUCTION NOTIFICATION INFORMATION - Email ID #2667468

 
Dear Sir or Madam: 
 
Thank you for using the Federal Communications Commission's (FCC) Tower Construction 
Notification System (TCNS). The purpose of this electronic mail message is to inform you that 
the following authorized persons were sent the information you provided through TCNS, which 
relates to your proposed antenna structure. The information was forwarded by the FCC to 
authorized TCNS users by electronic mail and/or regular mail (letter). 
 
Persons who have received the information that you provided include leaders or their 
designees of federally‐recognized American Indian Tribes, including Alaska Native Villages 
(collectively "Tribes"), Native Hawaiian Organizations (NHOs), and State Historic 
Preservation Officers (SHPOs). For your convenience in identifying the referenced Tribes and 
in making further contacts, the City and State of the Seat of Government for each Tribe and 
NHO, as well as the designated contact person, is included in the listing below. We note that 
Tribes may have Section 106 cultural interests in ancestral homelands or other locations that 
are far removed from their current Seat of Government.  Pursuant to the Commission's rules as 
set forth in the Nationwide Programmatic Agreement for Review of Effects on Historic 
Properties for Certain Undertakings Approved by the Federal Communications Commission (NPA), 
all Tribes and NHOs listed below must be afforded a reasonable opportunity to respond to this 
notification, consistent with the procedures set forth below, unless the proposed 
construction falls within an exclusion designated by the Tribe or NHO. (NPA, Section IV.F.4). 
 
The information you provided was forwarded to the following Tribes and NHOs who have set 
their geographic preferences on TCNS. If the information you provided relates to a proposed 
antenna structure in the State of Alaska, the following list also includes Tribes located in 
the State of Alaska that have not specified their geographic preferences.  For these Tribes 
and NHOs, if the Tribe or NHO does not respond within a reasonable time, you should make a 
reasonable effort at follow‐up contact, unless the Tribe or NHO has agreed to different 
procedures (NPA, Section IV.F.5). In the event such a Tribe or NHO does not respond to a 
follow‐up inquiry, or if a substantive or procedural disagreement arises between you and a 
Tribe or NHO, you must seek guidance from the Commission (NPA, Section IV.G).  These 
procedures are further set forth in the FCC's Declaratory Ruling released on October 6, 2005 
(FCC 05‐176). 
 
 
1. NAGPRA & Section 106 Representative Steve Terry ‐ Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida ‐ 
Miami, FL ‐ electronic mail and regular mail 
 
 
 
2. Archaeological Data Analyst Jennifer L Pietarila ‐ Seminole Tribe of Florida ‐ Clewiston, 
FL ‐ electronic mail 
Details: The Seminole Tribe of Florida Tribal Historic Preservation Office requests that all 
correspondence be conducted via email and email attachments. We also would like to request a 
Form 620/621 with attachments associated with cultural resources to be provided for every 
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cell tower submitted to us for review. Should you have any questions, please feel free to 
contact me at jenniferpietarila@semtribe.com or 863‐983‐6549 Ext. 12217. Thank you. 
 
 
 
3. Historic Preservation Officer Seminole Nation ‐ Seminole Nation of Oklahoma ‐ Wewoka, OK ‐ 
electronic mail 
Details: If the Applicant/tower builder receives no response from the Seminole Nation of 
Oklahoma within 30 days after notification through TCNS, the Seminole Nation of Oklahoma has 
no interest in participating in pre‐construction review for the site. The Applicant/tower 
builder, however, must IMMEDIATELY notify the Seminole Nation of Oklahoma in the event 
archaeological properties or human remains are discovered during construction, consistent 
with Section IX of the Nationwide Programmatic Agreement and applicable law. 
 
 
 
The information you provided was also forwarded to the additional Tribes and NHOs listed 
below. These Tribes and NHOs have NOT set their geographic preferences on TCNS, and therefore 
they are currently receiving tower notifications for the entire United States.  For these 
Tribes and NHOs, you are required to use reasonable and good faith efforts to determine if 
the Tribe or NHO may attach religious and cultural significance to historic properties that 
may be affected by its proposed undertaking. Such efforts may include, but are not limited 
to, seeking information from the relevant SHPO or THPO, Indian Tribes, state agencies, the 
U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs, or, where applicable, any federal agency with land holdings 
within the state (NPA, Section IV.B). If after such reasonable and good faith efforts, you 
determine that a Tribe or NHO may attach religious and cultural significance to historic 
properties in the area and the Tribe or NHO does not respond to TCNS notification within a 
reasonable time, you should make a reasonable effort to follow up, and must seek guidance 
from the Commission in the event of continued non‐response or in the event of a procedural or 
substantive disagreement. If you determine that the Tribe or NHO is unlikely to attach 
religious and cultural significance to historic properties within the area, you do not need 
to take further action unless the Tribe or NHO indicates an interest in the proposed 
construction or other evidence of potential interest comes to your attention. 
 
None 
 
The information you provided was also forwarded to the following SHPOs in the State in which 
you propose to construct and neighboring States.  The information was provided to these SHPOs 
as a courtesy for their information and planning.  You need make no effort at this time to 
follow up with any SHPO that does not respond to this notification.  Prior to construction, 
you must provide the SHPO of the State in which you propose to construct (or the Tribal 
Historic Preservation Officer, if the project will be located on certain Tribal lands), with 
a Submission Packet pursuant to Section VII.A of the NPA. 
 
 
4. SHPO Lee Warner ‐ Alabama Historical Commission ‐ Montgomery, AL ‐ electronic mail 
 
   
 
5. Deputy SHPO Elizabeth Ann Brown ‐ Alabama Historical Commission ‐ Montgomery, AL ‐ 
electronic mail 
 
   
 
6. Deputy SHPO Compliance Review Laura A Kammerer ‐ Div of Historical Resources, Dept of 
State ‐ Tallahassee, FL ‐ electronic mail 
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7. Historic Preservationist Samantha Earnest ‐ Florida Division of Historical Resources ‐ 
Tallahasse, FL ‐ electronic mail 
 
   
 
If you are proposing to construct a facility in the State of Alaska, you should contact 
Commission staff for guidance regarding your obligations in the event that Tribes do not 
respond to this notification within a reasonable time. 
 
Please be advised that the FCC cannot guarantee that the contact(s) listed above opened and 
reviewed an electronic or regular mail notification. The following information relating to 
the proposed tower was forwarded to the person(s) listed above: 
 
  Notification Received: 11/23/2010 
  Notification ID: 71185 
  Tower Owner Individual or Entity Name: CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY 
  Consultant Name:  
  P.O. Box: 267 
  Street Address: 445 CHALLENGER ROAD 
  City: CAPE CANAVERAL 
  State: FLORIDA 
  Zip Code: 32920 
  Phone: 321‐783‐7831 
  Email: CNOBLE@PORTCANAVERAL.COM 
 
  Structure Type: UTOWER ‐ Unguyed ‐ Free Standing Tower 
  Latitude: 28 deg 24 min 12.8 sec N 
  Longitude: 80 deg 36 min 50.0 sec W 
  Location Description: 8980 COLUMBIA ROAD 
  City: CAPE CANAVERAL 
  State: FLORIDA 
  County: BREVARD 
  Ground Elevation: 3.7 meters 
  Support Structure: 48.8 meters above ground level 
  Overall Structure: 48.8 meters above ground level 
  Overall Height AMSL: 52.5 meters above mean sea level 
 
If you have any questions or comments regarding this notice, please contact the FCC using the 
electronic mail form located on the FCC's website at: 
 
http://wireless.fcc.gov/outreach/notification/contact‐fcc.html. 
 
You may also call the FCC Support Center at (877) 480‐3201 (TTY 717‐338‐2824).  Hours are 
from 8 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. Eastern Time, Monday through Friday (except Federal holidays).  To 
provide quality service and ensure security, all telephone calls are recorded. 
 
Thank you, 
Federal Communications Commission 
 
 
  
Under Florida Statute 668.6076, electronic mail addresses are public records. If you do not 
want your electronic mail address released in response to a public records request as 
provided in Florida Statute 119, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact 
this office by telephone or in writing. 
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This electronic mail contains information which may be privileged, confidential, or otherwise 
protected from disclosure. It is intended only for the individual(s) named. If you are not an 
addressee; any disclosure, copy, distribution, or use of the contents of this electronic mail 
is prohibited. If you have received this electronic mail in error, please notify the sender 
by reply electronic mail or at the telephone number listed above and destroy the original 
message and all copies.Rev.100507a 
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respect to historic preservation review under the Commission's rules. Failure to receive automated notifications gener
responsibilities and/or justify failure to meet deadlines.

This notification is NOT an actual submission for Antenna Structure Registration. Tower Structures that require antenn
Part 17 must complete FCC Form 854 after FAA clearance is obtained. 

 

Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554

Phone: 1-877-480-3201
TTY: 1-717-338-2824
Submit Help Request

Page 1 of 1Section 106 - Filing Confirmation

12/1/2010https://wireless2.fcc.gov/sec106/index.htm?module=de&step=FC&sec=1&fn=620&app_id...



