
































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































CERTIFIED MAIL
‘E_CE'irr RECUYSTED

L Y69 Y/

SWGCO-M 30 Jamuary 1975

Mr, Kirk ¥. Sniff

Southern Ketbhodist Cuiversicy : -
Eavironmental law Clinic

Echool of Law

Dallas, Texas 75275

Dear Mr., Sniff:

Recelpt i{s acknowledgad of your lettera dated 10 Japuary 1975 and 13 Jamuary
1975 pertaining to Public Hotice Ro. IWW-M~1l, dated 13 Decexber 1974, copcern-
ing proposed maintenance dredging of the Sen Bernard River Chanmal of the Culf
Intracoastal Waterway.

In your letter of 10 Jamuary 1975, you raised several objections against come
tisued maintensnce of the project. W2 heve coordinated our disgposal plans with
U. 8. Department of the Interior, Fish ard Wildlife Service; U, S. Department

of Coummrce, Hational Marins Fisheries Ssrvice; Texas Parks and Wildlifas;
Envirommental Protection Agency; and Texas Water Quality Board. Ve are cowplying
with all recomecndations offered by thea to protect the existing habitat. VUhere
levess were determined to be required to protsct vwaluable wildlife habitat such
as inu Disposal Aress Mos. 1, 2, and 3, we have constructsd leveas. These arsas
coincide with tha resch wost freguently dredged., In the past twenty yeara, we
have dredged the reach from Statioun Kos.O+10 to AO+H00 adout ten times, Except
for tha chamwe]l reach betwvean Station Nos. 245400 to 256+50 where we have dredged
three timss, and betveen Staxtion ¥Noa., 1320400 te 1372450 whare we have dredzed
twica, po other seymenr of the river has besn meintained over omee in the past
twenty years and in fact, most of the proeject chammel has moet reguired main-
tenaacs,

Thus, most of the disposal aress havarnot been used in twenty yesrs or mors
and po plans presently exist to use tham except at The fimetion of the San
Bernard River with the CIUW or in the event of an smergsncy. A recent hydro-
graphic bulletin shows that betveen iilie O end 0.5 (Station NHos, 0+00 to
30400) snoals have reduced the project depth of 9 feet to 6 feat om the left
outside quarter and 7 feet ou the right cutside quarter. The remainder of the
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SWCCO-H : 30 January 1975
Mr. Kirk P. Saiff

project doss mot reguire dredging at this time and umnless soms amergency condi-
tion arises, no dredging is scheduled in the nesr future. We feel it is impor-
tant, however, to reduce the shozls ¢o the project depth of 9 feet batveen Mile
0 and 0.5 as soon as possible to prevent possible barge grounding and other
navigational hazards which might reasult in damsge to the enwirommeut should

a splll occur.

At this timae, we know 0f no pollutsats in the San Bernard Rivar Channel, Tha lack
of sources of pollutants as wellnassthe limited i{ndustrigliization in the area have
led us to belisve the heavy metals you mention are wot significant, We do, how-
sver, plan to take aediment and vater saxples bafore dredging i{n the upper, reaches
of the project channel to determine whather they are polluted or not, If they
sxceed criteris established by the Kuviroumémtal Protection Agmy, wa will take
measures to confine the dredged -:u'ial.

In Tegard: to your lettaer of 13 January 1975 concerning a public hearing, we have
revisved your regquest and need sdditional ioformation. As stated in the public
notice, it is necessary that specifics be sat forth in writing describing the
interests affectad by the proposed disposal plan and the mammer in wvhich they
will be affected. We are also not sure why you reference 33 C.F.R. 209.143 (f)
{viii) (4) in your letter as the pudblic notice was aot issusd because of emer-
gency conditioes. We suggest you review 33 C.F.R. 209.145 (f) again &3 wve are
coaplying with the guidelines ocutlined for Yederal projects which coumencad
beafere 1 Jammary 1970,

Your tequest for a thirty day extemnsion camnwt ba favorably comsidered. 1In the
sscond paragraph of each notice, & limiting date has been set for submission of
conments Tegarding the proposed dredge disposal plan, An swarags of thirty (30)
deys was allottsd in each cass for interested parties to express their views.
This review time i9 incorporzted in an over-all schedule involiving thirtyesix
other public motices end other various actions such as suvirommenta)l assesaments,
determination and findings, statement of findings, and final reviews by the
Environwmentral Protsction Ageney. All of thass actions are keyed to a timatable
we must maintzin in order to mset established deadlines set by the Office of the
Chief of Engimsers. A time sxtension caunot be given without seriously jeopar-
dixipg the scwdules en tie radainirg exviromwsmtal reguirsosnts.

Opon recaipt of the sdditiocnsl inforemtion we have requastsd, a deterwinatiom
will be made as to wvhethexr a public hearing is required, If s public hezring
is to be held, wa will 13sue a 30-dey public notice schaduling the hearing,
describing the subject matter of tha bearing, and the issues to be considered,
I1f we do not besr from you befors 12 Febhruary 1975, we will assume our response
satisfied your concerns and & pudlic hearing is no longer deamed necesssry.

Sincerely yours,

DOx 3.
COLOmHoggz
DISTRI CT H‘H!Q
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LHV=-19-75

% PHILLIPS PETROLEUM COMPANY ‘

P. 0. Box 766
Sweeny, Texas 77420

January 13, 1975

Re: San Bernard River llavigable Use

Col., Don S. HcCoy
District Engineer
Galveston District

P, O. Box 1229
Galvesten, Texas 77550

Dear Sir:

Accarding to the Brazosport Facts, I understand a civic group is intending
to request z meeting with the Corps of Engineers to question maintaining
the San Bernard River as a2 navigable strean.

T would like to make Phillips Petroleum Company's use of the San Bernard

River navigation clecar to you. Phalllips temporsrily reduced the traffic in
the Szn Bermard soversl yearc zgo by diverting some crude shimments that

were being received at cur San Bernard Ziver docks to our Freeport Haropor
Jocation. However, the continued use of San Bernard River barge transportaticn
is vital to us so that we will be able to receive raw materials including cruds
0il and male shipments of heavy fuel oll and special products such as arcmalic
concentrate, toluene, waste caustic, ete. thal are not practical for us o

transport to other locations except by barge down the San Bernard Xiver.

Yours very truly,

/2f£6;£~¢c;4;_¢;,_”k;_ﬁ
L. H. Vautrain
Plant Manager

LHV:nl

cc: Peter Schaff _
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SWGCO-M 22 Jassary 1975

Mr, L. H. VYstrain

Plan: Manager

Phillips Petrnleum Company
P. 0. Box 866 .

Swesny, Texax 77480

Dear Mr. Vautrain:

Receipt is scknowledged of your letter dated 13 Jamuary 1975, pertaining to
Public Motice Bo. IWW-M-1l concerning the proposed msintenance dredging of
the CIVW-San Bernard Rivar Channel, Thank you for your review snd indorse-

ment of the poject,

Sincersly yours,

E. D. McCEHEE
Chiaf, Constructione
Operations Divisgion
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SOUTHY
John L
Louistana
New Mer
Texas

rr

{Mexico)

ERN REGIONAL OFFICE
n, Representative

NATIONAL AUDUBON SOCIETY

2507 ROGGE LANE, AUSTIN, TEXAS 78723 ~ PHONE {512) 928-2047

June 30, 1975

Colonel Con S. McCoy
District Engineer
Corps of Engineers
P.0, Box 1229
Gatveston, Texas 77550

RE: PUBLIC NOTICE NO. IWW-M-11, MAINTENANCE DREDGING OF THE GULF
INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY - SAN BERNARD RIVER CHANNEL, TEXAS

Dear Colonel McCoy:

In regard to the permit issued on the above subject,
we have reviewed varicus correspondence including that of the
Fish and Wildlife Service dated June 1, 1973 and the National
Marine Fisheries Service, NOAA, dated January 6, 1975.

Qur reservations in regard to the project are adequately
expressed in the correspondence that your office has received
from the Fish and Wildlife Service and the National Marine Fisheries
Service.

Please register our support of these documents which
reflect our reservations in any future documentations.

Sincerely,
nL. éranson
uthwest Regional Representative -—

cc: Council on Environmental Quality
Envirormental Protection Agency, Reg10na1 Office
U.S. Department of the Interior
National Marine Fisheries Service, NOAA
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Albuguerque
Texas Parks and Wildtife Department
Texas General iLand Office
National Audubon Society 284
Houston Audubon Society



SWGCO-H 28 August 1975

M. John L, Franson

Southwvest Lsgional Rapresantative

Bational Audcbon Socisty e
2507 Rogze Lane

Austin, Texss 78723

Daar Mr. Framsom?

‘This is in reply to your letter dated 30 Juns 1975 comcerning Fublie

NMotice Mo, Lii-¥-11 on maintensace dredging of the Culf Intracoastal
Haterwny -~ ben Barnard River Chunmal, Texas.

We have cowpleted sur xeview sf the 1 Juns 1973 U. B. Tish and Wildlifse
Servica report and & Jznuary 1375 Haticnsl MHarios Fisheriss Service
letter refersnced in your letter. ©n 8 August 1574 the Corps issued

its respouse to the U, 8. Yish and Wildlife Bervice, followed on 30 April
1975 by a respouse to the liational Merine Fisheries Bervice, stating our
intentions to comply with the recossmandaticn presentsd by eech sgency
where possible, based on what is considerad im the best overall public
intexrest. : X .

Your lstter has besn placed in our parmanant records flle for thas
CINY - 2zn Jernard River Channel public notice, sund it will be given
full consideratiom in any future documentations,

. Thauk you for your review and couments.

Sinceraly yours,

%, B. HeGYEER
Chisf, Construction-
- QOperations Divigion
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¢ J. DOUGLASS TOOLE
CHAIRMAN

J. E. FEAVY, MD

FRANK H. LEWIS BEN RAMSEY

VICE CHAIRMAN

CLYDE JORNSON HUGH C, YANTIS, JR.
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

HARRY P. BURLEIGH

CLAYTON T. GARRISON PH, (512) 47526351

1700 NORTH CONGRESS AVE, 78701
P.O. BOX 13246 CAPITOL STATION 78711
AUSTIN, TEXAS

January 31, 1975
RE: Public Notice No. IWW-M-11

Col. bon S. McCoy, C.E.
Pistrict Engineer

U. 5. Army Corps of Engineers
Galveston District

P. 0. Box 1229

Galveston, TexXas 77550

Dear Colonel McCoy:

We are in receipt of the referenced public notice. We have
noted that the final Environmental Statement will not be
available until after the commencement of the project.
Therefore, it is requested that the detailed plans for the
disposal of dredged material be furnished to this agency
and that, pricr to the initiation of the project, a moni-
toring preogram be coordinated with this agency.

Several studies by this agency indicate a possible buildup

of sulfur in bottom sediments, therefore spoil disposal

areas should be carefully monitored to prevent turbid runoff
from reentering the San Bernard. I am enclosing three studies
on the San Bernard River performed by this agency for your
information.

If we may be of service, please let me know.

Verfﬂtrul yours,
e

: 286
/

ces: Mr. Clayton T. Garrison, Executive Director
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department
Texas Water Quality Board District 7

Encl.



BWGCO-M g o 20 March 1975

Mr. Bugh C. Yantis, Jr.
Exacutive Director

Teaxas Water Quality Board

P. 0. Box 13246, Capitol Station
dngtin, Texas 78711

Desr Mr. Yantis:

Receipt i{s acknowledged of your letter dated 31 January 1975 conceraning
Public Notice Mo, IWW-M-1l pertaining to maintenance dredging of the Gulf
Intracoastal Baterway ~ S5an Bernard River, Texas, project.

As has besn our policy, wa will continue to furnish you with plans for

tha disposal of dredged materiaxl prior to the coumsncement of dredging
of this project. Before the next dredging, we will also coordinate our

saxpling program with you. -
Thank you for your rind.ew.

Sinceraly yours,

R. D. McGIHER
Chief, Construction~
Operations Division
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTICMN AGENCY
REGIGN VI
1600 PATTERSON. SUITE 1100
DALLAS. TEXAS 75201

QFFICE OF TaE

APR 2 1 E]s REGIONMAL ADWIMNISTAATOR

CERTIFIED MAIL: RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED (787238)

Colonei Don S. McCoy

District Engineer

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 1229

Galveston, Texas 77550

Dear Colonel McCoy:

We have completed our review of your project "Gulf Intracoastal Waterway-
San Bernard River, Texas" as covered in Public Notice No. iIWW-M-11 dated
December 13, 1974. We have also reviewed your April 1, 1975, Statement of
Findinas concerning this project in accordance with 33 CFR 209, 145,

Your dredging and dredged material disposal plan is approved for one
year provided the following recommendations can be adopted:

1. Dredged material shall not be placed in Disposal Area No. 2.

2. No dredged material shall be placed or allowed to spill into
Cedar lakes at any time.

3. Material dredged above river mile 10 shall be placed in fully
confined disposal areas until sediment surveys are completed.
After the sediment quality is defined, disposal in unleveed
areas can be considered.

g, In Disposal Areas Nos. 4{above mile 2) and 5, dredged material
shall not be discharged further than 3,000 feet from the center-

line of the channel or cioser than 1,000 feet.

Since, as stated in your Public Notice, an Environmental Impact Statement
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has not been prepared for this project, we have deferred consideration of
long term approval of your dredging pian until the final Environmental Impact
Statement has been filed with the council on Environmental Quality.

Sincerely yours,

.
- ~~7 °/
f%égm g /M“—

i Administrator
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SUPPLEMENT NO, 9
PORT ARTHUR TO HIGH ISLAND

1, PROPOSED ACTION. The proposed Federal action is
continued periodic maintenance dredging of the Gulf
Intracocastal Waterway (GIWW) main channel section be-
tween the Port Arthur Canal and High Island. This por=-
tion of the federally maintained 12-foot deep by 125-

foot wide channel extends from its junction with the
Sabine-Neches Waterway southwesterly to the State High-
way 124 bridge in the vicinity of High Island. The reach
includes a barge mooring basin 75 feet wide and 2,300

feet long near the Port Arthur Canal. The main channel
extends westerly from the Port Arthur Canal through

marsh areas, crosses Salt Bayou, Spindletop Ditch, Barnes
Slough, and liud Bayou to the bridge on Highway 124, All
depths are measured below Mean Low Tide (Corps of Engineers
datum)., Contract pipeline dredges are utilized to main-
tain this reach of the waterwav. The frequency of dredg-
ing in selected reaches is about every 60 months. The
excavated material is transported by pipeline and placed
in the various disposal areas, The average quantity of

- materials dredged per ceontract is about 2.0 million

cubic yards, Selected sections of this reach were last
maintained during the period October 1973 - January 1974,
The next maintenance dredging will be scheduled after

30 June 1977. The portion of the GIWW from Port Arthur
Canal to High Island utilizes 27 disposal areas. Disposal
areas for the entire Texas section of the GIWW main
chamnel are numbered sequentially from Port Arthur to
Port Isabel, The disposal areas in this reach are numbered
1 through 27 and are shown on the figures attached to

the public notice,

2, XNEED FOR ACTION. Periodic maintenance is required

to prevent shoaling from halting or restricting navigation
on the channel. Benefits of continued maintenance dredg-
ing of the channel are derived almost entirely from commer-
cial navigation, including inland waterway barge tows and
service vessels, The recorded tonnage of cargo handled

by ports and moved on the GIUW between the Sabine River
and Galveston Bay in 1974 was 40.0 million tons. Principal
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commodities shinped included crude petroleum, petro-
chemicals, and other petroleum products. The GIWW has
grown consistently and has contributed substantially to
the regional and national economy. A recent study by
Texas A& University has placed the total direct and
indirect value of the channel to the State of Texas at
more than $19 billion per year. Should this vital
transportation system be closad because of lack of main-
tenance, the adverse economic impact would be felt through-
out the state in loss of emplovment and higher commodity
prices,.

3. ENVIROIMENTAL SETTING.

3.01 This reach of the Gulf Intracocastal Waterway was cut
through low-lying lands which are comprised principally of
tidal or freshwater marshes, streams, and lakes. Dispecsal
material from previcus dredgings was placed on both sides
of the waterway and has cut off most of the marshes from
tidal influence. The J. D. Murphree Wildlife Management
Area (formerly Big Hill Bayou Wildlife lianagement Area),
administered by the Texas Parks and WJildlife Department,
lies north and adjacent to the waterway between Stations
95+00 and 322--00.

3.02 Tidal streams and adjacent marshes which have not
been cut off by disposal material or other obstacles pro-
vide high quality habitat used by many species of fish
and crustaceans for feeding, breeding, and nursery areas,
The tidal marshes also contribute important organic mater-
ials to the waters. Some of the water areas cut off from
tidal influence and other waters with low salinities
provide feeding, nursery, and breeding habitat for many
species of freshwater £fish.

3.03 Important species of fish and crustaceans using

the project area include spotted seatrout, red drum,
black drum, Atlantic croaker, sheepshead, flounder, men-
haden, striped mullet, spot, gar, bowfin, gizzard shad,
channel catfish, blue catfish, yellow bass, largemouth
bass, white crappie, bluegill and other sunfish, white
shrimp, brown shrimp, and blue crab, Sport fishing and
crabbing is intensive wherever public access is available
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for bank fishing and is slight elsewhere, There is
little commercial fishing in this reach of the waterway.

3.04 Wildlife habitat in the project area consists of
the tidal and freshwater marshes and streams, adjacent
lakes, low=-lying uplands, and the disposal areas. Some
of the finest marsh habitat in the State of Texas occurs
along this reach of waterway.

3.05 The marshes, streams, and lakes provide feeding,
resting, and nesting habitat for many species of water=-
fowl and other birds as well as important habitat for the
American alligator, mink, otter, nutria, and muskrat,

The low-lying uplands and the disposal areas are habitat
for mourning dove, raccoon, opossum, rabbit, skunk,
coyote, and red wolf.

3.06 Small to mcderate populations of mourning dove,
raccoon, opossum, mink, ctter, American alligator, and
red wolf use the marshes and designated disposal areas.
Populations of rabbit, nutria, and muskrat are fairly
large. While mink, otter, and red wolf occur in few

to moderate numbers, their density in this reach is amomg
the highest in the state, Hunting is slight for game
species in general, However, rabbit hunting is fairly
intensive, Trapping occurs in moderate amounts for mink
and otter and to a greater extent for muskrat and nutria.
The amount of hunting and trapping is expected to remain
the same in the future,

3.07 Important species of waterfowl in the project area
include the Canada goose, snow goose, white-~fronted goose,
mallard, pintail, mottled duck, American widgeon, gadvall,
green-winged teal, blue-winged teal, shoveler, lesser
scaup, canvasback, ring-necked duck, ruddy dvrck, and coot.
Most of the waterfowl use is by migrants during the winter
months. The marshes, including those adjacent to existing
disposal areas, are prime nesting habitat for the mottled
duck which is a resident species. Waterfowl hunting is
popular and is expected to remain so in the future.

3.08 Many other birds use the project area for nesting,
feeding, resting, and cover. Among these are grebe,
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merganser, heron, egret, bittern, 1lbis, roseate spoon-
bill, rail, gallinule, gull, tern, plover, sandpiper,
and common snipe.

3.09 Endanger=d species known to range in the area in-
clude Floida manatee, red wolf, right whale, sperm whale,
blue whale, finback whale, Attwater's prairie chicken,
southern bald eagle, brown pelican, Eskimo curlew, Arctic
peregrine falcon, American peregrine falcon, American
alligator, Atlantic ridley, hawksbill turtle, leather-
back turtle, and Houston toad.

4, ADVERSE ENVIROUMENTAYL EFFECTS.

4,01 Maintenance dredging of this reach of the GIWW will
have an adverse effect on the natural environment. The
significance of these effects will vary according to
location of disposal areas, disposal practices, type of
bottom material being dredged, and quantity of similar
surrounding habitat.

4.02 Dredging. The removal of shoal materials accumu-
lated in the channel and basin will disturb or remeove
swimming and benthic organisms. However, because of
pollutants that may be found in some sediments, instability
of the sediments, and frequencv of maintenance dredging,
it is exvected that populations of bottom dwelling
organisms are low in the chamnnel bottoms, Other detri-
mental effects of dredging include turbidity caused by
the action of the cutterhead assembly, resuspension of
pollutants in that turbid area,and destruction of any
fish or crustaceans caught by the cutter or pulled into
the pipeline by the pump. These effects are limited to
an area immediately surrounding the dredge cutterhead.

4,03 Normally, maintenance dredging does not destroy
any submerged vegetation or oysters as channel depths
preclude development of vegetation because of reduced
sunlight penetration,and the soft materials constantly
accumulating on the channel bottom prevent oysters from
developing. Dredging usually has little effect on motile
marine species as they are able to avoid the dredge.
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4.04 Disnosal. The most significant adverse environ-
mental effects are associated with disposal methods rather
than dredging. Disposal practices along this reach are
all land disposal areas,

4,05 Land Disnosal. Adverse envirommental effects of
disposal of dredged material on land include destruction
of vegetation, loss of foraging, feeding, nesting, and
resting areas for birds, mammals, and reptiles; temporary
reduction of air quality in the immediate vicinity; and
long~term partial suppression of the productivity of the
disposal area.

4,06 When a land area is used for disposal of dredged
materials, most of the vegetation is covered or destroyed,
particularly where containment levees are used. This
loss of vegetation forces birds, mammals, and reptiles

to leave the area until the vegetation recovers, Re-
covery of the vegetation usually begins within 6 months
to a year., Considering the very small relative size of
the total area used for disposal when compared to the
thousands of square miles of similar habitat in the
surrounding coastal area, it is doubted that such effects
are significant.

4,07 1In some instances, the disposal of dredged materials
on land results in the degradation of air quality as a result
of the release of odors. These odors are caused by the

decay of organic materials that had collected on the channel
bottom and decay of vegetation in the disposal area. 1If
necessary, these odors can be controlled by chemically
treating with a proprietary product containing essential

oils and deodorized kerosene.

4.08 The most significant long-term adverse environ-
mental effect thatresults from land disposal of main-
tenance dredged materials is the suppression of produc-
tivity in the disposal areas. Because of repeated dis-
posal of materials, the vegetation is not in a constant
state of maximum productivity, Maximum productivity
occurs only between the time of full recovery and the
next deposition of sediments. Where a disposal area is
used for the first time, the vegetation will normally
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change to a lower quality type. This may permanently
lower the productivity of an area. Changes in vegetation
type will be minimal, as the areas to be used for disposal
have been used nreviocusly, and the changes have already
occurred,

4.09 Disposal of dredzed materials in marshes is signi-
ficantly detrimental to the ecology of the surrounding
bay systems, Such disposal has the effect of converting
the highly productive marsh area to a high ground area
with a corresponding change in types of vegetationm,
Marshes are highly productive, often contributing as
much as ten tons of organic matter per acre to the bay
systems every year. Because of the high value placed

on marsh lands as primary food source areas, dredging
practices have been changed to avoid disposal in marsh
areas wherever practicable,

4,10 Out of 89,000 scres of marsh adjacent to this reach
of the GIWW, approximately 1,400 acres, or 1.6 percent,
may be affected by future disposal operations, The
estimate was prepared by Corps of Engineers personnel
from the most recent coast charts available. It has not
been practicable to make surveys of each area to deter-
mine the exact extent of marsh land within the disposal
area limits. The estimates are therefore based primarily
on vegetation cover shown on the coast charts. 1t is
considered that much of the acreage included as marsh

to be covered has been covered by past dredging and is

no longer marsh, It is believed that reduction of marsh
areas caused by dredging of this reach will be minimal.

5. ALTERVATIVES. All apparent alternative methods have
been investigated in sufficient detail to determine their
viability. Consideration of alternatives includes effects
on the economic and social well-being of the area, state,
and nation, as well as the effects on the natural environ-
ment of the project area., The "no action™ alternative has
been considered, as well as alternate methods of disposal.
Investigation has indicated that, of all the alternatives
examined, the only environmentally and economically
feasible plan at this time is continued maintenance dredg-
ing and disposal in the manner and locations as described
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in the public notice with the recommended changes described
in Section 6 of the summary.

6. RESPCNSFES TO THE PUBLIC KOTICE, Two responses to the
public notice have been received. Responses from the U. 3.
Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marine Fisheries
Service recommended that back levees be constructed on
disposal areas 14, 15, 19, 20, and 21 at g maximum distance
of 1,650 feet from the centerline of the channel, and that,
until the levees are constructed, discharge points should
be on areas of high ground. XMFS also recommended that these
discharge points should be used in subsequent maintenance
dredging operations. The recommended levees will be
constructed.

7. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGRNCY APPROVAL., 1In a letter
dated 11 June 1975, EPA approved the dredged material
disposal plan under 33 CFR 209.145 for one year, subject
to the following restrictions:

a. Effluent from all fully confined disposal areas
shall be discharged through control structures into the
Gulf Intraccastal Waterway.

b. Dredged material shall not be discharged further
than 1,000 feet from the channel centerline into disposal
areas 14, 15, 19, 20, and 21.

c. The backside of each open water disposal area shall
be leveed as soon as possible, and as near the channel as
feasible. The back levees shall not be more than 1,650 feet
from the center line of the channel.

In a letter dated 9 Qctober 1975 (Vol. I, pager-1) EPA
modified these recommendations by deleting recommendation b.
All requirements will be complied with. Long-term approval
of dredging plans was deferred until a final Environmental
Statement has been filed with the Couacil of Environmental
Quality.

