Appendix A

Agency and Public Scoping and Review Information

. Notice of Intent to Prepare a DSEIS, Published in the Federal Register on May 12,
2000.

. Corps Memorandum “Scope of the SEIS” dated February 21, 2000.

. Corps Memorandum * Minutes of Agency Scoping Meeting for SEIS” dated May 21,
2000. '

. Corps Memorandum * Minutes of Public Information Meeting Held May 22, 2000”.

. Correspondence from the Paducah Area Chamber of Commerce, received May 22,
2000.

. Joint Public Notice Number 01-15, File Number COE-172, dated February 23, 2001.
Kentucky Lock Addition Project, Draft Supplement [ Environmental Impact
Statement. Section 404 Notice, Request for Section 401 Water Quality Certification
and Notice of Availability for DSEIS,

. DSEIS Transmittal Letter to USEPA, dated February 22, 2001, including Mailing List
for Public Notice Number 01-15 and Initial Transmittal List for DSEIS.

. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Letter from Dr. Lee Barkley, dated April 17, 2001,
Review of DSEIS.

. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 4 Letter from Heinz Mueller, dated
April 5, 2001, Review of DSEIS (CEQ #010056).

10. Corps of Engineers Letter from Don Getty to USEPA, dated May 8, 2001 and

Memorandum For Record by Tim Higgs dated May 8, 2001. Responses to EPA
Review Comments on DSEIS.

11. Kentucky Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Cabinet Letter from Alex

Barber, dated April 25, 2001, Coordinated Kentucky State Agencies Review for
DSEIS (SERO 2001-14).
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ACTION: Notice of change in application
deadline.

SUMMARY: The Corporation for National
and Community Service has extended
the deadline for applications under our
notice of availability of funds published
in the Federal Register on April 28,
2000 (65 FR 24920), The funds will
support grants under the
AmeriCorps*State Competitive,
AmeriCorps*National, and Learn and
Serve America K-12 School-based
programs, to eligible organizations to
help overcome the digital divide. The
new deadline for applications is July 25,
2000. In addition, if you intend to
submit an application, please send us a
notice of intent by June 26, 2000. A
notice of intent to submit is not
required, but is helpful to us for
planning purposes.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
further information, or to obtain an
application, contact Maria Diaz at (202)
606-5000, ext. 372.

Dated: May 8, 2000,
Gary Kowalezyk,
Coordinator, National Service Programs,
Corporation for National and Community
Service.
[FR Doc. 00-11862 Filed 5-11-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6050-28-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Reciprocal Procurement Memoranda of
Understanding—Implementation
Reviews

AGENCY: Department of Defense.

ACTION: Request for public comments.

SUMMARY: The Office of Foreign
Contracting, Defense Procurement, is
seeking information that will assist it in
reviewing the defense procurement
practices of countries with which the
Department of Defense (DoD) has a
reciprocal procurement Memorandum
of Understanding (MOU), These
countries are: Australia, Austria,
Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Egypt,
Finland, France, Germany, Greece,
Israel, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands,
Norway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden,
Switzerland, Turkey, and the United
Kingdom. Interested parties are invited
to submit written comments concerning
the defense procurement practices of
MOU countries that will assist the
Office of Foreign Contracting in
evaluating the manner in which these
reciprocal MOUs are being
implemented.

DATES: Comments must be received no
later than June 26, 2000,

ADDRESSES: Send all comments to
Domenico C. Cipicchio, Deputy
Director, Defense Procurement, Foreign
Contracting, OUSD (AT&L), 3060
Defense Pentagon, Washington, DC
20301-3060.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Susan M. Hildner, Procurement Analyst,

Defense Procurement, Foreign
Contracting, OUSD (AT&L), 3060
Defense Pentagon, Washington, DC
20301-3060, (703) 697-9352.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The DoD
has a bilateral reciprocal defense
procurement MOU with each of the
countries identified above. These MOUs
are designed to promote interoperability
and standardization of defense
equipment between the U.S. and its
allies. The MOUs also seek to eliminate
buy-national barriers and other
discriminatory procurement practices so
that the industries of each country
receive fair and equal access to each
other's defense procurements. The
Office of Foreign Contracting will be
performing reviews of the manner in
which these MOUs are being
implemented and is interested in
obtaining information on any
discriminatory practices that hinder the
ability of U.S. suppliers to compete for
defense-related procurements within
any of these countries. Problem areas
could include: Inability to locate
publication notices on upcoming
procurements, difficulty in obtaining
solicitations in a timely manner,
inadequate response time for offers,
issues associated with application of
customs duties, buy-national practices
that favor other than U.S. industry,
imposition of offset requirements,
inability to obtain debriefing
information, inability to protest source
selection decisions, and protection of
proprietary information as well as any
other discriminatory practice that needs
to be addressed.

All materials should be submitted
with 3 copies. Material that is business
confidential information will be
exempted from public disclosure as
provided for by 5 U.5.C. 552(b)(4)
(Freedom of Information ACT (FOIA)
rules). Anyone submitting business
confidential information should clearly
identify the business confidential
portion of the submission and also
provide a non-confidential submission,
which can be placed in the public file.
Comments not marked business

confidential may be subject to
disclosure under FOIA.

Michele P, Peterson,

E: ive Editor, Def A
Regulations Council,

[FR Doc. 00-11976 Filed 5-11-00; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 5000-04-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE DEFENSE

Department of the Army; Corps of
Engineers

Notice of Intent To Prepare a Draft
Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement (DSEIS) for Proposed
Changes to the Kentucky Lock
Addition Project, Marshall and
Livingston Counties, Kentucky

AGENCY: U. 5. Army Corps of Engineers,
DoD.

ACTION: Notice of Intent and
Announcement of Meeting

SUMMARY: The Corps of Engineers,
Nashville District, and the Tennessee
Valley Authority (Cooperating Agency)
will prepare a DSEIS to the 1992 EIS
titled Lower Cumberland and Tennessee
Rivers Navigation Feasibility Report
Kentucky Lock Addition, Volume 1
Final EIS. This supplement is necessary
to provide National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) coverage for
proposed changes to the design of the
project from that described in previous
NEPA documents, which includes the
1992 EIS and the March 2000
Environmental Assessment for the
Proposed Relocation of the U.S.
Higﬁway 62 and 641 Crossing of the
Tennessee River at Kentucky Lock and
Dam. A Public Meeting is scheduled to
scope for potential issues to be
evaluated in the SEIS. Further
information on the upcoming meeting is
provided in the SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION paragraph indicated below.

DATES: Written comments must be
received by the Corps of Engineers on or
before June 12, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Written comments on issues
to be considered in the SEIS shall be
mailed to: Tim Higgs, Project Planning
Branch, Nashville District Corps of
Engineers, P.0. Box 1070 (PM-P),
Nashville, Tennessee 37202-1070.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
additional information concerning the
notice and meeting announcement,
please contact Tim Higgs,
Environmental Analysis Team, (615)
736-7192 or Don Getty, Project
Manager, (615) 736-2346.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
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1. The intent of the Supplemental EIS
is to provide National Environmental
Policy Act coverage for design features
of the Kentucky Lock Addition project
that were unspecified when the original
EIS was prepared. At the time of the
original EIS, it was recognized that
decisions on several key features could
not be made until additional hydraulic
modeling studies and engineering
evaluations were performed. This
additional evaluation has progressed to
the point that the SEIS can be
completed.

2, The original EIS for Kentucky Lock
Addition was completed in 1992 and a
Record of Decision signed in 1998. An
environmental assessment (EA) was
completed in March 2000 for the
relocation of the U.S. Highway 62/641
Crossing over the Tennessee River. This
EA addressed changes to the project
from moving the crossing off the
Kentucky Lock and Dam (river mile
22.4) to a site just downstream of the
dam (river mile 22.1). The SEIS now
proposed will cover all known
remaining changes to the project from
that described in the earlier EIS and EA.

3. Key proposed project features to be
evaluated in the SEIS include the
following:

a. Training dike(s) on the west bank
of the Powerhouse Island to improve
navigation conditions for barge traffic
entering the locks on the downstream
side.

b. Fishing enhancement features
added as mitigation for construction
impacts (bank closures):

(1) three west bank rock jetties below
the west bank boat basin;

(2) expanded west bank boat basin
which will be used by contractors
during construction and available to the
public after construction;

(3) new boal ramp in the west bank
boal basin;

(4) fishing piers on the west bank and
off the Powerhouse Island.

c. Construction of a new Lock
Visitor's Center as mitigation for loss of
Taylor Park Campground.

d. Fill placement in lower level of
now inactive Taylor Park Campground.

e, Mooring buoys at either Tennessee
River Mile 19.4 (Left Bank) ar TRM
20.6L.

f. Underwater rock excavations in
upstream and downstream lock
approaches.

g. Wastewater treatment systems for
the Lock and Dam facilities.

h, Widening of Highway 282 at the
railroad underpass on the west bank.

i. Guidewall construction in the
tailwater,

4. This notice serves to solicit
comments from the public: federal, state

and local agencies and officials; Indian
Tribes; and other interested parties in
order to consider and evaluate the
impacts of this proposed activity. Any
comments received by us will be
considered to determine whether to
perform this work. To make this
decision, comments are used to assess
impacts on endangered species, historic
properties, water quality, water supply
and conservation, economics, aesthetics,
wetlands, Mood hazards, floodplain
values, land use, navigation, shore
erosion and accretion, recreation, energy
needs, safety, food and fiber production,
mineral needs, considerations of
property ownership, general
environmental effects, and in general,
the needs and welfare of the people,

5. Activities proposed that require a
review under the guidelines
promulgated by the Administrator,
Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA), under authority of Section
404(b)(1) of the Clean Water Act (40
CFR Part 230) include fill placement for
fishing enhancement features and riprap
temporarily placed in the lower lock
approach channel.

6. Other federal, state and local
approvals required for the proposed
work are as follows:

a. Water quality certification from the
Kentucky Division of Water.

b. Coordination with the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service, including a
Biological Assessment/Opinion for
Endangered Species Act and a Fish and
Wildlife Coordination Act Report.

7. Significant issues to be analyzed in
depth in the draft SEIS include impacts
to tailwater mussel resources, tailwater
fishing activities, and commercial and
recreational boating activities. The
Tennessee Valley Authority has agreed
to be a Cooperating Agency on the SEIS
and will be responsible for preparing
much of the evaluations of significant
resources, A draft SEIS should be
available in Fehruary 2001,

8. Public Meeting: A public meeting is
scheduled to scope for potential issues
to be evaluated in the SEIS as follows:

Date: May 22, 2000.

Time: 6:30 p.m. to 9 p.m.

Place: Kentucky Dam Village State
Park Convention Center, U.S. Highway
641, Gilbertsville, Kentucky.

Peter F. Taylor, Jr.,

Lieutenant Colonel, Corps of Engineers,
District Engineer.

|[FR Doc. 00-12034 Filed 5-11-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 37T10-GF-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
[CFDA No. 84.258]

Even Start Family Literacy Program
Grants for Indian Tribes and Tribal
Organizations

AGENCY: Department of Education.
ACTION: Notice imtiting applications for
new awards for fiseal year (FY) 2000.

Purpose of Program: The Even Start
Family Literacy Program for Indian
tribes and tribal organizations is
designed to help break the cycle of
poverty and illiteracy by improving the
educational opportunities UF low-
income families by integrating early
childhood education, adult literacy or
adult basic education, and parenting
education into a unified family literacy
program for federally recognized Indian
tribes and tribal organizations.

Eligible Applicants: Federally
recognized Indian tribes and tribal
organizations. (The term “Indian tribe”
and “tribal organization” have the
meanings given those terms in section 4
of the Indian Self-Determination and
Education Assistance Act.)

Applications Available: May 12, 2000.

Deadline for Transmittal of’
Applications: June 30, 2000.

Available Funds: The Secretary
estimates that there will be
approximately $1,500,000 in FY 2000
funds for new grants.

Estimated Range of Awards;
$100,000-$200,000.

Estimated Size of Average Award:
$175,000.