FCC Form FCC Wireless Telecommunications Bureau Approved by OMB 
3060 – 1039 

Notification Date:   See instructions for 

File Number:  public burden estimates 

General Information 
1) (Select only one)  (          )

NE – New UA – Update of Application WD – Withdrawal of Application 

2) If this application is for an Update or Withdrawal, enter the file number of the pending application 
currently on file. File Number: 

Applicant Information 

3) FCC Registration Number (FRN): 

4) Name: 

Contact Name 

5) First Name: 6) MI: 7) Last Name: 8) Suffix: 

9) Title: 

Contact Information 

10) P.O. Box: And 
/Or 11) Street Address: 

12) City: 13) State: 14) Zip Code: 

15) Telephone Number: 16) Fax Number: 

17) E-mail Address: 

Consultant Information 

18) FCC Registration Number (FRN): 

19) Name: 

Principal Investigator 

20) First Name: 21) MI:  22) Last Name: 23) Suffix:  

24) Title: 

Principal Investigator Contact Information 

25) P.O. Box: And 
/Or 26) Street Address: 

27) City: 28) State: 29) Zip Code: 

30) Telephone Number: 31) Fax Number: 

32) E-mail Address: 

CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY

0001801026

CAROL NOBLE PE

DIRECTOR OF ENVIRONMENTAL PLANS AND PROG

267 445 CHALLENGER ROAD

CAPE CANAVERAL FL 32920

(321)783-7831 (321)783-1063

0020356648

FLORIDA ARCHEOLOGICAL CONSULTING, INC.

CNOBLE@PORTCANAVERAL.COM

BRIAN PARKER RPAT

PRESIDENT

2665 N ATLANTIC AVE, NO. 306

DAYTONA BEACH FL 32118

(386)235-4557

PARKER@FACIDAYTONA.COM

1 of 13
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Professional Qualification 

33) Does the Principal Investigator satisfy the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards?   (      ) Yes (      ) No

34) Areas of Professional Qualification: 

(        )  Archaeologist 

(        )  Architectural Historian 

(        )  Historian 

(        )  Architect 

(        )  Other (Specify) __________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Additional Staff 

35) Are there other staff involved who meet the Professional Qualification Standards of the Secretary of the Interior?   (      ) Yes (      ) No

If “YES,” complete the following:

X

X

X

  36) First Name:                                                                37) MI:             38)  Last Name:                                                            39) Suffix:

   40) Title:

   41) Areas of Professional Qualification:

   (        )  Archaeologist

   (        )  Architectural Historian

   (        )  Historian

   (        )  Architect

   (        )  Other (Specify) ____________________________________________________________________________________________

2 of 13  FCC Form 620
September 2008



Site Information 
Tower Construction Notification System 

1) TCNS Notification Number: 

Site Information 

2) Site Name: 

3) Site Address: 

4) City: 5) State: 6) Zip Code: 

7) County/Borough/Parish: 

8) Nearest Crossroads: 

9) NAD 83 Latitude (DD-MM-SS.S): (        ) N or (        ) S

10) NAD 83 Longitude (DD-MM-SS.S): (        ) E or (        ) W

Tower Information 

11) Tower height above ground level (include top-mounted attachments such as lightning rods):  ___________________  (        ) Feet  (        ) Meters 

12) Tower Type (Select One): 

(        )  Guyed lattice tower 

(        )  Self-supporting lattice 

(        )  Monopole 

(        )  Other (Describe):

Project Status 

13) Current Project Status (Select One): 

(        )  Construction has not yet commenced 

(        )  Construction has commenced, but is not completed Construction commenced on:  _______________ 

(        )  Construction has been completed Construction commenced on:  _______________ 

 Construction completed on:     _______________ 

71185

PORT CANAVERAL IMOC TOWER 1 (SOUTH)

8980 COLUMBIA ROAD 

CAPE CANAVERAL FL

BREVARD

32920

28-24-12.8

080-36-50.0

X

X

48.8 X

�

3 of 13
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Determination of Effect 

14) Direct Effects (Select One): 

(        )  No Historic Properties in Area of Potential Effects (APE) 

(        )  No Effect on Historic Properties in APE 

(        )  No Adverse Effect on Historic Properties in APE 

(        )  Adverse Effect on one or more Historic Properties in APE 

15) Visual Effects (Select One): 

(        )  No Historic Properties in Area of Potential Effects (APE) 

(        )  No Effect on Historic Properties in APE 

(        )  No Adverse Effect on Historic Properties in APE 

(        )  Adverse Effect on one or more Historic Properties in APE 

4 of 13

X

X

FCC Form 620
September 2008



                                                                           Tribal/NHO Involvement 

1) Have Indian Tribes or Native Hawaiian Organizations (NHOs) been identified that may attach religious and cultural 
significance to historic properties which may be affected by the undertaking within the APEs for direct and visual 
effects?

  (        ) Yes  (        ) No

2a) Tribes/NHOs contacted through TCNS Notification Number: ___________________ Number of Tribes/NHOs: _________________ 

2b) Tribes/NHOs contacted through an alternate system:                                                          Number of Tribes/NHOs: _________________ 

71185 3

X

0

Tribe/NHO Contacted Through TCNS  

3) Tribe/NHO FRN: 

4) Tribe/NHO Name: 

Contact Name 

5) First Name: 6) MI: 7) Last Name: 8) Suffix: 

9) Title: 

Dates & Response 

10) Date Contacted  ______________ 11) Date Replied  _______________ 

(        )  No Reply 

(        )  Replied/No Interest 

(        )  Replied/Have Interest 

(        )  Replied/Other

Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida

11/24/2010

X

Steve Terry

NAGPRA & Section 106 Representative

Tribe/NHO Contacted Through TCNS  

3) Tribe/NHO FRN: 

4) Tribe/NHO Name: 

Contact Name 

5) First Name: 6) MI: 7) Last Name: 8) Suffix: 

9) Title: 

Dates & Response 

10) Date Contacted  ______________ 11) Date Replied  _______________ 

(        )  No Reply 

(        )  Replied/No Interest 

(        )  Replied/Have Interest 

(        )  Replied/Other

Seminole Nation of Oklahoma

11/24/2010

X

Seminole Nation

Historic Preservation Officer

5 of 13 FCC Form 620
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                                                                           Tribal/NHO Involvement 

1) Have Indian Tribes or Native Hawaiian Organizations (NHOs) been identified that may attach religious and cultural 
significance to historic properties which may be affected by the undertaking within the APEs for direct and visual 
effects?

  (        ) Yes  (        ) No

2a) Tribes/NHOs contacted through TCNS Notification Number: ___________________ Number of Tribes/NHOs: _________________ 

2b) Tribes/NHOs contacted through an alternate system:                                                          Number of Tribes/NHOs: _________________ 

71185 3

X

0

Tribe/NHO Contacted Through TCNS  

3) Tribe/NHO FRN: 

4) Tribe/NHO Name: 

Contact Name 

5) First Name: 6) MI: 7) Last Name: 8) Suffix: 

9) Title: 

Dates & Response 

10) Date Contacted  ______________ 11) Date Replied  _______________ 

(        )  No Reply 

(        )  Replied/No Interest 

(        )  Replied/Have Interest 

(        )  Replied/Other

Seminole Tribe of Florida

11/24/2010

X

Jennifer PietarilaL

Archaeological Data Analyst

6 of 13 FCC Form 620
September 2008



Other Tribes/NHOs Contacted 

Tribe/NHO Information 

1) FCC Registration Number (FRN): 

2) Name: 

Contact Name 

3) First Name: 4) MI: 5) Last Name: 6) Suffix: 

7) Title: 

Contact Information 

8) P.O. Box: And 
/Or 9) Street Address: 

10) City: 11) State: 12) Zip Code: 

13) Telephone Number: 14) Fax Number: 

15) E-mail Address: 

16) Preferred means of communication: 

(        ) E-mail 

(        ) Letter 

(        ) Both 

Dates & Response 

17) Date Contacted  _______________ 18) Date Replied  _______________ 

(        )  No Reply 

(        )  Replied/No Interest 

(        )  Replied/Have Interest 

(        )  Replied/Other

7 of 13 FCC Form 620
September 2008



Historic Properties 
Properties Identified 

1) Have any historic properties been identified within the APEs for direct and visual effect?   (        ) Yes  (        ) No

2) Has the identification process located archaeological materials that would be directly affected, or sites that are of 
cultural or religious significance to Tribes/NHOs?   (        ) Yes  (        ) No

3) Are there more than 10 historic properties within the APEs for direct and visual effect? 
 If “Yes”, you are required to attach a Cultural Resources Report in lieu of adding the Historic Property below.   (        ) Yes  (        ) No

Historic Property 

4) Property Name: 

5) SHPO Site Number: 

Property Address 

6) Street Address: 

7) City: 8) State: 9) Zip Code: 

10) County/Borough/Parish: 

Status & Eligibility 

11) Is this property listed on the National Register? 

Source:  _______________________________________________________________________________________ 
  (        ) Yes  (        ) No

12) Is this property eligible for listing on the National Register? 

Source:  _______________________________________________________________________________________ 
  (        ) Yes  (        ) No

13) Is this property a National Historic Landmark?   (        ) Yes  (        ) No

14) Direct Effects (Select One): 

(        )  No Effect on this Historic Property in APE  

(        )  No Adverse Effect on this Historic Property in APE  

(        )  Adverse Effect on this Historic Property in APE  

15) Visual Effects (Select One): 

(        )  No Effect on this Historic Property in APE  

(        )  No Adverse Effect on this Historic Property in APE  

(        )  Adverse Effect on this Historic Property in APE  

X

X

X

8 of 13 FCC Form 620
September 2008



Local Government Involvement 

Local Government Agency 

1) FCC Registration Number (FRN): 

2) Name: 

Contact Name 

3) First Name: 4) MI: 5) Last Name: 6) Suffix: 

7) Title: 

Contact Information 

8) P.O. Box: And 
/Or 9) Street Address: 

10) City: 11) State: 12) Zip Code: 

13) Telephone Number: 14) Fax Number: 

15) E-mail Address: 

16) Preferred means of communication: 

(        ) E-mail 

(        ) Letter 

(        ) Both 

Dates & Response 

17) Date Contacted  _______________ 18) Date Replied  _______________ 

(        )  No Reply 

(        )  Replied/No Interest 

(        )  Replied/Have Interest 

(        )  Replied/Other

Additional Information 

19) Information on local government’s role or interest (optional): 

CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY

CAROL NOBLE PE

DIRECTOR OF ENVIRONMENTAL PLANS AND PROG

267 445 CHALLENGER ROAD

CAPE CANAVERAL FL 32920

(321)783-7831 (321)783-1063

CNOBLE@PORTCANAVERAL.COM

X

11/23/2010

X

PORT CANAVERAL, THE APPLICANT, IS THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT.