296



DEPARTMENT OF THE A, AY
GALVESTON DiSTRICT, CORPS OF Ef....NIENS
P. O BCX 229
GALYESTON, TEXAS 77550

SWGL0-M PUBLIC NOTICE NO. IWW-M-12 2 January 1975

MAINTENANCE LDREDGING
GULF INTRACOASTAL WATEEWAY (MAIN CHANNEL)-PORT ARTUR CANAL TO HIGE ISLAND

Tris public nozice is issued in accordance with prc-isions of established
Federal regulations, Title 33 CFR 209.145, concerni .o the policy, practice

and procedures to be followed bv the Corps of .Engin-2vs in connection with ™

the disposal of dredzed material in navigable wate. or the transportation

cf dredged wareriel f[ou che purpose of depositing it .  ocean waters associated

with Federal projects,

This notice is being distributed to 411 interested Stite¢ and Federal agencies

and known interested persons in order to assist in devel . ~: facte d
recomnendations concerning the proposed continuation cf - - snrance r-edging
arctivities. Comments must be submitted to the Distriect .- - -~e above

‘address on or before 3 February 1975,

Laws under which the proposed Zredging is to be reviewed:

Federal water Pollution Control Act

Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries Act of
Coastal 7one Minzze—ent Act of 1972

Nationa! Enviro=mental Policy Act of 1969

Fish and Wildlife Act of 1956

Migratory Marine Game~Fish Act

Fish and wWildlife Coordirstion Act

Endangered Species Act of 1673

National Historic Preservz:zion Act of 1966

w2
-4
Lg%

PROJECT : Gulf Intracoastal wWaterway {(Main Channel} - Por: Ar- - v.zal to

High Island.

PROJECT LOCATIQON: From its jfunction with the Sabine-Neches Twav near

Port Arthur to the wvicinity of ¥igh Island in Jefferson, Ch , a=d
Galveston Counties, Texas, respectively.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: This portion of the Federally maintaire? !7-f-:t deep

by 125-foot wide Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (GIWW) extends | .7 junction
with the Sabine-Neches Waterwav southwesterly to the vicinit. - I Eigh Island..
The reach includes a barge mooring basin 75-feet wide and 2,3, feer loug

near the junction area. The main channel extends westerly frow t©  Port Arthur
Canal through marsh areas, crosses Salt Bayou, Spiandletop Dirz™, aes Slough,
and Mud Bayou to a bridge on Texas State Highway 124 near the 7 ity of
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High Island, Texas. All depths are measured below Mean Low Tide (Corps of
Engineers datum).

DISPOSAL AREA: The portion of the GIWW from Port Arthur Canal to High Island
utilizes 27 disposal areas for contract pipeline disposal operations. Disposal
areas for the entire Texas section of the GIWW main channel are numbered se-
quentially from Port Arthur to Port Isabel, The disposal areas in this reach
are numbered 1 through 27 (see attached drawings}.

DISPOSAL AREAS NOS. 1-13, 16-18, and 22-27 are all confined areas located
adjacent to the channel,

DISPQSAL AREAS NOS. 14,15, and 19-21 are all partially confined areas located '
adjacent to the channel. No back levees have been built at landowners requests.

COMPOSITION AND QUANTITY OF MATERIALS: Materials dredged from this reach of

the waterway consist of sands, silts, and clavs. Shoaling in the waterway is

a result of deposits occurring from wind-driven waves and alluvial deposits from
sloughs and bayous during high water periods, The shoaling rate of this section
of the waterway is approximately 400,000 cudbic yards annually.

METHOD OF DREDGING: Contract pipeline dredges are utilized to maintain this
reach of the waterway. The frecuency of dredging in selected reaches is about
every 60 months. The excavated material is transported by pipeline and placed
in the various disposal areas. The average quantity of materials dredged per
contract is about 2.0 million cubic vards. Selected sections of this reach were
last maintained during the period October 1973-January 1974. The next maintenance
dredging will be scheduled after 30 Jume 1975,

PROPERTIES ADJACENT TO DISPOSAL. AREAS: Disposal Avtea No, 1 is located south of
the waterway at its junction with the Peort Arthur Canal. The area is bound by

the waterway on the north, State Hwy 87 and the Fort Arthur Canal on the east,

and marsh areas on the south and west.

Disposal Areas Nos, 2-4 are all located adjacent to the southeasterly side of
the waterway. The areas are bound by the channel on the north, and by marsh
areas on all other sides.

Disposal Area No, 5 1is located on the northwesterly side of the waterway. The
area is bound on the southeas: by the channel, on the southwest by an unnamed
channel, and on the northwest and northeast hy marsh areas.

Disposal Area No. 6 1is located on the northwesterly side of the waterway. The
area is bound by the chanrel cn the southeast, and by marsh areas on all other
sides. :
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Disposal Area No. 7 is located on the northwesterlv side of the waterway. The
arez is bound by an unnamed channel on the northeast, by the waterway on the
southeast, and by mar:zh areas on the other sides.

Disposal Areas Nos. B8-11 are located on the northwest bank of the waterway.
The areas are bound by the channzl or the southeast, and by marsh areas on
the other sides.

Dispoal Areas Nos, 12=15 are located northwest of the wvaterway. These areas

are continuous, lying adjacent to the channel and to each other. They are bound
by the waterway on the southeast, by Sait Bayou on their westerly end, by marshlar-
on the northwest, and on the northeasterly end by marsh area.

Dicspocal Are» Na 1A {c lnrated morrhuest of the waterwav. The area {s hound by
the channe! on the southeast, marsh areas on the southwest 2nd northwest, and by
an unnamed road on the northeast.

Disposal Arez No, 17 1is located on the northwest banks of the waterway. The area
is bound by the channel on the southeast, Disposal Area No. 18 on the southwest,
marsh area on the northwest, and Spindletop Ditch on the northeast.

Disposal Area No, 18 1is lovated on the northwest banks of the waterwav. The arez
is bound by the channel on the southeast, marsh area on the southwest and northwes:,
and Disposal Area No. 17 on the northeast,.

Disposal Area No. 19 1is located on the northwest bank of the waterway. The area
is bound on the southeast by the waterway, and by marsh area on the other sides.

Disposal Areas Nos. 20-25 are located on the southeast banks of the waterway.
They are bound by the waterway on the northwest, and surrounded by marsh areas
on all other sides.

Disposal Area No. 26 1is located southeast of the waterway. The area is bound
by thz waterwav on the northwest, and by a combination of marsh areas and stretches
of Mud Bayou on the other sides.

Disposal Area No, 27 1is located south ¢f the waterway. The area is bound on
the north by the waterway, on the east by Mud Bayou, on the-gsouth by marsh area,
and on the west by Texas Starte Highway 124,

DREDGING BY OTHERS: There is not a significant amount of dredging by non-Federal
agencies in the vicinity of the Federal project. Non-Federal dredging activities
are regulated by the Department of the Army Permit program,

DESIGNATION OF DISPOSAL SITES: The propeosed disposal sites have not been pre- -
viously designatred by the administrator, Environmental Protection Agency. However,
the use of these sites has been previously coordinated with EPA.
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COORDINATION: The following is a list of Federal, State and local agencies
with whom these activities are being cocrdinated.

Advisory Counci]l on Historic Preservation
Reglion VI Envirommental Protection Agency
U. 8. Department of Commerce

U. S, Department of the Interior

Eighth Coast fuard District

Division of Flanning Coordination, State of Texas
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department

Texas Historical Commission
Commissioners’ Court of Jefferson County
Commissioners' Court of Chamber3s County
Comnissioners' Court of Galveston County

ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT: Continued maintenance dredging of Guif Intracoasta:l
Waterway will significantly benefit the economic and social well-being of

the public, The adverse and beneficial effects of dredging and disposal of
dredged material on navigation, fish and wildlife, water quality, aesthetics,
ecology, land use, etc., will be evaluated in accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (P. L. 91-190). A separate Environmenrtal
Statement will not be prepared for this reach of the GIWW. However, a Draft
Environmental Statement for the entire main channel and tributaries of the
GIWW (Texas section) has been prepared and the final statement is scheduled
to be placed on file with Council on Environmental Quality about mid-197%5
after having been coordinated with the above mentioned agencies. The drait
statement is currently being reviewed by these agencies and the public, and
single copies are available upon request to the District Engineer, ATTN:
SWGED-E. ’

- In the event an emergency situation occurs, the shoaling in the Gulf Intracoastal
Waterway project will not permit postvonement of maintenance of the channel until

after an environmental statement ta filed with Council on Environzental Qualicy
without serious impairment to the navigability of this project. ’

Any person who has an interest which may be affected by the disposal of

this dredged material may reguest a public hearing., The regquest rust be
submitted in writing to the District Engineer within 30 days of the date

of this notice and must clearly set forth the interest which may be affected
and the manner in which the interest may be affected by this activity,

Designation of the proposed disposal plan for dredged material associated

with this Federal project shall be made through the application of guide-

lines promiigated by the Administrator EPA in conjunction with the Secretary

of the Army. If these guidelines alone prohibit the designation of this
proposed disposal plan, any porential impairment to the maintenance of
navigation, including any economic impact on navigation and anchorage which
would result from the failure to use this disposal plan will also be considered.
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COMMENTS: Persons desiring to express their views or provide i{nformation
to be considered in evaluation of the impact of continued maintenance
dredging are requested to mail their comments to:

District Engineer

Galveston District, Corps of Engineers
ATTN: SWGCO-M

P. 0. Box 1229

Galveston, Texas 77550

with specific reference to Public Notice No. IWW-M-12 dated 2 January 1975,

DON S. McCOy ==
Coleonel, CE
1 Incl s District Engineer
Drawving, Jan 1975
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i{N REPLY REFER TO:
UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR RB
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
e ey
POST OFFICE BOX 1306
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXiCO 857103

January 29, 1975

District Engineer

Attn: SWGCO-M

Corps of Engineers, U. 5. Army
Post Office Box 1229
Galveston, Texas 77550

Dear Sir:

Reference is made to your Public Notice No. IWW-M-12, dated
January 2, 1975, regarding the maintenance dredging of the Gulf
Intracoastal Waterway (Main Channel) ~ Port Arthur Canal to High
Jsland.

The U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service released a report on this main-
tenance dredging project on February 14, 1972. Following receipt
of the public notice, we reexamined the project site and reviewed
our 1972 report. |In this report we recommended that no spcil ma-
terial be placed north of the waterway between Corps of Engineers
Stations 630+00 and 827+00 and south of the waterway between Sta-
tions 1010400 and 1031450, We also recommended that spoil generated
from this project be placed south of the waterway between Stations
630400 and 790+00, and 810+00 and 850+00. Our recommendations

could not be honored, as evidenced by letter from the District Engi-
neer to the Regional Director dated February 22, 1973, because

Corps of Engineers negotiations with the landowner to trade per-
petual disposal rights from the north side of the waterway to the
south side were unsuccessful.

Since the deterioration and destruction of valuable fish and wild-
iife habitat has already occurred in these specific project areas,
the Fish and Wildlife Service offers no further objection to their
continued use.

A further recommendation in our 1972 report was that prior to any
maintenance dredging operation, existing ievees be refurbished and
new levees be constructed and subsequently refurbished on the ends
and at a distance of 1,650 feet back from the centeriine of the
channel for each spoil area between Stations 60+00 and 1615+00. As

CONSERVE
- NAMERICA'S
5 ENERQY
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depicted in this public notice, spoil disposal areas Nos _, 20 and ‘aa

21 have no back limit. Back levees were not placed at these sites
at the owners request. The Fish and Wildlife Service believes that
back levees are essential to the preservation of adjacent marsh
areas and should be constructed to contain the spoil. In the event
that back levees cannot be ccnstructed, it would be appropriate to
concentrate the spoil near the channel to help prevent it from
spreading into the adjacent marsh areas.

We refer again to the recommendation in our 1972 report which
specifies that levees be constructed and subsequently refurbished
at a distance of 1,650 feet frem the centerline of the channel.

We would reiterate, our intent in recommending a specific distance
from the channel centerline was to establish a limit to the area

of spoil flow, thereby restricting the amount of damage to adjacent
wettands. it is our intent that the distance of 1,650 feet be
considered a maximum distance rather than a fixed distance. |f the
spoil from this and future dredging eperaticens can be confined
within a smaller space, then it 1s appropriate that the levee be
located closar to the channel centerline.

Other conclusions and rccommendations of the 1972 report are still
applicable. We have no additional comments at this time. Thank
you for the opportunity to comment on this public notice.

Sincerely yours,

e

nal Director

ce:
Executive Director, Texas Parks and Wild. Dept., Austin, Tex.
Regional Director, Nat'l Marine Fish. Serv., 5t. Petersburg, Fla.
Area Suprv., NMFS, Envr. Assmt, Div,, Galveston, Tex.

Field Suprv., FWS, Div, of River Basin Studies, Galveston, Tex.
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8WGCO-M o 15 April 1975

Mr. W, 0. Nelson, Jr.

Reglonal Director

U. 8, Fizh sd Wild1life Service
P. 0. Box 1X6

Albuquerque, New Mexico 87103

. Dear Mr. Nelsom:

This is in reply to Mr., Jerry Stegman's letter dated 29 January 15975
concerning Pibliec Notice No, IWW-M-12 on maintenance dredging of the
Gulf Intracoestal waterway from the Port Arthur Csnal to High Island,
Texas. '

As you have recommended in paragraph & of the lettar, existing levees
will be refwrbished, aa necessary, prior to each use. Conceraning the
disposal aress you have refarenced in the same paragraph, we will again
contact the landovmers for their permisgion to construct leveas. If the
landowners give their consent, levees will be constructed. 1If levees
cannot be comstructed, you may rest assured thet contractors will con-
centrate the material as near the chaznnael as practicable to reduce pumping
digtance,

In reference to paragraph 5, levees have baen built around all areas
except 14, 15, 19, 203 and 21, If the landowners give their consent to
total confirement, levees will be constructed slong a line 1650 feet
from the centar line of the channal, as this is the minimum distence to
which the arzzs could ba confined with use of tha areas remaining eco-
nouically feesible.

Thank you far your review and comments.

Bincerely yours,

E. D. McGEHER
Chief, Construction-
Operations Division
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USFWS, Galveston, Texas 77550



U.s. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Mational Dceanic and Atmospheric Administration
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE

Duval Building

89450 Gandy Boulevard

St. Petersburg, Florida 33702

January 29, 1975 FSE21/DM

Colonel Deon S. McCoy

District Engineer, Galveston District
Cepartment of Lthe army, Corps of Englneers
P.0O. Box 1229

Galveston, TX 77550

Dear Colonel]l McCoy:

The National Marine Fisheries Service {(NMFS) has reviewed
Public Notice IWwW-M-12 dated January 2, 1975, wherein the
Corps of Engineers regquested comments on proposed plans
for spoil disposal associated with the continuation of
maintenance dredging of Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (Main
Channel)-Port Arthur Canal to High Island, Texas.

T"\p Burasan nf Sonars Ticlmvrdime mamAad TIA1TA1TS £, DO , h}. lotrer

e S Bl i T T LR R ok o T

to your office dated February 14, 1972, commented on pro-
posed plans for spoil disposal during previous maintenance
dredging of this waterway. Their recommendations weare pre-
pared with the assistance of the NMFS and received our con-
currence, as indicated by our memo dated October 12, 1971,
attached to their letter.

In letters dated February 22 and June 8, 1973, the Corps of
Engineers advised the BSFW Regional Director that the Corps
would be unable to comply with the first two recommendations
made in the BSFW report because of objections by landowners

in the preject area. Specifically, the two recommendations
were: (1)} that no spoil material be placed north of the
waterway between Corps ¢f Engineers Stations 630+00 and

872+00 (NOTE: this is the same area described as Disposal Area
No. 13 in the present public notice); and (2) that the spoil
be placed south of the waterway between Stations 630+00 and
790+00, and Bl0+400 and 850+00. ion-compliance was because
negotiations with the landowner to trade the perpetual disposal
right from th2 north side to the south of the channel were
unsuccessful, As a result, disposal area no. 13 was back-
leveed and used for spoiling, and the environmental damage we
wanted to avert has occurred. We, therefore, recommend that
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the back levee of this disposal area be adeguately maintained
to prevent any further destruction of habitat by accidental
spillage of dredged materials.

Another recommendation (No. 3) made in the BSFW letter, which
has not been fully complied with, was that back levees be con-
structed at a distance no further than 1,650 feet from the
centerline of the channel in each spoil area hetween Corps of
Engineers’ Stations 60400 and 1615+50. This has been accom-
plished for all disposal areas except Areas Nos. 14, 15, 19,
20 and 21 which have not been back-leveed due to the reguests
and/or demands of the landowners. Areas adjacent to these
five disposal areas are freshwater marsh and, even though they
do not provide estuarine nursery area dlrectly, they do supple-
ment the estuarine ecosystem with nutrients which contribute
significantly to the integrity of the estuarine environment.
Uncenfined spoiling in these areas will: unnecessarlly consume
many more acres of marshland.

In view of the above, the NMFS reiterates the recommendations
made in the BSFW letter of February 14, 1972, excluding
recormendations Nos. 1 and 2. 1In addition, we recommend the
following:

1. As socn as possible, consent of the landowners should
be sought for the construction of back levees in Disposal
Areas Nos. 14, 15, 19, 20 and 21. Until such time, spoil should
be paced in as few discharge points as possible, each point
being located on areas of higher ground within each disposal
area. Also, these same discharge points should be used during
each subseqguent maintenance dredging operation to impact the
least possible area of marshland within and adjacent to these
disposal areas.

2. Prior to issuance of contracts for maintenance dredging,
detailed plans should be submitted to the Federal and State
fish and wildlife agencies, including the Area Supervisor, NMFS,
Environmental Assessment Division, 4700 Avenue U, Galveston,
Texas 77550, for review. Included should be the proposed dis-
charge points to be utilized in Disposal Areas 14, 15, 19, 20
and 21.

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the
maintenance plans of this authorized Federal project.

Sincerely,

B N 1

William H. Stevenson
Regional Directer



SWOCO-M 7 March 1975

Mr, William H. Stevenson
Regional Dirsctor

Mational larine Fisheriss Sarvica
$450 Lancy soulevard ,

8t. Patersburg, Florida 33702

Dasr Mr. Btevenson:

hafereuce 1s mads to your letter dated 29 January 1973 concerning Public
¥otice Mo, IWW-M-12 on mairntenance dredeing of tha Gulf Intracoastal
Waterway from the Port Arthur Cenal to High lsland, Texas.

We hove revigoed your recommendations and fael we can comply as follows:

Begrmromdation Yo, 1 - The noxt time dredging occurs along this reach,
the laciococrs wiil ba contacted for thaeir parmisgion to construct laveas.
1f the landowners give their consent, leveas will be buflt, Until the
levees ave built, the dredzed material vill be digcharged as close to the
chennel as poasible within the disposal areas. Ve do not plan te pre-
designate the dischargs points, however, since this 1is not £casible from
a contractoal standpoint,

Recommendation Ho., 2 =« As has been our policy in the past, ws will
furnish tha suvgsstes orencies plens and spacifications for review during
the advartiring urisd for each contract, Nowever, as stated mbova, we
do not pian to prodesignate discharge points,

Thank you for your review and comments.

Sincerely yours,

E. D. HcCEHER
Chief, Construction~
Oparations Division

Copy furnished:
Area Lupervisor 317
RMFS, Calveston, Texas 77350



UNITED STATES ENVIRINMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REG I ON
1600 PATTERS TN
IDhL  AS TEXRLS 75207

June 11, 15§75

CERTIFIED MAIL: RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED (78894C)

Colonel Don S. McCoy
District Engineer
Galveston District
Corps of Engineers
P.0. Box 1229
Galveston, Texas 77550

Dear Colonel McCoy:

We have completed our review of your maintenance
dredging plan "GIWW(Main Channel)-Hicgh :-Island -to Gaiveston
-Bay*® as covered in Public Notice No. IWW-M-12 dated Jjan-
uary 2, 1975. W2 have also reviewed your May 18,1975,
Statement of Findings concerning this project in accordance
with 23 C.F.R. 209.145.

Your dredging and dredged material disposal plan is
approved for one year provided the Toliowing recommendations
can be adopted:

T. Effluent from all fully confined disposal areas
shall be discharged through control structures into the Gul+t
Intracoastal katerway.

2. Dredged material shall not be dischargec further
than 1,000 feet Trom the chennel centeriine intc disposal
areas 14,15,15,20 and 21.

3. The backside of each open water disposal arez shall
be leveed as soon as pessible, and &s near the ¢hannel as
feasible. The back Jevees shall not be more than 1,630 feet
from the center Tine of the channel.

Since, as stated in your Public Notice, an Environmental
Impact Stetement has not Deen prepared for this project. we
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have deferrec considerztion ¢¥ lonc term approval of your
dredging plan until the final Environmeptal Impact State-
ment hzs been filed with the Council on Znvironmental
Quality. e

Sincerely vours,

%

C o —

——..John C. White
Acting Regional Administrator
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SUPPLEMENT NO. 10
CHANNEL TO PALACIOS, TEXAS

1. PROPOSED ACTION. The proposed Federal action is
continued periodic maintenance dredging of the Channel

to Palacios, Texas. The Federally maintained project
consists of a channel 12 feet deep by 125 feet wide
extending northwesterly from its juaction with the GIWW
through Matagorda Bay to the City of Palacios, a distance
of 16.1 miles., 4t the City of Palacios, a turning basin
200 feet wide by 635 feet long, a turning basin 300 feet
wide by 1,150 feet long, and a connecting channel with
varying widths of 150 to 480 feet and 450 feet long are
also maintained under this project. All depths are
measured below Mean Low Tide (Corps of Engineers datum).
Contract pipeline dredges are utilized to maintain the
channel. The frequency of dredging for selected reaches
of the channel is about 36 months. The average quantity
of materials dredged per contract is about 1.5 million
cubic yards. The channel was last maintained during the
period October-December 1973. The next maintenance
dredging will be scheduled after 30 June 1977. The
disposal areas for this reach of the channel are aumbered
1 through 16 and are shown oa the 4 figures of the attached
public notice.

2, NEED FOR ACTION. Periodic maintenance is required to
prevent shoaling from halting or restricting navigation on
the channel. Benefits of continued maintenance dredging

of the channel are derived almost entirely from commercial
navigation, including inland waterway barge tows and service
vessels. 1In 1974 over 78,834 tons of cargo were carried
over the waterway. The principal commedities were basic
chemicals, basic chemical products, and marine shells. The
economy of the project area is heavily dependent upon
continued use of low cost waterborne transportation.

3. ERVIROMMENTAL SETTING.

3.01 The project is located in an area of high-quality
habitat used by fishes and crustaceans as feeding, breed-

ing, and nursery grounds. A live oyster reef lies across
Tres Palacios Bay in the geaeral vicinity of Statioas 135400
and 1764+00. The important specles of fish and crustaceans
using the area include red drum, black drum, spotted seatrout,
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sand seatrout, Atlantic croaker, southern flounder, striped

mullet, menhaden, gafftopsail catfish, spot, sheepshead,
blue crab, brown shrimp, and white shrimp.

3.02 The area also contains habitat of importance to
waterfowl, shorebirds, and wading birds., Most of the
waterfowl use is by migrants during the winter. Princi-
pal species of waterfowl include the pintail, mallard,
mottled duck, redhead, canvasback, lesser scaup, American
widgeon, blue~winged teal, green-winged teal, shoveler,
and Amevrican coot, The nrincipal shorebirds and wading
birds are ibis, egret, heron, gull, tern, pelican, roseate
spoonbill, rail, sandpiper, and plover,

3.03 The existing channel to Palacios is a shallow-

draft channel of 12-foot depth. liuch of this channel
traverses bay water 10 feet or greaster in depth, Disposal
material fron previous dredging has not as yet accumulated
to the extent of causing circulation problems in Tres
Palacios and Matagorda Bays. Neither has placement of
disposal rniaterial in these areas hindered boat or fish
movement,

3,04 Endangered species known to range in the area
include Florida manatee, red wolf, right whale, Attwaters'
prairie chicken, southern bald eagle, brown pelican,
Eskimo curlew, Arctic peregrine falcon, American pere-
grine falcon, American alligator, Atlantic ridley, hawks-
bill turtle, and leatherback turtle,

4, ADVERSE EXNVIROIMENTAL EFFECTS.

4,01 Maintenance dredging of this chsinel will have
minor adverse effects on the natural environment, The
significance of these effects will vary according to
locaticn of disposal areas, disposal practices, type of
bottom material being dredged, and quantity of similar
surrounding habitat.

4,02 Dredging, The removal of shoal materials accumu-
lated in the channel and basinswill disturb or remove

swirming aad benthic organisms. However, Decause of pollu-

tants that may be found in some sediments, instability of
the sediments, and frequency of maintenance dredging, it
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is expected that populations of bettom dwelling organisms
are low in the channel bottoms. Other detrimental

effects of dredging include turbidity caused by the action
of the cutterhead assembly, resuspension of pollutants

in that turbid area, and destruction of any fish or
crustaceans caught by the cutter or pulled into the pipe-
line by the pump. These effects are limited to an area
immediately surrounding the dredge cutterhead,

4.03 Normally, maintenance dredging does not destroy

any submerged vegetation or oysters, as channel depths
preclude development of vegetation because of reduced
sunlight penetration, and the soft materials constantly
accumulating on the channel bottom prevent oysters f{rom
developing. Dredging usually has little effect on motile
marine species as they are able to avoid the dredge.

4,04 Disposal., The most significant adverse environ-
mental effects are associated with disposal methods,
rather than dredging, Disposal practices along this reach
include beth open water and land disposal.

4,05 Open Water Disnosal., Open water disposal of dredged
materials is often considered to be more environmentally
detrimental than land disposal because of the effects

of highly visible localized turbidity, burial of bottom
dwelling organisms, compartmentalization of bay areas,
possible resuspension of pollutants, and burial of sub-
merged aquatic vegetation. Open water disposal is not
entirely detrimental. A number of beneficial aspects

are known, including formation of bird nesting areas where
islands develop, creation of suitable substrate for oysters,
resuspension of nutrients, and provision of public
recreational areas.

4.06 Turbidities. Turbidities associated with open

water disposal have some damaging effects on productivity
of the bay ecosystem, High turbidities reduce photosynthe-
tic activity and could cause suffocation of small fish and
other marine animals by coating gill tissues with sediment
particles, Reduction of photosynthetic activity results
in a corresponding reduction at the base of the aquatic
food chain. This loss will be projected up the food chain,
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resulting in fewer orginisms being available for man's
use, That loss which does occur may be in part compen=-
sated for by increases in productivity following resuspen-
sion of nutrien:s and aeration of sediments and organic
matter.