Estimated Number of Awards: 8-10,

Note: The Department is not bound by
any estimates in this notice.

roject Period: Up to 48 months,

Applicable Reg u}uﬁons: The
Education Department General
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in
34 CFR parts 75, 77, 80, 81, 82, 85, 97,
98, and 99.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Description of Program

Under the authority of section
1202(a)(1)(C) of the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act (ESEA), the
Assistant Secretary of Elementary and
Secondary Education (Assistant
Secretary) awards grants to eligible
applicants for projects that—

* Improve lll:e educational
opportunities of low-income families by
integrating early childhood education,
adult literacy or adult basic education,
and parenting education into a unified
family literacy program for federally
recognized Indian tribe and tribal
organization projects;

» Are implemented through
cooperative activities that build on
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Subject: KY Lock — Scope of Supplemental EIS (Italicized Revision after Agency
Scoping Meeting

1. Since 1992 when the Feasibility Study and Environmental Impact Statement were
completed, there have been many changes, additions, and refinements to the Kentucky
Lock Addition Project. The table below is an attempt to list all of the affected major
features. The 1992 EIS recognized that a supplemental NEPA document would be
required because of unknowns associated with the relocation of Taylor Park Campground
and unknowns in the need and configuration of downstream training dikes. I believe that
we are nearing the point where we have most of the major changes and refinements to a
level where additional detail will not significantly impact any environmental analyses. It
is hoped that the table below will be a starting point for TVA and the Corps in developing
a plan to produce the SEIS.

Anticipated Features to be included in SEIS

Feature 1992 FS/EIS Current Plan
Access Road to Vulcan Not Included Widen existing road/path
Disposal Site with wetland impacts and

enlarging a crossing of
Russell Creek. Wetland
impacts were covered by

Highway Relocation EA
(0.25 acres).
Taylor Park Campground Relocate to unknown Permanently close. As
location mitigation, build new lock

visitor center and enhance
fishing access in the KY
TW. Fill Placement in
lower level of campground.
Fill will not be a 404
activity since it is above the
normal operating level of
Kentucky Lake. It is within
the flood control pool and
impacts on the floodplain
will be included in the SEIS.




East bank boat ramp

Permanently close. As
mitigation, upgrade west
bank ramp, build restroom,
and pave parking lot.

Instead of upgrading
existing ramp, build new
ramp on west end of
existing WB boat basin.
Keep new restroom and
paving in plan. 7VA
requested that as part of the
closing of the existing ramp
that vehicle use be blocked.
The ramp would still be
available for foot traffic.

West bank land access to
barges to be used by
contractors

Not included

Alternatives: 1) WB ramp
on bank upstream of boat
basin, 2) enlarge boat
basin, and/or 3) use existing
EB ramp. Mussel surveys
(preliminary results for 1)
and 2) few mussels
observed ) were recently
performed. In-river
dredging is not required for
these alternatives.

Lock location

N/A

Lock has moved
approximately 200’
upstream and 20’ riverward
from EIS location. Its
founding elevation has also
been raised.

Temporary flow cut-off
wall or measures

Not included

Alternatives are presently
being evaluated. To be
located in footprint of new
lock chamber.

Upstream Lock Approach
Walls

Cellular Structures (20 cells
@ 36’ diameter)

Floating structures with
drilled shaft connections (3
@ 10) at the upstream end
of both the guidewall
(longer) and guardwall
(shorter). TVA'’s
preliminary assessment of
mussels resources based on
the recent surveys. Few
mussels present and soft
bottom substrate.

Underwater excavation

Not included

Underwater rock excavation




construction methods.
Underwater rock blasted
with overburden excavated.

is planned for both
upstream and downstream
of the new lock.
Appropriate environmental
restrictions should be
developed. It was agreed
that additional evaluation
of blasting techniques.
Experiences at similar
projects, such as Pickwick
Dam or Ohio River work,
will be investigated to
develop blasting techniques
to minimize impacts.
Potential techniques
included scare charges to
attempt to move fish away
from the blasting point and
leaving a layer of
overburden or adding a
temporary layer over the
charge. Timing of blasting
should be done in the winter
months to avoid potential
fishermen conflicts.

Upstream Approach
Excavation

Has been minimized and is
undergoing testing at WES.
Excavation to navigation
grade for up to 1000’
upstream of end of
guidewall. Recent
coordination with the
Corps’ Navigation section
has stated that the design
grade should be 335" which
will require significant
dredging. This grade is
debatable since it would
only occur during
emergency flood control
drawdowns when
commercial navigation is
likely to be curtailed
anyway. Blasting for this
item is only anticipated for
the lock intakes, other areas




are expected to be soils.

Downstream lock approach
wall

Built in the dry using a long
cofferdam

Built in the wet using
drilled shafts. Temporary
fill placement (is a 404
activity) in lower third of
guidewall to help form
slurry wall, fill will be
removed later.

Downstream cofferdam

Extensive structure
encompassing the
downstream approach wall

Has been shortened by over
1000°. Channel excavation
that was to be done in the
dry will now be in the wet.
Includes at least one
temporary guard cell.

Downstream approach
excavation

Most in the dry, some in the
wet, including right bank
excavation for
approximately 1500°.

All in the wet. Amount is
being refined in Nav. Model
at WES, but right bank
excavation is not necessary.
It was emphasized by the
Corps that right bank and
channel dredging will not
be necessary based on
design refinements.

Downstream training
dike(s)

Recognized that they may
be needed.

One or two small training
dikes (see drawing).
Mussel survey and
mitigation would not be
needed

Downstream Mooring Cells
(Buoys)

Two new ones located just
upstream of [-24 to replace
those just downstream of
the powerhouse island.

Mooring cells have been
replaced by mooring buoys
at RM 19.4L and/or 20.6L.
Included in the SEIS since
their use was linked to river
traffic congestion while the
new lock is being
constructed. The downside
of this is that environmental
impacts may trigger a
formal consultation under
the ESA. TVA has
evaluated the sites for
aquatic resources. T&E
issues at one proposed
location (possibly both




sites). Prop wash is
another concern. These
buoys would be removed
after lock construction and
could be placed back in
service during lock outages.

Upstream Mooring Cells

Two new ones were
planned.

None are presently being
considered.

Layout of lock buildings
and access roads

Not included

Plan nearing completion.

Contractor Staging Areas

Large wooded area on east
bank near abandoned
firearms range and TP
Campground were
identified.

Needs are being refined and
reassessed. Use of large
wooded area would
probably be considered as
last resort. Revised plan
may be available in August.

East bank disposal site

Approx. 40 acres of Vulcan
Materials previously
disturbed site.

No change to Vulcan site,
presently designed to 60%
level. In addition, would
like to add lower level of
T.P. Campground as
permanent fill area with
certain limitations.

Future treatment of site
sanitary sewage

Probably not included

Plan is scheduled this
summer. Alternatives
include: 1) septic tanks and
fields, 2) constructed
wetlands, and/or 3)
connection to the Grand
Rivers POTW.




Erection of RR truss over
navigation channel

Not included

Truss will be erected in a
yet to be determined area of
the immediate TW and
floated into place. The
temporary erection site will
probably have env.
consequences. Either
expanded WB basin, along
WB or on future highway
piers.

Widening of Hwy 282
under RR bridge

Not included

This RR bridge is now
having to be replaced and
the roadway under it
upgraded to current
standards. Widening it
could have impacts on the
adjacent wetlands.

2. In addition to the features listed above, an EA has been prepared to document and
assess changes/additions associated with the proposal to relocate US Hwy 62 to a
downstream bridge instead of re-constructing it on top of the dam. The major features
included in the EA are listed in the table below.

Project Features Covered and Assessed in Hwy EA

Feature

1992 FS/EIS

Hwy EA

Relocated roadway

Reconstructed on top of
dam.

Relocated to downstream
bridge.

Wetlands

N/A

New field survey identified
wetlands being impacted by
both RR and Hwy that were
not shown in 1992 EIS.
Mitigation plan currently
being developed for off-site
location. Minor impact of
disposal area haul road
added.

Mussels

Not included for RR?

Impacts were assessed and
mitigation plan is currently
being initiated by Corps.




Powerhouse Island Access

By bridge over downstream
canal, from east bank.

By ramp off of dam, from
west bank.

Bike/Pedestrian Bridge over
Locks

N/A

Added to provide loss of
sidewalk from existing
bridge when bridge moved
downstream.

West bank disposal site and | Not included. Added.
contractor staging area.
Borrow sites Only Vulcan disposal site Added Vulcan stripping

identified as potential
borrow site.

operations and “racetrack”
site on west bank.

As mentioned above, the development of mitigation plans for both wetlands and mussels
is ongoing. It is expected that these ongoing and future mitigation plans will be joint
developments of TVA and the Corps.

Distribution:

Don Getty
KY Lock Addition
Project Manager

May 22, 2000 Agency Scoping Meeting Attendees
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MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD

SUBJECT: Minutes of Agency Scoping Meeting for Supplemental Environmental
Impacts Statement (SEIS) for Kentucky Lock Addition Project

. An agency scoping meeting was held at the Lake Barkley Resource Manager’s Office
on May 22, 2000. The purpose of the meeting was to solicit comments or concerns
about issues to be evaluated in the forthcoming SEIS and to make any last minute
preparation for the public meeting held later that evening. A list of attendees follows.

List of Attendees
NAME AGENCY PHONE
DON GETTY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

615-736-2346

TED CROWELL KY DEPT. FISH AND WILDLIFE
RESOURCES  800-858-1549

PAUL RISTER KY DEPT. FISH AND WILDLIFE
RESOURCES  270-753-3886

RICHARD TIPPIT CORPS OF ENGINEERS
615-736-2020

JOHNNY PARHAM CORPS OF ENGINEERS
615-736-2346

SAM PERRY TVA 865-632-

1591

Gary Jenkins TVA 901-641-2012



TOM SWOR CORPS OF ENGINEERS
615-736-5831

TIM HIGGS CORPS OF ENGINEERS
615-736-7192
Lee Graser TVA 865-632-1515
John Jenkinson TVA 865-632-1513
DAVID DREVES KY DEPT. FISH AND WILDLIFE
RESOURCES 270-753-3886
Kevin Gillespie US Coast Guard 618-684-3143, ext130

2. Representatives from the Kentucky Division of Water (DOW) and the US Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS) were unable to attend the meeting. Previous discussions
were held with the DOW on how coordination obtained during the recent Relocated
Highway 62 EA would be implemented. The DOW stated they would rely on the
KDFWR for the appropriate fish-spawning season, during which in-stream work is
prohibited. Additional clarification on what type of activities would be prohibited
during fish spawning season, in general, this is any bottom disturbing activities such
as dredging or blasting or any activity likely to increase downstream turbidity levels.
Working on the above bottom portions of the bridges piers or use of work barge
spuds (minor area impacted) would not be prohibited. The USFWS commented via
email that their concerns for federally listed species (Indiana Bats or mussels) had
been adequately addressed in previous coordination for the Highway EA.

3. Most of the meeting consisted on a discussion of “Anticipated features to be included
in the SEIS”. A table was previously furnished which listed each feature, the
description that was provided in the original (1992) EIS, and how the current plan had
changed. This file has been revised based on this meeting (see attached)

e Taylor Park Campground Fill placement: Tom Swor asked if fill placement is a 404
activity. Tim Higgs responded that this fill will not be a 404 activity since it is above
the normal operating level of Kentucky Lake. It is within the flood control pool and
impacts on the floodplain will be included in the SEIS.

e Existing East Bank boat ramp (old ferry landing): Sam Perry requested that as part of
the closing of the existing ramp that vehicle use be blocked. The ramp would still be
available for foot traffic.

e Upstream Lock Approach Wall: John Jenkinson provided a preliminary assessment
of mussels resources based on the recent surveys. Few mussels were present and the
bottom substrate consisted of soft materials.

e Underwater excavations methods: This was a subject of more detailed discussion. It
was agreed that additional evaluation of blasting techniques will be performed prior
to preparing specifications for this work. Experiences at similar projects, such as
Pickwick Dam or Ohio River work, will be investigated to develop blasting



techniques to minimize impacts. Potential techniques included scare charges to
attempt to move fish away from the blasting point and leaving a layer of overburden
or adding a temporary layer over the charge. Timing of blasting should be done in the
winter months to avoid potential fishermen conflicts.

Upstream approach excavation: Recent coordination with the Corps Navigation
section has stated that the design grade should be 335° which will require more
significant dredging. This position is debatable since it would only occur at extreme
conditions during an emergency flood control drawdowns when commercial
navigation is likely to be curtailed anyway. Blasting for this item is only anticipated
to occur for the lock intakes, other areas are expected to be soils.

Downstream lock approach: Temporary fill placement for construction of the slurry
wall will be a 404 activity.

Downstream approach excavation: It was emphasized by Tom Swor that right bank
and channel dredging will not be necessary based on design refinements. In the 1992
EIS, this was a significant issue.