9 of 13 FCC Form 620
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Local Government Involvement 

Local Government Agency 

1) FCC Registration Number (FRN): 

2) Name: 

Contact Name 

3) First Name: 4) MI: 5) Last Name: 6) Suffix: 

7) Title: 

Contact Information 

8) P.O. Box: And 
/Or 9) Street Address: 

10) City: 11) State: 12) Zip Code: 

13) Telephone Number: 14) Fax Number: 

15) E-mail Address: 

16) Preferred means of communication: 

(        ) E-mail 

(        ) Letter 

(        ) Both 

Dates & Response 

17) Date Contacted  _______________ 18) Date Replied  _______________ 

(        )  No Reply 

(        )  Replied/No Interest 

(        )  Replied/Have Interest 

(        )  Replied/Other

Additional Information 

19) Information on local government’s role or interest (optional): 

CITY OF CAPE CANAVERAL

ANGELA M APPERSON CMC

ITY CLERK/HUMAN RESOURCES AND RISK MANAG

326

CAPE CANAVERAL FL 32920

(321)868-1220 (321)868-1248

A.Apperson@cityofcapecanaveral.org

X

11/24/2010

X

TOWER APE PARTIALLY FALLS IN CITY OF CAPE CANAVERAL BOUNDARY.

10 of 13 FCC Form 620
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Other Consulting Parties 
Other Consulting Parties Contacted 

1) Has any other agency been contacted and invited to become a consulting party?   (        ) Yes  (        ) No

Consulting Party 

2) FCC Registration Number (FRN): 

3) Name: 

Contact Name 

4) First Name: 5) MI: 6) Last Name: 7) Suffix: 

8) Title: 

Contact Information 

9) P.O. Box: And 
/Or 10) Street Address: 

11) City: 12) State: 13) Zip Code: 

14) Telephone Number: 15) Fax Number: 

16) E-mail Address: 

17) Preferred means of communication: 

(        ) E-mail 

(        ) Letter 

(        ) Both 

Dates & Response 

18) Date Contacted  _______________ 19) Date Replied  _______________ 

(        )  No Reply 

(        )  Replied/No Interest 

(        )  Replied/Have Interest 

(        )  Replied/Other

Additional Information 

20) Information on other consulting parties’ role or interest (optional): 

X

11 of 13 FCC Form 620
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Designation of SHPO/THPO 

1) Designate the Lead State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) or Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THPO) based on the location of the tower.  

SHPO/THPO

Name:  ___________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

2) You may also designate up to three additional SHPOs/THPOs if the APEs include multiple states.   If the APEs include other countries, enter the name of 
the National Historic Preservation Agency and any state and provincial Historic Preservation Agency.

SHPO/THPO Name:  ________________________________________________________________________________________________  

SHPO/THPO Name:  ________________________________________________________________________________________________  

SHPO/THPO Name:  ________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Certification

I certify that all representations on this FCC Form 620 Submission Packet and the accompanying attachments are true, correct, and complete. 

Party Authorized to Sign 

First Name: MI: Last Name: Suffix: 

Signature: Date:
  _______________ 

FAILURE TO SIGN THIS APPLICATION MAY RESULT IN DISMISSAL OF THE APPLICATION AND FORFEITURE OF ANY FEES PAID.

WILLFUL FALSE STATEMENTS MADE ON THIS FORM OR ANY ATTACHMENTS ARE PUNISHABLE BY FINE AND/OR IMPRISONMENT (U.S. 
Code, Title 18, Section 1001) AND/OR REVOCATION OF ANY STATION LICENSE OR CONSTRUCTION PERMIT (U.S. Code, Title 47, Section 
312(a)(1)), AND/OR FORFEITURE (U.S. Code, Title 47, Section 503).

12 of 13 FCC Form 620
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Attachments :

Type Description Date Entered

 Resumes/Vitae FACI BRIAN PARKER CV  11/23/2010

 Historic Properties for Visual Effects FACI NO EFFECT TO HISTORICAL 
PROPERTIES LETTER

 11/24/2010

 Photographs EAST AND WEST PHOTOS  11/24/2010

 Photographs NORTH AND SOUTH PHOTOS  11/24/2010

 Additional Site Information TOWER STRUCTURE PLAN  11/24/2010

 Additional Site Information AERIAL PLAN  11/24/2010

 Additional Site Information FLOOD MAP  11/24/2010

 Additional Site Information (NO) WETLAND MAP  11/24/2010

 Maps AERIAL  11/24/2010

 Historic Properties for Visual Effects 1859 PLAT  11/24/2010

 Area of Potential Effects USGS WITH 1/2 MI APE  11/24/2010

 Local Government Involvement CAPE CANAVERAL EMAIL NOTIFICATION  11/24/2010

 Public Involvement Legal Notice  12/01/2010

 Tribal/NHO Involvement Notice of Organizations  12/01/2010

 Historic Properties for Direct Effects 1943 Aerial  12/01/2010

FCC Form 620
September 2008
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From: Carol Noble
To: Connie Rosado
Cc: Jon Brazee; Troy Goslin
Subject: FW: Section 106 Notification of SHPO/THPO Concurrence- Email ID #109556
Date: Tuesday, December 21, 2010 12:29:25 PM
Importance: High

 ####}

 
From: towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov [mailto:towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2010 12:30 PM
To: Carol Noble
Subject: Section 106 Notification of SHPO/THPO Concurrence- Email ID #109556
 
This is to notify you that the Lead SHPO/THPO has concurred with the following filing: 
Date of Action: 12/21/2010
Direct Effect: No Historic Properties in Area of Potential Effects (APE)
Visual Effect: No Historic Properties in Area of Potential Effects (APE)
Comment Text: None 

File Number: 0004516366 
Purpose: New Tower Submission Packet
Notification Date: 7AM EST 12/02/2010
Applicant: CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY
Consultant: FLORIDA ARCHEOLOGICAL CONSULTING, INC.
Site Name: PORT CANAVERAL IMOC TOWER 1 (SOUTH)
Site Address: 8980 COLUMBIA ROAD
Site Coordinates: 28-24-12.8 N, 80-36-50.0 W 
City: CAPE CANAVERAL 
County: BREVARD 
State:FL
Lead SHPO/THPO: Florida Division of Historical Resources 

NOTICE OF FRAUDULENT USE OF SYSTEM, ABUSE OF PASSWORD AND
RELATED MISUSE 
Use of the Section 106 system is intended to facilitate consultation under Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act and may contain information that is confidential,
privileged or otherwise protected from disclosure under applicable laws. Any person having
access to Section 106 information shall use it only for its intended purpose. Appropriate
action will be taken with respect to any misuse of the system.
 
Under Florida Statute 668.6076, electronic mail  addresses are public  records.   If  you do not want  your electronic mail  address
released in response to a public  records request as provided in Florida Statute 119, do not send electronic mail  to this entity.  Instead,
contact this office by telephone or in writing.

 
This electronic mail  contains information which may be privileged, confidential, or otherwise protected from disclosure.  It  is  intended
only for the individual(s) named.  If  you are not an addressee; any disclosure, copy, distribution,  or use of the contents of this
electronic mail is prohibited.  If you have received this electronic mail in error, please notify the sender by reply electronic mail or at the
telephone number listed above and destroy the original message and all copies. 
 

mailto:/O=PORTCANAVERAL/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=CNOBLE
mailto:crosado@portcanaveral.com
mailto:jbrazee@portcanaveral.com
mailto:tgoslin@portcanaveral.com


1

Hague, Erin

From: Carol Noble <cnoble@portcanaveral.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2010 12:31 PM

To: Connie Rosado

Cc: Jon Brazee; Troy Goslin

Subject: FW: Section 106 Notification of SHPO/THPO Concurrence- Email ID #109559

Importance: High

From: towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov [mailto:towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2010 12:30 PM
To: Carol Noble
Subject: Section 106 Notification of SHPO/THPO Concurrence- Email ID #109559

This is to notify you that the Lead SHPO/THPO has concurred with the following filing:
Date of Action: 12/21/2010
Direct Effect: No Historic Properties in Area of Potential Effects (APE)
Visual Effect: No Historic Properties in Area of Potential Effects (APE)
Comment Text: None

File Number: 0004516366
Purpose: New Tower Submission Packet
Notification Date: 7AM EST 12/02/2010
Applicant: CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY
Consultant: FLORIDA ARCHEOLOGICAL CONSULTING, INC.
Site Name: PORT CANAVERAL IMOC TOWER 1 (SOUTH)
Site Address: 8980 COLUMBIA ROAD
Site Coordinates: 28-24-12.8 N, 80-36-50.0 W
City: CAPE CANAVERAL
County: BREVARD
State:FL
Lead SHPO/THPO: Florida Division of Historical Resources

NOTICE OF FRAUDULENT USE OF SYSTEM, ABUSE OF PASSWORD AND RELATED MISUSE
Use of the Section 106 system is intended to facilitate consultation under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act and may contain information that is confidential, privileged or otherwise protected from
disclosure under applicable laws. Any person having access to Section 106 information shall use it only for its
intended purpose. Appropriate action will be taken with respect to any misuse of the system.