4,07 Bottom animal populations are reduced when their
habitats are covered with a heavy dredged material layer.
Some of the more mobile organisms are able to work upward
through the silt while the sessile organisms perish.

4,08 Oyster reefs can be severelv affected by siltation,
devending on their height above the surrounding level
bottom. Low profile reefs in the path of a2 mud flow can
be covered, resulting in loss of any existing oysters,

In some cases, the materiai is not removed by wave action
and the reef becomes permsnently buried. Higher reefs
generally will not be covered bv dredged materials., As
requested by the USF&'S and NMFS, surveys of selected
disposal areas will be made to determine the presence of
oyster reefs, From the surveys, disposal areas will be
adjusted on a case by case basis to permit maximum feasible
mitigation of adverse efrfecis on ihe vysier reeis.

4,09 Svwimming animals are the least severely affected by
siltation from dredging. Because of their motility, they
are able to leave an affected area,

4,10 Disposal of dredged materials in open water will
cover any vegetation that exisis in the disposal areas.
All areas that will be used for deposition of sediments
have at least partially been used for this purpose and,
therefore, that vezetation which will be covered has
develoned on sediments deposited during previous dredging.
It can be assumed that past develcpment will be repeated
and that the areas of freshly deposited sediment will be
coveraed with new growth of vegetationm.

4,11 Another iwportant possibility of dredging related
adverse environmental effects is that of compartrmentaliza-
tion of bay areas, This can result from long continuous
disposal areas blocking or changing the normal current
patterns in bay areas., Past dredging in this reach is

not known to have caused any significant adverse effects
on circulation.
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4.12 Open water cdisposal of polluted sediments is of
much greater concern and presents more problems than land
disposal. The main concern results from the possibility
that pollutants resuspended by cdredging may enter the
marine food chain causing high concentrations of toxic
materials in sport and commercial species, Other possible
effects include fish kills, lowered phytoplankton pro-
ductivity, and exclusion of desirable species of benthic
organisms from the disposal areas., There is also the
possibility of adverse effects on marine life such as
impairment of reproductive capacity and increased sus-
ceptibility to disease, parasites, and predation.

4,13 Fish kills along this reach, as a result of resus-
pended pollutants, are considered unlikely. Past dredg- -
ing is not known to have caused any fish kills; and since
sediments dredged in the past were in all probability

at least as polluted as those that will be dredged in

the future, fish kills are not anticipated.

4,14 Land Disposal. Adverse environmental effects of
disposal of dredged material on land include destruction
of vegetation; loss of foraging, feeding, nesting, and
resting areas for birds, mammals, and reptiles; temporary
reduction of air quality in the immediate vicinity; and
long~term partial suppression of the productivity of the
disposal area.

4.15 When a land area is used for disposal of dredged
materials, most of the vegetation is covered or destroyed,
particularly where containment levees are used. This

loss of vegetation forces birds, mammals, and reptiles

to leave the area until the vegetation recovers, Recovery
of the vegetation usually begins within 6 months to a
year., Considering the very small relative size of the
total area used for disposal when compared to the thou-
sands of square miles of similar habitat in the surrounding
coastal area, it is doubted that such effects are signi-
ficant,

4,16 1In some instances, the disposal of dredged materials

on land results in the degradation of air quality as
a result of the release of odors., These odors are caused
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by the decay of organic materials that had collected on
the channel bottom and decay of vegetation in the disposal
area. If necessary, these odors can be controlled by
chemically treating with a proprietary product containing
essential 0ils and deodorized kerosene,

4,17 The primary significant long-term adverse environental
effect that results from land disposal of maintenance
dredged materials is the suppression of productivity in
the disposal areas, Because of repeated disposal of
materials, the vegetaticn is not in a censtant state of
maximum productivity. Maximum productivity occurs only
between the time of full recovery and the next deposition
of sediments, Where a disposal area is used for the first
time, the vegetation will normally change to a lower
quality type. This may permanently lower the productivity
of an area. Changes in vegetation type as a result of
disposal operations will be minimal, since the areas

to be used for disposal have been used previously for

this purposeyand the changes have already occurred,

5. ALTERNATIVES. All apparent alternative methods have
been investigated in sufficient detail to determine their
viability. Consideration of altermatives includes effects
on the economic and social well-being of the area,

state, and nation, as well as the effects on the natural
environment of the project area, The "no action"
alternative has been considered, as well as alternate
methods of disnosal, Investigation has indicated that,

of all the alternatives examined, the only environmentally
and economically feasible plan at this time is continued
maintenance dredging and disposal in the manner and locations
as described in the public notice with the recommended
changes described in Section 6 of this summary.

6. RESPONSES TO THE PUBLIC NOTICE, A public notice
describing the proposed action and soliciting comments

was issued 10 February 1975, as required by Federal
dredging regulations (33 CFR 209.145)., Three responses

to the public notice have been received., The U.3, Fish

and Wildlife Service (USF&4JS) noted that its previous
recommendations had been adopted and made the additiomal
request that the vicinity of all disposal areas be investi-
gated for oyster reefs within 3 months prior to dredging,
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and that the Corps of Engineers designate discharge

points on contract plans to avoid damaging such oyster
ree’s as mav he located, The National }Marine Fisheries
Service (¥MFS) also noted that its previous recommendations
had been adopted and additiocnally recommended that the

bay bottom in and adjacent to disposal areas be investi-
gated for ovster beds within 6 months prior to dredging.
NMFS also recormended that disposal plans be adjusted

to protect any cyster beds located during the surveys.

The recommended survevs for oyster beds will be conducted
by staff biologists, and disposal plans will be adjusted

on a case by case basis to protect significant oyster

beds, However, the recormendation from USF&JS to prede-
signate discharge points is not feasible from a contractual
standpoint., The response received from Mr. Kendall Laughlin
student, SMU Law School, commented on both the public
notice and the environmental statement, Mr. Laughlin
commented primarily on precedures addressed in the Federal
dredging regulations and on what information he believed
should be presented in the public notice. He had no
comments concerning how adverse effects might be further
mitigated,

7. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTICN AGENCY APPROVAL, In a letter
dated 13 June 1975, EPA approved the dredged material
disposal plan under 33 CFR 209.145 for one year, subject
to the following restrictions:

a. Disposal Areas 12, 13, and 14 shall not be used,
Definition of these areas shall be delayed until the
location and density of all ovster reefs within ome-half
mile of the disposal areas are identified.

b, The Statement of Findings shall be amended to

include plans for fulfilling conditions as described
in proposed Guidelines 40 CFR 230-5(b)(4).

The recommendations will be complied with and compliance
with 40 CFR 230 is discussed in Vol. 1 paragraph 1.04.
Long~term aporoval of dredging plans was deferred until
a final Environmental Statement has been filed with the
Council of Environmental Quality,
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
GALVESTON DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINKERS
PO BOX 1228
GALVESTOM. TEXAS 77880

SWGCO-M PUBLIC NOTICE NO. IWW-M-15 10 February 1975

MAINTENANCE DREDGING
GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY-CHANWEL TQ PALACIOS, TEXAS

This public notice is issued in accoerdance with provisions of established -
Federal regulations, Title 33 CFR 208.145, concerning the policy, practice

and procedurce fo bz followed Ly the Cucps of Engineers in connection with

the disposal of dredged material in navigabhle waters or the transportation

of dredged material for the purpose of depositing it in ocean waters

associated with Federal projects.

This notice is being distributed to all interested State and Federal agencies
and known interested persons in order to assist in developing facts and
recommendations concerning the proposed continuation of maintenance dredging
activities, Comnents must be submitted to the District Engineer at the above
address on or before 14 March 1975.

Laws under which the proposed dredging is to be reviewed:

Federal Wrter Pollurion Contrel Act
Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
Fish and Wildlife Act of 1956

Migratory Marine Game-Fish Act

Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act
Endangered Species Act of 1973

National Historic Preservation Act of 1966

PROJECT: Gulf Intraccastal! Waterway-Channel to Palacios, Texas.

PROJECT LCCATION: Near the City of Palacios in Matagerda County, Texas.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The Federally maintained project consists of a2 channel

12 feet deep by 125 feet wide extending northwesterly from its junction with

the GIWW through Matagorda Bay to the City of Palacios, a distance of 16.1

miles. At the City of Palacios, a turning basin 200 feet wide by 635 feet

long, a turning basin 300 feet wide by 1,150 feet long, and a connecting channe...
with varying widths of 150 to 480 feet and 450 feet long =~re also maintained
under this project. All depths are measured below Mean Low Tide (Corps of
Engineers datum).

DISPOSAL AREA: The Matagorda County Navigation District No. 1, the sponsoring
agency, is responsible for furnishing the necessary rights-of-way, easements,
and lands required for improving &#nd maintaining the project. The project
utilizes sixteen (16) disposal areas (see attached drawings).
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SWGCO-M PUBLIC NOTICE NO. IWW-M-15 10 February 1975

Digsposal Areas Nos. 1-14 are open watetr areas located adjacent to the channel
in Matagorda and Tres Palacios Bays.

Disposal Area No, 15 is a leveed area located west of the Municipal Turning
Basin,

Disposal Area No. 16 is a leveed area located north of the City Turning Basin.

COMPOSITION AND QUANTITY OF MATERTALS: Materials to be dredged from the Channel
to Palacios consist of fine grained sands, silts, and clays. Shoaling in th-
channel is a result of tidal actions and wind driven waves in Matagorda and
Tres Palacios Bays, The shoaling rate in the channel is approximately 500,000
cubic vards annually.

METHOD OF DREDGING: Contract pipeline dredges are utilized to maintain the
channel. The freguency of dredging for selected reaches of the channel is about
36 months. The average guantity of materials dredged per contract is about 1.5
million cubic vards. The channel was last maintained during the period QOctober-
December 1973. The next maintenance dredging will be scheduled after 30 June 1975,

PROPERTIES ADJACENT TO DISPOSAL AREAS: Disposal Areas Nos. 1-14 are open water
areas located generally west of the channel, The easterly edges of the disposal
areas are located between Stations 835+00 & 805+00; 780+00 & 750400; 7254177 &
695+00; 660400 & 620+00; 600+00 & 560+00; 340+00 & 500+00; A75+00 & 445400,
425+00 & 395400, 375+00 & 345+00; 325+00 & 300+00; 280+00 & 230+00; 210400 &
170+00; 140400 & 108400; 88+00 & 60+00. The waters adjacent to these areas are
used primarily for commercial and sport fishing.

Disposal Area No. 15 is located on land west of the Municipal Turning Basin,
The area is bound on the east by port facilities, on the south by the shoreline
of Tres Palacios Bay, on the west by a drainage area, and on the north by un-
developed land.

Disposal Area No. 16 is located on land north of the Citv Turning Basin. The
area is bound on the east by the City of Palacios, on the south by State Highwax
No. 35, on the west by 12th Street, and on the north by Moore Street.

DREDGING BY OTHERS: Non-Federal dredging in the vicinity of the channel to Palacios
project has been relatively minor. The majority of the work has been done by
private individuals and organizations, with the estimated quantity of material
removed annually being approximately 40,000 cubic yards. Non-Federal dredging
activities are regulated by the Department of the Army Permit program.

DESIGNATION OF DISPOSAL SITES: The proposed disposal sites have not been pre-
vipusly designated by the Administrator, Environmental Protection Agency, How-
ever, the use of these sites has been previously coordinated with EPA,
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SWGCO-M PUBLIC NOTICE NO. TWW-M-15 10 February 1975

COORDINATION: The following Is a list of Federal, State and local agencies
with whom these activities are being coordinated,

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

Region VI Environmental Protection Agency

U. 5. Department of Commerce

U. S. Department of the Interior

Eighth Coast Guard District

Division of Planning Ccordination, State of Texas
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department : -
Texas Historical Cormmission

Commissivaers’ Court of Matagurda County

City of Palacios

Matagorda County Navigation District No. 1

ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT: Continued maintenance dredging of the Channel to
Palacios will significantly benefit the economic and social well-being of the
public, The adverse and beneficial effects of dredging and disposal of dredged
‘material on navigation, fish and wildlife, water quality, aesthetics, ecologv,
land use, etc., will be evaluated in accordance with the Xational Environmenta.
Policy Act of 1969 (P.L. 91-+190). A Draft Environmental Statement for the

entire main channel and tributaries of the GIWW (Texas section) has been preparec
and was filed with the Council on Environmental Quality on 30 Qctober 1974, This
tributary channel is included in the GIWK Environmental Statement., The final
gtatement is scheduled to be placed cn file with Counci’ on Enviroumental Qualisy
about mid-1975 after having been coordinated with the above mentioned agencies.
The draft statement is currently being reviewed by these agencies and the public,
and single copies are available upon request to the District Engineer, ATTN:
SWGED-E.

No dredging is presently scheduled for this tributary of the GIWW, and a Fineo!
Environmental Statement should be on file before the next dredging eoccurs. Eow-
ever, should an abnormal shoaling rate cause an emergencv situation, the imzor-
tance of the Channel to Palacics to local navigation will not permit postpone-
ment of maintenance of the channel until after an Environmental Statement is
filed with Council on Environmental Quality withoutserious impairment to the
navigability of this project.

Any person who has an interest which may be affected by the disposal of this
dredged material may request a public hearing. The request must be submitted
in writing to the District Engineer within 20 days of the date of this notice
and must clearly set forth the interest which may be affected and the manner
in which the interest mey be affected by this activity.

Designation of the proposed disposal plan for dredged material associated with
this Federal rroject sha’l be made through the application of guidelines prom-
ulgated by the Administrator EPA in conjunction with the Secretary of the Arm.
If these guidelines alone prohibit the designation of this proposed disposal
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SWGCO-M PUBLIC NOTICE NO. ITWW-M215 10 February 1975

plan, any potential impairment to the maintenance of navigation, including any
economic impact on navigation and anchorage which would result from the failure
to use this disposal plan, will also be considered.

COMMENTS: Persons desiring to express their views or provide information to be
considered in evaluation of the impact of ceontinued maintenance dredging are
requested to mail their comments to:

District Engineer

Galveston District, Corps of Engineers
ATTN: SWGCO-M

P. 0. Box 1229

Galveston, Texas 77550

with specific reference to Public Notice No, IWW-M-15 dated 10 February 1875,

1 Incl BON S, McCOY
Drawing, Feb 1975 Colonel, CE
District Engineer
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IN REPLY REFER TO:

: UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR RB
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

POST OFFICE 80X 1306
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 87103

March 10, 1975

District Engineer

Attn: SWGLCO-M

Corps of Engineers, U. S. Army
P. 0. Box 1229

Galveston, Texas 77550

Dear S5ir:

Reference is made to your Public Notice No. IWW-M-15, dated Feb-
ruary 10, 1975, pertaining to maintenance dredging of the Gulf
Intracoastal Waterway, Channel to Palacios, Texas.

Our comments on the public notice have been prepared under the
authority of and in accordance with the provisions of the Fish

and Wildlife Coordination Act (48 Stat. 401, as amended; 16 U.S.C.
661 et seg.). They have been informally coordinated with the
National Marine Fisheries Service and the Texas Parks and Wildlife
Department.

The . 5. Fish and Wildlife Service released a letter report on
this maintenance dredging project on July 11, 1872, It is noted
that the recommendations contained in that July 1972 report have
been incorporated inte the project plans as reflected in the public
notice. However, we wish to reiterate our concern for the oyster
reefs existing in the vicinity of Disposal Areas 12, 13, and 14 by
requesting that, within three rmonths prior to commencement of main-
tenance dredging, your staff biologist conduct an Investigation to
determine the locations and densities of all oyster reefs within
the vicinity of the disposal areas. We also request that, with the
data obtained, coordination be carried out with the Federal and State
fish and wildlife agencies to designate points of discharge in the
disposal areas that would minimize damage tc the oyster reefs.

Appreciation is extended for the opportunity to comment on this
public notice.

Sincerely yours,

Al

Aot e Regional Director
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ce:

Executive Director, Texas Parks and Wildlife Department, Austin,
Texas

Regional Director, National Marine Fisheries Service, St. Petersburg,
Florida

Area Supervisor, NMFS, Environmental Assessment Division, Galveston,
Texas )

Field Supervisor, FWS, Division of River Basin Studies, Galveston,
Texas
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SWCCO-M B 15 April 1975

Mr. W. 0. Naleon, Jr.

Regional Director

U, B, Flsh end Wildlifs Barvice
P. 0. Box 1306

Albuguarque, Rew Mexico 87103

Dear Mr, Nelsont

This 1s in reply to Mr, Jerry Stegman's lettar dated 10 March 1975
concerning Public Motice Ko, IWW-M=15 on maintenance dredging of the
Gulf Intracoastal Waterway ~ Channel to Talacios, Texas,

We have initiated plans to mske surveys of Disposal Areas Nos. 12, 13,

and 14 for the presence of cystar resfs, as you have regquested. Based

on tha findings of ocur staff biologists, wa will make adiuvsrmants to

our disposal plans on a cage by case basis, as determinad necessary and
feasible, Bowever, ws caanot concur in your recotmmandation that discharge
points be predessipgnated for each contract. ¥Vhile wa will wanke an efforc
to aveid envirommentally sensitive areas in our diaposal plan, predesiz-
nation of discharge points is not feasible from s contractual atandpoint.

Thank you for your review and cownants.

Sincerely yours,

. D. MeGEIER
Chief, Construction~
Oparationa bivieion

Copy furnished:

Field Bupervisor
USTWB, Corpus Christi, Texas 78411
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J.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMIMERCE

National Geceanic and Atmospheric Administration
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE

buval Building

9450 Gandy Boulevard

St. Petersburg, Florida 33702

March 28, 1975 FSE21/DM

Colonel Don S. McCoy

District Engineer, Galveston District
Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers
P.0. Box 1229

Galveston, TX 77500

Dear Colonel McCoy:

The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) has reviewed Public
Notice No. IWW-M-15 Maintenance Dredging Gulf Intracoastal
Waterway - Channel to Palacios, Texas, dated February 10, 1975,
wherein you presented proposed plans for the disposal of dredged
material generated in the maintenance of this Federal project,
Fourteen unconfined and two confined disposal areas are to be
used. QCur comments and recommendations are submitted under the
provisions of Section 205.145{e) (4) of Title 33 CFR 209.

By letter dated July 10, 1972, the Bureau of Sport Fisheries and
Wildlife (BSFW) submitted comments on previocus plans for main-
tenance o0f this waterway. We are pleased to find that recommen-
dations ccntained in the BSFW letter, which was prepared in
cooperation with the NMFS and received our concurrence, are
reflected in the proposed plans in this Public Notice.

As was noted in tle BSFW letter, "The project is located in an
area of high-cguality habitat used by fishes and crustaceans as
feeding, breeding, and nursery grounds. A live oyster reef lies
across Tres Palaclos Bay in the general vicinity of Stations
135400 and 175+00." (Dispcsal Areas No. 12 and 13 in the Public
Notice lie partly within that reach.) We have also learned from
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department biologists that dense oyster
beds have also developed in the vicinity of Disposal Area No. 14.
Because the locations of dense oyster beds are subject to some
change in subseguent years, the NMFS recommends that within six
months prior to commencement of maintenance dredging, the Corps
of Engineers should have an investigation conducted to determine
if dense beds of oysters have developed in and adjacent to uncon-
fined disposal areas. TFrom these investigations, the Corps, in
consultation with Federal and State fish and wildlife agencies,
should make the necessary adjustments in disposal plans to protect
the oyster beds,
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Thank you for the copportunity to comment on this Federal project.
Your incorporation of our previous recommendations in the pro-
posed plans is appreciated. Please continue to send detailed
plans for each maintenance dredging operation to the Area Super-
visor, NMFS, Environmental Assessment Division, 4700 Avenue U,
Galveston, Texas 77550.

Sincerely,
e /

. !
! [

7 L = '::f i
i RV N
S ey

William H. Stevenson
Regional Director
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SWGCO-M 15 April 1975

Mr, William H. Stevenson
Regional Director

National Marine Pisharies Service
Duval Bu{lding

%450 Gandy Boulevard

St. Petersburg, Florida 33702

Deaxr Mr., Stevensca:

This ie in reply to your letter dated 28 March 1975 conceraing Publice
Notfce ¥o. IWW-M-15 on mairtenance dredging of the Gulf Intracocastal
Waterwty - Channcl to Palarica, Texas.

We have initiated plans to make surveys of Disposal Areas Nos. 12, 13,
amd 14 for tha pre:eaca of eyster reafe, as vou have requested. Based
on the findings of our eteff bivlogiete, we will make adjustments to

our disposal vlens on & case by case hrais, as determined necessary and
feasible, to =mveid environmentally sensitive areas. lLowever, we cannot
concur in your Tecommendation that discharge points be predesiznated foy
sach contract, Prodesignation of dircharze points f{s not feagible from
& contractual stsudpoint. .8 roquosted, we will continue to furnish your
logcal coffice plans znd speciricaticns for review during the advercisiag
poeriod for sach contract,

Thrnk yeu for your roview ard comaeonta.

Sinceraly yours,

E. D. }McGEXZR
Chicf, Construction-
Oparations Division

Copy furnished:

Area Euparvisor
HMFS, Gglvcstm, Texas 77550
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SOUTHERN METHODIST UNIVERSITY

Telephone: 214«692-2855 : Darras, TExas

Col. Don S. McCoy, C. E,

Department of the Army

Galveston, District, Corps of Engineers
P. O. Box 1229

Galveston, Texas 77550

RE: Public Notice No. IWW-M-15,
Dated 10 February 1975,

Dear Col. McCoy:

The aforementioned Public Notice advises that an area extending from
Matagorda Bay to the City of Palacios may be subject to dredging operations
within the near future. This same notice states that the Draft Environmental
Impact Statermnent for the entire main channel and tributaries of the G. L. W. W,
{Texas Section} covers ITWW-M-13,

My first comment pertains to utilizing the Master Environne ntal Plan
without preparing a more specific plan for this particular area., While it is
important to have a master plan a problem arises, in that it will have to be
broad and general with regards to the environmental impacts occuring within
this 16,1 mile area. Therefore, I propose before any action is taken by the
Corps of Engineers a spacific environmental impact statene nt should be
prepared to a cquaint the public with the specific environmental consequences
of dredging this area,

Before an Yemergency situation' develops, I suggest that the adverse

Environmental Law Clinic SCHOOL OF LAW

7527%

March 5, 1975

effects of any dredging should be evaluated, Specifically, evaluations should be

made regarding:

1. The impact of the project upon the natural physical environment
and upon damage to the stream bottom;

2. The loss of habitat to ambient floral, fauna, recreational, and
concormitant ecological loss;
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3, The vegetation loss which functions as a primary habitat for holding
sedentary species within the region, and finally;

4, As the subject area contrasts with surrounding land types it may be
viewed as a seperate ecosystem, Hence it too must be considered as
it would be severly disrupted and permanently altered by the project.
Therefore, a more through evaluation of this aspect should be made
before proceeding.

My next comment pertains to the opening sentence of the paragraph
entitled Frnviranmental Statemeaent, Why is jt that whenever environmental

considerations are discussed the economic and social benefits preclude the
discussion of environmental effects? The National gavuonmenml Policy Act
of 1969 (P.L.91-190) speaks toward the enVLronmen not social and economic
consequences. The economic and social consequense *should not be included
within an Environmental Statement paragraph. What occurs by doing this is the
comparing of social and economlc consequences tc the environmental effects

of the proposed action. Again NEPA was not intended to present a forum for
comparing these but rather for assessing the environmental impact. Therefore,
I suggest that in the future, the Corps of Engineers refrain from commenting
as to the economic and social consequences in the area entitled Environmental
Statement. Due to

Due to the large number of Disposal areas further information should
be given in the Public Notice concerning the environmental impact.

In conjunction with the above, the Final Environmental Impact Statement
(GIWW) should cover the impact to the area and the longterm impacts to the
environment, The secondary environmental impacts to enshore activities
should be considered in order to evaluate the potential, perpetual envirenmental
impacts caused by continued dredging., The secondary problems which should be
studied consist of such things as future population, and assoclated items such
as crime, public utilities, education, and streets, which increased population
to the area will bring. Throughout the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(GIWW) the economic prosperity associated with continued dredging is stressed
but never are the secondary environmental impacts associated with this activity
mentioned, rnuch less evaluated.

It is requested that these comments be made a part of the record and all
future publications pertaining to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and
all public notices on this project.

Please acknowledge receipt of this letter.

Sincerely yours,
” / £ -
o o

Kendall A. Laughlin
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SRCCO-M 19 March 1975

Mr. Kendall A. Laughlin

Student
Southern Msthodist University
Bchool of Law

Dallas, Texas 75275

Dear Mr, Laughlin:

Receipt {s acknovledged of your letter dated 5 March 197$ pertaining to
Public Hotice No. IWW-H-15 concerning maintenance dredging of tha Gulf
Intracoastal Waterway = Channel to Palacioa, Texas.