Downstream Mooring Buoys: It was recently decided at the April 12th WES meeting
that the analysis of environmental impacts associated with the mooring buoys would
be included in the SEIS since their use was linked to river traffic congestion while the
new lock is being constructed. The downside of this is that environmental impacts
may trigger a formal consultation under the ESA. TVA has evaluated the sites for
aquatic resources. T&E issues at one proposed location (possible both sites). Prop
wash is another concern. These buoys would be removed after lock construction and
could be placed back in service during lock outages.

Contractor staging areas: Revised plan will not be available until August (not July).

Fish Spawning season. Additional coordination will be developed between
KDFWR, TVA, and the Corps showing the appropriate season for each area. A table
will be developed to identify species likely to be spawning at the different locations
affected by project construction and for anticipated construction methods. TVA
recommended avoiding the lower lock approach channel during mid-Feb — March to
avoid impacting blue sucker runs. Stripe fishing is heavy during April- June,
especially in easternmost bridge pier area.

Boat Restrictions. Boat traffic would be restricted around active pier construction
areas and it is expected that no more than two piers would be active at any given time.
No blasting is needed for pier construction. Signage will be placed at the boat ramp
area. Pier construction is expected to last two years and steel placement another year.
Short-term closures will be required when the railroad truss is floated into place.

. WES Modeling Update. WES has identified errors in velocity measurements
presented during the April 12" meeting. They will provide results in an upcoming
report on existing conditions. No significant velocity changes on downstream areas
containing mussel beds were measured as a result of bridge pier construction.

Mussel Salvaging from Bridge Piers Footprints. Anticipated procedures for the
mussel salvaging operation were discussed. It is recognized that diver safety will be a



9.

critical factor. The Corps’ bridge pier contractor will be required to salvage mussels
from the pier footprints as much as practical.

Recent mussel surveys. John Jenkinson provided a preliminary assessment of the
recent mussel surveys. A more detailed summary will be provided at a later date.
Based on the preliminary results it appears the expanded west bank boat basin and the
downstream rock (a.k.a. Rister) jetties will not be dropped because of environmental
concerns.

Contact me at (615) 736-7192 if you have any questions.

Tim Higgs
Environmental Engineer
Project Planning Branch

Attachment: “Table for Anticipated Features to be Included in SEIS”

CF:

All attendees to May 22" Meeting
John Dovak/KY DOW

Ed Carroll/KY DOW

Jim Widlak/KY DOW



5/31/00
Kentucky Lock Addition
Minutes of Public Information Meeting
22 May 2000
6:30 p.m. (CDT)
KY Dam Village State Resort Park
Conference Center

1. On 22 May, 2000, a public information meeting was held at the Kentucky Dam
Village State Resort Park Convention Center to scope issues for the upcoming
Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement for the Kentucky Lock Addition project.
The meeting was attended by approximately 100 citizens.

2. At the General Session, opening remarks were made by:

e Corps of Engineers - LTC Pete Taylor, District Engineer, Nashville District

e Tennessee Valley Authority — Gary Brock, Manager, Navigation and
Structures Engineering

e Kentucky Department of Fish &Wildlife Resources — Ted Crowell, Assistant
Director of Fisheries

An overview of the Project was then provided by Don Getty, Project Manager for the
Corps of Engineers. A powerpoint of this presentation is included in the KY Lock
website.

3. After the General Session, two Breakout Sessions were held: one on Tailwater
Fishing moderated by Ralph Ownby of the Corps of Engineers and one on “All-other”
Project Features moderated by Barney Davis of the Corps of Engineers. The purpose of
these breakout sessions was to solicit ideas/comments/questions from the attendees. A
summary of the input collected at these breakout sessions is provided below.

4. Tailwater Fishing Breakout Session. An overview of the possible fishing impacts
during construction and proposed tailwater fishing access improvements was provided by
Don Getty. A powerpoint of this presentation is included in the KY Lock website. A
summary of the discussion held on the various topics/issues and the results of the survey
are provided below:

Boat Ramps

e It was suggested by Judge Joe Ward that the east bank (Livingston County) be
provided with a boat ramp. He suggested dredging the mouth of Russell Creek to
accommodate this ramp. This suggestion will be evaluated in the SEIS.

e The location of the new west bank boat ramp in the boat basin was well received.
The dilemma of where to place floating courtesy dock was discussed. Possible
options include:



Dock between the lanes — This may be more advantageous for single boaters, but
when a boat is tied to the dock, it blocks one of the lanes for launching. It was
pointed out that if the boat basin is widened, then the ramp may be widened to allow
for a boat to be tied-up at the dock with enough room left over to launch a boat. If the
basin is not widened, then there is not enough width to put the dock over to the side.
Dock to the side of the ramp — This arrangement would ensure that at least one lane
of the ramp stays open for launching, but if the ramp is widened, it would probably
keep two lanes open for launching.

It was pointed out that the existing west bank ramp is difficult to use during low water
— boats tend to drop-off the ramp since it does not extend far enough into the water.

It was noted that extending the ramp to fix this problem will require closing the ramp
during concrete placement and curing. This seemed acceptable to the attendees. The
option of fixing the ramp will be evaluated in the SEIS and the funding for it could
come from the $1M of Taylor Park Campground mitigation funds.

Fishing Piers

The elevation of the two proposed fishing piers and the existing fishing coffer cell
were discussed. There seemed to be agreement that all three fishing platforms should
be at different elevations to accommodate different tailwater elevations.

Fishing Coffer Cell

There seemed to be a consensus of those attending that the coffer cell should not be
raised in height. This is due mainly to the shad dipping that occurs on the cell. There
was an opinion expressed that if the cell were raised, shad dipping would be more
difficult. One of the design team members described how shad dipping could still be
performed from a boat with the cell raised. This would involve a wood block
between the boat and the cell wall to allow space for dipping between the boat and the
cell. The advantage to this approach is that dipping could occur at tailwater
elevations above those of the existing cell height. However, those in attendance did
not feel that this additional utility would overcome the existing ease of use of the cell.
In lieu of raising the cell and in an effort to reduce maintenance requirements, a
proposal to remove to the railing and bridge access to the cell was proposed. This
was not well received by the audience since the shad dippers and fishermen all want
the railing and the fishermen need the bridge access.

Enhanced railing — A proposal to use project mitigation funds to place strengthened
railing on the cell was made. This was well received. An opinion was expressed that
the railing would be more corrosion resistant by making it out of “I” shapes rather
than enclosed tubing.

Existing railing — It was pointed out that the existing railing has some broken pieces
exposed that could be a safety hazard and they should be removed.

Expanded West Bank Boat Basin




This basin is proposed to be deepened to elevation 293 and widened an unknown
amount for three reasons: 1) to allow for the erection of the 500 foot long RR truss
that will then be floated into place; 2) to allow for the on- and off-loading of
contractors’ work barges; and 3) to provide for additional width and depth for the
recreational boats that will ultimately use the basin for launching and docking. The
trade-offs for expanding and not expanding the boat basin were discussed. If not
expanded, this would keep open about 600 additional feet of the west bank to bank
fishing during construction and would possibly allow the new ramp in the basin to be
opened to the public several years earlier. If the basin is expanded, it will allow more
flexibility in the width and design of the new ramp and its courtesy dock. It will also
provide additional depth and width for use by the recreational craft. The basin’s
existing width of 30-35 feet at low water make it marginal for use as a launching and
docking area.

Miscellaneous

Powerhouse Island Public Restroom — It is proposed that this restroom would be a
replacement for the existing restrooms in the TVA Public Safety building that are in
poor condition. It was requested that this proposed restroom be kept open year round.
TVA representatives stated that it was their intention to keep it open year round and
that it would be similar in design to the restrooms below Pickwick Dam.

Marking of submerged coffer cells — It was requested that an effort be made to
mark the existing coffer cells below the spillway so as to show unknowing boaters
their location. This is not a problem for boaters that frequent the area, but significant
damage has been done to unsuspecting boaters. This marking possibility will be
considered as mitigation in the SEIS.

Results of TW Fishing Survey

A total of 12 survey forms were returned with comments. Here are the results by the
categories on the form:

A.

Features planned as mitigation for permanent closure of east bank ramp
New two lane boat ramp in west bank boat basin, with floating courtesy dock.
New public restroom near ramp.

Paving of existing parking lot downstream of boat basin.

Existing west bank ramp can remain open permanently, at the discretion of the
Kentucky Dam Village State Resort Park

Written comments received on the above plan:

Widen the basin to allow for wider lanes of the ramp.

Please locate courtesy dock downstream of ramp, not in the center of ramp.
These sound good to me.

Fix holes in roadway to existing west bank ramp.

1 prefer the courtesy dock be placed to the side of the new ramp to prevent user
conflict.



o Courtesy dock should be in the middle.
e Fix bottom of old ramp.
o [Existing ramp needs reworked.

B. Features proposed as mitigation for closure of upstream, west bank to fishing

during construction of river bridges

e Two or three rock jetties downstream of existing west bank ramp for fishing access
and for fish habitat.

e Gravel road, parking lot, and walkways for rock fishing jetties.

Written comments received on the above plan:
o At least three, maybe four.

e  Much needed.

e Sounds good to me.

e Agree.

e Good idea!

o This is an outstanding idea.

C. Possible deepening and widening of existing west bank boat basin.

It is proposed to deepen and widen the existing boat basin to allow bridge and lock
construction barges to on- and off-load within the basin. The short-term consequences of
this enlargement is that it would eliminate approximately 600 additional feet of west bank
available to fishing during the expected three to four years of bridge/lock construction.
This 600 feet would be in addition to the approximately 2000 feet of bank that would be
closed to fishing regardless of the basin’s use (see Phases 2-A and 2-B of handout). The
long-term benefit of the basin’s enlargement is that it would make the basin easier to use
by recreational boats after construction is complete. The new boat ramp will be
constructed in the basin regardless of whether or not it is expanded, but if it is not
expanded, then its maximum depth will only be 3-4 feet at low water and with a
corresponding width of about 30 feet. Please let us know your preference on this issue.

I prefer to have the basin expanded  All 12 responses chose this option

I prefer to leave the basin as is. 0



D. Features proposed as mitigation for closure of Taylor Park Campground.

Our maximum budget for these features is approximately $1M. We (interested agencies)
have come up with the list below of possible ways to improve fishing access to the KY
tailwater area. Since these features’ cursory costs add up to slightly more than the $1M
available, we need your help in prioritizing them. Also, if you have other possible
features that you feel should be considered, please write them in the last row(s).

Possible Feature Approximate Cost | Order of preference with the
largest number being the
top choice (9 of 12 surveys
provided ranking of these)

Powerhouse Island Fishing Pier $440K* 46
New Powerhouse Island Public $85K 28
Restroom (2 stalls per sex)

Additional parking at downstream $50K 27
end of Powerhouse Island

Raise a portion of existing $100K 19

Powerhouse Island coffer cell about
7°, install new railing, and access

bridge.

West Bank Fishing Pier $350K 35
West Bank Fishing berm (walkway) | $65K 29
just upstream of boat basin

Total Approximate Cost $1.09M

*This cost includes the $50K cost of the new parking lot.

Note: Additional items for the above table proposed at the meeting would be the
extension of the existing west bank boat ramp, marking of the submerged cells below the
spillway, upgrading the railing of the existing fishing coffer cell, and building a new
ramp on the east bank.

E. Height of west bank fishing pier.

If the west bank fishing pier is chosen to be constructed, then we are proposing three
different options for its height. There is concern among some of the designers/owners
that the lower pier elevations will cause undue maintenance problems due to frequent and
lengthy flooding and that the pier’s usability would be limited by this flooding. Please let
us know your preference on the height.

| Minimum Pier Height | Approximate | Approximate number | Order of




(elevation in feet) number days that days that low pod is preference with
See Note below low pod is flooded | flooded from June largest number
for the entire year | through October being first choice

(8 of 12 surveys
provided rankings)

318 63 3 9

313 94 7 14

310 115 15 22

Note: For reference, the normal low water in the tailwater is elevation 300 and the top of
the coffer cell at the Powerhouse Island is elevation 302.

5. All-other Features Breakout Session. An overview of planned project features and
some known impacts of these features was presented by Johnny Parham. The main
topics of this overview were: 1) Areas of limited public access during construction, 2)
Affects of construction employment and construction traffic on the community, 3)
Permanent traffic pattern changes, 4) Plans for site development, 5) Construction
sequencing. A powerpoint of this presentation is included in the KY Lock website. A
summary of issues raised by attendees follows.