Under Florida Statute 668.6076, electronic mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your electronic mail address released in response to a public
records request as provided in Florida Statute 119, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by telephone or in writing.

This electronic mail contains information which may be privileged, confidential, or otherwise protected from disclosure. It is intended only for the individual(s)
named. If you are not an addressee; any disclosure, copy, distribution, or use of the contents of this electronic mail is prohibited. If you have received this
electronic mail in error, please notify the sender by reply electronic mail or at the telephone number listed above and destroy the original message and all
copies.Rev.100507a



From: Carol Noble
To: Connie Rosado
Subject: FW: Reply to Proposed Tower Structure (Notification ID: 71185) - Email ID #2679679
Date: Wednesday, December 08, 2010 9:47:54 AM
 
 
-----Original Message-----

From: towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov [mailto:towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, December 08, 2010 9:08 AM
To: Carol Noble
Cc: tcns.fccarchive@fcc.gov; stevet@miccosukeetribe.com
Subject: Reply to Proposed Tower Structure (Notification ID: 71185) - Email ID #2679679

Dear ,

Thank you for using the Federal Communications Commission's (FCC) Tower Construction Notification
System (TCNS).  The purpose of this email is to inform you that an authorized user of the TCNS has
replied to a proposed tower construction notification that you had submitted through the TCNS.

The following message has been sent to you from NAGPRA & Section 106 Representative Steve Terry of
the Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida in reference to Notification ID #71185:

The Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida has reviewed this notification and attachments.  After
consultation with Mr. Fred Dayhoff, NAGPRA & Section 106 Representative,  and careful review of the
documentation provided, the Tribe determined that there is no cultural, historical, or religious site of the
Tribe at this location.  This determination was based on the documentation provided by Canaveral Port
Authority.

Thank you for consulting with us.  Please call (305) 223-8380, Ext. 2244, if you require further
information.

Steve Terry
NAGPRA & Section 106 Coordinator for
Fred Dayhoff
NAGPRA & Section 106 Representative
Miccosukee Tribe
P.O. Box 440021
Miami, FL 33144
SteveT@miccosukeetribe.com

For your convenience, the information you submitted for this notification is detailed below.

  Notification Received: 11/23/2010
  Notification ID: 71185
  Tower Owner Individual or Entity Name: CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY  
  Consultant Name:  
  P.O. Box: 267  
  Street Address: 445 CHALLENGER ROAD  
  City: CAPE CANAVERAL  
  State: FLORIDA  Zip Code: 32920  
  Phone: 321-783-7831  Email: CNOBLE@PORTCANAVERAL.COM 

mailto:/O=PORTCANAVERAL/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=CNOBLE
mailto:crosado@portcanaveral.com
http://www.portcanaveral.org/
mailto:towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov


  Structure Type: UTOWER - Unguyed - Free Standing Tower
  Latitude: 28 deg 24 min 12.8 sec N
  Longitude: 80 deg 36 min 50.0 sec W
  Location Description: 8980 COLUMBIA ROAD
  City: CAPE CANAVERAL
  State: FLORIDA
  County: BREVARD
  Ground Elevation: 3.7 meters
  Support Structure: 48.8 meters above ground level
  Overall Structure: 48.8 meters above ground level
  Overall Height AMSL: 52.5 meters above mean sea level

Under Florida Statute 668.6076, electronic mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your
electronic mail address released in response to a public records request as provided in Florida Statute
119, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by telephone or in writing.

This electronic mail contains information which may be privileged, confidential, or otherwise protected
from disclosure. It is intended only for the individual(s) named. If you are not an addressee; any
disclosure, copy, distribution, or use of the contents of this electronic mail is prohibited. If you have
received this electronic mail in error, please notify the sender by reply electronic mail or at the
telephone number listed above and destroy the original message and all copies.Rev.100507a



Reply to Proposed Tower Structure (Notification ID 71185) - Email ID #2679679
From: towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov
Sent: Wednesday, December 08, 2010 9:08 AM
To: Carol Noble
Cc: tcns.fccarchive@fcc.gov; stevet@miccosukeetribe.com
Subject: Reply to Proposed Tower Structure (Notification ID: 71185) - Email
ID
#2679679

Dear ,

Thank you for using the Federal Communications Commission's (FCC) Tower
Construction Notification System (TCNS). The purpose of this email is to
inform you that an authorized user of the TCNS has replied to a proposed tower
construction notification that you had submitted through the TCNS.

The following message has been sent to you from NAGPRA & Section 106
Representative Steve Terry of the Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida in
reference to Notification ID #71185:

The Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida has reviewed this notification and
attachments. After consultation with Mr. Fred Dayhoff, NAGPRA & Section 106
Representative, and careful review of the documentation provided, the Tribe
determined that there is no cultural, historical, or religious site of the
Tribe at this location. This determination was based on the documentation
provided by Canaveral Port Authority.

Thank you for consulting with us. Please call (305) 223-8380, Ext. 2244, if
you require further information.

Steve Terry
NAGPRA & Section 106 Coordinator for
Fred Dayhoff
NAGPRA & Section 106 Representative
Miccosukee Tribe
P.O. Box 440021
Miami, FL 33144
SteveT@miccosukeetribe.com

For your convenience, the information you submitted for this notification is
detailed below.

Notification Received: 11/23/2010
Notification ID: 71185
Tower Owner Individual or Entity Name: CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY
Consultant Name:
P.O. Box: 267
Street Address: 445 CHALLENGER ROAD
City: CAPE CANAVERAL
State: FLORIDA
Zip Code: 32920
Phone: 321-783-7831
Email: CNOBLE@PORTCANAVERAL.COM

Structure Type: UTOWER - Unguyed - Free Standing Tower
Latitude: 28 deg 24 min 12.8 sec N
Longitude: 80 deg 36 min 50.0 sec W
Location Description: 8980 COLUMBIA ROAD
City: CAPE CANAVERAL
State: FLORIDA
County: BREVARD
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Reply to Proposed Tower Structure (Notification ID 71185) - Email ID #2679679
Ground Elevation: 3.7 meters
Support Structure: 48.8 meters above ground level
Overall Structure: 48.8 meters above ground level
Overall Height AMSL: 52.5 meters above mean sea level

Under Florida Statute 668.6076, electronic mail addresses are public records.
If you do not want your electronic mail address released in response to a
public records request as provided in Florida Statute 119, do not send
electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by telephone or
in writing.

This electronic mail contains information which may be privileged,
confidential, or otherwise protected from disclosure. It is intended only for
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original message and all copies.Rev.100507a

Page 2



FACI Í Í Í Í      2665 N. Atlantic Ave,  No. 306

Daytona Beach, FL 32118

                               PH: 386-235-4557 

FLORIDA ARCHEOLOGICAL CONSULTING, INC. EMAIL: parker@facidaytona.com 
 

Attachments: 1859 plat map; 1943 aerial photograph of project area.

Carol Noble, P.E. November 22, 2010
Director, Environmental Plans and Programs
Canaveral Port Authority
PO Box 267
Cape Canaveral, FL 32920

Re: Section 106 assessment (FCC Form 620), Port Wide Interoperable Communications
Infrastructure Project: Tower 2.

Dear Ms. Noble:

As discussed, it is my recommendation that no archaeological survey is required within the APE
for direct effects of proposed telecommunications tower to be constructed on the grounds of the
Canaveral Port Authority’s Inter-Agency Maritime Operations Center (IMOC): Tower 2 of the
Port Wide Interoperable Communications Infrastructure Project. A review of pertinent maps and
documents, including the original 1859 plat map for Township 24 South, Range 37 East, aerial
photographs dating to 1943, and prior archaeological assessment reports for projects within the
vicinity of Port Canaveral, clearly indicate that the proposed tower site consists of spoil dredged
from the Banana River in the early 1960s. Although it is possible that prehistoric artifacts may
have been dredged and deposited during this filling-in of the Banana River, it is not possible that
an undisturbed National Register-eligible archaeological site would exist within the proposed
tower’s APE for direct effects (re Attachment 9c of the FCC Form 620 submission packet).

Moreover, in addressing Attachment 8 (Historic Properties Identified in the APE for Visual
Effects) of the FCC Form 620, Florida Master Site File records and National Register listings
indicate that no historic properties listed in the National Register, formally determined eligible
for listing by the Keeper of the National Register, or identified as eligible for listing in the
records of the Florida SHPO are within the one-half mile (800 m) visual APE of the proposed
160' telecommunications tower.

Therefore, it is my recommendation that the proposed undertaking will have no effect, directly or
indirectly, on historic properties (FCC Form 620, Attachment 10b). 

Sincerely,

Brian Parker, RPA
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Carol Noble

From: towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov
Sent: Friday, November 26, 2010 3:02 AM
To: Carol Noble
Cc: kim.pristello@fcc.gov; diane.dupert@fcc.gov
Subject: NOTICE OF ORGANIZATION(S) WHICH WERE SENT PROPOSED TOWER 

CONSTRUCTION NOTIFICATION INFORMATION - Email ID #2667491

 
Dear Sir or Madam: 
 
Thank you for using the Federal Communications Commission's (FCC) Tower Construction 
Notification System (TCNS). The purpose of this electronic mail message is to inform you that 
the following authorized persons were sent the information you provided through TCNS, which 
relates to your proposed antenna structure. The information was forwarded by the FCC to 
authorized TCNS users by electronic mail and/or regular mail (letter). 
 