In reference to your comment concerning a Master Environmentsl Plan, we
belteve you may be confusing the Draft Enviroumenta] Statemant with some
type of master plan which doss not exist. We have prepared and circulated
s Draft Eavirocmental Statemont for the Gulf Intracosstal Waterway and
tributaries and ara now in the process of covmleting the final atatement,
The final statement {s being supplemanted by detailed assassments of tha
various wmain channel resches and each tributary channal, including the
chennal to Palacios. The gnviromsental aspectas of cach reach and tribu-
tary ara beirg evaluated on a cane by cass basis after extenszive coordi-
nation with the public and azencins concerned with eavironmental igsuss.
Our major coordination efforts ara directed to the Dnvironmental Protection
Agency, the Texas ficter Quemlity EPosrd, the U, §. Fich and Wild1{fe Sarvice,
the Haticnal liarinz Figheries Sarvice, =nd the Texzs Parks and Wildlife
Departzent. All foasi{ble acticns for mitisation of mdverse effects, as
recomeendad by these agencies, ere ilvplemanted in order to protact and
preserve the natural envirorment to the greatest practicable extent,

These coordinsted mitigation efforts are addressed in the supplements to
the Final Bavironmental Btatement, '

We ars £lso concernad that you may be misundarstanding our purpose in
issuing the public potices. This s indicated in your commemts concerning
information you believe tha notfce should contain. The Watfonal Eoviron-
mental Policy Act of 1969 addresses envirommental statemsnts, not public
notices. Our purposes in developing the noticas, which are pot Treguired
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BUWGTO -} 19 March 1975
Mr. Kendall A. Laughlin

by NiPA, lociuded provisisn of a vaiicly to maka the public more aware of
proposed aci.ons, to provide a re-sonsbly saccurats description of the areas
to be affacted, and to 2olicit re.ponsible comments concerning possible
adverse affects and how they mizht bs eliminated or mitigated. The pudblic
noticea f{s, therafore, used to pather informaticn for use in enviroonental
planning ani in preparation of eovironmantal statements., It 4s cousidered
" naceasary to include information concernirz the economic and social valuas
of a project in the public notice zp thuat an intellizent avalustion of the
BBGG Lul LoiBlouSUGCd Cad we waGe bY (e perdons yYeviowiag the aotice, Al
you way koee, CXQ ruidelinas for preparaticn of ¢uvironmental statements
require thal epecifics of econcmie end social bencfits of projects be sat
forth, Otherwisa, s weishing and balencing of social, environmantal, md
economic eifects is not possible,

With regard to the four specific evaluations suggested in your letter, review
of the infouuation in tha draft statement and the pubuc rotice reveals the
following:

‘1., Thers {3 no stream bottom to be effercted, and the U, £, Fish end
Willilifa furvize { a veryrt prepared {n cosperaticn with the Kational

Firheries “axrrice ind the Tetas Farks and Wildlife Dopartment, has srated
tha! " ;‘wuaa !-n ?‘qn p—qﬂam-—nmr ‘nq- ‘nnﬂw\ nln-‘mn‘ “' t:. ‘hmc 1 la-

mtad a}.l the racommerdeticns mede Uy thesa egencies to assure that
winieal doamga® will concioue to be thz situation on the Channel to
I'alar.ton ~(Paza A~180, @raft Environmental Btatemsnt),

2, Losx of habitat will be addrapsed in tha ¥inal Environcental

+: Btatement, The wildlife habd{tat tn ba tsrpovarily loat from productivity -

i limited tv the tw rmall dis-ousl erers pear develosed aress on shorve,
. These araas gre rot el ficen iy vilusble as wildlifa hab{tat becsusa of
their clore proximity to buman habitation end devalopmants.

3. The tewporazry ve~stat.on [oss vill rot be significant for the
reasons stotsd 1n 2 mlioowa,

4. The projact rreoa controstes with gurrevnding evess only in tha £act
that davelomrat & provioua denogition wf dradied waterial has ecccurrad,
reducing thsz value to wildlife cf the land arezs to ba zffocted by future
wmaintenance. ior ithis reason, tha dicposal areas sre considered to be thc
best avaliztle sreas from o envirommsntzl viewpoint. o
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BWGCO-M ’ 19 March 1975
Mr. Kendall A, Laughlin

Your couments concarning the enviromnmectal statement will be addressed in
that document and copies of the letter will be included in the project
file and {un the final statewment. However, since the purpose of {ssuing
future public notices would be to develop information rather than to
publicize inappliceble statements, your comments would not be tnecluded,

Sincerely yours,

E. D. McGEHEE
Chief, Construction-
Operations Divisiom
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UNITED STATES ZNVIRCNMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGIDMN V!
T 1600 PATTERS O N
’ DALL_AS, “EXAS TS20¢

CERTIFIED MAIT: RETURM RECEIPT REQUESTED

Colonel Don S, McCoy
NDigrriecrt Fnoinaar
Galvesron District

Corps of Zngineers

P. 0. Box 1229
Galveston, Texas 77550

Dear Colonel McCoy:

We have ccompleted our review of your plazn for maintenance
dredging of the GIWW - channel to Palacios, Texas, as coveread
in Public Notice ¥No. IWW-M-15, dated February 10, 1975. Ve
have also raviewed your Statewment of Findings, dated May 19,
1975, 1n accordance with 33 CFR 209.145.

Your maintenance dredging and dredged material disposal
plan is approved for one vear provided the following racom-
mendations can be adopted:

1. Disposal Areas 12, 13, and 14 shall not be used,
Definition of these arzas shall be delaved until the locatiaon
and density of all oyster reefs within one-half mile of the
disposal arezs 1s identified.

2. Your Statement ¢of Findings shall be amended to
include your plans for fulfilling conditions as described
in proposed Guidelines 40 CFR 230-5{b) (4&).

Since, as stated in your public notice, an Environmental
Impact Statesrent has not been prepared for this project, we
have deferred consideration of long term approval of your
dredging plan until the final Environmental Impact Statenment
has been filed with the Council of Environmeantal Quality.

Sincerely vours,

A O LAt

John C. White
Regional Administrator

Actin;
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SUPPLEMENT NO. 11
TRIBUTARY CHANNEL TO VICTORIA

1. PROPOSED ACTION . The proposed Federal action is con-
tinued periodic maintenance dredgzing of the Tributary
Channel to Victoria., The project provides for a channel

9 feet deep by 100 feet wide and 34.8 miles long extend-
ing from its junction with the GIWW (main channel) north-
westerly through San Antonio Bav, then a landlocked
section lying east of the Guadalupe River and terminating
at a turning basin near the City of Victoria. The turning
basin is 9 feet deep with an average width of 500 feet

and an average length of 800 feet. The Channel to Sea~-
drift is also maintained under this project. This 9-foot
deep by 1070-foot wide side clannel is 2 miles long and

has a turning basin at Seadrift 9 feet deep by 200 feet
wide and 230 feet long. All depths are referenced to
Corps of Engineers mean low tide datum. Contract bpipe-
line dredges are utilized to maintain the channel. The
dredging frequency for selected reaches of the Channel to
Victoria varies, with the reach from mile O to mile 14,0
having a 24-month frequency and the reach from mile 14.0
to mile 34,8 having a 48-month frequency. The frequency
of dredging for selected reaches of the Channel to Sea-
drift is 24 months. The average number of cubic vards
excavated per contract on this project is approximately
600,000, Porticns of the project were last maintained
during the period August - October 1973. Dredging is
currently scheduled after March 1976, The disposal areas
for this channel are numbered 1 through 24 and are showm
on the figure in the attached public notice., The proposed
action will comply with Federal dredging regulatiens (33 CFR
209.145) and Discharge of Dredged or Fill Material (40 CFR 230).

2., NKEED FCR ACTIOYN. Peribdic maintenance is required to
prevent shoaling Ifrom halting or restricting navigation
on the channel, Benefits of continued maintenance dredg-
ing of the channel are derived almost entirely from
commercial navigation, including inland waterway barge
tows and service vessels, 1In 1974 over 3.1 million

tons of cargo were carried over the waterway, The princi-
pal commodities were basic chemicals, basic chemical
products, and marine shells, The economy of the project
area is heavily dependent upon continued use of low cost
waterborne transpertation,
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3. ENVIRCIDMENTAL SETTING.

3.01 From its origin at the GIWW to about Mission Bay,
the Channel to Victoria and its tributary Channel to
Seadrift 1lie within or acdjacent to estuarine habitat.
This reach of the Channel tc Victoria lies along the eastern
side of San Antonio 3Zay, Guadalupe3av, and Mission Lake.
The Channel to Seadrift alsc is located in eastern San
Antonio Bay. Above Mission Bay the Channel to Victoria
crosses an area of low-lying upnlands intermixed with some
small bayous and potholes, skirts the eastern and northern
edge of Green Lake, and then narallels the Guadalupe
River zbout 0.5 to 1 mile to the east.

3.02 The bay areas adjacent to the channels are shallow
(less than four feet deep) ard provide productive estuarine
habitat, These shallow areas serve as feeding, nursery,

or breeding habitat for several species of fishes and
crustaceans including red drum, black drum, sand seatrout,
spotted seatrout, southern flounder, Atlantic croaker,
sheepshead, strioed mullet, spo:s, pinfish, bay anchovy,
menhaden, and gafftopsail catcfish,

3.03. The shallcw bays within the oroject area are basically
of two types - areas vegetated with submerged vegetation,
primarily widgeongrass and shoalgrass, and ncnvegetated
areas.

3.04 Vegetated areas are not widespread in the project
area, Distribution is restricted either by excessive
turbidity or by unfavorable substrata., However, there are
two areas within the project area of influence where impor-
tant beds of submerged aquatics occur. One crea lies in
the shallows adjacent to tie shoreline between Swan

Point and dispcsal area No., 4. The other area lies in

the shallows adjacent to the shoreline between the City

of Seadrift and disposal area No, 13. These vegetated
sites are major nursery areas, particularly for juvenile
fishes and crabs., Also, the adults of several species

of fishes wvalued by sport and commercial fishermen
concentrate their feeding activities in these vegetated
areas,

3.05 The shallow nonvegetated areas also are valuable
feeding and nursery habitat, particularly unper San Antonio
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Bay, Guadalupe Ray, and Mission Lake. These areas are
strongly influenced by the flows of the Guadalupe River
which branches about 1.5 miles from Guadalupe Bay to

form two distributaries known as the North Guadalupe
River and the South Guadalupe River which in turn empty
into northern Guadalupe Bay. The aforementioned bay
areas are characterized by low salinities and muddy,
detritus - rich bottoms. Consequently, they are valuable
nursery habitat for several species of fishes, brown
shrimp, and white shrimp., Upper San Antonio Bay, Guada-
lupe Bay, and Mission Lake comprise about one-half of

the shallow bay nursery area regularly used by brown shrimp
and white shrimp in the San Antonilo Bay estuarine system.

3.06 Several oyster reefs lie within the project area.

The largest reef, Mosquito Point Reef, is located west of
the Channel to Victoria approximately between Stations
150400 and 200+00. The reef begins about 2,400 feet

from the channel centerline and extends more or less per-
pendicular to the channel, Other small reefs are scattered
west of the Channel to Victoria between Statioms 290+00

and 350400. These reefs are major contributors to the San
Antonio Bay oyster harvest which, between 1960 and 1969,
averaged nearly 270,000 pounds of shucked meat annually,

3.07 Wildlife habitat within the project area comprises
the bays and associated marshes and the upland areas,
Wintering waterfowl, shorebirds, and wading birds, are
among the most abundant wildlife within the project area.
These birds are concentrated in the estuarine areas
where the shallow bays and marshes provide feeding, rest-
ing, and, for some species, mesting habitat.

3.08 Wintering waterfowl are particularly abundant
within Guadalupe Bay, Mission Lake, and the surrounding
marshes, Waterfowl also concentrate in the shallow
vegetated areas of the bay, as the submerged vegetation
is a major food source, The waterfowl carrying capacity
of San Antonio Bay is closely related to the quantity

of submerged vegetation., The principal species of water-
fowl within the project area are the pintail, green-
winged teal, blue-winged teal, baldpate, redhead, lesser
scaup, canvasback, and snow, blue, and Canada goose.
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3.02 The principal species of shorebirds and wading
birds within “he asrea are the common egret, cattle egret,
snowy egret, great blue heron, Louisiana hercn, roseate
spoonbill, reddish egret, and white pelican. There is

a large rookery on Kenyon Island (located between the
North Guadaiupe River and the South Guadalupe River)

and a smaller rookery on a2 small island in Mission Lake.

3.10 The marshes adjoining Mission Lake support a popu-
lation of American alligators,

3.11 The upland portions of the project area provide
habitat for several other forms of wildlife. These include
the white-tailed deer, fox squirrel, coyote, raccoom,
opossum, gray fox, botwhite quail, mourning dove, and
several species of hawks, owls, and songbirds.

3.12 Florica manatee, right whale, sperm whale, blue
whale, finback whale, southern bald eagle, brown pelican,
Eskimo curlew, Arctic peregrine falcon, American peregrine
falcon, whooping crane, American alligator, Atlantic
ridlev, hawksbill turtle, and leatherback turtle are
endangered 5pecies known to range in the project area,.
One of the five southern bald eagle nests in Texas is
located approximately 300 yards north of the channel.
Dredging activities will be prohibited within one-half
mile either side of the nest during the months of October
through March,

4. ADVERSE EXVIROMNMENTAL EFFECTS,

4,01 Maintenance dredging of the Channel tb Victoria
will have an adverce effect on the natural environment.
The significance of these effects will vary according
to location of disposal areas, disposal practices, type
of bottom material being dredged, and quantity of
similar surrounding habitat.

4.02 Dredging, The removal of shcal materials accumu-
lated in the channel and basin will disturb or remove
swimming and benthic organisms. However, because of
pollutants that may be found in some sediments, instability

of the sediments, and frequency of maintenance dredging,
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it is expected that populations of bottom dwelling organ-
isms are low in the channel bottoms., Other detrimental
effects of dredging include turbidity caused by the action
of the cutterhead assembly, resuspension of pollutants in
that turbid area, and destruction of any fish or crustaceans
caught by the cutter or pulled into the pipeline by the
pump. These effects are limited to an area immediately
surroun-ing the dredge cutterhead.

4.03 Normally, maintenance dredging does not destroy any
submerged vegetation or oysters, as channel depths pre-
clude development of vegetation because of reduced sun-
light penetration,and the soft materials constantly
accumulating on the channel bottom prevent oysters from
developing. Dredging usually has little effect on motile
marine species as they are able to aveid the dredge.

4.04 Disposal. The most significant adverse environ-
mental effects are associated with disposal methods, rather
than dredging, Disposal practices along the channel
include both open water and land disposal.

4,05 Open Vater Disposal. Open water disposal of dredged
materials is often censidered to be more environmentally
detrimental than land disposal because of the effects

of highly visible localized turbidity, burial of bottom
dwelling organisms, compartmentalizaticn of bay areas,
resuspension of pollutants, and burial of submerged
aquatic vegetation. Open water disposal is not entirely
detrimental. A number of beneficial aspects are knowm,
including formation of bird nesting areas where islands
develop, creation of suitable substrate for oysters,
resuspension of nutrients, and provision of public recrea-
tional areas.

4,06 Turbidities. Turbidities associated with open

water disposal have some damaging effects on productivity
of the bay ecosystem. High turbidities reduce photo-
synthetic activity and could cause suffocation of small
fish and other marine animals by coating gill tissues

with sediment particles. Reduction of photosynthetic
activity results in a corresponding reduction at the base
of the aquatic food chain. This loss will be projected up
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the food chain, recsultirz in fewer organisms available
for man's us2, Tuat losc wihiich does occur may be in part
compensated for by increases in productivity following
resuvspension of nutrients and ceration of sediments and
organic matter.

4.07 Bottom animal populations are reduced when their
habitats are covered with a heavy silt layer. Some of the
more mobile organisms are able to work upward through
the silt while the sessile organisms perish,

4,08 Oyster reefs can be severely affected by siltation,
depending on their height above the surrounding level
bottom, Low profile reefs in the path of a silt flow

can be covered, resulting in loss of any existing oysters, -
In some cases, the silt is nct removed by wave action and
the reef becomes permanerntly buried. Higher reefs, generally,
will not be covered by silt, As reccrmended by USF&NWS

and N}MFS, surveys of disposal areas to determine the
presence and extent of oyster reefs, submerged seagrasses
and tidal marsh will be nade prior to dredging., From

these survevs, adjustiients in aisposal plans will be made

on a casge by case hasis as determined necessary and

feasible to protect such oyster reefs, submerged seagrasses,
and tidal marsh.

4,09 Swimming animals are the least severely affected by
siltation from dredging. Because of their motility, they
are able to leave an affected area,

4,10 Disposal of dredged materials in open water will
cover any vegetation that exists iIn the disposal area.

All areas that will be used for depositon of sediments
have previcusly been used for this purpose, and,therefore,
that vegetation which will be covered has developed on
sediments devosited during previcus dredging. It can

be assumed that past development will be repeated and
that the areas of freshly deposited sediment will be
covered with new growth of vegetation,

4.11 Another importanrt possibility for dredging related

adverse envivonmental effects is that of compartmentaliza-
tion of bay areas. This can result from long continuous
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disposal areas blocking or changing the normal current
patterns in bay areas. Past dredging in the channel is
not known to have caused any significant adverse effects
on circulation patterns.

4.12 Open water disposal of polluted sediments is of
much greater concern and presents more problems than land
disposal. The main concern results from the possibility
that pollutants resuspended by dredging may enter the
marine food chain, causing high concentrations of toxic
materials in sovort and commercial species. Other
possible effects include fish kills, lowered phytoplankton
productivity, and exclusion of desirable species of
benthic organisms from the disposal areas. There is

also the possibility of adverse effects on marine life
such as impalrment of reproductive capacity and increased
susceptibility to disease, parasites, and predatiom.

4.13 Fish kills along this reach as a result of resus-
pended pollutants are considered umlikely. Past dredging
is not known to have caused any f£fish kills; and, since
sediments dredged in the past were in all probability

at least as polluted as those that will be dredged in

the future, fish kills are not anticipated.

4.14 Land Disnosal. Adverse environmental effects of
disposal of dredged material on land include destruction
of vegetation; loss of foraging, feeding, nesting, and
resting areas for birds, mammals, and reptiles: tenworary
reduction of air quality in the immediate vicinitv, and
long-term partial suppression of the prodectivity of the
disposal area.

4,15 when a land area is used for disvosal of dredged
materials, most of the vegetation 1s covered or destroyed,
particularly where containrent levees are used. This

loss of vegetation forces birds, mammals, and reptiles

to leave the area until the vegetation recovers. Recovery
of the vegetation usually begins within 6 months to a
year, Considering the very small relative size of the
total area used for disposal when compared to the thousands
of square miles of similar habitat in the surrounding
coastal area, it is doubted that such effects are signi-
ficant.
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4,16 In some Instances, the disposal of dredged materials
on land results in the degradation of air quality as a
result of the release of odors. These cdors are caused
by the Cecay of organic materials that had collected on
the chamnel botrom and decay of vegetation in the disposal
area, If necessary, these odors can be contreclled by
chemically treating with a proprietary product containing
essential oils and deodorized kerosene.

4,17 The primary significant long-term adverse environ-
mental effect that results from land disposal of mainte-
nance dredged materials is the suppression of productiv-
ity in the disposal areas, Because of repeated disposal
of materialis, the vegetation is not in a constant state
of maximum productivity. Maximum productivity occurs
only between the time of full reccovery and the next
deposition of sediments. Where a disposal area is used
for the first time, the vegetation will normally change
to a lower quality type. This may permanently lower the
productivity of an area. Changes in vegetation type,

as a result of disposal operations in this channel, will
be minimal, since the areas to be used for disposal have
been used previously, and the changes have already occurred.

4,18 Disposal of dredged materials in marshes is signifi-
cantly detrimental to the ecology of the surrounding bay
systems, Such disposal has the effect of converting

the highly productive marsh area to a high ground area
with a corresponding change in types of vegetatiom,
Marshes are highly productive, often contributing as much
as ten tons of organic matter per acre to the bay systems
every year. Because of the high value placed on marsh
lands as orimary food source areas, dredging practices in
the channel have been changed to avoid dispeosal in marsh
areas wherever practicable,.

5. ALTERNATIVES, All apparent alternative methods have
been investigated in sufficient detail to determine their
viabilityv. Consideration of alternatives includes effects
on the economic and social well-being of the area, state,
and nation, as well as the effects on the natural environ-
ment c¢f the project area. The '"mo action'" alternative

has been considered, as well as alternate methods of
disposal, Investigation has indicated that, of all the
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alternatives examined, the only environmentally and
economically feasible plan at this time is continued
maintenance dredging and disposal in the manner and
locations as described in the public notice with the
recommended changes described in Section 6 of this summary,

6. RESPONSES TO THE PUBLIC NOTICE, A public notice
describing the proposed action and soliciting comments

was 1ssued 1 November 1974 as required by Federal dredging
regulations (33 CFR 209,145). Five (5) responses to the
public notice have been received. Two (2) responses were
from pipeline companies addressing the locations of pipe-
lines crossing the channel. These and all. other pipelines
which cross the channel are installed and maintained in
accordance with permits issued by the Corps of Engineers.
Responses from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the
National Marine Fisheries Service requested that the nine
(9) reccnmendations in the USF&WS report dated 8 May 1974
be implemented, Five (5) of the recommendations are

being adopted. Four (4) of the recommendations concerned
the construction of toe levees at distances less than
1,000 feet from the channel centerline. These recommenda-
tions are considered to be too restrictive because after
depositing material on the far side of the crest of the
disposal area, the remaining area will be too small to

be practicable or economically justifiable for use. Present
plans call for construction of toe levees, as described

in recommendation No. 3, along the ends and backsides

at 1,350 feet from the centerline of the channel when the
areas become emergent and stabilized above Mean High Water,
The National Marine Fisherles Service also recommended
that surveys of disposal areas be conducted to determine
the presence of oyster beds, submerged seagrasses, and
tidal marsh, and that plans and specifications be prepared
designating specific discharge locations to avoid affecting
such resources. Surveys of selected disposal sites will
be accomplished within six months prior to begimming any
dredging. While predesignation of discharge points is

not considered practicable from a contractural standpoint,
the intent of that recommendation will be met by adjusting
disposal areas on a case by case basis to permit maximum
feasible mitigation of adverse effects on oysters and
subnerged and marsh vegetation., The National Audubon Socilety
concurred with the recommendations of the USF&WS and NMFS.
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7. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGZNCY APCROVAL., 1In a
letter dated 7 October 1975, EPA approved the dredging
and dredged material disposal nlans under 33 CFR 209,145
for one year, Long-term aporoval was deferred until the
final Environmental Statement has been filed with the

Council or. Environmental Quality.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
GALVESTON DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.O. ROX 1229
GALVESTON, TEXAS 77580

PUBLIC NOTICE NO. IWW-M-7 1 November 1974

MATINTENANCE DREDGING
GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY - TRIBUTARY CHANNEL TO VICTORIA

This nublic notice 1s issued in accordance with provisions of establighed
Federal regulations, Title 33 CFR 209.145, concerning the policy, practice
and procedures to be followed by the Corps of Engineers in connection with
the disposal of dredged material in navigable waters or the transportation
of dredged material for the purpose of depositing it in ocean waters
assoclated with Federal projects.

This notice is belng distributed to all interested State and Federal agencies
and known interested persons in order to assist in developing facts and rec-

‘ommendations concerning the proposed continuation of maintenance dredging

activities, Comments must be submitted ¢to the District Engineer at the
above address on or before 2 December 1974,

Laws under which the proposed dredging is to be reviewed:

Federal Water Pollution Contrel Act
Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
Fish and Wildlife Act of 1956

Migratory Marine Game-Fish Act

Fish end Wildlife Coordination Act
Endangered Species Act of 1973

National Hietoric Preservation Act of 1966

PROJECT: Gulf Intracoastal Waterway - Tributary Channel to Viectoria

PROJECT LOCATION: Near the Cities of Seadrift and Victoria in Calhoun and
Victoria Counties, Texas,

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: This Federally maintained project provides for a
channel 9 feet deep by 100 feet wide, and 34.8 miles long extending from

its junction with the GIWW (main channel) northwesterly through San

Antonio Bay, then a landlocked section lying east of the Guadalupe River

and terminating at a turning basin near the City of Victoria. The turning
basin is 9 feet deep with an average width of 500 feet and an average length
of 800 feet, The Channel to Seadrift is also maintained under this project.
This 9-foot deep by 100-foot wide side channel is 2 miles long and has a
turning basin at Seadrift 9 feet deep by 200 feet wide and 230 feet long.
All depths are referenced to Corps of Engineers mean low tide datum,
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SWGCO-M PUBLIC NOTICE NO., IWW-M-7 1 November 1974

DISPOSAL AREA: There are 24 disposal areas for the project (see attached
drawing}. The West Side Calhoun County Navigation District and the Victoria
Ccunty Navigation Commission are the spongsering agencies and are required to
furnish the necessary rights-of-way and disposal sreas for maintenance of the
project.

Disposal Areas Nos, 1 - 3 and 5 - 14 are open water areas located adjacent
to the waterways Iin S5an Antonio Bay, Material will be placed over the crest
of previous deposits, whare they exist,to raise and enlarge the areas, -

Disposal Area No, & 1s located east of the channel in the wvicinity of Mosquito
Point, The area will be leveed when utilized,

Disposal Area No, 15 is a partially leveed area located west of the channel
in Guadalupe Bay. Material will be placed over the crest of existing deposits
to raise and enlarge the area,

Disposal Area No, 16 is a partially leveed area located west of the channel
in Mission Bay and on land north of Mission Bay. Material will be placed
over the crest of existing deposits to raise and enlarge the area.

Disnosal Areas Nos, 17 - 24 are located adjacent to the channel and are all
confined areas,

Methods of disposal in the 15 disposal areas located in either San Antonio,
Guadalupe, or Mission Bays will be similar., Dredged materials will be deposited
uniformly along these areas and toe levees will be constructed at some furure
date when the emergent areas become large enough to contain dredge material
within a perimeter levee system and the levees will not erode away.

COMPOSITION AND QUANTITY OF MATERIALS: Materials excavated from the Channel
to Vietoria cecnsist of fine grained sands, silts, and clays. Shoaling in the
channel is generally a result of tidal actions in the bay reach and bank
erosion along the landlocked portion, The annual shoaling rate for the entire
project is approximately 600,000 cubic yards.