Size of Visitors Center One person asked for the dimensions of the Visitors Center and
remarked that it seemed small and was there an opportunity to make it larger. It was
pointed out the dimensions of the main display area are 45° x 20°. This does not include
the restrooms, vestibule, or office and storage areas. It was explained that justification
for the Visitors Center was as mitigation for the closure of Taylor Park Campground and
thus the $1.5 million estimate to relocate the campground was a limiting factor for
mitigation. Of the $1.5 million, $500,000 has been proposed to be budgeted for the
Visitors Center and $1 million for tailwater fishing enhancements.

Traffic from Dump Trucks A concern was expressed about the amount of traffic that
will occur from dump trucks hauling fill material for the RR & Hwy embankment on the
west bank across the dam. The question was asked if the contractor’s work hours would
be limited. It was explained the Corps of Engineers would not limit the contractors work
hours. The contractor will be required to obey all traffic laws and the Corps will monitor
and insure a safe work environment.

Link to Paducah’s River Heritage Museum Mr. Ken Wheeler encouraged the
Kentucky Lock project team to take advantage of linking its facilities to and sharing
information with the River Heritage Museum. Some preliminary discussions for this
possibility have taken place and opportunities will be pursued.

Labor Relations Mr. Ken Wheeler pointed out the Olmsted project would be a good
point of contact about “Lessons Learned” on labor relations in the area and the Kentucky
Lock project should consider this topic. Mr. Wheeler was told of discussions that had
already occurred between KY Lock personnel and Rick Schipp, Olmsted Resident
Engineer. A meeting was held with labor representatives specifically about the KY Lock




project. It was recognized further coordination on this topic needs to take place in the
future.

Cost Sharing of Mitigation Costs Mr. Ken Wheeler questioned the amount of money
being spent for mitigation. His particular concern seemed to be about the amount of
fishing enhancements in the tailwater and the use of navigation industry trust fund dollars
to pay for 50% of these costs. It was explained to Mr. Wheeler that the required
mitigation features were broken into three categories. One of these categories is
mitigation for the closure of Taylor Park Campground which is limited to a $1.5 million
budget. $500,000 is budgeted toward the visitor center and $1 million is budgeted for
tailwater fishing enhancements. Not all of the fishing enhancements being considered
will be able to be built within the $1 million cap so those will not be constructed. It was
explained the other breakout session was prioritizing those features to help decide which
ones would be built. Another category of mitigation is to compensate for the closure of
the west bank to fishing from the shore during relocation of the RR & Hwy. The rock
fishing jetties below the existing west bank boat ramp are proposed for this mitigation
feature. The other category of tailwater mitigation is for closure of the existing east bank
boat ramp. The new ramp proposed for the expanded boat basin, paving the existing
parking lot and the restroom facilities are proposed for this mitigation.

Mr. Wheeler also encouraged seeking other cost sharing partners for tailwater
enhancement features. Mr. Wheeler was aware of the federal responsibility to fund
mitigation and any additional money provided by other parties would be used to provide
features above and beyond the required mitigation.

Chamber of Commerce Position Statement The Paducah Area Chamber of Commerce
stated their support for the Kentucky Lock project and provided a copy of a position
statement they had written. The position statement supported funding of the project for
Fiscal Year 2001.

Traffic Congestion From Employee Vehicles Concern was expressed about traffic
congestion from construction employees vehicles reporting to work and leaving work. It
was asked if shifts could be staggered to alleviate some of the congestion. The response
was that the Corps of Engineers will work with contractors to minimize the traffic as
much a practical, but the nature of this type of construction makes that difficult at times.
It was explained when the weather is good, contractors want to take advantage of all
daylight hours and thus staggering shifts is not always possible.

New Ramp from Hwy 62/641 to Hwy 282 One individual asked if a new exit ramp
from the relocated Hwy 62/641 to Hwy 282 near the State Park Campground could be
provided. It was explained the Corps of Engineers was authorized only to provide
relocations to meet existing conditions and a new ramp would be an improvement we
were not authorized to construct. The cost of constructing a ramp would have to be
picked up by someone such as Marshall County or the State of Kentucky if it were
included.




Construction Video The question was asked if we had plans to produce a video of
construction that would be shown in the new Visitors Center. The reply was that no
specific plans are currently in place, but preliminary discussions have occurred. It was
pointed out that videos are used in construction inspections and those videos could be
used to produce a product for the visitors center after construction. It was also pointed
out that the possibility of providing information to the River Heritage Museum has been
discussed.

Graphic Video From General Session A representative from the Marshall County
Visitors Center on [-24 asked if they could receive a copy of the graphic video shown in
the General Session. A CD with the video was provided after the meeting adjourned.

Power Qutage During Tower Relocation One person if there would be power
interruptions when the lines to the new transmission towers were transferred. A TVA
representative replied that no outages would be required to transfer the lines.

Hwy 62/641 Four Lane The question was asked if a four lane bridge across the
Tennessee River had been evaluated considering existing traffic and projected traffic in
the next ten years. It was explained the four lane option was being pursued until a couple
of months ago, but the state of Kentucky had decided it wasn’t in their budget to fund the
additional cost of a four lane bridge over the two lane option that is funded with federal
dollars.

Speed Limit on Relocated Hwy 62/641 What will the speed limit on the relocated
section of Hwy 62/641 was asked by one individual. It was explained the design speed
for the relocation was 45 mph, but the actual posted speed limit would be determined by
the state of Kentucky.

6. After the two breakout sessions adjourned, a Close-out Summary Session was held.
Mr. Ownby and Mr. Davis summarized the issues and comments received during the
breakout sessions (these are outlined in paragraphs 4 and 5 above). No questions were
asked during this session and the meeting adjourned at approximately 9:00 p.m.

Don Getty
Project Manager
KY Lock Addition



Information provided before the general session:

Meeting program and comment cards
Project fact sheet/construction schedule
Project Site Plan — 11x17 Colored drawing
8 /2 x 11 Computer generated renderings of:
e Lock Site and Lock Bridges

e WB Fishing pier

PH Island fishing pier

e TN River bridges

11x17 Artist renderings of:

e Lock site plan

e Operations/visitors building and lock

8 %ax 11 TW fishing:

e Plan view of all possible features

e WB restrictions July 00 to June 01

Handouts at TW Fishing Breakout Session

Fishing Features Survey

11x17 PH Island possible fishing enhancements

11x17 West bank possible fishing enhancements

11x17 of PH Island Fishing Pier, Plan and profile

11x17’s of three WB Fishing Piers profile view and one plan view
8 %2 x 11 WB restrictions, Phase 2-A

8 %2 x 11 WB restrictions, Phase 2-B

No special handouts at All Other Features Breakout Session




Item 5

PADUCAH AREA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
Paducah Chamber Supports Kentucky Dam Lock Project

Background: Construction of a new lock on the Tennessee River in Kentucky is imperative to facilitate the flow of products
through the largest navigable inland water system in the United States. Over 25,000 miles of inland waterways in our nation
serve as a vital part of our modem transportation infrastructure system. This vast waterway benefits the entire country, not
Just the states that touch it. Annually, more than 600 million tons of cargo move on our inland waterways. In addition,
marine transportation provides the most cost effective method of moving goods for many businesses.

e Because Western Kentucky is located at the hub of America’s most industrialized and agricultural region—Pittsburgh to
Minneapolis and Kansas City to New Orleans, more barge tonnage transits the First Congressional District than any
other portion of the inland waterways.

*  Of the Ohio River’s 981 miles, over 650 of those miles lie within Kentucky.

*  The Ohio River basin accounts for 25 percent of the nation’s waterborne commerce.

*  The mining, manufacturing, agricultural, and water transportation industries in Kentucky employ over 45,500 people and
generate $311 million in state and federal payroll taxes

*  The total domestic waterborne commerce in Kentucky each year amounts to nearly 90 million tons, worth over $7
billion.

« Inland water transportation to Kentucky moves nearly $7.6 billion in cargo, provides over 2500 jobs, and produces
nearly $19 million in state and federal income taxes each year.

* Coal and coal products top the list of commodities transported on Kentucky waterways.

Currently, large tows must be reduced in size in order to utilize the existing Kentucky Dam lock system which adversely
affects the time needed to transport goods and increases costs. In addition, because these fifty-year-old locks are in need of
repair, they will be closed to traffic in 2008 for maintenance. In other words, the new locks must be in place to increase the
flow of marine traffic and decrease the amount of time necessary to deliver goods. Otherwise, these tows will be diverted to
the Cumberland River which will cause additional delay for businesses in delivering their products and will be more costly.

In order for the new lock to be completed in a timely fashion, it is imperative that the additional $23 million of the $38
million needed for construction be added to the current allocation of $15 million in President Bill Clinton’s proposed 2000
budget. One half of the funding for this project is derived from a 20 cents per gallon tax on fuel burned by towboats and put
in a government trust fund. The other half comes from the general fund.

Reasons for Support:

¢ Will increase flow of marine traffic

¢ Reduce time and costs in transporting goods

+ Continue to maintain the positive economic impact of the marine industry to surrounding communities, the state, and the
nation

Bottom Line: The Board of Directors of the Paducah Area Chamber of Commerce support the addition of $23 million 1o the
federal budget for the construction of the Kentucky Dam Lock Project as pronised by President Bill Clinton. This project 1s
vital to the economic health of Western Kentucky and to the Nation. We respectfully ask our elected officials to seek this
funding.
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270/443-1746 » Fax: 270/442-9152 » E-mail: info@ paducahchamber.org
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Appendix A

Item 6
Public Notice
US Army Corps
of En'gnfaa.:f Puhblic kistice M. 01-15, File Mo, (COME-1T72 Date: February 23, 2001
Maahille Diswia Fiease BIAreas all SammEnts oo Closing Date: April 16, 2001

Mashwile Districd Corps of Engness, Project Panning Branch
P.0. Bon 10710, Mashville, TR 372021070

JOINT PUBLIC NOTICE

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
AND
TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

SUBJECT: Esntucky Lock Additicon Project. Dratt Supplement 1
Enwironmental Tmpach Statemant

TO ATLL COHNCERNED: DRMNotlice is nerchy given pursuant to Section 404
of the Clecan Wateor Acr (CWR) that the Hashville District, Corps
of Engineers (Corps), is considering constructing sewveral
features associated with Lhe Kenlucky Lock Addillen Project.
Frior to initiating the work, mocificaticn of the exisbing water
gualivty certilication pursuant Lo Seclion £0]1 of the CHA is
reguired from the Commeonwealth of Eentucky, Departmsnt for
WalLural Rescurces and Eavironmental Protection. By copy of this
notice, the Corps hereby applies for the reguired modified
carLlificalicn. The Tennessee Valley Authority is a cooperating
agency on the DEEIS, in order fo inoorparate its Sectlon 28a and
land usgo review reguirements.

Also, in compliance with the Wational Snvireonmental Foliocy Act
[(HEFA)], the Corps announces the availakility of a Drafc
Eupplement I Envircnmerntal Impact Ztatemsnt (DSEZIE) for the
Eentucky Tock Addition Froject. This suponlement provides NEEA
coverage Zor changes made to the project since sarlier MEFRA
docoments, incloding the 1392 Final T3 and the March 2000
Highway Bridge Relocation Envircnmental RAssessment.

LOCATION: The Corps proposss to construct features azsociatec
with a new lock at tne Eentucky Lock and Dam at Tennessec River
mile (TRM) Z22.4. Arsas affected by the project are in the
immediate vicinity of the Hentucky Dam. Figure 2 shows the




location of features requiring in-stream or flogodplain £il1l, with
the exceplion of one feature. Location of a croszsing on Russall
Craek and 2 2BS-foot relocation of = Lributary Lo Russcll Cresk
drz shown on a second map.  Ths project 23 located in both
Livingston and Marshall Countiss, Eentucky and shown on tha
Calwvert City Juadrangle{copy attached)

BACKGROUND: I Wolice of Intent to preparc this DEFE1S was
punlished in the May 12, 2000 Federsl Fegister. A public meeting
was held to scope for issues Lu cower in the DSETS on May 22,
20C0 at tke Kentucky Dam Village State Park Convention CEnTer.

In March 1952, the Corps completed gz Feas bility Study and Final
Environmental Tmpact Statement Litled “Tower Cumberland and
Tennessee Rivers Final Teasibility Study Eenlucky Lock Addition® .
The 1952 report recommernded that Lhe gXisting Federz]l navigation
project for Xentucky Lock and Dar (L&D be modified to include
zonstruction of a second and wain lock chamber 110 feet wide and
1200 feet long. In March 2000 the Corps commlsted an
Environmental Assessmant FIcposing to relocate the 1.5. Highway
62/64]1 river crossing to a location below the dam and upstrezam
and parallel to Lhe Pal BRailroad Bridge.