Persons who have received the information that you provided include leaders or their 
designees of federally‐recognized American Indian Tribes, including Alaska Native Villages 
(collectively "Tribes"), Native Hawaiian Organizations (NHOs), and State Historic 
Preservation Officers (SHPOs). For your convenience in identifying the referenced Tribes and 
in making further contacts, the City and State of the Seat of Government for each Tribe and 
NHO, as well as the designated contact person, is included in the listing below. We note that 
Tribes may have Section 106 cultural interests in ancestral homelands or other locations that 
are far removed from their current Seat of Government.  Pursuant to the Commission's rules as 
set forth in the Nationwide Programmatic Agreement for Review of Effects on Historic 
Properties for Certain Undertakings Approved by the Federal Communications Commission (NPA), 
all Tribes and NHOs listed below must be afforded a reasonable opportunity to respond to this 
notification, consistent with the procedures set forth below, unless the proposed 
construction falls within an exclusion designated by the Tribe or NHO. (NPA, Section IV.F.4). 
 
The information you provided was forwarded to the following Tribes and NHOs who have set 
their geographic preferences on TCNS. If the information you provided relates to a proposed 
antenna structure in the State of Alaska, the following list also includes Tribes located in 
the State of Alaska that have not specified their geographic preferences.  For these Tribes 
and NHOs, if the Tribe or NHO does not respond within a reasonable time, you should make a 
reasonable effort at follow‐up contact, unless the Tribe or NHO has agreed to different 
procedures (NPA, Section IV.F.5). In the event such a Tribe or NHO does not respond to a 
follow‐up inquiry, or if a substantive or procedural disagreement arises between you and a 
Tribe or NHO, you must seek guidance from the Commission (NPA, Section IV.G).  These 
procedures are further set forth in the FCC's Declaratory Ruling released on October 6, 2005 
(FCC 05‐176). 
 
 
1. NAGPRA & Section 106 Representative Steve Terry ‐ Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida ‐ 
Miami, FL ‐ electronic mail and regular mail 
 
 
 
2. Archaeological Data Analyst Jennifer L Pietarila ‐ Seminole Tribe of Florida ‐ Clewiston, 
FL ‐ electronic mail 
Details: The Seminole Tribe of Florida Tribal Historic Preservation Office requests that all 
correspondence be conducted via email and email attachments. We also would like to request a 
Form 620/621 with attachments associated with cultural resources to be provided for every 
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cell tower submitted to us for review. Should you have any questions, please feel free to 
contact me at jenniferpietarila@semtribe.com or 863‐983‐6549 Ext. 12217. Thank you. 
 
 
 
3. Historic Preservation Officer Seminole Nation ‐ Seminole Nation of Oklahoma ‐ Wewoka, OK ‐ 
electronic mail 
Details: If the Applicant/tower builder receives no response from the Seminole Nation of 
Oklahoma within 30 days after notification through TCNS, the Seminole Nation of Oklahoma has 
no interest in participating in pre‐construction review for the site. The Applicant/tower 
builder, however, must IMMEDIATELY notify the Seminole Nation of Oklahoma in the event 
archaeological properties or human remains are discovered during construction, consistent 
with Section IX of the Nationwide Programmatic Agreement and applicable law. 
 
 
 
The information you provided was also forwarded to the additional Tribes and NHOs listed 
below. These Tribes and NHOs have NOT set their geographic preferences on TCNS, and therefore 
they are currently receiving tower notifications for the entire United States.  For these 
Tribes and NHOs, you are required to use reasonable and good faith efforts to determine if 
the Tribe or NHO may attach religious and cultural significance to historic properties that 
may be affected by its proposed undertaking. Such efforts may include, but are not limited 
to, seeking information from the relevant SHPO or THPO, Indian Tribes, state agencies, the 
U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs, or, where applicable, any federal agency with land holdings 
within the state (NPA, Section IV.B). If after such reasonable and good faith efforts, you 
determine that a Tribe or NHO may attach religious and cultural significance to historic 
properties in the area and the Tribe or NHO does not respond to TCNS notification within a 
reasonable time, you should make a reasonable effort to follow up, and must seek guidance 
from the Commission in the event of continued non‐response or in the event of a procedural or 
substantive disagreement. If you determine that the Tribe or NHO is unlikely to attach 
religious and cultural significance to historic properties within the area, you do not need 
to take further action unless the Tribe or NHO indicates an interest in the proposed 
construction or other evidence of potential interest comes to your attention. 
 
None 
 
The information you provided was also forwarded to the following SHPOs in the State in which 
you propose to construct and neighboring States.  The information was provided to these SHPOs 
as a courtesy for their information and planning.  You need make no effort at this time to 
follow up with any SHPO that does not respond to this notification.  Prior to construction, 
you must provide the SHPO of the State in which you propose to construct (or the Tribal 
Historic Preservation Officer, if the project will be located on certain Tribal lands), with 
a Submission Packet pursuant to Section VII.A of the NPA. 
 
 
4. SHPO Lee Warner ‐ Alabama Historical Commission ‐ Montgomery, AL ‐ electronic mail 
 
   
 
5. Deputy SHPO Elizabeth Ann Brown ‐ Alabama Historical Commission ‐ Montgomery, AL ‐ 
electronic mail 
 
   
 
6. Deputy SHPO Compliance Review Laura A Kammerer ‐ Div of Historical Resources, Dept of 
State ‐ Tallahassee, FL ‐ electronic mail 
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7. Historic Preservationist Samantha Earnest ‐ Florida Division of Historical Resources ‐ 
Tallahasse, FL ‐ electronic mail 
 
   
 
If you are proposing to construct a facility in the State of Alaska, you should contact 
Commission staff for guidance regarding your obligations in the event that Tribes do not 
respond to this notification within a reasonable time. 
 
Please be advised that the FCC cannot guarantee that the contact(s) listed above opened and 
reviewed an electronic or regular mail notification. The following information relating to 
the proposed tower was forwarded to the person(s) listed above: 
 
  Notification Received: 11/23/2010 
  Notification ID: 71187 
  Tower Owner Individual or Entity Name: CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY 
  Consultant Name:  
  P.O. Box: 267 
  Street Address: 445 CHALLENGER ROAD 
  City: CAPE CANAVERAL 
  State: FLORIDA 
  Zip Code: 32920 
  Phone: 321‐783‐7831 
  Email: CNOBLE@PORTCANAVERAL.COM 
 
  Structure Type: UTOWER ‐ Unguyed ‐ Free Standing Tower 
  Latitude: 28 deg 25 min 5.6 sec N 
  Longitude: 80 deg 37 min 9.9 sec W 
  Location Description: 9290 GROUPER ROAD 
  City: CAPE CANAVERAL 
  State: FLORIDA 
  County: BREVARD 
  Ground Elevation: 4.0 meters 
  Support Structure: 48.8 meters above ground level 
  Overall Structure: 48.8 meters above ground level 
  Overall Height AMSL: 52.8 meters above mean sea level 
 
If you have any questions or comments regarding this notice, please contact the FCC using the 
electronic mail form located on the FCC's website at: 
 
http://wireless.fcc.gov/outreach/notification/contact‐fcc.html. 
 
You may also call the FCC Support Center at (877) 480‐3201 (TTY 717‐338‐2824).  Hours are 
from 8 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. Eastern Time, Monday through Friday (except Federal holidays).  To 
provide quality service and ensure security, all telephone calls are recorded. 
 
Thank you, 
Federal Communications Commission 
 
 
  
Under Florida Statute 668.6076, electronic mail addresses are public records. If you do not 
want your electronic mail address released in response to a public records request as 
provided in Florida Statute 119, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact 
this office by telephone or in writing. 
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This electronic mail contains information which may be privileged, confidential, or otherwise 
protected from disclosure. It is intended only for the individual(s) named. If you are not an 
addressee; any disclosure, copy, distribution, or use of the contents of this electronic mail 
is prohibited. If you have received this electronic mail in error, please notify the sender 
by reply electronic mail or at the telephone number listed above and destroy the original 
message and all copies.Rev.100507a 



FCC Form 620 
New Tower Submission

Current Status: Submitted 
Date of Submission: 12/02/2010 

 View/Print Submission Packet 

Section 106 - Filing Confirmation

FCC › Wireless › Section 106 Filings 

Logged In: 0001801026 (Log Out)
Help | Technical Support 

Filing Confirmation  

Your filing has been Submitted. 
File Number: 0004516560 

Notification of this filing will be sent to the following Lead SHPO/THPO:

Florida Division of Historical Resources 
Attn: Samantha Earnest  
500 S. Bronough Street  
Tallahassee, FL 32399 

Some SHPO/THPOs may have state specific archiving requirements. You should check with the above agency to deter
paper format.

View all other parties notified of this filing

A printable submission packet is generated for your manual records. Please make a note of this file number and pri
submitted filing will be emailed to the email address specified in your filing. 

This system is intended to facilitate filing of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and use of this syste
respect to historic preservation review under the Commission's rules. Failure to receive automated notifications gener
responsibilities and/or justify failure to meet deadlines.

This notification is NOT an actual submission for Antenna Structure Registration. Tower Structures that require antenn
Part 17 must complete FCC Form 854 after FAA clearance is obtained. 