METHOD OF DRZDGING: Contract pipeline dredges are utilized to maintain the
channel, The dredging frequency for selected reaches of the Channel to
Victoria varies, with the reach from Mile 0 to Mile 14.0 having a 24-month
frequency, and the reach from Mile 14,0 to tiile 34,8 having a 48e.month
frequency. The frequency of dredging for selected reaches of the Channel to
Seadrift is 24 months. The average number of cubic yards excavated per
contract on this project is approximately 600,000, Portions of the project
were last maintained during the period August = October 1973, Dredging is
currently scheduled for March 1975,

PROPERTTES ADJACENT TO DISPOSAL AREAS: Disposal Areas Nos, 1 = 3 and 5 - 14
are located in San Antonio Bay at Latitudes, Longitudes 28°19'15", 96°40'30";
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SWGCO-M PUBLIC NOTICE NO, IWwW-M-7 1 November 1974

28°19'00", 96°41'00"; 28°20°05", 96°41'50"; 28°21'50", 96°42'40'; 28°21'55",
96°43'15"; 28°22'30", 96°43°05™; 28°22'40', 96°43'40"; 28°23'10Q", 96°43'30';
28°23'35", 96°42'45"; 28°23'15", 96°44'05"; 28°23'40", 96°43'45"; 28°23'50",
96°44°'25"; and 28°24°20", 96°44'15". The adjacent waters are used for sport
and commercial fishing.

Digsposal Area No, 4 is located omr land, east of the channel and north of
Mosquito Point, The area is bound by a road to the south and east, and
Waters of San Antonio Bay to the north and west,

Disposal Area No, 15 is located west of the Channel to Victoria. The area

is bound by the channel to the east, and waters of Guadalupe Bay in the other
directions,

Disposal Area No, 16 is located west of the channel in the vicinity of Long
Mott, Texas. The area is bound by the channel to the east and north, Misgsion
Bay to the south, and undeveloped lowlands and waters of Mission Bay to the
west.

Disposal Area No, 17 is located west of the channel in the vicinity of State

Highway 35. It is bound by the channel to the east, with Goff Bayou to the
south and west, and undeveloped, sparsely wooded land to the north.

Digsposal Area No, 18 is located west of the channel between State Highway

35 and Green Lake, It is bound by the channel to the east, State Highway
35 to the south, undeveloped land to the west, and Green Lake to the north,

Disposal Areas Nos, 19 - 21 are located adjacent to the channel in the

vicinity of Green Lake. In each case, the areas are bound by the channel
on the front sides, Green Lake on the backsides, and the banks of Green Lake
adjacent to the end areas.

Disposal Area No, 22 is located south and west of the channel, extending
from Green Lake to the vicinity of the Missouri Pacific Railroad. The area
is bound by the channel to the north and east, Green Lake to the south, and
with the exception of some 0il wells, undeveloped land to the west.

Disposal Area No, 23 is lecated west of the channel and north of the Missourti
Pacific Railroad., It is bound by the channel to the east and north, and un-
developed lands to the west and scuth,

Digposal Area No, 24 is located adjacent to the channel near its upstream
limit. The area is bound by the channel to the east, wooded areas to the north
and west, and the Guadalupe River to the south,
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SWGCO-M PUBLIC NOTICE NO, IWW-M-7 1 Kovember 1974

DREDGING BY OTHERS: Two companies, The Fordyce Company and Texas Concrete
Company, are principal organizations performing non-Federal dredging in the
vicinity of the Channel to Vietoria. Additional dredging operations are
performed near the channel in maintaining private slips, The estimated
quantity of materials dredged annually by the principal organizations and
individuals is about 100,000 cubic yards, Non-Federal dredging activities
are regulated by the Department of the Army Permit program.

COORDINATION: The following is a list of Federal, State and local agencies
with whom these activities are being coordinated.

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Regional VI Environmental Protection Agency
U, 8§, Department of Commerce

U, 8, Department of the Interior

Eighth Coast Guard District

Division of Planning Coordination, State of Texas
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department

Texas Historical Commission

Commissioners' Court of Calhoun County
Commissioners’ Court of Victoria County
City of Victoria

City of Seadrift

ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT: Continued maintenance dredging of the Channel to
Victoria and the side channel to Seadrift will significantly benefit the
economic and social well-being of the public. The adverse and beneficial
effects of dredging and disposal of dredged material on navigation, fish
and wildlife, water quality, aesthetics, ecology, land use, etec., will be
evalusted in accordance with the National Envirommental Policy Act of

1969 (P.L. 91-190)., An Environmental Statement will not be prepared for
this tributary channel; however, an Environmental Statement for the GIWW -
Texas Section including tributary channels is being prepared and is expected
to be placed on file with Council on Envirommental Quality about mid-1975
after having been coordinated with the above mentioned agencies,

The shoaling rates in the Chanmel to Victoria project will not permit
postponement of maintenance of the channel until after an environmental
statement is filed with Council on Environmental Quality without serious
impairment to the navigability of this project.

Any person who has an interest which may be affected by the disposal of this

dredged material may request a public hearing. The request must be submitted
in writing to the District Engineer within 30 days of the date of this notice
and must clearly set forth the interest which may be affected and the manner

in which the interest may be affected by this activity.
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SWGCO-M PUBLIC NOTICE NO., IWW-M-7 1 November 1974

Designation of the proposed disposal plan for dredged material associated
with this Federzl project shall be made through the application of guidelines
proemulgated by the Administrator, EPA,in conjunction with the Secretary of the
Aruy, If these guidelines alone prohibit the designation of this proposed
dispogal plan, any potential impairment to the maintenance of navigation,
including any economic impact on navigation and anchorage which would result
from the fallure to use this disposal plan will also be considered,

COMMENTS: Perscons desiring to express their views or provide information
40 be considered in evaluation of the impact of continued maintenance dredg-
ing are requested to mail their comments to:

District Engineer

Galveston District, Corps of Engineers

ATIN: SWGCO-M .
P, 0, Box 1229

Galveston, Texas 77550

" with specific reference to Public Notice No. IWW-M-7 dated 1 November 1974,

1 Incl DON S, McCOY
Dwg, Nov 74 Colonel, CE
. District Engineer
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IN REPLY REFER TO: RB
UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

POST OFFICE BOX 1306
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 87103

December 13, 1974

District Engineer

Attn: SWGLO-M

Corps of Engineers, U. S. Army
P. 0. Box 1229

Galveston, Texas 77550

Dear Sir:

Reference is made to your Public MNotice No. 1WW-M=7, dated November 1,
1974, pertaining to the maintenance dredging of the Gulf Intraccastal
Waterway - Tributary Channel to Victoria, Texas.

The U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service transmitted a report on this main-
tenance dredging project to the Corps of Engineers on May 8, 1974.
Based on a review of that report and on the information presented in
the public notice, we have determined that the conclusions and recom-
mendations cited in that May 1974 report are still applicable.

It is noted that the spoil area numbering system shown in the public
notice differs from the one used in cur 1974 report. This should
present no difficulty since, in both cases, the spoil areas are iden-
tified also by station numbers.

A number of the spoil areas are located in fragile estuarine habitat
where spoil deposition could be unnecessarily damaging uniess ade-
guately controlled. Our 1974 report contains recommended measures

for minimizing such adverse effects. Nevertheless, we anticipate

that similar problems will arise in future dredging operations, and

we request an opportunity for further study and reporting on this proj-
ect in advance of future maintenance dredging schedules,

Sincerely yours,
o
RctdZ  Regional Director

cc: :

Executive Director, Texas Parks and Wildlife Department, Austin, Texas
Reg. Dir., National Marine Fisheries Service, St. Petersburg, Florida
Area Supv., Environmental Assessment Division, NMFS, Galveston, Texas

CONSERVE peg, Administrator, Environmental Protection Agency, Dallas, Tex.

ﬁh:ﬁg%gg Field Supv., FUS, Div. of River Basin Studies, Fort Worth, Tex.
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BWGCO-M ' " 24 April 1975

Mr, W. O, Helson, Jr.

Regional Director

U. B. Fisgh and Wildlife Service
P, O. Box 1306

Albuquerque, New Maxico 87103

Dear Mr. Nelsont

Referance 18 rada to Mr, Jerry Stegman's lerter dated 13 December 1974
concerning Publdic lorice Ho. IWW-M-7 on rainteaanca dredsing of the Gulf
Intracoastal Waterwvay ~ Tributery Channel to Victoria, Texag, ¥e note
that the revisw of cur public notice was baged on your 8 May 1974 report
on the Tributary Channel to Victoris. Correspondingly, the follewing
comments are mads to the recomwendations ccataiaed fn your & May 1974
report?

Recommandation MNn. 1 = Lavecing Dirposal Areas I'os, 1, 2, emd 3 at
1,000 fect from the centerlina of the charnal is considered too restrictive,
as the exieting crest of disposal {s spproximately 400 fest from the center~
line of ths channel, Wa, therefora, plan to leves the arsas at 1,550 feet
from the channal's centerline, vhich will maks thass srses 550 fest wida
from ths existing crests to the bzck lixit of the arcas.

Recormandation F¥o. 2 -~ The cmergent portion of Disposal Ares Fo. & will
be levesad prior to its naxt usa. '

Beconmandation H>, 3 = 4s yrrquested, Disposal Araas Eos. 5, 6, 7, 8, 9,
10, (same as Fubliz [orica Disroncl Arca Ho. 1%) 11, and 12 {same az Public
Kotice Digvosal Avea }o. 13) will be leveed. The tos levees will bs con-
structed vhen the areas becoms emsrgent snd stabilired £>0ve Mean High Water
along their ends and backsides at 1,350 fcat from tha centerline of the
channel. : : -

Recommandetion Ho. 4 - We cannot comply with this recommeandation as
written. Disposal Area No, 13 (same a2s Public Hotice Disposal Acea No. 14)
does not presently have enocugh emergent land within fte limita to construct
levees in the manner you have described, Wa tharefore plan to leves this
arez in a masner similar to your Recomaendatiom Ko. 3.
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Recommendation No, 5 = Precgutions will be taken to prevent material
from being placed in or allowed to enter the bay from that portion of
Disposal Ares Ho. 14 {same as Public Notice Dilpoaal Araas Nos. 15 and 16)
lying between Stations &§304+00 and 700400.

Recommendation Wo. 6 =~ In order that ve may eliminate that portion of
Disposal Ares No. 14 (same as Public Notice Disposal Areas Nos. 15 and 186)
between Btations 630+00 and 700400, we cannot be limited to an aree 750 feet
from the channel's centerline for the remainder of the area., Thersfors, we
plan to levee the reaches between Stations 4324+00 and 630+00 and 700+00 and

771475 when they becoma emergent above Mean High Water at 1,350 feet from

tha centerline of the channal, Leveeing at 1,350 feet will allow us to
eliminate that portion of the srea bstween Stations 630400 Aand 700400, as
you requested {n Recommendation No. 5, and still retain the disposal area
capacity needad for future maintenance along this reach of the chenneil,

Recommendation Ho., 7 ~ Until toe levees are constructed in the disposal
areas mentioned in Recommwendations Nos. 1, 3, 4 and 6, the points of die-
charge will be relocated as frecuently as practical to parwmit ths uniform
buildup of waterial eculdistant from the channael ceaterline.

Recommendstion o, 8 « We cannot comply with this recommendation as
written, Disposal Area No. 23 (szme as Public Notice Dieposal Area No. 10)
was surveyed last year and was found to ba only 300 feet wide and 1,000 feet
long., An area of this size is congidered emch too small to be practical or
aconomically feasible for use as a disposal area, We will, therefore, levee
this area in a wmanner similar to your Recommendation No. 3.

Recormendation No, 9 « As has bean our policy in the past, we will furnish
the suggested sgencies plans and specifications for review during the adver- .
tising period for each contract.

Thank you for your review and commwnts.

Bincerely yours,

R
). D RISSELL
Chief, L
gi:‘_‘”:‘“ 19n-Operalions Division

Copy furnished:
Field Bupervisor

USFWS, Corpus Christi, Texas 78411 365



U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Mational Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE

Duval Building

9450 Gandy Boulevard

St. Petersburg, Florida 33702

December 24, 1974 FSE21/DM

Colonel Don S. McCoy

District Engineer, Galveston District
Department of the Army, Corps ©f Engineers
P.0O. Box 1229

Galveston, TX 77550

Dear Colonel McCoy:
Public Notice No. IWW-M-7 dated November 1, 1974, notified

the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) of the Corps
of Engineers’' policy, practice, and procedures to be

-followed in connection with the deposition of dredged

material in ocean waters associated with the maintenance
dredging operations of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway -
Tributary Channel to Victoria, Texas.

The U.S. Fish arnd Wildlife Service issued a report to your
office on the above cited segment of the Texas GIWW on

May 8, 1974, a draft of which received the concurrence of

the NMFS. We hereby request that all recommendations in

that report be implemented in your present plans. Addition-
ally, we recommend that you have the proposed spoil disposal
locations investigated within six months prior to commence-
ment of maintenance dredging to determine the locations and
density of submerged seagrasses, tidal marsh, and oyster

beds that may have developed. From these investigations, the
Corps, in consultation with the Federal and State fish and
wildlife agencies, should designate locations for pipeline
discharge within the disposal areas that would cause the
least damage to the submerged grasses, oyster beds, and tidal
marsh.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Federal project.

Sincerely,

wWilliam H. Stevens

Regional Director
9 366



SWCCO -M 25 April 1975

Mr, William H. Stevenson

Regional Director

National Marina Fisheries Service
Duval Building ‘

9450 Gandy Boulevard

8t. Pateraburg, Florida 33702

Dear Mr. Stevenson:

This is in reply to your letter dated 24 December 1974 concerning FPublic
Notice Ho. THW-M~T ¢n maintensnce dredping of tha Gulf Intracoastal
Weterway - Tributary Channal to Victoria, Texes.

We received cormente from the U, B, Pish end Wildlife Bervice concerning
the public notice on this channel by a letter dated 13 December 1974. 1In
thair letter, they raferred to thair B lay 1974 report, Bince this ig the
same report you have refereanced, we hava inclosed & copy of cur response
to their letter, as it includes our comments to the recommendations con-
tained in their report,

Concerning your recommendation for invastigstion of digposal areas, wa
have ipitiated plans to make surveys for the presence of oyster beds,
subnerged saagrasses, and tidal wargh &3 you have suggested and sa deter-
mined necessary byoour staff bioclogists. Based on their findings, we will
make adjustments to our disposal plans on & czse by case bagis, However,
we caunot concur in your pursgestion that discharge points be pradesignated
for esch contract. Predesignation of discharge points is uot fessible from
a contractual - staundpoint.

Thank jou for your raview and comments.

Sincerely yours,

1 Incl S " K. D, McGEHEE

As stated Chiesf, Construction~
Opearations Division
Copy furnished: w/Incl ’ :
Ares Supervisor ' 367
KMFS, Galveston, Texas 77330
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SUN PIPE LINE COMPANY

SOUTHWEST REGION

4. NEILL FUOUAY

VICE PAESIDENY

MEGIONAL MANAGER

Department of The Army

P.Q BOX 417

November 18, 1974

Galveston District, Corps of Engineers

P. 0, Box 1229
Galveston, Texas 77550

Sun Pipe Line Company has received your public Notice No. IWW-M-7,
dated 1 November 1974, outlining proposed work on the Victoria

Tributary Channel.

Two of our pipelines, one three inch and one six inch, cross the
channel as indicated in red on your plat attached to the notice.

Our interpretation of the plans is that there will be no deepening

Re

LT

CORPUS CHRISTI, TEXAS 78403

AREA SUPERIMTENIENT

CHARLES W GIBSC“‘

Gulf Intraceoastal Waterway i

Victoria Channel

or widening of the channel which would be a danger to the pipelines. '

If such hazard should be involved, we would wish to take exception

to the proposed project.

{{J‘ -\_: ) -\-R“_ e ,/__ P

A. C. Seidemann, P.E.
Senior Staff Engineer

ACS/eb
Attachment

cc: Mr. chas. W. Gibson
Swinney-Hughes File

Heyser-Tivoli 6" Trunk Line File
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) : 3 Decomber 1974

Nr, A. L. Saidemana

Sun Pipe Lina Company
Bouthwest Rezion

P. O, Box 417

Corpus Christi, YTaxas 78403

Dear Mo, Seiderann:

Receipt {8 ccinowledged of your conrents concerning Prhlic Botice Mo, IRWaN-7,
dated 1 Dovecder 1974, nerteining to the malntensnes dredging of the Gulf
Intracosstal Uetarway-Chiammel to Victoria., The locsticom of your 3 gnd &Y
pipeliines ave pated rd will be thiovm on {oture adverticed drevings. The
public potice oaly {nclvdes muinteonuee dredzing sgd nat eay mew deceoning

or videniog of the chirpnel. If your pipelinza are installsd sod mainteined
in peeordrace with Partie Hos, U~ge243-41=FR00T-5535 mnd H-H-243-41~ M T
4772, thoere should be mo donger.

Thank you for your commrnts.
Bincerely yours,

E. D, McGEUXE
. Chief Constructiom-
Dparation Division

T p—
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" "EXXON PIPELINE COMPANY

P. 0. Box 4916
Corpus Christi, Texas 78408
November 13, 1974

7.6 Public Notice No.IWW-M-7
Maintenance Dredging, Gulf
Intracoastal Waterway-Tributary
Chamnel to Victoria

Department of the Army
Galveston District
Corps of Engineers

P. 0. Box 1229
Galveston, Texas 77550

Attention: Don S§. McCoy
Colonel, CE, District Engineer

Dear Sir:
In reference to the Public Notice captioned above, we wish to bring to

your attention the location of five pipelines crossing the Victoria
channel as listed below:

SIZE & TYFE APPROX, U,8.C.E.
PIPELINE OWNER STATION
16" Crude Exxon Pipeline Co. 1215+57
Gas Florida Gas Pipeline Co. 1216+89
30" Gas Exxon Company U.S.A. 1228410
36" Gas Exxon Company U.S.A. 1228460
8§ Ethane Exxon Pipeline Co. 1229460

We understand that the proposed maintenance dredging should not affect
the depth or location of these pipeline e¢rossings; however, we request
that Mr. W. D, Price, District Manager, Exxon Pipeline Company, P. O.
Box 4916, Corpus Christi, Texas 78408, Telephone Neo.512-883-1818, be
notified at least 24 hours prior te dredging over Exxon Pipeline Company
pipelines.

Yours very truly,

A/ 74(_#\*/

W. D, PRICE
Distriect Manager

AGN/ew " 370

¢¢c ~ R. B. Long
J. H. Kinsey, Exxon Company U.S.A.
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SWGCO-M : 21 Xovember 1974

Mr. W. D. Price

District Manaper

Exxon Pipeline Company

P. O. Box 4316

Corpus Christi, Texas 78403

-

Dear Mr, Price:

Receipt is acknowledged of your couments concerning Publie Hotice

¥o, IWW-M-7, dated 1 Hovember 1974, pertaining to the maintensnce
dredging of the Gulf Intracoastsl Waterway - Tributary Channel to
Victoria. The five pipelines you referenced are duly notad, Our
Corpus Christi Ares Office will be sent a2 copy eof your lettaxr and
will notify you by letter, as is our ususl practice, when we will
be dredging in the vicinity of the pipelines.

Thank you for your reviev and comments.

- 8incerely yours,

E. D, McGFHEE
Chief, Constructicn-
Operations Division
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SQU'T‘HW'ESTERN REGIONAL OFFICE
John L. Fransan, Representative
Louisiana

New Mexico

Texas

{Mexico}

NATIONAL AUDUBON SOCIETY

2507 ROGGE LANE, AUSTIN, TEXAS 78723 — PHONE {512} 928-2047

June 30, 1975

Colonel Don S. McCoy
District Engineer
Corps of Engineers
P.0. Box 1229
Galveston, Texas 77550

) RE:; PUBLIC NOTICE NO, IWW-M-7, MAINTENANCE DREDGING OPERATIONS OF
GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY -TRIBUTARY CHANNEL TO VICTORIA, TEXAS

Dear Colonel McCoy:

It is our understanding that the U.S., Fish and Wildlife
Service issued a report to your office on the above public notice
in May 1974. The National Marine Fisheries Service concurred in this
report and in talking with these agencies, it is the position of the
National Audubon Society that their recommendations be concurred with.

In addition, we suggest that the project proceed in close
coordination and consultation with these agencies and with the State
Parks and Wildlife agency, all of who could suggest appropriate
locations for pipeline discharge within disposal areas that would cause
the least damage to the submerged grasses, oyster beds and tidal marsh,

We hope that you will consider our emphasis on this matter
and include it in future plans,

Sincere]y,:
) %tni L: . Franson
outhwest Regional Representative

cc: Council on Environmental Quality
Environmental Protection Agency, Dallas
U.S. Department of the Interior
National Marine Fisheries Service, NOAA
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Albuquerque
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department
Texas General Land Cffice 372
National Audubon Society - Messrs. Callison, Blankinship, Paul



SHCO0-M 10 Septesber 1975

¥r, Jobn L, Franson

Boutlwost Regional Keprasentative
Katienal Audubon Society

2507 Rogze Lene

Augtin, Texas 78723

Daar Mr, Fremacmt

This §s in verly to your letter dated 30 June 1975 concerning Publie
Hotica No. Iii-M=-7 on maintenance dredging of the Gulf Iatracosstal
' Haterway = Tributayry Channel to ¥Victoria, Yexas.

Wa have completed our ravigw of tha May 1974 U, 8. PFigh and Wildlifa

- Sexvice roport refersnced im your lettar. Om 24 April 1975, the Corps
igsued f{to rasponos to the report, stating our intentisns to ecoply
with thair recorxmendgtions whare possible, based vn wvhat is considered
in tha best oversll public interest,

Your letter has been placed in our permssent records file for the
GCIWY -~ Tridbutary Channel to Victoria public notice, and it will be
given full consideration in any future documentations.

Thank you for your review and comments.

Sinceraly yours,

E. D. HcGEHER
Chief, Construction-

Oparations Division
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55 UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

_"\54‘_,5' REGION VI

1600 PATTERSON
DALLAS, TEXAS 75201

- Qctober 7,7 1975
CERTIFIED MAIL: RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED (762638)

Colonel Don S. McCoy
District Engineer
Galveston District

U. S. Corps of Engineers
P. 0. Box 1229
Calveston, Teoxas 77550

Dear Colonel FNcCoy:

We have completed our review of your plan for maintenance
dredging of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway-Tributary Channel to
Victoria, Texas as covered in Public Notice No. IMW-M-7 dated
November 1, 1974, Ue have also reviewed your Stateinent of Findings
dated September 22, 1975, concerning this project.

Your maintenance dredging and dredged material disposal plan
is approved for one ycar. Since, as stated in your Public Kotice,
an Environmental Impact Statement has not been prepared for this
project, we have deferred consideration of long term approval of
your dredging plan until the final Environmental Impact Statement
for the GIWY-Texas Section has been filed with the Council on
Environmental Quality.

Sincerely Yours,
\\‘\ ;

- T ;-John C. White e
Reg10na] Administrator
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SUPPLEMENT NO. 12
MATAGORDA BAY TO SAN ANTONIO BAY

1. PROPOSED ACTION. The proposed Federal action is con-
tinued periodic maintenance dredging of the Gulf Intracoastal
Waterway (GIWW) main channel section between Matagorda Bay
and San Antonio Bay, This portion of the federally maintained
12-foot deep by 125-foot wide Gulf Intracoastal Waterway
{GIWW) extends from deep water in Matagorda Bay and south
of Palacios Point southwesterly to the vicinity of Live
Oak Point in San Antonio Bay. The GIWW crosses Matagorda
Bay and exits the bay by way of the Port O'Connor jetties,
A barge mooring basin 12 feet deep by 50 feet wide and
5,0N0 feet long is maintained south of the main channel
near Port O'Connor, Proceeding southwesterly from the basin,
The GIWW follows a land cut along the northeast side of
Barroom, Espiritu Santo, and Shoalwater Bays through
grassed areas, tidal flats, and mud f£lats before entering
San Antonio Bay, A barge mooring basin 12 feet deep by
110 feet wide and 2,150 feet long is maintained where the
channel enters San Antonio Bay. The GIWW continues across
San Antonio Bay to the vicinity of Live Oak Point. All
depths are measured below Mean Low Tide (Coros of Engi-
neers datum), Contract pipeline dredges are utilized

to maintain this section of the waterway. The frequency
of dredging in selected reaches is about every 24 to 30
months. The excavated material is transported by pipe-
line and placed in the various disposal areas. The
average quantity of materials dredged per contract 1is
about 1.3 million cubic yards. Selected sections of this
reach of the waterway were last maintained during the
period November 1973 - May 1974. The next maintenance
work is scheduled after June 1976. Dredging will be
accomplished sooner should unexpected severe shoaling
occur., This 40-mile reach of the GIWW from the viecinity
of Palacios Point in Matagorda Ray to the vicinity of
Live Oak Point in San Antonio Bay utilizes eleven (11)
disposal areas for contract pipeline disposal operations.
Disposal areas for the entire Texas section of the GIWW
main channel are numbered sequentially from Port Arthur
to Port Isabel, The disposal areas in this reach are
numbered 116-A through 125 on figures 2 through ¢ in the
attached public notice, The proposed action will cemply
with Federal dredging regulations (33 CFR 209,145) and
Discharge of Dredged or Fill Material (40 CFR 230).
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2. NEED FOR ACTION. Periodic maintenance is required to
prevent shoaling from halting or restricting navigation

on the channel. Benefits of continued maintenance dredg-
ing of the channel are derived almost entirely from commer-
cial navigation, including inland waterway barge tows and
service vessels, The recorded tonnage handled by ports
and moved on the GIWW between Galveston Bay and Corpus
Christi Bay was approximately 20.7 million tons in 1974
and included such commodities as crude petroleum, gasoline,
other petroleum products, chemicals, marine shells,
minerals, and iron and steel products. The GIWW has

grown consistently and has contributed substantially to
the regional and national economy. A recent study by
Texas ASM University has placed the value of the channel
to the State of Texas at a total of more than $19 billion

per year,

3. ENVIRONMENTAL SETITING.

3.01 This reach of the GIWW traverses important fish and
wildlife habitat in Barroom, Espiritu Santo, Shoalwater,
and San Antonio Bays, as well as in adjoining tidal flats
and marshes and low-lying uplands.

3.02 The greater portion of the bay lies to the south

of the waterway. A large part of the tidal flats, marshes,
and coastal plains in the project area is north of the
channel.