The Corps is now proposing Lo make saveral changes Lo the project
from what was described in either of the two earlier KEPA
documents. This DSELS supplements the original Final EIS preparcd
in 1982, The Bupplement evalnates rescurces affecrcod ard
environmental cendequences tor several proposed changes or
additions to the previcusly approved version of Lhe Lock Praisct.
Whan the original FETS was completed In 1932, several key cesign
decisions could not be made for zome major project featurss until
additional enginecring and hydraulic modeling skudies were
wompleted. Cther changes inccorporated refined designs to improve
the efficiency of the lock and/or reduce gnvirconmental impacts.

DESCRIPTION: The [SELS comparcd bwao alternatives; Yo Action
lImplemsnt tha plan described in the 1992 ETS and 2000 BA] and
Proposed Action (implemsnting several changes Lo the previaus
approvad plan) .

Included in the Proposed aAction Plan are the Mollowing:

* 3hifting the new lock upstresm about 200 fee: and riverward
about. 20 feet;

* Modification of constructicn methods to lessen Areas within
cofferdams znd Lo construch merc Tsatures in the "wal"”:

* Hew, non-public zoccess road to voeloan Dispesal Arca {[Fig. 41 :

* Mitigalion for the less of the TVA Taylor Fark Campground
(TEZ}, temporarily closed by TVA in 1897, through construcsian
al a Lock Visitorfs Center, Powerhouse Taland Fighing FPiex



(Fig. 51, additicnal Powernouse Tsland restroom and
parking{Fig.&8), improved coffercell facility for fishermen
(Fig. &), and West Bank Fishing Pla- {Fig. 7):

= [Fill Placemenl in TBEZ during construstion ard passibly
'Fll;‘[ mansns ‘_-r";

* Mitigatiocn fFor closure of Zast back bozt zamp by expanding ths
wesl banz boat basin and construsting s new public boat zamp
and couvrtesy dock in the expanded zasin [or use after
congtruction:

o Uze of the expanded boat kasin for contractor astivities;

¢+ FKelinements in Upstiream Lock Features and approzch channel:

¢ Helirements in Downstream Lock Faatures and approach channel;
L]

Navigaltion Training Dike off Powerhousz Island o improve

commercizl navigation condiiions {(Fig. 1B);

* MilLigation for wesz bank riwver bank closures by construction
of downstream fishing jetties ancd extension of axisting boat
ramg (Fig. 19);

» Spillway Training Dliies to imcrove cecreational boating safety
PEig. 200;

» Pozsinle contractor scooss ramp on Powsrhouse Island and
aasatbank;

Hew Tock Access Road Lo existing lock (2111 wlacement];

# [limizabion of new upstreamw and downstream mooring cells;

s Tlimination of drsdgying To widen Lths downstream navigation
channel to the Interstate Z4 Bridge:

# Eliminzbion of placement of excavated or dredged material an
Lhe sast bank Zrom Russell Creek to the Interstale 24 Bridge:

¢ bklimination of acuatic dispousal site at Tennessce River Mile

T8

The No Action alternaftive wouls entail constructing the locik at
the lecatiosn zhown in 1392, Decause Lhis location is meore
landward and downstream fram the proposed location, this plan
woald require more in-stream excavation Lhan bthe preoposed plan.
Included in the No Action plan are channel widening and right-
bank excavation, which are eliminated under Lhe Fropesed plan.
The largar wolume of excavated material necesaitated the aguatic
dizspoasl ares approved in the 1922 FEIS. Other structures such
a5 the navigalion training dike, spillway Lrein‘ng dikes, fishing
fiers, fishing jetties, expanded hoat basin, and Lock Visitor's
center wera not included in the Wo Action plan. Mitigation for
the lass of the Taylor Zark Campground would be accomplished by
relocation to a nearby ziie, The lower havl =oad wauld nol be
constructad, ramuiring —he use of public voads tor haul trafific.

Additicnal impacts associzted with the proposed ackion includs
the loss of aguatic habitat direclly covered by new foaturess such

38 the navigation braining dike (585C ft°), fishing jetbias (7000



FE2 )y existing lock access road (700 £t?), and sprllway Lraining
dikas {146,600 ft*), The impacts associated with the new lock
sLructure, gpproach walls, and approach channels nave been vastly
recucad with the Froposed RAcoctizn plan.  The aplllway training
cikes are not reguired for the Tock Additiosn but were ircluded in
the DSEIZ at the request of TVA and the Kentucky Departnent g
Fisk and Wildlife Rascurces (XDFWR) Lo improve recreational
boating safety below tThe dam.

& Draft Supplemsnt I to the Final ZI2 has besn pregarad to
evaluate anticipaled ‘mpacts cof the work. Copies of the DEEIS
may be obtalned by writing te: U.3. Army Corpe of Bnginaers,
Project Planning Branch, Attention: Tim Higgs, PO Box 1C7¢C,
Meshville, TN, 37202-1070, ecmail address:

Limihy.a higosi@usace armyumil, or by calling Mr. Higas &t (615%) 736-
7863, This notice also serves as Notlice of Availability of the
DSETIS for review at the Ezzes Kefauver Federal Building Boom
B44%, 110 Minth Avenus Soubh, ¥ashville, Tennessee.

Acbivities proposed that regoirs 3 reviow under the guidelines
promulcaled Dy the Administrator, =nvi-zrmen-al Prolection hgency
(EP&), under authority of Secticn 404ib) {1] of the Clean Water
Act (40 CFR PFart 230} include £ill clacemsnt for the navigation
training dike, access road to the existing lock, lack approach
walls, construcbtion cofferdams, two fishing jetties, two L[ishing
piers, bank stabilizarion in the expanded boat basin, and
gpillway training dikes., The latteas comprises 82% of the f£il1l
placement required for The provosed plan. PRased on the aralysis
in the O5EIS, these aclLivities comgply with the 404{k) 1)
guidelines, impacts have been minimized and, where impacts wors
unagvoidable, mitigation has been propocsed.  The Eentucky Lock
Navigalion model was used to minimize the size of the twe
trairing dike features.

The Hentucky Lock and Dam facililty znd zssociatad structures have
been determinad to be cligible for listing on the National
Register of Historic Flaces. Both Mo Action and the Froposed
Acticn plans would aZfect an eliginle National Register aite,
Kentucky Taock and Dam. The implications of this offact are
discussed in the DSEIS and are subject to stipulations contained
within a Memorandum of Aqresmsat (MOA) execuled in 1952 pursuant
to the requirements of Section 106 of the Naticnal Historic
Preservation Acot. On-going documsntation sbudies would serwve <o
nitigate any adverse elfects to Hentucky Tock and Dam. Copies of
this notice are bheing sent to the office of the SHPO.

Orn Jaruary 6, 2000, the U.8. Fish and Wildlife Service provided =
supplemental Biclogical Opinion concerning the medilicstions
propssed in the March 2000 EA. The supplemental Ziclogical
Cpinion concluded that the Lock Addition Project, including the
relocation of the highway, is not likely to Jeopardize the



cont.inued existence of any federally listed spacies. PRased cn
the analvsis docurentaed in the [SEIS, reinitiatiorn af
constultalion under Sectien 7{a) {1} of the Endangersd Ypecias Act
iz not warranted for the changes Included in Lhe Proposed Acticon
Flan. Conlirmstion of thiszs determination will be reguested [ram
Lhe Sarvice., The previous BO is adequate for prolection of any
Zeaerslly listed species, The D3EIS 1s also being cocrdinated
With tha Service and KJEWR as required by the Fish and Wildlife
Cocordaination AclL.

Several features require fill placement within the 100 yvear
flcodplain, For both the Mo &cLicn and Preoposed hotion, there 13
ng practicable alternatiwe to the proposcd constructian
activities in the f_codplain due to Lhe nature of the facility
and Lhsrefore the Proposed Aokion plan would be consistent with
Executive Ordar 17988,

Gther federal, state and locsl approvals reguaired for the
proposed wWwork are zs follows:

. Modificaticna of the existing Watcr Qualizy Certification
from “he State of Kentucky in accordance with Section
AC01lia) (1 <f Lhe Clean Water Lct; and

AnY person may reguest, in writing, within the comment poriod
specified in this rnotica, that a nublic hearing be held to
consider This applization. BReguests for public hearings shall
State, with particularity, the reasors for holding a public
hearing.

Written statems=nts received in Lhis oftice on or Lelara

april 16, 2001 will become a part of the recoerd and will be
considered in the determination. Any response to thiz notice
should be directed to the Frolecl Flanning Branch, Mr. Tim Higgs,
B.2. Box 1070 (PM-TF)], Washwille, Tennesses 3IT202=-1070, (815] 73E6-
THE3.
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Appendix A
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

NASHVILLE DISTRICT. CORPS OF ENGINEERS Item 7
P ©. BOX 1070
MASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 37202-1070

IN REFLY REFER TO

22 veb, 0)

Project Delivery Branch

Ms. Pearl Young

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Office of Federal Activities

EIS Filing Section

Mail Code 2252-A, Room 7241

Ariel Rios Building (South Oval Lobby)
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20460

Dear Ms. Young:

As per Council on Environmental Quality regulations (40
CFR 1506.9) and Engineering Regulation 200-2, enclosed are
five copies of a Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for filing by your agency. It is my
understanding that your office will publish a notice in the
Federal Register each week of EIS’'s filed during the
preceding week.

The transmittal of this Draft Supplemental EIS to all
interested parties and agencies has been completed. The
lead Corps of Engineers’ employee responsible for the
distribution and contents of this Draft Supplemental EIS is
Mr. Tim Higgs. He can be reached at phone number
(615) 736-7863. Also enclosed are copies of the mailing
list for the DSEIS and for the Public Notice of
Availability/Section 404 Notice distributed locally by our
office. Please don’t hesitate to call with any questions
or cencerns. We appreciate your assistance in this filing.

Sincerely,

dr. P.E.
Lieutenant Colonel
Corps of Engineers
District Engineer

Enclosures




- Mailing List for Kentucky Lock Addition Draft SEIS (Initial Mailing)

Mr. Sam Perry
2218 Lakefront Drive
Knoxville, TN 37922

TVA

ATTN: Jeff Butler/Rachel Terrell
202 W. Blythe St.

PO Box 280

Paris, TN 38242

KY Dept of Parks
ATTN: Mr. Jude Clark
500 Mero St.
Frankfort, KY 40601

TVA

ATTN: Jim Niznik

LP 1H-C

1101 Market St.

Chattanooga, TN 37402-2801

TVA KY Dam Maint, Base
ATTN: Ronnie Nanney
191 Taylor Park Rd

PO Box 190

Grand Rivers, KY 42045

KY Dept of Fish and Wildlife Resources
ATTN: Paul Rister

30 Scenic Acres Drive

Murray, KY 42071

KY Dept of Fish and Wildlife Resources
ATTN: Mr. Ted Crowell

#1 Game Farm Road

Frankfort, KY 40601

@AVERY@J Address Labels

KY Division of Water
ATTN: Mr. John Dovak
14 Reilly Road
Frankfort, KY 40601

KY Division of Water
ATTN: Mr. Ed Carroll
625 Hospital Dr.
Madisgonville, KY 42431

TVA

ATTN: Rick Otte

640 Kentucky Dam Rd.
Grand Rivers, KY 42045

Dr. Lee A. Barclay

US Fish and Wildlife Service
ATTN: Mr, Jim Widlak
446 Neal Street

Cookeville, TN 38501

Kentucky Dam Village State Resort Park
ATTN: Mr. Frank Waggoner

PO Box 69

Gilbertsville, KY 42044-0069

KY Transportation Cabinet
ATTN: Wayne Mosley
PO Box 3010

5501 Kentucky Dam Rd
Paducah, KY 42002

KY Dept of Fish and Wildlife Resources
ATTN: Mr. Wayne Davis

#1 Game Farm Road

Frankfort, KY 40601

Laser

Use template for 5162%

5162®



| Mailing List for Public Notice #01-15

NOA for Kentucky Lock Addition DSEIS/Section 404 Notice

VINCENT MORASCO
3 CEDAR ST
BATAVIANY 14020

JIM BUNNING

UNITED STATES SENATE

818 HART SENATE OFFICE BLDG
WASHINGTON DC 20510-1701

HONORABLE ED WHITFIELD
UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
1408 LONGWORTH HOUSE OFF BLDG
WASHINGTON DC 20515-1701