 

Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554

Phone: 1-877-480-3201
TTY: 1-717-338-2824
Submit Help Request

Page 1 of 1Section 106 - Filing Confirmation

12/1/2010https://wireless2.fcc.gov/sec106/index.htm?module=de&step=FC&sec=1&fn=620&app_id...



FCC Form FCC Wireless Telecommunications Bureau Approved by OMB 
3060 – 1039 

Notification Date:   See instructions for 

File Number:  public burden estimates 

General Information 
1) (Select only one)  (          )

NE – New UA – Update of Application WD – Withdrawal of Application 

2) If this application is for an Update or Withdrawal, enter the file number of the pending application 
currently on file. File Number: 

Applicant Information 

3) FCC Registration Number (FRN): 

4) Name: 

Contact Name 

5) First Name: 6) MI: 7) Last Name: 8) Suffix: 

9) Title: 

Contact Information 

10) P.O. Box: And 
/Or 11) Street Address: 

12) City: 13) State: 14) Zip Code: 

15) Telephone Number: 16) Fax Number: 

17) E-mail Address: 

Consultant Information 

18) FCC Registration Number (FRN): 

19) Name: 

Principal Investigator 

20) First Name: 21) MI:  22) Last Name: 23) Suffix:  

24) Title: 

Principal Investigator Contact Information 

25) P.O. Box: And 
/Or 26) Street Address: 

27) City: 28) State: 29) Zip Code: 

30) Telephone Number: 31) Fax Number: 

32) E-mail Address: 

CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY

0001801026

CAROL NOBLE PE

DIRECTOR ENVIRONMENTAL PLAN AND PROGRAMS

267 445 CHALLENGER ROAD

CAPE CANAVERAL FL 32920

(321)783-7831 (321)783-1063

0020356648

FLROIDA ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONSULTING, INC.

CNOBLE@PORTCANAVERAL.COM

BRIAN PARKER RPAT

PRESIDENT

2665 N. ATLANTIC AVE. NO. 306

DAYTONA BEACH FL 32118

(386)235-4557

PARKER@FACIDAYTONA.COM

1 of 12
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FCC Form 620

New Tower (�NT� ) Submission Packet
0004516560

7AM EST 12/02/2010

September 2008



Professional Qualification 

33) Does the Principal Investigator satisfy the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards?   (      ) Yes (      ) No

34) Areas of Professional Qualification: 

(        )  Archaeologist 

(        )  Architectural Historian 

(        )  Historian 

(        )  Architect 

(        )  Other (Specify) __________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Additional Staff 

35) Are there other staff involved who meet the Professional Qualification Standards of the Secretary of the Interior?   (      ) Yes (      ) No

If “YES,” complete the following:

X

X

X

  36) First Name:                                                                37) MI:             38)  Last Name:                                                            39) Suffix:

   40) Title:

   41) Areas of Professional Qualification:

   (        )  Archaeologist

   (        )  Architectural Historian

   (        )  Historian

   (        )  Architect

   (        )  Other (Specify) ____________________________________________________________________________________________

2 of 12  FCC Form 620
September 2008



Site Information 
Tower Construction Notification System 

1) TCNS Notification Number: 

Site Information 

2) Site Name: 

3) Site Address: 

4) City: 5) State: 6) Zip Code: 

7) County/Borough/Parish: 

8) Nearest Crossroads: 

9) NAD 83 Latitude (DD-MM-SS.S): (        ) N or (        ) S

10) NAD 83 Longitude (DD-MM-SS.S): (        ) E or (        ) W

Tower Information 

11) Tower height above ground level (include top-mounted attachments such as lightning rods):  ___________________  (        ) Feet  (        ) Meters 

12) Tower Type (Select One): 

(        )  Guyed lattice tower 

(        )  Self-supporting lattice 

(        )  Monopole 

(        )  Other (Describe):

Project Status 

13) Current Project Status (Select One): 

(        )  Construction has not yet commenced 

(        )  Construction has commenced, but is not completed Construction commenced on:  _______________ 

(        )  Construction has been completed Construction commenced on:  _______________ 

 Construction completed on:     _______________ 

71187

PORT CANAVERAL IMOC TOWER 2 (NORTH)

9290 GROUPER ROAD 

CAPE CANAVERAL FL

BREVARD

32920

28-25-05.6

080-37-09.9

X

X

48.8 X

�
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Determination of Effect 

14) Direct Effects (Select One): 

(        )  No Historic Properties in Area of Potential Effects (APE) 

(        )  No Effect on Historic Properties in APE 

(        )  No Adverse Effect on Historic Properties in APE 

(        )  Adverse Effect on one or more Historic Properties in APE 

15) Visual Effects (Select One): 

(        )  No Historic Properties in Area of Potential Effects (APE) 

(        )  No Effect on Historic Properties in APE 

(        )  No Adverse Effect on Historic Properties in APE 

(        )  Adverse Effect on one or more Historic Properties in APE 

4 of 12
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                                                                           Tribal/NHO Involvement 

1) Have Indian Tribes or Native Hawaiian Organizations (NHOs) been identified that may attach religious and cultural 
significance to historic properties which may be affected by the undertaking within the APEs for direct and visual 
effects?

  (        ) Yes  (        ) No

2a) Tribes/NHOs contacted through TCNS Notification Number: ___________________ Number of Tribes/NHOs: _________________ 

2b) Tribes/NHOs contacted through an alternate system:                                                          Number of Tribes/NHOs: _________________ 

71187 3

X

0

Tribe/NHO Contacted Through TCNS  

3) Tribe/NHO FRN: 

4) Tribe/NHO Name: 

Contact Name 

5) First Name: 6) MI: 7) Last Name: 8) Suffix: 

9) Title: 

Dates & Response 

10) Date Contacted  ______________ 11) Date Replied  _______________ 

(        )  No Reply 

(        )  Replied/No Interest 

(        )  Replied/Have Interest 

(        )  Replied/Other

Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida

11/25/2010

X

Steve Terry

NAGPRA & Section 106 Representative

Tribe/NHO Contacted Through TCNS  

3) Tribe/NHO FRN: 

4) Tribe/NHO Name: 

Contact Name 

5) First Name: 6) MI: 7) Last Name: 8) Suffix: 

9) Title: 

Dates & Response 

10) Date Contacted  ______________ 11) Date Replied  _______________ 

(        )  No Reply 

(        )  Replied/No Interest 

(        )  Replied/Have Interest 

(        )  Replied/Other

Seminole Nation of Oklahoma

11/24/2010

X

Seminole Nation

Historic Preservation Officer

5 of 12 FCC Form 620
September 2008



                                                                           Tribal/NHO Involvement 

1) Have Indian Tribes or Native Hawaiian Organizations (NHOs) been identified that may attach religious and cultural 
significance to historic properties which may be affected by the undertaking within the APEs for direct and visual 
effects?

  (        ) Yes  (        ) No

2a) Tribes/NHOs contacted through TCNS Notification Number: ___________________ Number of Tribes/NHOs: _________________ 

2b) Tribes/NHOs contacted through an alternate system:                                                          Number of Tribes/NHOs: _________________ 

71187 3

X

0

Tribe/NHO Contacted Through TCNS  

3) Tribe/NHO FRN: 

4) Tribe/NHO Name: 

Contact Name 

5) First Name: 6) MI: 7) Last Name: 8) Suffix: 

9) Title: 

Dates & Response 

10) Date Contacted  ______________ 11) Date Replied  _______________ 

(        )  No Reply 

(        )  Replied/No Interest 

(        )  Replied/Have Interest 

(        )  Replied/Other

Seminole Tribe of Florida

11/24/2010

X

Jennifer PietarilaL

Archaeological Data Analyst
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Other Tribes/NHOs Contacted 

Tribe/NHO Information 

1) FCC Registration Number (FRN): 

2) Name: 

Contact Name 

3) First Name: 4) MI: 5) Last Name: 6) Suffix: 

7) Title: 

Contact Information 

8) P.O. Box: And 
/Or 9) Street Address: 

10) City: 11) State: 12) Zip Code: 

13) Telephone Number: 14) Fax Number: 

15) E-mail Address: 

16) Preferred means of communication: 

(        ) E-mail 

(        ) Letter 

(        ) Both 

Dates & Response 

17) Date Contacted  _______________ 18) Date Replied  _______________ 

(        )  No Reply 

(        )  Replied/No Interest 

(        )  Replied/Have Interest 

(        )  Replied/Other

7 of 12 FCC Form 620
September 2008



Historic Properties 
Properties Identified 

1) Have any historic properties been identified within the APEs for direct and visual effect?   (        ) Yes  (        ) No

2) Has the identification process located archaeological materials that would be directly affected, or sites that are of 
cultural or religious significance to Tribes/NHOs?   (        ) Yes  (        ) No

3) Are there more than 10 historic properties within the APEs for direct and visual effect? 
 If “Yes”, you are required to attach a Cultural Resources Report in lieu of adding the Historic Property below.   (        ) Yes  (        ) No

Historic Property 

4) Property Name: 

5) SHPO Site Number: 

Property Address 

6) Street Address: 

7) City: 8) State: 9) Zip Code: 

10) County/Borough/Parish: 

Status & Eligibility 

11) Is this property listed on the National Register? 

Source:  _______________________________________________________________________________________ 
  (        ) Yes  (        ) No

12) Is this property eligible for listing on the National Register? 