3.03 BRBarroom, Espiritu Santo, and Shoalwater Bays are
shallow in depth, varying from a few inches to about &
feet in the project area. Shoalwater Bay 1is especially
suited as nursery habitat for fish and crustaceans,
Dense growths of submerged and emergent vegetation occupy
much of these shallow areas. Oyster reefs occur in the
western parts of Barroom and Shoalwater Bays., The San
Antonio Bay reach of the waterway is in deeper water,
varying from 3 to 6 feet, Vegetation in this area is
sparse. Some oyster reefs are present near Turnstake
Island and in the far western portion of the bay.

3.04 The coastal plain Is flat and interspersed with

numerous shallow,water-filled depressions, These depressions
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are frequently fringed with growths of cordgrass. Some
of these depressions have fresh water, others are brack-
ish, and still others are tidal,

3.05 Fishes and crustaceans use the shallow bay areas
and tidal marshes as breeding, feeding, and nursery
grounds. The deeper bay areas, especially around oyster
reefs, are used primarily as feeding grounds. Such
estuarine-dependent species as red drum, black drum,
spotted seatrout, sand seatrout, flounder, Atlantic
croaker, striped mullet, sheepshead, gafftopsail catfish,
blue crab, and brown and white shrimp use this habitat
during periods throughout their 1life cycle. The pro-
duction of about 900 pounds of catchable-sized fishes and
crustaceans per acre annually can be attributed to the
bays and tidal marshes of the proposed work area.

3.06 wildlife habitat in the project area consists of
bay areas, tidal flats, tidal marshes, and coastal plains
and their shallow,water-filled depressions,

3.07 The coastal plains support populations of white-
tailed deer, bobwhites, mourning doves, waterfowl, wading
birds, and shorebirds, The tidal flats and marshes and
the bay areas support primarily populations of waterfowl,
wading birds, and shorebirds,

3.08 TImportant species of waterfowl in the project area
are pintail, mallard, American widgeon, blue-winged teal,
green-winged teal, lesser scaup, redhead, canvasback,
buffiehead, mottled duck, Canada goose, snow goose, blue
goose, and American coot, Mottled duck and blue-winged
teal are resident species and use the water-filled de-
pressions and the surrounding coastal plains areas for
nesting. About 3,000,000 waterfowl use-days occur in

the project area annually, About one~third of this use
occurs north of the waterway.

3.09 Hunting is light for all game species in the proj-
ect area north of the waterway. Much of this area is

in private ownership and hunting is restricted by land-
owners to their friends, South of the waterway, hunting
is for waterfowl only and occurs in moderate to heavy
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amounts, With or without the project, hunting is expected
to continue,

3.10 The project area supports many shorebirds and wad-
ing birds, including ibis, egret, heron, gull, tern,
pelican, stilt, and the roseate spoonbill, The

birds use the shallow vegetated portions of the bays,

the tidal marshes, and the shallow water-filled depressions
for feeding. Some of these birds nest in the area.

3.11 Florida manatee, right whale, sperm whale, blue
whale, finback whale, Attwater's prairie chicken, southern
bald eagle, brown pelican, Eskimo curlew, Arctic peregrine
falcon, American peregrine falcon, whooping crane, American
alligator, Atlantic ridley, hawksbill turtle, and leather-
back turtle are endanged species known to range in the
project area,

4, ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS,

4,01 Maintenance dredging of this reach of the GIWW
will have an adverse effect on the natural environment.
The significance of these effects will vary according

to location of disposal areas, disposal practices, type
of bottom material being dredged, and quantity of similar
surrounding habitat,

4,02 Dredging. The removal of shoal materials accumulated
in the chammel and basin will disturb or remove swimming
and benthic organisms. However, because of pollutants
that may be found in some sediments, instability of the
sediments, and frequency of maintenance dredging, it is
expected that populations of bottom dwelling organisms

are low in the channel bottoms. Other detrimental effects
of dredging include turbidity caused by the action of the
cutterhead assembly, resuspension of pollutants in that
turbld area, and destruction of any fish or crustaceans
caught by the cutter or pulled into the pipeline by the
pump., These effects are limited to an area immediately
surrounding the dredge cutterhead.

4,03 Normally, maintenance dredging does not destroy any

submerged vegetation or oysters, as channel depths pre~
clude development of vegetation because of reduced
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sunlight penetration, and the soft materials constantly
accumulating on the channel bottom prevent oysters from
developing. Dredging usually has little effect on motile
marine speciles as they are able to avoid the dredge.

4.04 Disposal, The most significant adverse environ-
mental effects are associated with disposal methods
rather than dredging. Disposal practices along this
reach include both open watexr and land disposal.

4,05 Open Water Disposal. Open water disposal of dredged
materials is often considered to be more environmentally
detrimental than land disposal because of the effects

of highly visible localized turbidity, burial of bottom
dwelling organisms, compartmentalization of bay areas,
resuspension of pollutants, and burial of submerged
aquatic vegetation, Open water disposal is not entirely
detrimental. A number of beneficial aspects are known,
Including formation of bird nesting areas where islands
develop, creation of suitable substrate for oysters,
resuspension of nutrients, and provision of public recrea-
tional areas.

4,06 Turbidities, Turbidities associated with open
water disposal have some damaging effects on productivity
of the bay ecosystem. High turbidities reduce photo-
synthetic activity and could cause suffocation of small
fish and other marine animals by coating gill tissues with
sediment particles, Reduction of photosynthetic activ-
ity results in a corresponding reduction at the base of
the aquatic food chain., This loss will be projected up
the food chain, resulting in fewer organisms available
for man's use, That loss which does occur may be in

part compensated for by increases in productivity follow-
ing resuspension of nutrients and aeration of sediments
and organic matter,

4,07 Bottom animal populations are reduced when their
habitats are covered with a heavy silt layer. Some of .
the more mobile organisms are able to work upward through
the silt while the sessile organisms perish.

4.08 Oyster reefs can be severely affected by siltation,
depending on their height above the surrounding level
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bottom, Low profile reefs in the path of a mud flow can
be covered, resulting in loss of any existing oysters.

In some cases, the silt is not removed by wave action
and the reef becomes permanently buried, Higher reefs
generally will not be covered by silt.

4,09 Swimming animals are the least severely affected by
siltation from dredging., Because of their motility, they
are able to leave an affected area.

4,10 Disposal of dredged materials in open water will
cover anv vegetation that exists in the disposal area.

In nearly all cases, areas that will be used for deposi-
tion of sediments have previously been used for this
purpose, Therefore, that vegetation which will be covered
has developed on sedlments deposited during previous dredg-
ing. It can be assumed that past development will be
.repeated and that the areas of freshly deposited sediment
will be covered with new growth of vegetationm.

4,11 Another important possibility for dredging related
adverse environmental effects is that of compartmentaliza-
tion of bay areas, This can result from long continuous
disposal areas blocking or changing the normal current
patterns in bay areas. Past dredging in this reach is
not known to have caused any significant adverse effects.

4,12 Open water disposal of polluted sediments is of
much greater concern and presents more problems than land
disposal. The main concern results from the possibility
that pollutants resuspended by dredging may enter the
marine food chain, causing high concentrations of toxic
materials in sport and commercial species, Other possible
effects include fish kills, lowered phytoplankton pro-
ductivity, and exclusion of desirablie species of benthic
organisms from the disposal areas., There 1is also the
possibility of adverse effects on marine life such as
impairment of reproductive capacity and increased sus-
ceptibility to disease, parasites, and predation,

4,13 Fish kills along this reach as a result of resus-

pended pollutants are considered possible but unlikely,
Past dredging 1s not known to have caused any fish kills;
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and, since sediments dredged in the past were in all prob-
ability at least as polluted as those that will be
dredged in the future, fish kills are not anticipated.

4,14 Land Disposal. Adverse environmental effects of
disposal of dredged material on land include destruction
of vegetation; loss of foraging, feeding, nesting, and
resting areas for birds, mammals, and reptiles; temporary
reduction of air quality in the immediate vicinity; and
long-term partial suppression of the productivity of the
disposal area,

4.15 When a land area is used for disposal of dredged
materials, most of the vegetation is covered or destroyed,
particularly where containment levees are used. This loss
of vegetation forces birds, mammals, and reptiles to leave
the area until the vegetation recovers. Recovery of the
vegetation usually begins within 6 months to a year,
Considering the very small relative size of the total area
used for disposal when compared to the thousands of square
miles of similar habitat in the surrounding coastal area,
it is doubted that such effects are significant,

4.16 In some instances, the disposal of dredged materials
on land results in the degradation of air quality as a
result of the release of odors., These odors are caused
by the decay of organic materials that had collected on
the chamnnel bottom and decay of vegetation in the dis-
posal area. If necessary,these odors can be controlled
by chemically treating with a proprietary product con-
taining essential oils and deodorized kerosene,

4.17 The nrimary significant long term adverse envircnmental
effect that results from land disposal of maintenance
dredged materials is the suppression of productivity in

the disposal areas, Because of repeated disposal of
materials, the vegetation is not in a constant state of
maximum productivity. Maximum productivity occurs only
between the time of full recovery and the next deposition
of sediments, This time period is highly variable, rumning
from two to ten years for most areas. Where a disposal
area 1s used for the first time, the vegetation will
normally change to a lower quality type. This may per-
manently lower the productivity of an area. Changes in
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vegetation type will be minimal, as most areas to be used
for disposal have been used previously, and the changes
have already occurred,

4,18 Disposal of dredged materials in marshes is signi-
ficantly detrimental to the ecology of the surrounding

bay systems, Such disposal has the effect of converting
the highly productive marsh area to a high ground area
with a2 corresponding change in types of vegetationm.

Marshes are highly productive, often contributing as much
as ten tons of organic matter per acre to the bay systems -
every year, Because of the high value placed on marsh
lands as primary food source areas, dredging practices

have been changed to avoid disposal in marsh areas wherever
practicable,

4,19 Out of 10,400 acres of marsh adjacent to this reach

of the GIWW,approximately 114 acres or 1.1 percent may

be affected by future disposal operations. The 10,400

acres of marsh adjacent to the GIWW do not include

marsh areas surrounding the major bays and river inlets, l
The estimate was prepared by Corps of Engineers personnel
from the most recent coast chnerts available, It has not
been practicable to make surveys of each area to determine
the exact extent of marsh land within the disposal area
limits, The estimates are,therefore,based primarily on
vegetation cover shown on the coast charts, It is con- I
sidered that much of the acreage included as marsh to

be covered has been covered by past dredging and is no

longer marsh, It is believed that reduction of marsh ’
areas caused by dredging of this reach will be minimal,

5. ALTERNATIVES, All apparent alternative methods have
been investigated in sufficient detail to determine their
viability, Consideration of alternatives includes effects
on the economic and social well-being of the area, state,
and nation, as well as the effects on the matural environ-
ment of the project area, The 'mo action' alternative

has been considered, as well as alternate methods of
disposal, Investigation has indicated that, of all the
alternatives examined, the only environmentally and econom-
ically feasible plan at this time is continued maintenance
dredging and disposal in the manner and locations as
described in the public notice with the recommended
changes described in Section 6 of this summary.
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6. RESPONSE TO THE PUBLIC NOTICE. A public notice
describing the proposed action and soliciting comments
was 1issued 29 November 1974 as required by Federal
dredging regulations (33 CFR 209.145), Three responses
to the public notice have been received. The U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service (USF&WS) noted that its previous
recommendations had been adopted and made the additional
request that the drainage splllway at disposal area No.
117 be relocated and that dredged materials be confined
to emergent land along the southern limits of disposal
areas MNos, 118, 119, 120, and 121, USF&S also requested
notification well in advance of the next scheduled main-
tenance dredging in order to have adequate time for field
examination and the preparation of another report. The
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) noted that its
previous recommendations had been adopted and made
several additional recomnendations., These included the
construction of levees at or above mean high water to
completely confine disposal areas Nos, 118, 119, and 120
prior to the next maintenance dredging of the reach;
relocation of the spillway in disposal area No. 117 to
direct the effluent into the GIWW; maintenance of all
containment levees; investigation of the bay bottom in
and adjacent to the disposal areas within 6 months prior
to dredging; and predesignation of pipeline discharge
points within the disposal areas in such a manner as to
cause the least damage to any significant areas of sub-
merged grasses, oyster beds, and tidal marshes. As
recommended by both agencies, the spillway on disposal
area No., 117 will be relocated, The local sponsor has
been requested to furnish altermate disposal areas for
those which have been recommended for deletion or reduc-
tion to sizes mot feasible for use, Should the local
sponsor be unable to obtain alternate disposal the recom-
mended levees will be constructed., Plans and specifi-
cations will be furnished to the USF&WS, as requested,
prior to the next scheduled maintenance dredging. The
surveys recommended by NMFS will be conducted by Corps

of Engineers' staff biologists to determine the locations
and density of significant areas of submerged grasses,
oyster beds, and tidal marshes, However, the recommenda-
tion to predesignate discharge points in the disposal
areas is not feasible from a contractual standpoint,

This recommendation will be met by adjusting the disposal
plans on a case by case basis to protect the areas,
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A response from the National Audubon Society supported
recommendations made by the NMFS,

7. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTICON AGENCY APPROVAL, = A request
for approval by EPA of dredging and dredged materizl
disposal plans under 33 CFR 209.145 will be made in the
near future,
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
GALVESTON DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P. 0. BOX 1229
GALVESTON, TEXAS 77580

SWGCO-M PUBLIC NOTICE NO., IWW-M-10 29 November 1974

MAINTENANCE DREDGING
GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY (MAIN CHANNEL) - MATAGORDA BAY TO SAN ANTONIO BAY

This public notice is issued in gccordance with provisions of established
Federal regulations, Title 33 CFR 209.145, concerning the policy, practice

and procedures to be followed by the Corps of Engineers in connection with

the disposal of dredged material in navigable waters or the transportation

of dredged material for the purpose of depositing it in ocean waters associate:d
with Federal projeects.

This notice is being distributed to all interested State and Federal agencies
and known interested persons in order to assist in developing facts and
recommendations concerning the proposed continuation of maintenance dredging
activities. Comments must be submitted to the District Engineer at the above
address on or before 30 December 1974,

Laws under which the proposed dredging is to be reviewed:

Federal Water Pollution Controel Act
Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
Figsh and Wildlife Act of 1956

Migratory Marine Game-Fish Act

Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act
Endangered Species Act of 1973

National Historic Preservation Act of 1966

PROJECT: Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (Main Channel) - Matagorda Bay to
San Antonio Bay.

PROJECT LOCATION: From south of Palacios Point in Matagorda Bay to the
vicinity of Live Oak Point in Matagorda and Calhoun Counties, Texas,
respectively,

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Thie portion of the Federally maintained 12-foot deep
by 125-foot wide Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (GIWW) extends from deep water
in Matagorda Bay and south of Palacios Point, southwesterly to the vicinity
of Live Oak Point in San Antonio Bay. The GIWW crosses Matagorda Bay and
exits the bay by way of the Port O'Connor jetties. A barge mooring basin
12 feet deep by 50 feet wide and 5,000 feet long is maintained south of the
main channel near Port O'Connor, Proceeding southwesterly from the basin,
the GIWW follows a land cut along the northeast side of Barroom, Espiritu
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SWGCO-M PUBLIC NOTICE NO. IWW-M-10 29 November 1974

Santo, and Shoalwater Bays through grassed areas, tidal flats, and mud
flats before entering San Antonio Bay., A barge mooring basin 12 feet
deep by 110 feet wide and 2,150 feet long is maintained where the channel
enters San Antonio Bay, The GIWW continues gcross San Antonio Bay to the
vicinity of Live Oak Point. All depths are measured below Mean Low Tide
{Corps of Engineers datum),

DISPOSAL AR¥A: This 40-mile reach of the GIWW from the vicinity of Palacios
Point in Matagorda Bay to the vicinity of Live Oak Point in San Antonio Bay
utilizes eleven (il1) disposal areas for contract pipeline disposal operations,
Disposal areas for the entire Texas section of the GIWW maln channel are
numbered sequentially from Port Arthur to Port Igabel. The disposal areas in
this reach are numbered 116-A through 125 (see attached drawings),

Disposal Areas Nos. 116-A and 116«B are open water areas located south and
nerth of the waterway, respectively, in Matagorda Bay. The areas are also
used during maintenance dredging of the Matagorda Ship Channel, and are
designated as Disposal Areas Nos. 3 and 4 in the public notice of dredging
for the Matagorda Ship Channel (GUAD-M-1), dated 23 September 1974,

Disposal Area No., 117 is a confined disposal area located on the southeastern
bank of the GIWW near Port O'Connor,

Disposal Areas Nos. 118 - 120 are partially leveed mreas located along the
southegstern bank of the GIWW in the vicinity eof Barroom, Espiritu Santo, and
Shoalwater Bays, respectively,

Disgposal Area No, 121 is a partially leveed area located partially along the
southeastern bank of the GIWW in the vicinity of Shealwater Bay, and partizlly
in San Antonic Bay.

Digposal Aress Nos, 122 = 125 are open water areas located northwest of the
GIWW in San Antonio Bay.

Disposal Area No. 117 is presently leveed and areas 118 through 125 will be
completely leveed at some future date when the emergent areas become large
enough to contain dredge materials within a perimeter levee system and the
levees will not erode away.

COMPOSITION AND QUANTITY OF MATERIALS: Materlals dredged from the waterway
consist of sands, silts, and clays. The shoaling in the waterway is a result
-0f deposits occurring from wind-driven waves, bank erosion, and tidal actions
from the Gulf and in the related bays, The shoaling rate of this section of
the waterway is approximately 1.3 million cubic yards annually.

METHOD OF DREDGING: <Contract pipeline dredges are utilized to maintain this
section of the waterway. The frequency of dredging in selected reaches is
about every 24 to 30 months, The excavated material is transported by plpe-
line and placed in the various disposal areas. The average quantity of
materials dredged per contractis about 1.3 million cubic yards, Selected
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sections of this reach of the waterway were last maintained during the period
Rovember 1973 - May 1974, The next maintenance work is scheduled after 30 June
1975. Dredging will be accomplished sooner should inconsistent shoaling rates
occur,

PROPERTIES ADJACENT TO DISPOSAL AREAS: Disposal Areas Nos, 116-A and 116-B
are located adjacent to the waterway in Matagorda Bay, near its junction
with the Matagorda Ship Channel. Waters adjacent to the areas are used

for commercial and sport fishing,

Disposal Area No. 117 is located southeast of the waterway in the vicinity

of Port O'Connor, Texas. The area is bound by the waterway to the northwest,
Matagorda Bay to the northeast, marsh areas to the southeast, and Barroom Bay
Cut to the southwest,

Disposal Area No, 118 is located southeast of the waterway between Barroom
Bay Cut and the Air Force Ferry Channel. The area is bound by the waterway
on the northwest, Barroom Bay Cut on the northeast, Barroom and Espiritu
Santo Bays on the southeast, and the Air Force Ferry Channel on the southwest,

Disposal Area No. 119 is located southeast of the waterway between the Air

Force Ferry Channel and the Alcoa Mining Company Channel. The area 1is bound
on the northwest by the waterway, the Air Force Ferry Channel on the northeast,
Shoalwater Bay on the southeast, and the Alcoa Mining Company Channel on the
southwest.

Disposal Area No, 120 1g located southeast of the waterway between the Alcoa
Mining Company Channel and an unnamed private channel, The area is bound by
the waterway on the northwest, the Alcoa Mining Company Channel on the northeszst,
Shoalwater Bay on the southeast, and an unnamed private channel on the southwest.

Disposal Area No, 121 is located southeast of the waterway, in the vicinity of

the Channel to Victoria. The area is bound by the waterway on the northwest,
and unnamed private channel on the northeast, Shealwater and San Antonio Bays
on the southeast, and San Antonio Bay on the southwest,

Disposal Areas Nos., 122 - 125 are located northwest of the waterway in San
Antonio Bay. The areas end points are located at Stations 732+00, 741+4200;
7434200, 749+500; 751+500, 758+500; and 760+500, 766-+000, respectively. The
disposal areas and adjacent waters are used for commercial and sport fishing.

DREDGING BY OTHERS: There is a small amount of non-Federal dredging in the

vicinity of the waterway, with the majority of this being for waintenance of
private boat slips. The estimated quantity of material removed annually is
about 20,000 cubic yards. Non-Federal dredging activities are regulated by
the Department of the Army Permit program.

DESIGNATION OF DISPOSAL AREAS: The proposed disposal sites have not been
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previously designated by the Administrator, Envirommental Protection Agency.
However, the use of these sites has been previously coordinated with EPA,
with the exception of areas 116-A and 116-B. These areas were coordinated
under the Matagorda Ship Channel project.

COORDINATION: The following is a list of Federal, State and local agencies
with whom these activities are being coordinated.

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

Region VI Environmental Protection Agency

U. 8. Department of Commerce

U. S, Department of the Interior

Eighth Coast Guard District

Division of Planning Coordination, State of Texas
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department

Texas Historical Commission

Commissioners' Court of Matagorda County
Commissioners' Court of Calhoun County

ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT: Continued maintenance dredging of Gulf Intracoastal
Waterway will significantly benefit the economic and socilal well-being of the
public. The adverse and beneficial effects of dredging and disposal of dredged
material on navigation, fish and wildlife, water quality, aesthetics, ecclogy,
land use, etc., will be evaluated in accordance with the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 (P.L. 91-190). A separate Environmental Statement will not

be prepared for this recach of the GIWW. An Environmental Statement for the
entire main channel and tributaries of the GIWW (Texas section)is being

prepared and is scheduled to be placed on file with Council on Environmental
Quality about mid-1975, having been coordinated with the above mentioned agencies,

Inthe event an emergency situation occurs, the shealing in the Gulf Intracoastal
Waterway proiect will not permit postponement of maintenance of the channel until
after an environmental statementis filed with Council on Environmental Quality
without serious impairment to the navigabillity of this project,

Any personm who has an interest which may be affected by the disposal of this

dredged material may request a public hearing. The request must be submitted
in writing to the District Engineer within 30 days of the date of this notice
and must clearly set forth the interest which may be affected and the manner

in which the interest may be affected by this activity.

Designation of the proposed dispesal plan for dredged material associated

with this Federal project shall be made through the application of guldelines
promulgated by the Administrator, EPA, in conjunction with the Secretary of
the Army. If these guidelines alone prohibit the designation of this proposed
disposal plan, any potential impairment to the maintenance of navigation, in-
cluding any econcmic impact on navigation and enchorage which would result fro~
the failure to use this disposal plan, will also be considered,
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COMMENTS: Persons degiring to express their views or provide information
to be considered in evaluation of the impact of continued malntenance
dredging are requested to mail their comments to:

District Engineer

Galveston District, Corps of Engineers
ATTN: SWGLO-H

P. 0, Box 1229

Galveston, Texas 77550

with specific reference to Public Noticeﬁziéséi?-M-lﬂ dzzed 27 November 1974,

1 Incl MARTIN W. TEAGUE
Drawing, Nov 1974 Lieutenant Colonel, CE
Deputy District Engineer
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U.S. DERARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmespheric Administration
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE

Duval Building

9450 Gandy Boulevard

St. Petersburg, Florida 33702

January 6, 1975 ) FSE2] /DM

Colonel bon S. McCoy

District Engineer, Galveston District
Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 1229

Galveston, TX 77550

Dear Colonel McCoy:

The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) has reviewed
Public Notice No. IWW-M-10 dated November 29, 1974, wherein
the Corps of Engineers requested comments on proposed plans
for spoil disposal associated with maintenance dredging of
the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (Main Channel) - Matagorda
Bay to San Antonio Bay.

On July 29, 1970, the U.S. Fish and wildlife Service (FWS)
issued a report on the subject referenced above. The Bureau
of Commercial Fisheries (now NMFS) concurred in that report.
Examination of your present plans for maintenance dredging
of the GIWW - Matagorda Bay to San Antonio Bay reveals that,
in general, the recommendations suggested in the report were
incorporated.

Representatives of the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department,

FWS, and NMFS conducted an aerial inspection of the project

site on December 12, 1974, and noted that many of the uncon-

fined spoil disposal areas are emergent and generally wider

than they were more than four years age. Also, numerous

breaks were observed in the levees of previously confined

disposal areas. At several of the levee breaks, large amounts

of sediment had escaped and become deposited in the shallows

outside the disposal area. This can adversely affect fishery
resources in the area because, as noted in the FWS report of

July 29, 1970, "Barroom, Espirito Santo, and Shoalwater Bays

are shallow in depth, varying from a few inches to about 4

feet in the project area. 8Shoalwater Bay is especially suited

as a nursery habitat for fishes and crustaceans. Dense

growths of submerged and emergent vegetation occupy much of

these shallow areas. Oyster reefs occur in the western parts _
of Barroom and Shoalwater Bays." !
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Likewise, vegetation and oyster beds around the unconfined
disposal areas in Matagorda and San Antonio Bays are subject
to frequent change as the banks emerge and subsequently erode
into the open bays that are subject to considerable wave
action.

In view of the above, we offer the following recommendations
in addition to those contained in the FWS report:

1. Disposal Areas No. 118, 119, and 120 should be com-
pletely confined prior to the next maintenance of this reach.
Levees should be constructed along the backsides of the
energent spoil banks at or above the mean high water shoreline.

2. Effluent from these confined disposal areas should be
directed into the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway through appro-
priately placed weirs, sluice gates, or other water drainage
structures. Also, the structures in Disposal Area No. 117
that presently direct effluent into the channel between
Matagorda and Barroom Bays should be relocated, or restmctured,
to allow effluent to drain directly into the GIWW.

3. All backside and end levees should be sufficiently
and frequently maintained to preclude the flow or erosion of
dredged materials into Barroom, Espiritu Santo, and Shoalwater
Bays and their tributary channels.

4. Within six months prior to commencement of mainten-
ance dredging, the Corps of Engineers should have an investi-
gation conducted to determine the locations and density of sub~
mexrged grasses, tidal marsh, and oyster beds that may have
developed in and adjacent to unconfined disposal areas. From
these investigations, the Corps, in consultation with the
Federal and State fish and wildlife agencies, should designate
locations for pipeline discharge peints within the disposal
areas that would cause the least damage to the submerged
grasses, oyster beds, and tidal marsh.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Federal project.
Please send detailed plans for each maintenance dredging opera-
tion to the Area Supervisor, NMFS, 4700 Avenue U, Galveston,
Texas 77550.