FEMA

REGIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL OFFICER
3003 CHAMBLEE TUCKER RD
ATLANTA GA 30341

JAN CASEY JONES

TN RIVER VALLEY ASSOCIATION
PO BOX 1745

DECATUR AL 35602-1745

LEAF AND CIELO MYCZACK
OFFICE OF THE RIVERKEEPER
PO BOX 90

SALE CREEK TN 37373

US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
MEMPHIS DISTRICT

ATTN REG BRANCH

167 N MAIN ST B202

MEMPHIS TN 38103-1894

US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
LMKOD-F

PO BOX 60

VICKSBURG MS 39180-0060

DIV OF ENV ANALYSIS
ATTN KIETH CRIM
STATE OFFICE BLDG
125 HOLMES ST
FRANKFORT KY 40601

KENTUCKY DEPT. OF FISH AND WILDLIFE
RES AG

ATTN MR WAYNE DAVIS

#1 GAME FARM RD

FRANKFORT KY 40601

VA AVERY®  Address Labels

Use template for 5161®

MARY WELLS

EARTHJUSTICE LEGAL DEFENSE FUND
1625 MASSACHUSETTS AVE NW STE 702
WASHINGTON DC 20036

UNITED STATES SENAT MITCH MCCONNELL
UNITED STATES SENATE
WASHINGTON DC 20510-1702

U.S. EPA

REGION IV- WETLANDS SECTION
61 FORSYTH STREET

ATLANTA GA 30303-3104

HOLLAND DIVING SERVICE
PO BOX 939
DECATUR AL 35602

GREG THACKER
45 AQUA VISTA DR
KILLEN AL 35645

WALTER PERRY
11618 CRYSTAL BROOK LANE
KNOXVILLE TN 37922-1662

U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
446 NEAL STREET
COOKEVILLE TN 38501

KENTUCKY STATE CONSERVATIONIST
771 CORPORATE DR #B110
LEXINGTON KY 40503-5438

JOHN DOVAK

KENTUCKY DIVISION OF WATER
14 REILLY RD

FRANKFORT KY 40601

KENTUCKY FLOOD CONTROL
ADVISORY COMMISSION
1024 CENTER DR STE 340

~FRANKFORT KY 40601

Laser 51619



' Mailing List for Public Notice #U1-15
" NOA for Kentucky Lock Addition DSEIS/Section 404 Notice

DAVID L. MORGAN

KENTUCKY HERITAGE COUNCIL &
STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION
300 WASHINGTON ST

FRANKFORT KY 40601

KENTUCKY ENVIRON PROTECTION
ATTN VALERIE HUDSON

14 REILLY RD

FRANKFORT KY 40601-1132

POSTMASTER _
UNITED STATES PO BOX
BARBOURVILLE KY 40906

R&W MARINE, INC.
PO BOX 1400
REIDLAND KY 42002-1400

HONORABLE ROBERT J. LEEPER
KENTUCKY STATE SENATOR
229 S FRIENDSHIP ROAD
PADUCAHKY 42003

TRIBUNE-COURIER
PO BOX 410
BENTON KY 42025

POSTMASTER
UNITED STATES PO BOX
CLAVERT CITY KY 42029

HERALD LEDGER
214 COMMERCE ST
PO BOX 577
EDDYVILLEKY 42038

MAYOR OF EDDYVILLE
CITY HALL
EDDYVILLE KY 42038

POSTMASTER
UNITED STATES PO BOX
EDDYVILLEKY 42038

@A_ven‘r@ Address Labels

LINVILLE PUCKETT
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS
CAPITAL PLAZA TOWER 10TH FL
FRANKFORT KY 40601

KENTUCKY CONSERVATION COMMISSION
PO BOX 1152
FRANKFORT KY 40602

FEDERAL MATERIALS COMPANY
PO BOX 1098 )
PADUCAH KY 42001-1098

KATHY HOGANCAMP

KENTUCKY STATE REPRESENTATIVE
300 ACORN LANE

PADUCAH KY 42003

]. R.GRAY

KENTUCKY STATE REPRESENTATIVE
3188 MAYFIELD HIGHWAY

BENTON KY 42025

WCBL-AM&FM
PO BOX 387
BENTON KY 42025

WCCK-FM RADIO
2 ASPEN ST
CALVERT CITY KY 42029

LYON COUNTY EXECUTIVE
LYON COUNTY COURTHOUSE
EDDYVILLE KY 42038

POSTMASTER
UNITED STATES PO BOX
EDDYVILLE KY 42038

WWLK-AM
DALE AVE
PO BOX 80

'EDDYVILLE KY 42038

Laser 51619

Use template for 5161%



! Mailing List for Public Notice #01-15
NOA for Kentucky Lock Addition DSEIS/Section 404 Notice

NRCS
PO BOX 534
SALEM KY 42078

LIVINGSTON LEDGER
PO BOX 129
SMITHLAND KY 42081

POSTMASTER
UNITED STATES PO BOX
SMITHLAND KY 42081

PAUL HERRON, JR.
KENTUCKY STATE SENATOR
2382 WOOD DR APT B
HENDERSON KY 42420

ROGER WIEBUSCH

EIGHTH COAST GUARD DISTRICT
WESTERN RIVERS OPERATIONS
1222 SPRUCE ST

ST LOUIS MO 63103

& AVERY®  Address Labels

USE Tempiate Tor 5161

—- -NTY EXECUTIVE
PO BOX 129
SMITHLAND KY 42081

MAYOR OF SMITHLAND
COURTHOUSE
SMITHLAND KY 42081

PENNYRILE AREA DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT
300 HAMMOND DR
HOPKINSVILLE KY 42240

MIKE CHERRY

KENTUCKY STATE REPRESENTATIVE
803 S JEFFERSON ST

PRINCETON KY 42445

DIRECTOR

WESTERN RIVER OPERATIONS
8TH COAST GUARD DISTRICT
1222 SPRUCE 5T

ST LOUIS MO 63103-2832

Laser 51619



: " Appendix A
United States Department of the Interior
Item 8
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
446 Neal Street
Cookeville, TN 38501

April 17, 2001

Lt. Colonel Peter F. Taylor, Jr.
District Engineer

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 1070

Nashville, Tennessee 37202-1070

Attention: Mr. Don Getty, Project Management Division
Dear Colonel Taylor:

Thank you for your letter and enclosure of February 23, 2001, transmitting a Draft Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (DSEIS) for the Kentucky Lock Addition Project in Livingston and
Marshall counties, Tennessee. Fish and Wildlife Service biologists have reviewed the document and
we offer the following comments.

The DSEIS adequately addresses the features that have been added to the project since our previous
coordination. In January 2000, we issued a supplemental biological opinion for the new highway
bridge portion of the project. That document remains in effect. You have determined that the
features contained in the DSEIS are not likely to adversely affect federally listed endangered or
threatened species. The document adequately addresses these features and we concur with your
determination. In view of this, we believe that the requirements of Section 7 of the Endangered
Species Act have been fulfilled. Obligations under Section 7 must be reconsidered, however, if; (1)
new information reveals that the proposed project may affect listed species in a manner or to an
extent not previously considered, (2) the proposed project is subsequently modified to include
activities which were not considered during this consultation, or (3) new specics are listed or critical
habitat designated that might be affected by the proposed project.

We have one remaining concern with regard to the DSEIS, On Page 59, Section 6.3, there is a
statement that wetland mitigation for the entire project has been accomplished at a ncarby mitigation
site in Benton, Kentucky. This statement is somewhat misleading. The site has been sclected and
amitigation plan has been developed, but the actual mitigation work has not yet been accomplished,
We recommend that the final environmental impact statement Section 6.3 be revised to accurately
reflect the status of wetland mitigation, and that a copy of the miti gation plan be attached to the
document as an Appendix. :




With regard to your request that we prepare a supplemental Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act
report to address the new project features, we are in the process of preparing the report. When it is
completed, we will send it to the Commissioner of the Kentucky Department of Fish and Wildlife
Resources (KDFWR) for review and comment and forward the final report with KDFWR’s
comments to you.

Thank you for your cooperation. The close coordination maintained with us by your staff is greatly
appreciated. If you have any questions, please contact Jim Widlak of my staff at 931/528-6481, ext.
202.

Sincerely,

)ﬂ Lee A. Barclay, Ph.D.
Field Supervisor
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€0 STy

o s, UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
2 A Item 9
i veg® o REGION 4 em
S ¢ ATLANTA FEDERAL CENTER
£ & 61 FORSYTH STREET

A it ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30303-8960
Department of the Army APR 0 5 2001
Nashville District, Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 1070

Nashville, TN 37202-1070
Attn: Mr. Tim Higgs

Subject: Draft Supplement to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the
Kentucky Lock Addition, Lower Cumberland and Tennessee Rivers
CEQ #010036

Dear Sir:

Pursuant to Section 309 of the Clean Air Act and Section 102 (2)(C) of the National
Environmental Policy Act, EPA, Region 4 has reviewed the modifications, viz., navigation
and spillway training dikes, to the original design of a new 1,200-foot lock and attendant
facilities at the existing Kentucky Lock and Dam site. Other features proposed involve
modifications resulting from engineering advances and additional specific recreational
amenities. The revised selected alternative contains a number of independent elements
which can be added as funding and engineering allows. In the event that these modifications
prove infeasible (for whatever reason) the new lock chamber, itself, can still be constructed.
Adverse environmental consequences of the revised plan appear to have been reduced to
more acceptable levels, especially-to the endangered mussels within the arc of facility
construction/operations’ impacts. A number of improvements are planned to improve the
adjacent recreational fishing experience, e.g., a number of upgrades to the Powerhouse
Island fishing pier.

On the basis of our review a rating of EC-2 was assigned. That is, we still have some
environmental concerns regarding the potential loss of mussels resulting from construction
activities and subsequent losses resulting from indirect causes attendant to operating the new
lock. Additional information is requested in the final supplement on this and a number of
other issues (see Specific Comments).

If we can be of further assistance regarding this project, please contact Dr. Gerald
Miller of my staff at 404-562-9626.

Sincerely yours, .

& D4 ?7—/%%/;

Heinz 4. Mueller, Chief -
Officé of Environmental Assessment

/

/

-
Internat Address (URL) » htip-//www.epa.gov
Recycled/Racyclable « Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on Fecycled Paper (Minimum 30% Poslconsumer)




Specific Concerns:

Page 20, Table 1: There is an incorrect value in chart for overall interval (7.8), This is not an
average of the three intervals. It appears that the overall 20-30 meter interval value (9.0) is
also inaccurate. Please examine and correct these values as necessary.

Page 30, Section 5.2, last line: Clarify wetlands’ impact of the proposed project. Text states
no added consequences to wetlands, however, on page 8, new wetlands’ impacts (especially
for the road crossing at Russell Creek) are surfaced; c.g., the design of the haul road was not
finalized in the 2000 EA. Also, on page 55-36, the text mentions 7 acres of wetlands will be
impacted by the project. These changes and impacts should be discussed in more detail.
Mitigation can compensate for the lost habitat, but the impacts should still be stated clearly.

Page 32, 1% paragraph, lines 10-13: Show chart or explain in greater detail how the 0.5 t0 2.0
mussels per m* value was determined. The Tables on pages 20-21 do not appear to support
these numbers.

Page 33, 3" paragraph, 8" line: Inconsistency between text and Table. Text states “few”
mussels in the 20-30 meter interval. Yet, Table 1, page 20, reveals the highest density of
mussels at the mooring cells (transect 9).

General Concerns:

Page 21, Section 4.4, lines 1-2: Provide reference for the statement that the Dam is classified
as an “Outstanding Resource Water”. Sce also page 26, line 2.

Page 22, Section 4.6, 1" line: Discuss the bottleneck situation and the recent year(s)

improvements in navigation delays (though still alleged to be a problem for barge traffic).

The powerpoint presentation on the website at
http://www.orn.usace.army.mil/pao/kylock/default.htm shows (on slide 11) that delays

decreased from 1997 to 1998. Discuss what brought about this change and if the trend is continuing.

Page 34, 5" line: Describe the plan for mussel relocation in greater detail. See also page 56,
last line and page 58, Section 6.3, 3" line. Page 58, section 6.2, 6" line mentions diver safety
—describe the divers’ role in relocating mussels.

Page 41, Section 5.8, lines 3-4: Provide the size of the disposal and staging areas (in ft° or
acres) and other areas where wildlife would be displaced.

Figure 25: We would like to see the road to the Vulcan Disposal Area depicted on the map
for reference. Page 28, section 4.13 states the two archeological sites are away from lands
affected by the lock project. Adding the road to the figure will graphically show that no
impact is likely.