Source:  _______________________________________________________________________________________ 
  (        ) Yes  (        ) No

13) Is this property a National Historic Landmark?   (        ) Yes  (        ) No

14) Direct Effects (Select One): 

(        )  No Effect on this Historic Property in APE  

(        )  No Adverse Effect on this Historic Property in APE  

(        )  Adverse Effect on this Historic Property in APE  

15) Visual Effects (Select One): 

(        )  No Effect on this Historic Property in APE  

(        )  No Adverse Effect on this Historic Property in APE  

(        )  Adverse Effect on this Historic Property in APE  

X

X

X
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Local Government Involvement 

Local Government Agency 

1) FCC Registration Number (FRN): 

2) Name: 

Contact Name 

3) First Name: 4) MI: 5) Last Name: 6) Suffix: 

7) Title: 

Contact Information 

8) P.O. Box: And 
/Or 9) Street Address: 

10) City: 11) State: 12) Zip Code: 

13) Telephone Number: 14) Fax Number: 

15) E-mail Address: 

16) Preferred means of communication: 

(        ) E-mail 

(        ) Letter 

(        ) Both 

Dates & Response 

17) Date Contacted  _______________ 18) Date Replied  _______________ 

(        )  No Reply 

(        )  Replied/No Interest 

(        )  Replied/Have Interest 

(        )  Replied/Other

Additional Information 

19) Information on local government’s role or interest (optional): 

CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY

CAROL NOBLE

DIRECTOR, ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAMS

267 445 CHALLENGER ROAD

CAPE CANAVERAL FL 32920

(321)783-7831 (321)783-1063

CNOBLE@PORTCANAVERAL.COM

X

11/23/2010

X

PORT CANAVERAL, THE APPLICANT, IS THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT.
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Other Consulting Parties 
Other Consulting Parties Contacted 

1) Has any other agency been contacted and invited to become a consulting party?   (        ) Yes  (        ) No

Consulting Party 

2) FCC Registration Number (FRN): 

3) Name: 

Contact Name 

4) First Name: 5) MI: 6) Last Name: 7) Suffix: 

8) Title: 

Contact Information 

9) P.O. Box: And 
/Or 10) Street Address: 

11) City: 12) State: 13) Zip Code: 

14) Telephone Number: 15) Fax Number: 

16) E-mail Address: 

17) Preferred means of communication: 

(        ) E-mail 

(        ) Letter 

(        ) Both 

Dates & Response 

18) Date Contacted  _______________ 19) Date Replied  _______________ 

(        )  No Reply 

(        )  Replied/No Interest 

(        )  Replied/Have Interest 

(        )  Replied/Other

Additional Information 

20) Information on other consulting parties’ role or interest (optional): 

X
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Designation of SHPO/THPO 

1) Designate the Lead State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) or Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THPO) based on the location of the tower.  

SHPO/THPO

Name:  ___________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

2) You may also designate up to three additional SHPOs/THPOs if the APEs include multiple states.   If the APEs include other countries, enter the name of 
the National Historic Preservation Agency and any state and provincial Historic Preservation Agency.

SHPO/THPO Name:  ________________________________________________________________________________________________  

SHPO/THPO Name:  ________________________________________________________________________________________________  

SHPO/THPO Name:  ________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Certification

I certify that all representations on this FCC Form 620 Submission Packet and the accompanying attachments are true, correct, and complete. 

Party Authorized to Sign 

First Name: MI: Last Name: Suffix: 

Signature: Date:
  _______________ 

FAILURE TO SIGN THIS APPLICATION MAY RESULT IN DISMISSAL OF THE APPLICATION AND FORFEITURE OF ANY FEES PAID.

WILLFUL FALSE STATEMENTS MADE ON THIS FORM OR ANY ATTACHMENTS ARE PUNISHABLE BY FINE AND/OR IMPRISONMENT (U.S. 
Code, Title 18, Section 1001) AND/OR REVOCATION OF ANY STATION LICENSE OR CONSTRUCTION PERMIT (U.S. Code, Title 47, Section 
312(a)(1)), AND/OR FORFEITURE (U.S. Code, Title 47, Section 503).
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Attachments :

Type Description Date Entered

 Resumes/Vitae FACI CV  12/01/2010

 Maps AERIAL PLAN  12/01/2010

 Tribal/NHO Involvement NOTICE TO ORGANIZATIONS  12/01/2010

 Historic Properties for Visual Effects FACI NO EFFECT TO HISTORICAL 
PROPERTIES LETTER

 12/01/2010

 Historic Properties for Direct Effects 1943 AERIAL  12/01/2010

 Historic Properties for Direct Effects 1859 PLAT  12/01/2010

 Photographs NORTH AND SOUTH PHOTOS  12/01/2010

 Photographs EAST AND WEST PHOTOS  12/01/2010

 Additional Site Information FLOOD MAP  12/01/2010

 Additional Site Information (NO) WETLAND MAP  12/01/2010

 Additional Site Information TOWER STRUCTURE PLAN  12/01/2010

 Additional Site Information AERIAL  12/01/2010

 Local Government Involvement Local Government Coordination  12/01/2010

 Public Involvement PUBLIC LEGAL NOTICE  12/01/2010

 Area of Potential Effects USGS WITH 1/2 MILE APE  12/01/2010

FCC Form 620
September 2008
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From: Carol Noble
To: Connie Rosado
Cc: Troy Goslin; Jon Brazee
Subject: FW: Section 106 Notification of SHPO/THPO Concurrence- Email ID #109562
Date: Tuesday, December 21, 2010 12:30:31 PM
Importance: High

 
{####}

 
From: towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov [mailto:towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2010 12:30 PM
To: Carol Noble
Subject: Section 106 Notification of SHPO/THPO Concurrence- Email ID #109562
 
This is to notify you that the Lead SHPO/THPO has concurred with the following filing: 
Date of Action: 12/21/2010
Direct Effect: No Historic Properties in Area of Potential Effects (APE)
Visual Effect: No Historic Properties in Area of Potential Effects (APE)
Comment Text: None 

File Number: 0004516560 
Purpose: New Tower Submission Packet
Notification Date: 7AM EST 12/02/2010
Applicant: CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY
Consultant: FLROIDA ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONSULTING, INC.
Site Name: PORT CANAVERAL IMOC TOWER 2 (NORTH)
Site Address: 9290 GROUPER ROAD
Site Coordinates: 28-25-5.6 N, 80-37-9.9 W 
City: CAPE CANAVERAL 
County: BREVARD 
State:FL
Lead SHPO/THPO: Florida Division of Historical Resources 

NOTICE OF FRAUDULENT USE OF SYSTEM, ABUSE OF PASSWORD AND
RELATED MISUSE 
Use of the Section 106 system is intended to facilitate consultation under Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act and may contain information that is confidential,
privileged or otherwise protected from disclosure under applicable laws. Any person having
access to Section 106 information shall use it only for its intended purpose. Appropriate
action will be taken with respect to any misuse of the system.
 
Under Florida Statute 668.6076, electronic mail addresses are public records.  If you do not want your electronic mail address
released in response to a public records request as provided in Florida Statute 119, do not send electronic mail to this entity.  Instead,
contact this office by telephone or in writing.

 
This electronic mail contains information which may be privileged, confidential, or otherwise protected from disclosure.  It is intended
only for the individual(s) named.  If you are not an addressee; any disclosure, copy, distribution, or use of the contents of this
electronic mail is prohibited.  If you have received this electronic mail in error, please notify the sender by reply electronic mail or at the
telephone number listed above and destroy the original message and all copies. 

mailto:/O=PORTCANAVERAL/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=CNOBLE
mailto:crosado@portcanaveral.com
mailto:tgoslin@portcanaveral.com
mailto:jbrazee@portcanaveral.com
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Hague, Erin

From: Carol Noble <cnoble@portcanaveral.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2010 12:31 PM

To: Connie Rosado

Cc: Jon Brazee; Troy Goslin

Subject: FW: Section 106 Notification of SHPO/THPO Concurrence- Email ID #109565

Importance: High

From: towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov [mailto:towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2010 12:30 PM
To: Carol Noble
Subject: Section 106 Notification of SHPO/THPO Concurrence- Email ID #109565

This is to notify you that the Lead SHPO/THPO has concurred with the following filing:
Date of Action: 12/21/2010
Direct Effect: No Historic Properties in Area of Potential Effects (APE)
Visual Effect: No Historic Properties in Area of Potential Effects (APE)
Comment Text: None

File Number: 0004516560
Purpose: New Tower Submission Packet
Notification Date: 7AM EST 12/02/2010
Applicant: CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY
Consultant: FLROIDA ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONSULTING, INC.
Site Name: PORT CANAVERAL IMOC TOWER 2 (NORTH)
Site Address: 9290 GROUPER ROAD
Site Coordinates: 28-25-5.6 N, 80-37-9.9 W
City: CAPE CANAVERAL
County: BREVARD
State:FL
Lead SHPO/THPO: Florida Division of Historical Resources

NOTICE OF FRAUDULENT USE OF SYSTEM, ABUSE OF PASSWORD AND RELATED MISUSE
Use of the Section 106 system is intended to facilitate consultation under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act and may contain information that is confidential, privileged or otherwise protected from
disclosure under applicable laws. Any person having access to Section 106 information shall use it only for its
intended purpose. Appropriate action will be taken with respect to any misuse of the system.

Under Florida Statute 668.6076, electronic mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your electronic mail address released in response to a public
records request as provided in Florida Statute 119, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by telephone or in writing.