Sincerely,

P '
;e g
P / f / /o e (7

PR

William H. Stevenson
Regional Director



BWCCO-M 30 April 1975

Mr, William B, 8tevenson
Regional Director

National Marine Ficheries Ssrvice
$450 Gandy Boulevard

St. Peterasburg, Florids 33702

-

Dear Mr. Stevensoni

Reference is made to your letter datad 6 Jamiary 1975 concerning Public
Notice Ho. IWW-M-10 on maintenance dredging of the Gulf Intracoastal
Waterway from Matagorda Bay to San Antonio Eay, Taxas,

Ye have reviewsd your recomsendsticns and feel we can comply as follows:

Recommendation o, 1 - Porticns of Disposal Arsas Nos, 118, 119, and
120 are preszatly leveed. Drodee matorial vill be deposited over the
existing crest within the dieposal areas. Toa levess will be conatructed
along the specified back limits end ends as the areas become emergeant. abova
Mean High Water snd are large enough tocomtain the dredged materisl within
) perimter leves systexm. .

Recommendstion Wo. 2 ~ Vhan Disposal Areas HNos. 118, 119, and 120 are

. .totally coniined, we will place spillwaya {n such a locstlon that discharge will
be directed into the GIbW. We will relocate the spilluay om Disposal Areg Fo.
117 a» you have rscoumendasd. -

Recommendation Mo. 3 ~ All existing lesveea will be repairad, =3 nacessary,
prior to esch muinteqance dredging job,

Recommendstion No, & - He have initiated plans to maks a survey of the
unconfinad disposal areas for the presence of submerged grasees, tidal marah,
aund oyster beds. Based on the findinga of our staff biologists, we will make
adjustments to ocur disposal plans as determiued nacessary and feasibla.
Bowevar, wes cannot eoncur iu your suggestion that discharge points be

401



" SWGCo -M 30 April 1975
Mr. William H._ltevenson

predezignated for each contract. Whils an effort will be made to avoid
envirommentally sensitive areae, predesignation of discharge points is

- not feasible from a& coantractual standpoint.

Thank you for your review and comments.

Sincerely yours,

E. D. McGEHEX
Chief, Construction=-
Operaticns Division

Copy furnished:

Area Bupervisor
MNMFS, Galveston, Texas 77550
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IN REPLY REFER TO:

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR RB
FISH AND WiLDLIF’E SERV]CE

. POST OFHCE BOX 1306
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEX]ICO 87103

December 27, 1974

AIRMAIL

District Engineer

Attn: SWGCO-M

Corps of Engineers, U. S. Arnmy
Post Office Box 1229
Galveston, Texas 77550

Dear Sir:

Reference is made to your Public Notice No. IWW-M-10, dated Novem-
ber 29, 1974, pertaining to the maintenance dredging of the Guif
Intracoastal Waterway (Main Channel) from Matagorda Bay to San
Antonio Bay, Texas. '

The U. 5. Fish and Wildlife Service transmitted a letter report on
this maintenance dredging project to the Corps of Engineers on

July 29, 1970. [t is noted that the recommendations offered in
that July 1970 report have been incorporated into the project plans
as reflected in the public notice.

A recent (December 12, 1974) aerial reconnaissance of the general
project area was conducted by representatives of the Texas Parks
and Wildlife Department, the National Marine Fisheries Service, and
the U. 5. Fish and Wildlife Service. Extensive beds of submerged
vegetation were found to lie adjacent to or, in some instances,
just within the aquatic limits of all of the disposal areas in Bar-
room, Espiritu Santo, and Shoalwater Bays. Submerged vegetation

is extremely valuable as fish and wildlife habitat and greatly
enhances the total productivity of an entire estuarine ecosystem.
tn addition, it was observed that the small channel which provides
an important connection between Barroom sxd Matagorda Bays is pro-
gressively being filled in. The fiow of previous spoil effluent
into the channel from the water release structure of Disposal Area
No. 117, located on the northern edge of the channel, appears to

be the cause. Further blockage of the channel would cut off a
natural circulation pattern between the two bays. Additionally,
shoals would be created that would impinge upon the submerged vege-
tation and, hence, would significantly reduce the productivity of
the eastern part of Barroom Bay.

CONSERVE
AMERICA'S
%Y ENERGY 403

Save Energy and You Serve Americal



As a result of the observations made during the aerial survey it

is evident that additional modifications are needed at certain
spoil sites to provide better protection to the prime areas of
aquatic habitat. Our cbservations have ‘indicated that the drainage
-spillway at Disposal Area No. 117 should be relocated to eliminate
the flow of spoil effluent into Barroom Bay. Furthermore, we noted
a need to confine dredged materials to emergent iand along the
southern 1imits of Disposal Areas Nos. 118, 119, 120, and 121. We
propose to recommend these modifications in a future report on this
project segment. Therefore, we request notification well in ad-
vance of the next scheduled maintenance dredging so that we may
have adequate time for field examinations and the preparation of
another report.

Appreciation is extended for the opportunity to comment on this
public notice. _

K Sincerely yours,

Regicnal Director /ffzﬁff

cc:
Executive Director, Texas Parks and Wild. Dept., Austin, Tex,
Regional Director, Nat'l Mar. Fish. Serv., St. Petersburg, Fla.
Area Suprv., NMFS, Envr. Assmt. Div., Galveston, Tex.

Regional Administrator, EPA, Reg. VI, Dallas, Tex.

Field Suprv., FWS, Div. of River Basin Studies, Galveston, Tex.
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8WGCO-M 30 April 1975

Mr. W. 0. Relson, Jr.

Regional -Pirsctor

U. 8. Fish and Wiidlife Service
P. 0. Box 1306

Albuquerque, New Mexico 87103

.Dear Mr. Kelson:

Reference s made to your letter dated 27 December 1974 concerning Public
Notice No. IWW-M~-1C on maintenance dredging of the Culf Intracoastal
Waterway from Matagorda Bay to 5an Antonio Bay, Texas.

Concerning Disposal Area Mo. 117, we will relocate the spillway as you

have recommended. Portions of Disposal Area Ros. 118, 119, and 120 and

121 are presently levesd. Dredge material will be deposited over exist~

ing crest within thesa disposal areas., Toe levaes will be consrructed

slong the specified back limits and ends as the arsss become emergent

above Mean High Water and are large encugh to obtain the dredged material
within a perimeter levee system. As requested, we will continue to furnish
your local office plans and spacifications for raview during the advertising
period for ssch contract.

Thank you for your review and comments.

Sincerely yours;

E. D, MeGRHEE
Chief, Construction-
Operations Division

~ Copy furnished:

Pield Supervisor :
USTWS, Corpus Christi, Texas 78411
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SOUTHWESTERN REGIONAL OFFICE . v
John L. Franson, Representative , -
Louisiana ;L
New Merico - .
Tewas e

{Mexico) ST o \
) o o
\ s \i‘

NATIONAL AUDUBON SOCIETY

- 2507 ROGGE LANE, AUSTIN, TEXAS 78723 — PHONE (512) 928-2047

June 30, 1975

Colonel Don S, McCoy
District Engineer
Corps of Engineers
P.0. Box 1229
Galveston, Texas 77550

N RE: PUBLIC NOTICE NO. IWW-#-10 - MAINTENANCE DREDGING OF GULF
INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY (MAIN CHANNEL) - MATAGORDA BAY
TO SAN ANTONIO BAY

Dear Colonel Mc Coy:

In regard to the proposed plans for spoil disposal
associated with maintenance dredging of the above mentioned area,
we have reviewed correspondence from your office and that of the
National Marine Fisheries Service and we have inquired from various
members familiar with the area.

Qur reservations in regard to the project are adequately
expressed in the correspondence that your office has received from
the National Marine Fisheries Service, dated January 6, 1975,

Please register our support of this letter which reflects
our reservations in any future documentations,

Sincerely,

Franson

outhwest Regional Representative

cc: Council on Environmental Quality
Environmental Protection Agency, Regional Office
U.S. Department of the Interior
National Marine Fisheries Service, NOAA
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Albuquerque
Texas Parks and Wiidlife Department
Texas General Land Office
Naticnal Audubon Society - Messrs, Callison, Biankinship, Paul
Houston Audubon Society 406
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SWGCO-M 18 August 1575

Mr., Joim .. Franson

Southwast Regional Reprasentative
Kational Auvdubon Society

2507 Rogge lLsne

Austin, Texas 78723

Dear Mr, Fransont

This is in reply to your letter dated 30 June 1975 concerning Public

‘Botice Mo, IWW-M~10 on maintonance dredging of the Culf Intracoastal

Waterwey from Matagorda Bay to Bin Autonio By, Texas.

We have completed our review of tha 6 January 1975 Mational Marios
Yigheries Service letter refarenced in your letter. On 38 April 1975,

the Corps issued ite response tbo the Mationzl linTrine Figheries Service,
statinz our intentiong to cozply with thelr recomnendatiosns where possible,
bagzed on vhat is considered in the best ovarall public {nterest.

Your lotter h§| boan placed in our permanent records file for tha CIWN-
Matagorda Bay to Sen Antonio Bay public notice, and it will be given full
eonsideration in goy future documentations,

Thank you for your raview and couments.

Sincersly yours,

E. D. MeCIHEE
Chief, Construction-
Operations Division
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SUPPLEMENT NO, 13
SAN ANTONIO BAY TO CORPUS CHRISTI BAY

1, PROPOSED ACTION, The proposed Federal action is
continued periodic maintenance dredging of the Gulf
Intracoastal Waterway (GIWW) main channel section between
San Antonio Bayand Corpus Christi Bay. This portion of
the federally maintained 12-foot deep by 125-foot wide
Gulf Intracoastal Waterway extends from San Antonic

Bay, in the vicinity of Live Oak Point, southwesterly
through Aransas Bay to Corpus Christi Bay, Exiting San
Antonio Bay, the channel passes through Bludworth Island
on the north shore of Mesquite Bay and enters Aransas
Bay., It then crosses Aransas Bay and turns toward the
mainland, passing near the Channel to Rockport and
branches to the modified GIWW route and the Lydia Ann
Channel. The modified route follows a land cut along the
northwest shore of Redfish Bay to near the City of Aransas
Pass, Texas, intersecting the Channel to Aransas Pass,
Leaving the Channel to Aransas Pass, the GIWW continues
to follow the northwest shore of Redfish Bay passing the
Ransom Island Channel and intersecting the deep water
Corpus Christi Ship Channel at Port Ingleside. The GIWW
follows the Corpus Christi Ship Channel inland and turns
into Corpus Christi Bay following the Channel to Encinal
Peninsula, It then heads southwestward, crossing Corpus
Christi Bay which has natural depths of 12 ‘to 13 feet

and 1is, therefore,not normally maintained., The channel
exits the bay between Mustang Island and the mainland at
Encinal Peninsula,

1.01 The Lydia Ann Channel 1s also maintained along
this reach of the GIWW. This original route of the GIWW
branches with the modified route near the Channel to
Rockport and extends across Aransas Bay to Harbor Island
and a junction with the Corpus Christi Ship Chamnel near
Port Aransas, Texas. Additionally, there is a barge
mooring basin 100 feet wide and 2,500 feet long which is
maintained on the south side of the Corpus Christi Ship
Channel across from Port Ingleside, All depths are
measured below Mean Low Tide (Corps of Engineers datum),
Contract pipeline dredges are used to maintain the channel,
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The dredging frequency for selected reaches of this channel
varies from 24 ~ 60 months. The quantity of material
removed per contract is about 1.6 million cubic yards.
Portions of the project were last maintained during the
period of May-August 1974, The portion of the GIWW

from San Antonio Bay to Corpus Christi Bay utilizes 37
disposal areas for contract pipeline disposal operations.
Disposal areas for the entire Texas section of the GIWW
main channel are numbered sequentially from Port Arthur
to Port Isabel. The disposal areas in this reach are
numbered 126 through 163 on Figures 2 through 14 in the
attached public notice,

2. NEED FOR ACTICN, Periodic malntenance is required
to prevent shocaling from halting or restricting naviga-
tion on the channel. Benefits of continued maintenance
dredging of the channel are derived almost entirely from
commercial navigation, including inland waterway barge
tows and service vessels, The recorded tonnage handled
by ports and moved on the GIWW between Galveston Bay

and Corpus Christi Bay in 1974 was 20,7 million tons

and included such commodities as crude petroleum, gaso-
line, other patroleum products, chemicals, marine shells,
minerals, and iron and steel products, The GIWW has
grown consistently and has contributed substantially to
the regional and national economy. A recent study by
Texas A& University has placed the value of the channel
to the State of Texas at a total of more than $19 billion
per year,

3. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING,

3.01 Fish and wildlife habitat which would be affected
by the project includes portions of San Antonioc Bay,
Ayres Bay, Mesquite Bay, Carlos Bay, Aransas Bay, Redfish
Bay, and Corpus Christi Bay, as well as the tidal flats,
disposal islands, and tidal marshes which border or
subdivide these bays.

3.02 The bay waters are relatively clear and support
large beds of shoalgrass, turtlegrass, and assoclated
flora. They provide brackish-water habitat for spotted
seatrout, red drum, black drum, sheepshead, flounder,
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croaker, bay anchovy, menhaden, shrimp, and blue crab,.
Numerous oyster reefs occur adjacent to the main channel
of the waterway, primarily iIn Aransas Bay, Most of these
reefs are productive in years of abundant rainfall.

Sport and commercial fishing is intensive in the project
area.

3.03 The tidal flats are sparsely vegetated with patches
of glasswort, saltgrass, and saltflat grass. Disposal
islands also may be vegetated, but many have a barren
surface of sand and shell, There are a few tidal marshes
fringing the barrier islands and the shores of the bays,
Needlerush and cordgrass are common here. The flats and
marshes and the shallower portions of the bays are
important as breeding and nursery habitat for fishes and
crustaceans,

3.04 Many species of shore and wading birds inhabit

the project area, Heroms, egrets, pelicans, ibises,
cranes, and the roseate spoonbill use the area for rest-
ing, feeding, and nesting. Endangered species known to
range In the project area include Florida manatee, right
whale, sperm whale, blue whale, finback whale, Attwater's
prairie chicken, southern bald eagle, brown pelican,
Eskimo curlew, Arctic peregrine falcon, American pere-
grine falcon, whooping crane, American alligator, Atlantic
ridley, hawksbill turtle, and leatherback turtle. The
world's only population of wild whooping cranes winter on
the Aransas National Wildlife Refuge and adjacent islands.

3.05 Waterfowl are seasonally abundant., Important
species Include the redhead, pintail, widgeon, scaup,
teals, shoveler, baldpate, canvasback, and Canada, snow,
and blue geese, Large numbers of redheads and pintails
feed on the submerged grass beds, The mottled duck, a
resident species, is known to nest on densely vegetated
islands in the bays adjoining and south of the Aransas
National Wildlife Refuge. The numerous duck blinds which
dot the bays and flats are evidence of the intensive
hunting which the area receives,

3.06 A section of the main channel between Stations
7724000 and 830+000 cuts through the southern margin

410



of the Aransas National Wildlife Refuge creating several
narrow islands south of the channel, The world's only
population of wild whooping cranes winters on the refuge
and on the islands. These birds are of great economic
importance to this coastal area by virtue of the tourism
vhich they engender. Their aesthetic value is considered
priceless by many people.

3.07 Dredging operations will be carried out near two

bird sanctuaries administered by the National Audubon -
Society. One is located on the Second Chain of Islands

in Ayres Bay below Station 7914000 of the main channel;

the other is located on Harbor Island southwest of the

Lydia Ann Channel at about Station 937+000.

4, ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS.

4.01 Maintenance dredging of this reach of the GIWW will
have an adverse effect on the natural environment. The
significance of these effects will vary according to
location of disposal areas, disposal practices, type of
bottom material being dredged, and quantity of similar
surrounding habitat.

4.02 Dredging, The removal of shoal materials accumu-
lated in the channel and basin will disturb or remove
swimming and benthic organisms. However, because of
pollutants that may be found in some sediments, instability
of the sediments, and frequency of maintenance dredging,

it is expected that populations of bottom dwelling organ=-
isms are low in the channel bottoms., Other detrimental
effects of dredging include turbidity caused by the action
of the cutterhead assembly, resuspension of pollutants

in that turbid area, and destruction of any fish or '
crustaceans caught by the cutter or pulled into the pipe-
line by the pump. These effects are limited to an area
immediately surrounding the dredge cutterhead.

4,03 Normally, maintenance dredging does not destroy
any submerged vegetation or oysters, as channel depths
preclude development of vegetation because of reduced
sunlight penetration, and the soft materials constantly
accumulating on the channel bottom prevent oysters from
developing. Dredging usually has little effect on motile
marine species as they are able to avoid the dredge.
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4,04 Disposal. The most significant adverse environ-
mental effects are associated with disposal methods
rather than dredging. Disposal practices along this
reach include both open water and land disposal,

4,05 Open Water Disposal. Open water disposal of dredged
materials is often considered to be more environmentally
detrimental than land disposal because of the effects

of highly visible localized turbidity, burial of bottom
dwelling organisms, compartmentalization of bay areas,
resuspension of pollutants, and burial of submerged
aquatic vegetation. Open water disposal is not entirely
detrimental, A number of beneficilal aspects are known,
including formation of bird nesting areas where islands
develop, creation of suitable substrate for oysters,
resuspension of nutrients, and provision of public
recreational areas.

4,06 Turbidities, Turbidities associlated with open
water disposal have some damaging effects on productivity
of the bay ecosystem, High turbidities reduce photo-
synthetic activity and could cause suffocation of small
fish and other marine animals by coating gill tissues
with sediment particles. Reduction of photosynthetic
activity results in a corresponding reduction at the
base of the aquatic food chain. This loss will be pro-
jected up the food chain, resulting in fewer organisms
available for man's use. That loss which does occur
may be in part compensated for by increases in produc-
tivity following resuspension of nutrients and aeration
of sediments and organic matter,

4,07 Bottom animal populations are reduced when their
habitats are covered with a heavy silt layer. Some of
the more mobile organisms are able to work upward through
the silt while the sessile organisms perish.

4,08 Oyster reefs can be severely affected by siltation,
depending on their height above the surrounding level
bottom. Low profile reefs in the path of a silt flow can
be covered, resulting in loss of any existing oysters,.

In some cases, the silt is not removed by wave action and
the reef becomes permanently buried, Higher reefs gener-
ally will not be covered by silt,
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4,09 Swimming animals are the least severely affected
by siltation from dredging. Because of their motility,
they are able to leave an affected area. o

4,10 Disposal of dredged materials in open water will
cover any submerged aquatic vegetation that exists in the
disposal area. In nearly all cases, areas that will be
used for deposition of sediments have previously been

used for this purpose. Therefore, that vegetation which
will be covered has developed on sediments deposited
during previous dredging. It can be assumed that past
development will be repeated and that the areas of freshly
deposited sediment will be covered with new growth of
vegetation.

4.11 Another important possibility for dredging related
adverse environmental effects is that of compartmentaliza-
tion of bay areas. This can result from long continuous
disposal areas blocking or changing the normal current
patterns in bay areas. Past dredgirtg in this reach is
not known to have caused any significant adverse effects
of this type,

4,12 Open water disposal of polluted sediments is of
much greater ccacern and presents more problems than land
disposal, The main concern results from the possibility
that pollutants resuspended by dredging may enter the
marine food chain, causing high concentrations of toxic
materials in sport and cocmmercial species, Other possible
effects include fish kills, lowered phytoplankton pro-
ductivity, and exclusion of desirable species of benthic
organisms from the disposal areas., There is also the
possibility of adverse effects on marine life such as
impairment of reproductive capacity and increased
susceptibility to disease, parasites, and predation.

4.13 Fish kills along this reach as a result of resus-
pended pollutants are considered possible but unlikely.

Past dredging is not known to have caused any fish kills;

and since sediments dredged in the past were in all probabil-
ity at least as polluted as those that wlll be dredged

in the future, fish kills are not anticipated.
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4.14 Land Disposal, Adverse environmental effects of
disposal of dredged material on land include destruction
of vegetation, loss of foraging, feeding, nesting, and
resting areas for birds, mammals, and reptiles; temporary
reduction of air quality in the immediate vicinity; and
long-term partial suppression of the productivity of the
disposal area,.

4,15 When a land area is used for disposal of dredged
materials, most of the vegetation is covered or destroyed,
particularly where containment levees are used, This

loss of vegetation forces birds, mammals, and reptiles

to leave the area until the vegetation reccvers. Recovery
of the vegetation usually begins within 6 months to a
year, Considering the very small relative size of the

total area used for disposal when compared to the thousands

of square miles of similar habitat in the surrounding
coastal area, it is doubted that such effects are signi-
ficant.

4,16 TIn some instances, the disposal of dredged materials
on land results in the degradation of air quality as a
result of the release of odors, These odors are caused
by the decay of organic materials that had collected on
the channel bottom and decay of vegetation in the dis-
posal area. If necessary, these odors can be controlled
by chemically treating with a proprietary product contain-
ing essential oils and deodorized kerosene.

4,17 The primary significant long-term adverse environ-
mental effect that results from land disposal of mainte-
nance dredged materials is the suppression of productivity
in the disposal areas, Because of repeated disposal

of materials, the vegetation is not in a constant state

of maximum productivity. Maximum productivity occurs

only between the time of full recovery and the next
deposition of sediments., This time period is highly
variable, running from two to ten years for most areas,
Where a disposal area 1s used for the first time, the
vegetation will normally change to a lower quality type.
This may permanently lower the productivity of an area.
Changes in vegetation type will be minimal, as most areas
to be used for disposal have been used previously, and the
changes have already occurred,
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4,18 Disposal of dredged materials in marshes is signi-
ficantly detrimental to the ecology of the surrounding
bay systems, Such disposal has the effect of converting
the highly productive marsh area to a high ground area
with a corresponding change In types of vegetation.
Marshes are highly productive, often contributing as much
as ten tons of organic matter per acre to the bay systems
every year, Because of the high value placed on marsh
lands as primary food source areas, dredging practices
have been changed to avoid disposal in marsh areas wherever
practicable,

4,19 Qut of 51,700 acres of marsh adjacent to this reach
of the GIWW,approximately 375 acres or 0,7 percent may

be affected by futvre dispesal operations. The 51,700
acres of marsh adjacent to the GILii! do not include

marsh areas surrounding the major bays and river inlets,
‘The estimate was prepared by Corps of Engineers perscnnel
from the most recent ccact charts availeble., It has not
been practicable to make surveys of each area to deter-
mine the exact extent of marsh land within the disposal
arca limits, The estimates are, therefore, based primarily
on vogetation cover shown on the coast charts., It is
considered that much of the acreage included as marsh

to be covered has been covered by past dredging and is

no longer marsh. It is belleved that reduction of marsh
areas caused by dredging of this reach will be minimal,

5. ALTERNATIVES. All apparent alternative methods have
been investigated in sufficient detail to determine their
viability, Consideration of alternatives includes effects
on the economic and social well-~being of the area, state,
and nation, as well as the effects on the natural environ-
ment of the project area. The "no action' alternative

has been considered, as well as alternate methods of dis-
posal. Investigation has indicated that, of the alter-
natives examined, the only environmentally and economically
feasible plan at this time is continued maintenance dredg-
ing and disposal in the manner and locations as described -
in the public notice with the recommended changes described
in Section 6 of this summary,

6. RESPONSES TO THE PUBLIC NOTICE. A public notice
describing the proposed action and soliciting comments
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was issued 21 January 1975 as required by Federal dredging
regulations (33 CFR 209,145)., 8ix responses to public
notice No, IWW-M-13 for this reach of the channel have
been received, One favorable response was received from
the city of Corpus Christi, Texas; and Mr, Raulie L.
Irwin, Jr. offered dry land-disposal areas to replace

open water disposal areas No, 147, 148, 149, and 150,
Further investigation of these alternate disposal sites

is being made,and,if found to be acceptable, they will be
used. The Rockport Conservation Association, Inc, strongly
opposed the project and requested that all dredged mater-
ial be deposited in a manner that will not jeopardize

the nursery, rearing grounds, and harvest areas essential
to sport and commercial fisheries of the area. The
association also urged full ccoperation with State and
Federal fish and wildlife agencies. A copy of the draft
Environmental Statement was sent to the Rockport Conserva-
tion Association in an effort to show the coordination
efforts underway with the various conservation agencies
and the measures being taken to reduce adverse environ-
mental effects that could result from the project,.