Page 58, Section 6.2, 2™ paragraph, 19 line: Identify the responsible agency that would assess
fines to contractors for fish kills. Define, if possible, the extent of damage to fish that is
“allowable™ before [ines are imposed (assuming contractor used methods to minimize kills).



Administrative Concerns:

Page 17, Section 3.11, B, 12" line: Identify materials used to construct the dikes (e.g., size of
rock).

Page 28, Section 4.13: Archeological site 15Lv204 is not listed on Figure 25 (typo? Could
be 15L.v20). This same typo is also at page 50, Section 5.13. Please clarify..

Page 36, Haul Road to VDA, 5" line: wetlands impact estimated at 0.1 acres, which differs
from 0.25 acres as found on page 8. Please clanify..




Appendix A
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

NASHVILLE DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS I 1
P. O. BOX 1070 tem 10

NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 37202-1070

IN REFLY REFER TO May 8, 2001
Project Planning Branch

Mr. Heinz J. Mueller

Chief, Office of Environmental Assessment
Environmental Protection Agency, Region 4
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street

Atlanta, Georgia 30303-8960

Dear Mr. Mueller:

Thas letter and the enclosed Memorandum For Record address the comments made by
your office on the Draft Supplement to the Environmental Impact Statement (DSEIS) for
Kentucky Lock Addition, Lower Cumberland and Tennessee Rivers, CEQ #010056.
Your comments were provided by a letter dated April 5, 2001 (copy enclosed). We have
revised the Final SEIS to reflect these responses and expect to file the FSEIS with EPA in
the near future. Should no substantial issues remain after the minimum 30-day review
period, the Corps of Engineers and the Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA) intend to sign
a Record of Decision (ROD) soon after the comment period closes. In addition to
satisfying EPA concerns, signing of a ROD is also contingent on obtaining a modified
401 water quality certification from the Kentucky Division of Water and a Supplemental
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act Report from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.
Both of these actions are proceeding and we expect they should be received within the
FEIS review period.

I am forwarding a copy of this letter to Mr. Lee Graser of TVA.

I'would like to thank your staff for the thorough review of the DSEIS. Several issues
were brought to light and, hopefully, these have been clarified by the attached responses.
If you still have questions or concerns about the FSEIS or feel that additional explanation
is needed, please contact Tim Higgs at 615-736-7863 or myself at 615-736-2646.

Sincerely,

A

Don Getty

Project Manager

KY Lock Addition
Enclosures



CELRN-PM-P 8 May 2001

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD

SUBJECT: Responses to EPA Review Comments on the Draft Supplement to the
Environmental Impact Statement for Kentucky Lock Addition, Lower Cumberland and
Tennessee Rivers, CEQ #010056

1. This MFR discusses responscs to comments made by EPA Region 4 on the DSEIS for
Kentucky Lock Addition which EPA furnished by a letter dated April 4, 2001 (copy
attached). Responses were developed based on input from both TV A and Corps staff and
the responses have been reflected in the FSEIS where appropriate. The comment is listed
followed by the response.

Specific Concerns:

2. Page 20, Table 1: There is an incorrect value in Chart for overall interval (7.8).
This is not an average of the three intervals. It appears that the overall 20-30 meter
interval value is also inaccurate. Please examinec and correct these values as
necessary.

Response: As printed in the draft SEIS, Table 1 included two inaccuracies, neither of
which was mathematical. The location labels were misplaced above the body of the table
and the middle number in the column for Transect #9 should have been located hetween
the 20-30 and the 40-50 rows (that sample was collected in the 30-40 meter transect
interval). The overall value (7.8 mussels per square meter) is the correct quadrat-
weighted average of all samples collected along this shoreline. The quadrat-weighted
average for the 20-30 meter interval (9.0r’m2) excludes the animals encountered in the
adjacent interval along Transect #9. The two printing errors have been corrected in the
final SEIS.

3. Page 30, Section 5.2, last line: Clarify wetlands’ impact of the proposed project.
Text states no added consequences to wetlands, however, on page 8, new wetlands’
impacts (especially for the road crossing at Russell Creek) are surfaced; e.g., the
design of the haul road was not finalized in the 2000 EA. Also, on page 55-56, the
text mentions 7 acres of wetlands will be impacted by the project. These changes
and impacts should be discussed in more detail. Mitigation can compensate for the
lost habitat, but the impacts should still be stated clearly.

Response: Additional clarification about wetland impacts have been included in the
FSEIS. Tt is true that the final design of the haul road was not complete at the time the
mitigation site was planned and approved. In development of the 2000 EA, we did
conservatively estimate the potentially impacted area associated with the construction of



the haul road (resulting in the 0.25 acre figure). We also provided a discussion of the
wetland quality and functions in the 2000 EA. Due to the small potential area affected by
the haul road construction and the desire to develop a mitigation site to address all
wetland impacts associated with the Kentucky Lock Addition project, we decided to
include mitigation for the haul road impacts within the overall project mitigation site.

The Kentucky Division of Water agreed with this approach. Since the time of the
Highway Relocation EA, the design of the haul road has been completed. We now
estimate the wetland impacts associated with the haul road to be 0.11 acres.

The 2000 EA mentioned 7 acres of wetland impacts, of which 6.75 acres were associated
with the construction of railroad and highway embankments on the west bank (of the
Tennessee River). Mitigation requirements were set at 14 acres (2:1 ratio). The
approved mitigation site purchased earlier this year by TVA includes additional wetland
acreage above the minimum requirement. The potential mitigation acreage is 15.1 acres
and the site also includes 9 acres of existing wetlands. The site adjoins the Clarks River
National Wildlife Refuge, a U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service facility, and TVA intends to
incorporate it into the larger refuge in the future. Mitigation plans, including a detailed
site plan and monitoring schedule, are available upon request.

While there was some change in the design and location of the haul road, wetland
impacts for this component of the project remained the same, with less than 0.25 acres of
wetland impact. A description of wetlands in the project area, including a detailed
description of wetland impacts, was included in the 2000 EA prepared by the Corps of
Engineers. As stated in the 2000 EA, even with mitigation, a loss of wetland functions
would occur for the period of time required for the mitigated wetlands to mature.
Wetland functions would be expected to return over time, as natural revegetation and
succession occur and wetland hydrology is restored. With the gradual return of wetland
functions, the increased total wetland acreage as a result of mitigation may result in an
overall increase in wildlife habitat and associated wildlife species. The proximity of the
mitigation site to a large, contiguous forested and wetland habitat would also provide
important long-term benefits. With this full mitigation, long-term impacts of facility
construction would be insignificant.

4. Page 32, 1" paragraph, lines 10-13: Show chart or explain in greater detail how
the 0.5 to 2.0 mussels per m’ value was determined. The Tables on pages 20-21 do
not appear to support these numbers.

Response: Tables 1 and 2 in the SEIS do not present any data pertinent to this part of the
evaluation. As indicated in the SEIS text, the data and evaluation which resulted in the
“0.5 to 2.0 mussels per m>” statement were presented in the 2000 (Highway Relocation)
EA. Table 3 of the Biological Assessment appended to that EA presents data indicating
that 1.7 and 0.44 mussels per square meter were found on the two survey transects
located closest to where the proposed spillway training dikes would be built.



5. Page 33, 3" paragraph, 8" line: Inconsistency between text and Table. Text
states “few” mussels in the 20-30 meter interval. Yet, Table 1, page 20, reveals the
highest density of mussels at the mooring cells (transect 9).

Response: This comment also is based on the misplacement of the data from the survey
along Transect #9 in Table 1. The large number of mussels encountered only in one 10-
meter interval along this transect was encountered 30-40 meters off shore. The rock
Jetties would not extend that far out into the river and the evaluation is correct as stated in
the SEIS. In addition, we have proposed to perform mussel relocations from the footprint
of the jetties.

General Concerns:

6. Page 21, Section 4.4, lines 1-2: Provide reference for the statement that the Dam
is classified as an “Outstanding Resource Water”. See also page 26, line 2.

Response: The text reads that the Tennessee River below Kentucky Dam is classified as
an “Outstanding Resources Water’” not that the dam is classified as such. This segment
of the Tennessee River is classifed pursuant to 401 Kentucky Administrative Regulation
(KAR) 5:031, Section 7(2)(b) as an Outstanding Resource Water under 401 KAR 5:026..
This reference has been add to the text for the FSEIS.

7. Page 22, Section 4.6: Discuss the bottleneck situation and the recent year(s)
improvements in navigation delays (though still alleged to be a problem for barge
traffic). The powerpoint presentation on the website at
http://www.orn.usace.army.mil/pao/kylock/default.htm shows (on slide 11) that
delays decreased from 1997 to 1998. Discuss what brought about this change and if
the trend is continuing.

Response: The average delay per tow at Kentucky Lock has decreased during the period
1996-2000 from 6.59 hours to 3.37 hours. The decrease in delay time was mainly
attributable to the reduction in traffic through the lock from 33.5 million tons to 28.8
million tons. Even at 3.37 hours, the existing Kentucky Lock has the longest average
delays of any lock on the Ohio River and its tributaries.

As shown in Table 1, coal traffic dropped at Kentucky Lock from 14.2 million tons in
1996 to 10.4 million tons in 2000. This shift in coal traffic accounts for 81% of the
overall decline in total traffic. Shown in Table 2, total traffic at Barkley Lock increased
from 6.2 million tons to 8.9 million tons during the period 1996-2000. Coal traffic at
Barkley Lock increased from 1.1 million tons to 2.7 million tons during this period. The
explanation for decreasing coal traffic at Kentucky Lock and increasing coal traffic at
Barkley Lock is explained by the manner in which TV A has reacted to compliance with
the Clean Air Act. Some shipments of the TVA coal were re-routed to the Cumberland
River because of long delays at Kentucky Lock. The towing industry was slow to do this
because (1) the distance to final destinations is longer via the Cumberland River and (2) it
is more difficult to navigate the lower Cumberland River because of narrow bends.



Additionally, TVA arranged for shipment of western low sulfur coal to a coal blending
facility above Kentucky Lock by rail transportation, bypassing the lock with several
million tons of coal. This decision was made because of long delays at Kentucky lock.

The looming problem at Kentucky Lock was noted by TVA’s navigation development
staff who studied the problem in the 1995 study TVA Helper Boat Kentucky Lock. A
conclusion of the study was that helper boats would eventually be needed at Kentucky
Lock to avoid long delays that at one point reached over 20 hours per tow.

It is unlikely that the decline in barge traffic at Kentucky Lock will continue. In fact, the
coal blending facility above Kentucky Lock has reached a maximum capacity and the
western coal that is currently being railed above the lock could be transloaded below the
lock in the near future. This low sulfur coal would be barged through the lock directly to
the plants. This additional traffic would push traffic levels at Kentucky Lock to the 1996
level. Additionally, the TVA is considering a new power plant project that would require
a significant amount of coal be shipped through Kentucky Lock, but no decision will be
made until at least late this year. If constructed, there will be a significant increase in
traffic to the lock beginning in 2008. This facility would be an Integrated Coal
Gasification Combined Cycle (IGCC) plant which produces methane gas. It would be
located at Hollywood, Alabama on the property at the unfinished TVA Bellefonte nuclear
plant.

Table 1

Kentucky Lock Traffic and Delay

Year Total traffic * Coal traffic* Average delay (hrs)
1996 33487 14234 6.59
1997 34009 14685 6.47 ]
1998 33355 13487 5.16
1999 31763 11936 4.59
2000 28836 10467 3.37

Table 2

Barkley Lock Traffic and Delay

Year Total traffic * Coal traffic * Average delay (hrs)
1996 6277 1112 1.37

1997 9477 2911 3.37

1998 9649 2361 232 |
1999 9076 2256 1.35

2000 8967 2569 0.50

* units for traffic is thousand tons



8. Page 34, 5" line: Describe the plan for mussel relocation in greater detail. See
also page 56, last line and page 58, Section 6.3[2], 3" line. Page 58, section 6.2, 6™
line mentions diver safety — describe the divers’ role in relocating mussels.

Response: Each area where native mussels are to be relocated would be established on
the bottom using marker chains and anchors. Divers would conduct a square-meter by
square-meter search of this area, removing all live native mussels they encountered.
These animals would be transported to relocation sites in the Tennessee River
downstream from Kentucky Dam. Relocation sites would be approved by Kentucky
Department of Fish and Wildlife Resources. Mussels would be individually reinserted
into suitable habitat in the river bottom. The only exception to this relocation procedure
would apply to construction sites located in water deeper than 30 feet. In those locations,
divers would conduct a random search for native mussels in the immediate work area and
would remove live animals they encountered. Divers would not be required to work for
long petiods in the deep water at those sites. Diver safety would be a potential limitation
and might limit working in areas with high current velocities and debris hazards.