This electronic mail contains information which may be privileged, confidential, or otherwise protected from disclosure. It is intended only for the individual(s)
named. If you are not an addressee; any disclosure, copy, distribution, or use of the contents of this electronic mail is prohibited. If you have received this
electronic mail in error, please notify the sender by reply electronic mail or at the telephone number listed above and destroy the original message and all
copies.Rev.100507a



From: Carol Noble
To: Connie Rosado
Subject: FW: Reply to Proposed Tower Structure (Notification ID: 71187) - Email ID #2679680
Date: Wednesday, December 08, 2010 9:47:42 AM
 
 
-----Original Message-----

From: towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov [mailto:towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, December 08, 2010 9:10 AM
To: Carol Noble
Cc: tcns.fccarchive@fcc.gov; stevet@miccosukeetribe.com
Subject: Reply to Proposed Tower Structure (Notification ID: 71187) - Email ID #2679680

Dear ,

Thank you for using the Federal Communications Commission's (FCC) Tower Construction Notification
System (TCNS).  The purpose of this email is to inform you that an authorized user of the TCNS has
replied to a proposed tower construction notification that you had submitted through the TCNS.

The following message has been sent to you from NAGPRA & Section 106 Representative Steve Terry of
the Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida in reference to Notification ID #71187:

The Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida has reviewed this notification and attachments.  After
consultation with Mr. Fred Dayhoff, NAGPRA & Section 106 Representative,  and careful review of the
documentation provided, the Tribe determined that there is no cultural, historical, or religious site of the
Tribe at this location.  This determination was based on the documentation provided by Canaveral Port
Authority.

Thank you for consulting with us.  Please call (305) 223-8380, Ext. 2244, if you require further
information.

Steve Terry
NAGPRA & Section 106 Coordinator for
Fred Dayhoff
NAGPRA & Section 106 Representative
Miccosukee Tribe
P.O. Box 440021
Miami, FL 33144
SteveT@miccosukeetribe.com

For your convenience, the information you submitted for this notification is detailed below.

  Notification Received: 11/23/2010
  Notification ID: 71187
  Tower Owner Individual or Entity Name: CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY
  Consultant Name:
  P.O. Box: 267
  Street Address: 445 CHALLENGER ROAD  
  City: CAPE CANAVERAL  
  State: FLORIDA  Zip Code: 32920  
  Phone: 321-783-7831  Email: CNOBLE@PORTCANAVERAL.COM 
 

mailto:/O=PORTCANAVERAL/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=CNOBLE
mailto:crosado@portcanaveral.com
http://www.portcanaveral.org/
mailto:towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov


  Structure Type: UTOWER - Unguyed - Free Standing Tower
  Latitude: 28 deg 24 min 12.8 sec N
  Longitude: 80 deg 36 min 50.0 sec W
  Location Description: 8980 COLUMBIA ROAD
  City: CAPE CANAVERAL
  State: FLORIDA
  County: BREVARD
  Ground Elevation: 3.7 meters
  Support Structure: 48.8 meters above ground level
  Overall Structure: 48.8 meters above ground level
  Overall Height AMSL: 52.5 meters above mean sea level

Under Florida Statute 668.6076, electronic mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your
electronic mail address released in response to a public records request as provided in Florida Statute
119, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by telephone or in writing.

This electronic mail contains information which may be privileged, confidential, or otherwise protected
from disclosure. It is intended only for the individual(s) named. If you are not an addressee; any
disclosure, copy, distribution, or use of the contents of this electronic mail is prohibited. If you have
received this electronic mail in error, please notify the sender by reply electronic mail or at the
telephone number listed above and destroy the original message and all copies.Rev.100507a



Reply to Proposed Tower Structure (Notification ID 71187) - Email ID #2679680_tower 1
From: towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov
Sent: Wednesday, December 08, 2010 9:10 AM
To: Carol Noble
Cc: tcns.fccarchive@fcc.gov; stevet@miccosukeetribe.com
Subject: Reply to Proposed Tower Structure (Notification ID: 71187) - Email
ID
#2679680

Dear ,

Thank you for using the Federal Communications Commission's (FCC) Tower
Construction Notification System (TCNS). The purpose of this email is to
inform you that an authorized user of the TCNS has replied to a proposed tower
construction notification that you had submitted through the TCNS.

The following message has been sent to you from NAGPRA & Section 106
Representative Steve Terry of the Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida in
reference to Notification ID #71187:

The Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida has reviewed this notification and
attachments. After consultation with Mr. Fred Dayhoff, NAGPRA & Section 106
Representative, and careful review of the documentation provided, the Tribe
determined that there is no cultural, historical, or religious site of the
Tribe at this location. This determination was based on the documentation
provided by Canaveral Port Authority.

Thank you for consulting with us. Please call (305) 223-8380, Ext. 2244, if
you require further information.

Steve Terry
NAGPRA & Section 106 Coordinator for
Fred Dayhoff
NAGPRA & Section 106 Representative
Miccosukee Tribe
P.O. Box 440021
Miami, FL 33144
SteveT@miccosukeetribe.com

For your convenience, the information you submitted for this notification is
detailed below.

Notification Received: 11/23/2010
Notification ID: 71187
Tower Owner Individual or Entity Name: CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY
Consultant Name:
P.O. Box: 267
Street Address: 445 CHALLENGER ROAD
City: CAPE CANAVERAL
State: FLORIDA
Zip Code: 32920
Phone: 321-783-7831
Email: CNOBLE@PORTCANAVERAL.COM

Structure Type: UTOWER - Unguyed - Free Standing Tower
Latitude: 28 deg 25 min 5.6 sec N
Longitude: 80 deg 37 min 9.9 sec W
Location Description: 9290 GROUPER ROAD
City: CAPE CANAVERAL
State: FLORIDA
County: BREVARD
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Reply to Proposed Tower Structure (Notification ID 71187) - Email ID #2679680_tower 1
Ground Elevation: 4.0 meters
Support Structure: 48.8 meters above ground level
Overall Structure: 48.8 meters above ground level
Overall Height AMSL: 52.8 meters above mean sea level

Under Florida Statute 668.6076, electronic mail addresses are public records.
If you do not want your electronic mail address released in response to a
public records request as provided in Florida Statute 119, do not send
electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by telephone or
in writing.

This electronic mail contains information which may be privileged,
confidential, or otherwise protected from disclosure. It is intended only for
the individual(s) named. If you are not an addressee; any disclosure, copy,
distribution, or use of the contents of this electronic mail is prohibited. If
you have received this electronic mail in error, please notify the sender by
reply electronic mail or at the telephone number listed above and destroy the
original message and all copies.Rev.100507a
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APPENDIX H
Public Notices
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Public Notice Scheduled for Advertisement on December 1 and 5, 2012
Canaveral Port Authority Interoperable Communications Project
Cape Canaveral, Brevard County, Florida
PSGP 2010-PU-T0-K016-IJ

Interested parties are hereby notified that the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
prepared a Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) of the Proposed Action to build a new
communication tower and install six low profile antennas for the Port Wide Interoperable
Communications Infrastructure Project in Port Canaveral, at 445 Challenger Road, Cape
Canaveral, Florida. The communication tower would be a 160 foot (ft) high, free standing lattice
tower; on a 17 ft wide, 17 ft long, 4 ft deep concrete pad. The 1 ft diameter antennas would either
be pole or wall mounted to existing structures in the Port’s northwest corner. This Proposed
Action is to upgrade the Port communications system to provide needed reliable transfer of
sensitive and classified voice, data, video, and multi-media communications throughout the Port
and among its stakeholders. Construction is planned for late 2012 and early 2013, to take about
30 to 60 days total. Per the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4371 et seq.), related
laws, and FEMA regulations (44 CFR Part 10), FEMA wrote the Draft EA to evaluate and
summarize the Proposed Action's purpose and need, alternatives, site selection process, affected
environment, and the Proposed Action and Alternatives’ potential environmental impacts. The
15-day Public Comment period is December 1 through December 16, 2012. A Public Notice
advertising the availability of this Draft EA for public review and comment will be published in
“Florida Today” on December 1, 2012 and December 5, 2012. Written comments on the Draft
EA or related matters may be faxed to FEMA's Region IV Office at (770) 220-5440; emailed to
FEMA-R4EHP@dhs.gov; or mailed to William Straw, FEMA R4 REO, 3003 Chamblee Tucker
Road, Atlanta GA, 30341-4112. The Draft EA may be viewed and downloaded from FEMA's
website: http://www.fema.gov/environmental-planning-and-historic-preservation-
program/environmental-documents-public-notices-2. The Draft EA will also be available for
public review at the Cape Canaveral Public Library, 201 Polk Avenue, Cape Canaveral, Florida
on Monday 12:00 pm to 8:00 pm, Tuesday through Friday 9:00 am to 5:00 pm, and Saturday
10:00 am to 2:00 pm. Based on FEMA's findings to date, we anticipate no significant adverse
effects on the natural or cultural environment. If significant new, contrary information is
received, FEMA will revise its findings, issue second Public Notice for additional comments,
and address substantial comments in the final documents. If no significant new, contrary
comments are received, the Draft EA will become the Final EA, this initial Public Notice will
also serve as final Public Notice, and FEMA will issue a Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI).
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APPENDIX I
Summary of Anticipated Effects from Project Alternatives
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ANTICIPATED EFFECTS FROM THE
NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE, PROPOSED ACTION ALTERNATIVE,

AND ALTERNATIVE ACTION

Resource Type
Anticipated Effects from
the No Action Alternative

Anticipated Effects from the
Proposed Action Alternative

Physical No effect Short-term minor adverse

Water No effect No effect

Coastal No effect No effect

Biological No effect No effect

Cultural No effect No effect

Socioeconomic Moderate Adverse Effects Moderate Beneficial Effects