9. Page 41, Section 5.8, lines 3-4: Provide the size of the disposal and staging areas
(in ft* or acres) and other areas where wildlife would be displaced.

Response: Additional land areas that have been evaluated in this SEIS include the VDA
Haul Road, additional areas associated with the new lock chamber, expansion of the west
bank boat basin, and minor new parking areas on the Powerhouse Island and west bank.
Other areas have been previously discussed in either the 1992 FEIS or the 2000 EA. All
project related impacts are briefly summarized here.

The haul road to the Vulcan Disposal Area would displace wildlife from a corridor along
the existing road. Depending on topography, the road would be widened on one or both
sides of the existing road. Detailed contract documents are now available for upcoming
road construction. The road would displace wildlife from 4.5 acres of forest and 1.5
acres of fields (under powerlines). These impacts would be temporary (up to eight
years), with the original road to be restored after construction access to the VDA is no
longer needed. The haul road shoulder is to be replanted with native vegetation at that
time.

Construction around the main lock chamber would displace wildlife from a wooded knob
above the dam. This additional area that would be permanently impacted by the new lock
excavation includes about 5.3 acres of forest and 2.7 acres of grassed areas. This area is
currently a picnic/overlook area.

The expanded west bank boat basin would convert 3.1 acres of grassed area to water.
This area is of minimal value to wildlife. Other impacts would include some minor
construction of parking areas adjacent to the west bank fishing jetties and on the
powerhouse island. These areas are currently grassed and of minimal value for wildlife.



Fill placement in the TPC would temporarily displace wildlife in the 15.5 acres
campground. This area is of minimal value since it contains campground facilities with
scattered large cottonwood trees. Current plans are for this area to be restored as a TVA
day use area after construction.

Construction of the relocated highway and railroad embankments (approaches) were
covered by the 2000 EA. The west bank impacts are 28 acres of forest and 14.5 acres of
grass/fields. The forest impacts included 6.7 acres of forested wetland which are being
mitigated for at a nearby wetland mitigation site. Other project related lands on the west
bank are the west bank disposal area which is 9.6 acres of field and grass. It would be
revegetated after use. A contractor staging area (shown on Figure 2 of the 2000 EA) is
13.6 acres of grass/fields immediately below the dam. These impacts would be
temporary and vegetation would be restored after use.

The east bank highway and railroad approaches would displace wildlife from 19.8 acres
of forest and 6.6 acres of field. This impact would be permanent. The relocated Walker
Cemetery Road, already constructed, displaced wildlife from about 1.5 acres of forest and
1.5 acres of fields.

The east bank contractor laydown area (9.9 acres) was evaluated in the 1992 EIS (see
Figure 11 of DSEIS). This is a former disposal area from the original Kentcky Dam
construction and contains successional trees. Since this area also contains archaeological
sites, no ground disturbances would be allowed without detailed cultural resource
surveys. This area is considered for use as a “last resort” since it provides a quality
buffer/cover for wildlife in the tailwater area.

The VDA is a former gravel processing facility (43 acres) and is of low quality for
wildlife habitat. It is currently bare gravel or fields with some small trees adjacent to
Russell Creek. A buffer will remain along the creek preseving the small trees. This area
will be restored after use, but would remain in private ownership. The restoration plans
are to use vegetation that is beneficial to wildlife.

One major positive point emphasized in the 2000 EA was the use of overburden material
from the nearby Vulcan Rock Quarry for borrow material for the relocated west bank
highway and railroad embankment. This would avoid the need for a dedicated borrow
site. However, the contractor for this job is considering alternate borrow sites on private
lands that would produce additional “project-related” wildlife displacement. An EA
would be performed on any contractor proposed borrow areas when and if they are
proposed (unless they are already approved sites).

10. Figure 25: We would like to see the road to the Vulcan Disposal Area depicted
on the map for reference. Page 28, section 4.13 states the two archeological sites are
away from lands affected by the lock project. Adding the road to the figure will
graphically show that no impact is likely.



Response: For all practical purposes, the road shown on Figure 25 is identical to the
future VDA Haul Road. Attached are two drawings from the plans and specifications for
the upcoming haul road construction contract showing the potential archeaological sites
and the work limits for the haul road. A physical barrier exists between the
existing/future widened road and the archaeological sites in the form of a containment
dike from the original construction of Kentucky Dam. The specifications for the haul
road construction require the contractor to avoid any disturbance to the dike. The actual
archeological sites are within the former containment area and are now covered by
material from the original Kentucky Dam construction. We believe these precautions are
adequate to avoid impacts to the sites.

11. Page 58, Section 6.2, 2" paragraph, 1*' line: Identify the responsible agency
that would assess fines to contractors for fish kills. Define, if possible, the extent of
damage to fish that is “allowable” before fines are imposed (assuming contractor
used methods to minimize Kkills).

Response: The Kentucky Department of Fish and Wildlife Resources is the responsible
agency for assessing damages for fish kills. We have been in close coordination with this
agency in the development of the FSEIS. They have stated that “fish kills of any size and
for any reason” are subject to assessment of fines. We have included a reference to these
regulations on assessing damages in all pertinent contract documents to stress the
importance to any Corps contractors. The KDFWR routinely patrols the tailwater area
due to the high public use it receives.

Administrative Concerns:

12. Page 17, Section 3.11, B, 12" line: Identify materials used to construct the dikes '
(e.g., size of rock).

Response: The dikes would be constructed of or plated with commercial riprap (shape of
sphere or cube) with a size range of 9.5 (4”) to 292 pounds (18”). The Corps is
considering using “shot rock™ for the interior of the dikes to reduce costs. This would
only be done if the shot rock contained a minimal amount of fines or was processed to
remove fines. If shot rock were to be proposed, we would coordinate with the various
resource agencies before deciding, The 401 water quality certification would limit
turbidity levels. The shot rock would have to be characterized to ensure that fines would
not produce sedimentation impacts, particularily on downstream mussel beds, if it were
used.



13. Page 28, Section 4.13: Archeological site 15Lv204 is not listed on Figure 25
(typo? Could be 15Lv20). This same typo is also at page 50, Section 5.13. Please
clarify..

Response: Based on the discussion in the 1992 EIS (Page EIS-34, paragraph 3.55, last
sentence), sites 15Lv204 and 15Lv22 are in the same locality and are considered as the
same site. Both sites are located north of Russell Creek near the confluence with the
Tennessee River. The latter site is labeled on Figure 25.

14. Page 36, Haul Road to VDA, 5" line: wetland impact estimated at 0.1 acres,
which differs from 0.25 acres as found on page 8. Please clarify..

Response: Based on the final drawings for the upcoming haul road construction
contract, the wetland impacts are 0.11 acres. The 0.25 acre was an “intentionally-
conservative over-estimate” in order to proceed with evaluating mitigation sites and to
cover all project-related wetland impacts. At the time the 2000 EA was developed, the
0.25 impact was a maximum estimate.

15. For questions concerning these responses contact me at (615) 736-7863.

-

.-’ré " W
9-8-0|
Tim Higgs
Environmental Engineer
Project Planning Branch

Enclosure: Drawings 101510-7 and 101510-15, 100% Submittal dated February 2001
Plans for Construction of Vulcan Disposal Area and Haul Road
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Appendix A
JamEes E. BICKFORD

SECHETARY

PauL E. PATTON
Item 11 GOVERNGR

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY
NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION CABINET

DEPARTMENT FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
FrankrFORT OFFICE PARK
14 RelLLy Ro
FRaNKFORT KY 40601

April 25, 2001

Tim Higgs, US Army Engineer District
Nashville District

Project Planning Branch

P O Box 1070 (PM-P)

Nashville TN 37202-1070

Re:  Draft Supplement I-EIS for Lower Cumberland and Tennessee Rivers, the Kentucky Lock
Addition Project at Tennessee River mile (TRM) 22.4 (SERO 2001-14)

Dear Mr. Higgs:

The Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Cabinet (NREPC) serves as the state
clearinghouse for review of environmental documents generated pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Within the Cabinet, the Commissioner’s Office in the Department
for Environmental Protection coordinates the review for Kentucky State Agencies.

The Kentucky agencies listed on the attached sheet have been provided an opportunity to review the
ahove referenced report. Responses were received from 7 (also marked on attached sheet) of the
agencies that were forwarded a copy of the document. Attached are comments from the Kentucky
Divisions of Water and Waste Management.

If you should have any questions, please contact me at (502) 564-2150, ext. 112.

Sinc:iely. Z

Alex Barber
State Environmental Review Officer

Enclosure
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NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
CABINET
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Draft Supplement I-EIS for Lower Cumberland and Tennessee Rivers, the Kentucky Lock
Addition Project at Tennessee River mile (TRM) 22.4

The following agencies were asked to review the above referenced project. Each agency that returned a
response will appear below with their comments and the date the project response was returned.

C denotes Comments
NC denotes No Comment
IR denotes Information Request
INR denotes No Response

REVIEWING AGENCIES:
Division of Water comments
Division of Waste Management comments
Division for Air Quality

Department of Health Services

Economic Development Cabinet

Division of Forestry

Department of Surface Mining Reclamation & Enforcement . N€

Department of Parks e

Department of Agriculture

Nature Preserves Commission ne
Kentucky Heritage Council

Division of Conservation ne
Department for Natural Resources natsent
Department of Fish & Wildlife Resources nc

Transportation Cabinet

Department for Military Affairs




JamEs E. BiIckFORD
SECRETARY

PauL E. PaTTON

GOVERNOR

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY
NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION CABINET

DEPARTMENT FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
FaankrFORT OFFICE Pagk
14 Rel_y Ro
FRANKFORT KY 40601

MEMORANDUM

TO: Alex Barber
State Environmental Review Officer
Department for Environmental Protection

FROM: Timothy Kuryla
EIS Coordinator
Division of Water

DATE: April 23, 2001

SUBJECT:  DEIS Supp, Kentucky Lake Lock & Dam Work (Livingston & Marshall
Counties), SERO 010228-14

The Division of Water has reviewed the Draft Environmental Tmpact Statement
Supplement (DEIS Supp) prepared by the by U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Nashville District,
regarding lock and dam work at the Kentucky Lake Dam, Tennessee River, River Mile (RM)
22.4 (Livingston and Marshall Counties). The Division’s comments address matters the Division
desires discussed in the Final EIS Supp.

WATER QUALITY

4 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT
4.4 Water Quality Page 21

Because the project can result in a discharge of dredge or fill material into:

. 200 linear feet of any "bluc line" stream (as shown on the U.S.
Geological Survey 7.5 minute topographical map for the project area), or

. One acre or more of any wetland,

En l.l“éATl on
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SERO 010228-14
Page 2

then a 33 USC § 1341 ("401") water qualily certification by the Division of Water for the T.S.
Army Corps ol Engineers and a 33 USC § 1344 ("404") dredge or fill permit must be obtained.
An application for water quality certification has been received and is undergoing review. The
FEIS Supp needs to address water quality certification.

The Division of Water notes (as does the DEIS Supp in 4.3 on page 20) that below the dam at
Tennessee River, RM 21.2, is a mussel sanctuary.

CONSTRUCTION PRACTICES

5 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES
54 Water Quality Pages 35to 38

In the construction of the propesed project, Best Managemert Practices (BMPs) must be
utilized to prevent nonpoint source pollution and, thereby. control stormwater runoff and
sediment damage (o water quality and aquatic habitat. The FEIS Supp needs to outline the BMPs
proposed to be used. For technical assistance on the kinds of BMPs most appropriate for
construction, please contact the Livingston or Marshall County Soil and Water Conservation
District or the Division of Conservation of the Natural Resources and Fnvironmental Cabinet.
The Division of Water, also, has available BMP construction manuals. The Division suggest
these be utilized in the construction of the proposed project. The FEIS Supp needs to address
nonpoint source water pollution.

c: John Dovak, Water Quality Branch



PauL E. PaTTON
GOVERNOR

JAMES E. BICKFORD
SECRETART

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY
NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION CABINET

DEPARTMENT FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
FRANK ORT OFFICE PARK
14 ReiLy Ro
FrankFoRT KY 40601

March 16, 2001

Division of Waste Management

Comments for Project #SER02001-14

Applicant must comply with EPA Procurement Guidelines for the use and
purchase of recycled content materials.

All solid waste generated by this project must be disposed at a permitted facility.

During projects such as this soil contamination may be encountered. If this
occurs, whatever is encountered must be properly addressed.
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