J. Rochelle, Student, SMU Environmental Law Clinic,re-
quested that specific evaluations of the adverse effects
of the project on the environment be made and suggested
that a public notice concerning the relative environmental
effects of this project be issued. J. Rochelle was
advlsed to refer to 33 CFR 209,145 for the policies,
practices, and procedures followed by the Corps of
Engineers In Federal projects which involve the disposal
of dredged material and to refer to the Environmental
Statement for information on environmental effects of this
project. The USF&NS and NMFS reiterated the comments made
in a final coordination report dated 11 QOctober 1974,
Additionally, the NMFS requested field investigation to
determine the existence of submerged and intertidal
vegetation and oysters in unconfined disposal areas and
that necessary adjustments in disposal plans be made to
protect these areas, The USFE&WS also suggested the dis-
continuation of the Redfish Bay cutoff and use of the
Lydia Ann Channel to Port Aransas as an alternate route

to prevent the "potentiallv severe ecological damage to
Redfish Bay' that could result from continued disposal
operations as proposed. The Corps of Engineers is
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directed to maintain the authorized channel. However,
since the State of Texas has assumed local sponsor
responsibilicies for the CIWw, it is now possible to
obtain new disposal areas on environmentally acceptable
high ground sreas. The final coordination report also
recommended that certain disposal areas be deleted or
reduced to sizes not feasible for use. The arcas recom-
mended for deletion irnclude disposal areas Nos., 128, 147
152, 156, 158-159, and 162, and those recommended for
reduction to sizes not feasible for use include disposal
areas 129, 133, 154, and 157, The local sponsor will

be requested to furnish new areas to replace these areas,.
As requested, survevs to detevmine the existance of sub-
merged and intertidal vegetalion and ovsters in unconfined
disposal areas will be made. Adjustmznts in disposal
plans, as determined by these survevs will be made,
Ad?itionally, seveval of the dispesal areas in this reach
are located within the Aransase Lational wildlife Refuge
The disposal sitcs in this refuze are coordinated each
time diedging is required in ovder to prevent damnges

to or enhance the environment for the rare and endangered
whooping cranes. Disnosal sites are subject to change

on shert rotice ir order to protect the crane's habitat,
Such changes are made to protect the natural environment
to the maximen practicnbhle extent and are fully coordinated
with the U.S, Fish and Wildlife Service,

7. ERVIRONMENTAL TROTECTION AGENCY APPROVAL. A request
for approval, by EP4, of dredging and dredged material
disposal plans under 33 CfR 209.145 will be made in the
near future.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
GALVESTON DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
r. O, AOX 1229
GALYESTON, TEXAS 77580

PUBLIC NOTICE NO. IWW-M-13 21 January 1975

MAINTENANCE DREDGING
GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY (¥MAlIN CHANNEL) - SAN ANTONIO BAY
‘ TO CORPUS CHRISTI BAY

+is public motice {s issued in accordance with provisions of established

2eral regulations, Title 33 CFR 209.145, concerning the policy, practice
4 procedures to be followed by the Corps of Engineers In connection with
he disporal of dredged material iIn navigable waters or the transportation
I dredged material for the purpose of depositing it in ocean waters asso-
iated with Federal projects,

Jom

v () tt [ M1l

Tois notice 1s beilng distributed to all interested State and Federal agencies
2nd known Interested persons in order to assist in developing facts and

" recormendations concerning the proposed continuation of maintenance dredging
zztivities., Comments rmust be submitted to the District Engineer at the above
aidress oo or before 21 February 1§75,

Laws under which the proposed dredging is to be reviewed:

Feder:zl Water Pollution Control Act
Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972
Naticonal Environmental Policy Act of 1969
Fish und Wildlife Act of 1936

Migratory Marine Game-Fish Act

Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act
Endangered Species Act of 1973

National Historic Preservation Act of 1966

PROJECT: <ulf Intracoastal Waterway (Main Channel) - San Antonio Bay to
Corpus Chr.sti Bay.

‘PROJECT LUCATION: Near the Aransas National Wildlife Refuge, and the
Cities of ‘ockport, Aransas Pass, end Corpus Christi, in Calhoun, Aransas,
and Nueces Counties, Texas, respectively,

PROJECT DEICRIPTION: This portion of the Federally maintained 12-foot deep
v 125-fort wide Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (GIWW) extends from San Antonio
Bav, in the wvielnity of Live Oak Point, southwesterly through Aransas Bav to
Gorpus Christi Bay. Exiting 5an Antonio Bay the channel passes through
Bludworth Island on the north shore of Mesquite Bay and enters Aransas Bay.
It then c¢rosses Aransas Bay and turns toward the mainland, passing near
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SWGCO-M PUBLIC HOTICE RO, IWW-M-13 21 Januaery 1975

the Channel to Rockport and branches to the modified GIWW route and the
Lydia Ann Channel. The modified route follows a& land cut along the north-
west shore of Redfish Bay to near the city of Aranses Pass, Texas, inter-
gecting the Channel to Arensas Pass. Leaving the Channel to Aranses Pass,
the GIWW continucs to follow the northwest shore of Redfish Bay passing

the Ransom Island Channel and intersecting the deep water Corpus Christi
Ship Channel at Port Ingleside. The GIWW follows the Corpus Christi Ship
Channel inland and turns into Corpus Christi Bay following the Encinail
Channel. It thew heads socuthwestward, crossing Corpus Christi Bay which
hes natural depths of 12 to 13 feet and is therefore not normally maintained.
The channel exits the bay between Mustang Island and the mainland at Encinal
Peninsula.

The Lydia Ann Channel i{s also maintained along this reach of the GIWW. This
original route of the GIWW branches with the modified route near the Channel to
Rockport and extends across Aransas Bay to Harbor Island and a junction with
the Corpus Christi Ship Channel near Port Aransas, Texas. Additionally, there
is a barge mooring basin 100 feet wide and 2,500 foet long which is maintained
on the south side of the Corpus Christi Ship Channel across from Port Irglesice,
All depths are measured below Mean Low Tide {Corps of Engineers datum),

DISPOSAT, AREAS: The portion of rthe GIWY from San Antonio Bay to Corpus Christi
Bay utilizes 37 disposal areas for contract pipeline disposal operations.
Disposal areas for the entire Texas section of the GIWW main channel are
nurbered sequentially from Pert Arthur to Port lsabel. The disposel areas

in this reach are numbered 126 through 163 (see attached drawings).

Pisposal Area No. 126 is an unleveed area located north of the channel and
east of Mustang Lake.

Disposal Area No, 127 is a confined area located south of the channel opposite
Mustang Lake.

Disposal Area No, 128 is an unleveed area located scuth of the channel and
west of the Humble 0il and Rig Company Channel.

Disposal Area No. 129 is divided with approximately one-half being confined and
one-half unconfined. The area is lecated in the vicinity of Ayres Bay.

Disposal Areas Nos. 130 and 131 are confined areas located southeast of the
waterway in the vicinity of Mesquite and Carlos Bays,

Dispesal Areas Nos, 132 - 144 are all open water areas located north and
east of the channel in Aransas Bay. '

Disposal Area No, 145 is an unleveed area located east of the Lydia Ann Channel
near its junction with the Corpus Christi Ship Channel, Since the GIWW was
rerouted in 1960 to pass along upper Redfish Bay, only one small section of
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the Lydia Ann Channel has been maintained. Based on this past history, use
of the area for malntenance of the Lydia Ann Channel is expected to be
minimal.

Disposal Area No. 146 is an unleveed area located south of the channel in
the vicinity of the Cove.

Disposal Areas Nos. 147 - 154 are open water and unleveed areas located in
Redfish Bay.

Disposal Area No, 155 is a leveed area located south of the waterway in
the vicinity of the Channel to Aransas Pass,

Disposal Areas Nos, 156 - 159 are open water areas and Disposal Areas Nos,
160 - 162 ave unleveed areas located adjacent to the channel along Redfish Bay.

Disposal Area Yo, 163 is a partially leveed area located adjacent to the
channel near its junction with the Corpus Christi Ship Channel.

COMPOSITION ARD QUANTITY OF MATERIALS: Materials to be excavated consist

of fine grained sand, silts, and clays. Shoaling in the channel is a result
of tidal action and wind driven waves and currents in the bays associated
with this reach of the waterway. The shoaling rate for this section of the
waterway is approximately 500,000 cubic yards annually.

METHOD OF DREDGING: Contract pipeline dredges are used to maintain the
channel, The dredging frequency for selected reaches of this channel
varies from 24 - 60 months. The quantity of material removed per contract
is zbout 1.6 million cubic yards. Portions of the proiect were last main-
tained during the period of May - August 1974,

PROPERTIES ADJACENT TO DISPOSAL AREAS: Disposal Area No, 126 is bound on the
southeast by the channel and on all other sides by waters of San Antonio Bay.

Disposal Areas Nos., 127 and 128 are bound by the channel on the north and on
all other sides by waters of San Antonio Bay.

Disposal Area Ko. 129 is bound by the channel on the north and on all other
sides by waters of Ayres Bay.

Digposal Areas Nos. 130 and 131 are bound by the channel on the northwest
and on all other sides by waters of Mesquite, Carlos, and Aransas Bays.

Disposal Areas Nos., 132 - 144 are all located adjacent to the main channel

or the Lydia Ann Channel and bound by these channels on one side. The areas
are bound by waters of Aransas Bay on all other sides. These waters are used
primarily for sport and cowmercial fishing.

Digsposal Area No. 145 is located on the southeast corner of St. Joseph Island.
The area is bound on the east by the Gulf of Mexico, and in the other directions
by undeveloped lands covered with sand dunes and grasses.
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Digposal Area No, 146 is bound by the channel on the north and west and
by lowlands on the south and east.

Disposal Areas Nos., 147 - 154 are all located southeast of the channel and
bound by it on the northwest. The areas are surrounded by waters of Redfish
Bay on all other sides. These waters are used primarily for sport and
commercial fishing.

Disposal Area No, 155 is bound bv the GIWW on the west, waters of Redfish
Bay on the north and east, and the Channel to Aransas Pass on the south,

Disposal Areas Nos. 156 - 159 are open water areas containing some emergent
land. The surrounding waters are used for sport and commercial fishing.

Disposal Area No, 160 is an unleveed area located west of the waterway. The
area is bound by the channel on the east, wetlands to the scuth and west,
and by a private slip on the north,

Disposal Area Yo, 161 is an unleveed atea located west of the waterwav., The
ares {5 bound by the channel on the east, and lowlands and previous disposal
mounds on all other sides.

Disposal Area Nn, 162 is an unleveed area located east of the waterwavy. The
area is bound by the channel on the west, and by waters of Redfish Bay om
the remaining sides. These waters are uvsed not only for sport and cormeercial
fishing, but also for access to local oil wells,

Disposal Ares No, 163 is 2 partially leveed area located west of the waterway.
The area is bound by the channel on the east, low sandy land on the south and
west, and an unnamed road on the north.

.DREDGING BY OTHFRS: The Canoe Lake Corporation, City of Aransas Pass,
Aransas County Kavigation Distriect, and several oil companies are the
principal organizations which have performed dredging operations in the
vicinity of the Federal project in recent years. The estimated quantity
of materials dredged annuzlly by non-Federal agencies is approximately
170,000 cubic yards. Non-Federal dredging activities are regulated by
the Department of the Army Fermit program,

DESIGNATION OF DISPOSAL SITES: The proposed disposal sites have not been
previously designated by the Administrator, Environmental Protection Agency. -
However, the use of these sites has been previously coordinated with EPa,

COORDINATION: The following is a list of Federal, State and local agencies
with whom these activities are being coordinated.

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Region VI Environmental Protection Agency
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U. S. Department of Commerce

U, §5. Department of the Interior

Eighth Coast Guard District

Division of Planning Coordination, State of Texas
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department

Texas Historical Commission

Commissioner's Court of Calhoun County
Commissioner’'s Court of Aransas County
Commissioner's Court of Nueces County

ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT: Continued maintenance dredging of Gulf Intracoastal
Waterway will significantly benefit the economic and social well-being of the
public. The adverse and beneficial effects of dredging and disposal of dredged
material on navigation, fish and wildlife, water quality, aesthetics, ecologv,
lend use, etc., will be evaluated in zccordance with the National Environmentzl
Policy Act of 1969 (P.L. 91=1%0), A Draft Environmental Statement for the
entire main channel and tributaries of the GIWW (Texas section) has been pre-
pared and was filed with the Council on Environcental Quality on 30 Cctober 197:,
This reach of the GIWW from San Antonio Bay to Corpus Christi Bay, including
the Lydia Ann Channel, is covered in the CIWW Envirormental Statement. The
final statement is scheduled to be placed on file with Council on Environmental
Quality abeout mid-1975 zfter having been coordinated with the above mentioned
agencies. The draft statement is currently being reviewed by these agencies
and the public, and single copies are available upon request to the District
Engineer, ATTN: SWGED-E.

No dredging is presently scheduled for this reach of the GIWVW, and a Final
Environmental Statement should be on file before the mext dredging occurs.
However, should an abnormal shealing rate cause an emergency situation, the
importance of the Gulf Intraccastal Waterway to ceastal navigation will not
permit postponement of maintenance of the channel until after an Envirormental
Statement is filed with Council on Envirommental Quality without serious impair-
ment to the navigability of this project,

Any person who has an interest which mav be affected by the disposal of this

dredged material may request a public hearing. The request must be submitted
in writing to the District Engineer within 30 days of the date of this notice
and must clearly set forth the interest which may be affected and the manmner

in which the interest may be affected by this activity.

Designation of the proposed disposal plan for dredged material associated
with this Federal project shall be made through the application of guide-
lines promulgated by the Administrator EPA in conjunction with the Secretary
of the Army. If these guidelines alone prchibit the designation of this
proposed disposal plan, any potential impairment to the maintenance of navi-
gation, including any economic impact on navigation and anchorage which would
result from the failure to use this disposal plan will also be considered.
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SWGCO-M PUBLIC NOTICE RO, IWW-M-13 . 21 January 1975

COMMENTS: Persons desiring to express thelr views or provide information
to be considerced in evaluation of the impact of continued maintenance
dredging are requested to mail their comments to:

District Engineer

Galveston District, Corps of Engineers
ATTN: SWGCO-M

P. 0, Box 1229

Galveston, Texas 77550

with specific reference to Public Notice No, IWW-M-13 dated 21 January 1975,

%/ Z-Zéﬂ 0 EE

1 Incl . MeLOY
Drawing, Jan 75 Colonel, CE
’ # District Engineer
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE

Duval Building

9450 Gandy Boulevard

St. Petersburg, Florida 33702

March 7, 1975 FSE21/DM

Colonel Don S. McCoy

District Engineer, Galveston District
Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers
P.0O. Box 1229

Galveston, TX 77550

Dear Colonel McCoy:

The Naticnal Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) has reviewed Public
Notice No. IWW-M-13 dated January 21, 1975, wherein the Corps of
Engineers requested comments on spoil disposal plans associated
with maintenance dredging of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (Main
Channel) - San Antonio Bay to Corpus Christi Bay.

By letter dated October 11, 1974, the Fish and Wildlife Service
{FWS) submitted a report to the Galveston District Engineer
regarding a plan for speoil disposal in the reach of the waterway
addressed in this public notice., As indicated in the FWS letter,
the NMFS assisted in preparation of the report and concurred in
the recommendations. In a subsegquent letter dated December 3,
1974, the FWS made several revisions to the October 11, 1574,
report.

We note that the present maintenance dredging plans do not
incorporate many of the recommendations presented in the revised
FWS report. Therefore, we offer the following ten recommenda-
tions., Except for slight modification, the first nine were con-
tained in the revised FWS report. The last recommendation is
submitted to protect vegetation and oyster beds that may develop
during the next several years:

1. Disposal in Area No. 129 should be modified to cocincide
with the emergent land on Rattlesnake Island southeast of the
main channel between Stations 790+400 and 796+000. Sheet 4 of
the public notice indicates the western boundary of this Pisposal
Area is at Station 799+0C0. It also indicates that spoil placed
between Stations 796+000 and 7994000 will not be confined. The
western porticn of Rattlesnake Island lies alongside wvaluable
marine fisheries habitat andmany parts of this end of the island
are subject to periodic tidal inundation. In additiocn, circula-
tion patterns between Ayers Island and Rattlesnake Island could
be impaired if spoil were placed unconfined on the western third
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of Rattlesnake Island. Even if this end of the area were leveed,
the levee would likely erode onto good habitat due to the pre-
viously mentioned current patterns. We, therefore, request that
the portion of Rattlesnake Island betwren Corps of Engineers
Stations 796+000 and 79294000 not be used for spoil disposal.

2. Spoil deposited in Disposal Areas Nos. 126 and 129 should
be confined with toe levees that are constructed and refurbished
prior to each dredging operation to minimize spillage of large
amounts of silt into the bays. Waste water should drain over a
spillway constructed on the channel side of the island.

3. When spoil material in Disposal Areas Nos. 132, 153, and
154, emerges above mean high water along lines defining the
lateral limits of the spoil areas, or along a line no more than
1,200 feet from the centerline of the channel, toe levees should
be constructed along these lines to contain all additional spoil.

4. When spoil material in bispeosal Areas Nos. 133 through
139, and 141 through 144, emerges above mean high water along
lines defining the lateral limits of the spoil or along a line
no more than 1,500 feet from the centerline of the channel, toe
levees should be constructed along these lines to contain all
additional spoil.

5. When spoil material in Disposal Area No. 157 emerges
above mean high water along lines defining the lateral limits
of the spoil area, or alcong a line no more than 1,000 feet from
the centerline of the channel, toe levees should be constructed
on the ends and along the east side to contain all additicnal
spoil.

6. Disposal Area No. 146 should be back~leveed to prevent
spillage of spoil into Aransas and Redfish Bays.

7. Spoil should no longer be placed in Disposal Area 128,
Openings at Stations 7854300 and 789+600, which permit circula-
tion between the open-water areas of San Antonio Bay and inter-
connecting tidal sloughs in the Aransas Naticnal Wildlife Refuge,
could become blocked by spillage or erosion of unconfined spoil
from Disposal Area No. 128.

8. Disposal Areas Nos. 147-152, 156, 158-159 and 162 located
south of the channel in Redfish Bay should no longer be used.
The FWS report noted that, "In some areas, such as Redfish Bay,
spoil from previous dredging operations has resulted in deteriora-
tion of the bay as nursery habitat for fishes and crustaceans.
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To prevent further damage, ...spoil from any further dredging in
Redfish Bay should be placed on land rather than in the bay."
Since Redfish Bay is excellent habitat for marine fishes and
crustaceans, and the Corps has previously disposed of spoil on
the mainland side of the channel, we strongly recommend that
this practice be re-instituted.

9. All future dredging plans should be formulated to phase
out within the next six years the practice of depositing unre-
tained spoil in waters having a natural depth of ~4 feet MLW or
less. Accordingly, plans should provide for complete leveeing
of all disposal areas by December 1981, regardless of the size of
the emergent banks.

10. Within six months prior to commencement of maintenance
dredging, the Corps of Engineers should have an investigation
conducted to determine if beds of submerged and intertidal
vegetation and oysters have developed in and adjacent to uncon-
fined disposal areas. From these investigations, the Corps and
the Federal and State fish and wildlife agencies can make
necessary adjustments in disposal plans to protect these
resources.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Federal project.
Please send detailed plans for each maintenance dredging opera-
tion tc the Area Supervisor, Naticnal Marine Fisheries Service,
Environmental Assessment Division, 4700 Avenue U, Galveston,
Texas 77550,

/!\\—"
f..\

William H Stevenson
Regional Director

Slncerely,

vt
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BWGCO -M ' 25 “June. 1975

Mr. Williax H. Btevenson
Regional Director

Raticnal Marine Fisheries Service
9450 Gandy Boulevard

£t. Petarsburg, Florida 33702

Daar Mr. Stevensont

Raference is made to vour letter datad T March 1975 concerning Public Notice
Ho, IWid-M-13 on maintenance dredging of the Guif Intracoastal Waterway frcm
Ban Antonio Bay to Corpug Christi Bay, Texas,

Wa heve roviewed your recommendatione and feel wa cen cowply as follows:

Recormendation Mo, 1 - The next tima Disposal Area Ho. 129 iz used, tos
" levees wiil ba constructed to coincide with tha Jhoreiiva of the grszently
unleveed western portion of the isignd. The importance of tha [lew exchenpe
nnd aquatic 1life pazsege located west of the island is recognized, Purther,
all reagonable precgutiona will be tnken to insure that the marine fisheries
habitat will vot be jcopardised by tha Corps of Enpiusers dredza disposal
oparations. However, the avea you vant eliminated a8 of such eize and loca-
Eion that an zrea of comnarable aize and location will have to be made
available prior to our eliminating the praseut area.

Recormandation ¥No, 2 = Yhen Disporal Areas Nop. 126 and 129 are used,
toe levees will be constructed or refurbiched am necessary, Effluent from
the areasz will be directed toward the chamnel. -

Recommeandation No. 3 « Digposal Area ¥o. 132 will be loveed at the 1200-
foot back limit. licwever, Disposal Arcas Hoa. 153 and 154 will require as &
minimum approximately 1530 feet depth from the centerlins of thn channal, as
depicted on the publie notice map.

Recormendation Ko, 4 « The disporal areas iigted will bea loveed, asn
recownended, as they become emergont and ptabilicad above Mean High Water.
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SWGCO-M 25 June 1975
Mr. William 2. Btevenson ’ ’

Recomuendation Ho. 5 ~ Leveaing Disposal Area Ro. 157 &t no more than
1,000 feet from the centerline of the channel is not acceptable, as thias
would limit the actual width of the area to less than 500 feaet. Additional
area vill be necded to confine the material dredged from the reach of channel
associated with this disposal area. The back limit of this ares was therefore
set at 1,500 feet from the centerline of the channel, which i{s idemtical to
similar areas in the vicinity.

Recommendation Ho. 6- Diaposal Area No, 146 will be toe leveed along
the linite shown in the public notice when the base elevation of those limits,
following stabilization, 18 emergant above Mean High Water.

Recommendation No, 7 - Deletion of Disposal Area No. 128 i{s nnt acceptable
because no alternative area exists within a reasonable purnping distance. SHuring
the lsst maintenance dredging of this reach of the GIWW, we omitted use of this
area in compliance with a U. S, Fish and Wildlife Scrvice recommendation. As
a recult, we have depleted przctically 211 of tha available capecity in the
ad jacent dispossl sraas, 8Since your concern relates to water circulation
between the refupge and San Antonio Bay, two possible solutions exiszt, Either
comparable alternzte aream be provided on the north side of the channel, or
the Corps utd{lizz zn area of larger extent than the exdisting lo. 128 and
make other deglgn provisions to malntain waterflow.

Recomzendation 7o, 8 - This recommendation which eliminstes all diaposal
aress over a lenrch of about § piles of channel L8 vraceceptable because we
have po alternativa aress which can be reliad vpon for wse., You are correct
in that wo have in tha past been able to cbtain one-time permission to use
private lasnd to the rorthwest for disposal. However, this was only for that
reach of the CIWd between Station 9634000 pnd Stetion 9784450, Furtheruore,
ag you way note, the private lsnds we have utilized are ircluded for use in
our current disposal plaen as depicted in the public rotice. Asg long as these
private lands rfemain avallsble, we plan to continve to use thesm, The Texas
Legislature recently passed Seaate Dill 472 eutborizing State sponsership of
tha GIKW. Wae will zirive to get the State to provide alternate dizpozal greas
on the mainlsnd. However, in the mesntirma, since we are directed to maintain
the suthorized channal, ve have no altaernative but to utilize sraas which have
been used gince tha 19550's.

. Recommendation Yo. 9 - Agreement to phase out all unconfined disposal in
shallow water by 1%31 4» not feasible. The Corps of Enginsers initiated in
fiscal year 1972, renaarch programs aimed ot solving this and other problems
Telated to dinponal of dredged material. The programs sre being carriad out
by the Corps of Engineers Watervays Experizent Station in Vicksburg, Mississippi.
The fiscal year 1975 budget included $8.2 million for this research. It is
anticipated that these research efforts will provide the information necessary
for developing more environmentally desirable methods of disposal. When tha
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Mr. William H. Stevenson

digposal plan for this reach of the GIWW {s recoordinated we hope these
research prograns will provide enough fnformatfon that a plan of disposal
that is wutually agreeable can be devaloped. .

Recommendation Mo. 10 - We have initiated plars to make a survey of
the unconfined disposal areas for the presence of submerged and i{ntertidal
vegetation and oyster beda. Based on the findings of our staff biologists,
we will make adjustiments to our disposal plans as determined necescary and
feasible.

As Tequested, we will centinue to furnizh your local office plans and speci-
ficationg for review during the advertising period for each contrect. Thank
you for your comments.

Sincerely yours,

»

E. D. MzGEHER
Chief, Congtruction-
Operations Divicion

Copy furnished:

Ares Supervisor
NS, Galveston, Texas 77550
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVIC
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L AT
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POST OFFICE BOX 1306
ALBUGQUERQUE, NEW MEXiCO 87103

February 21, 1975

District Engineer

Corps of Engineers, U. S, Army
P. 0. Box 1229

Gatveston, Texas 77550

Dear Sir:

By Public Notice No. IWW-M-13, dated January 31, 1975, the U. S.
Fish and Wildlife Service was notified of the Corps of Engineers'
plans and procedures for dredged spoil disposal during maintenance
dredging of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway {Main Channel} - San
Antonio Bay to Corpus Christi Bay. The following comments on these
plans have been prepared with the assistance of the Texas Parks and
Wildlife Department and the National Marine Fisheries Service.

The Fish and Wildlife Service released a report on the referenced
maintenance dredging project on October 11, 1974, We note that
numerous spoil disposal areas in the public notice do not conform
to the recommendations in that report. Recommendations Nos.(S:and
(15 of our report requested that toe levees be constructed prior to
dredging operations on Disposal Areas 126, 129, and 146 to minimize
spillage of large amounts of spoil material into primé estuarine
habitat. In addition, Recommendations Nos. 10, 11, and 12 of our
report requested that tce levees be constructed at specified limits
of Disposal Areas 132 through 139, 141 through 144, 153, 154, and
157 in Aransas and Redfish Bays when spoil emerges above mean high
water. The public notice indicates that these disposal areas are
unleveed and gives no indication of when levees are to be constructed.

Qur report also points out the necessity of maintaining the integrity
of the open water area between Rattlesnake Island (Disposal Area 129)
and Ayres Island. This opening centered at Station 799+500 promotes
water exchange and freshwater flushing between Sundown Bay and Ayres
Bay and provides passage for aquatic life utilizing nursery areas
north of the main channel. Unless a levee is constructed on the
southwest end of Rattlesnake lsland, this opening could be obstructed
by flowing spoil. A request for retention of the opening is included
in Recommendation No. 16 of our report.
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Recommendation No. 17 of our report reguested that Disposal Area

128 no longer be used. However, the public notice includes the

area as a planned disposal site. Unconfined spoil in this area may
block important openings centered at Stations 785+300 and 783+600,
respectively. These openings are essential in maintaining water
circulation between the interconnecting sloughs of the Aransas
National Wildlife Refuge and the open-water areas of San Antonic

Bay. '

In Recommendation No. 18 of our report we request that Disposal

Areas 147-152, 156, 158~159, and 162 south of the waterway in Red-
fish Bay no longer be used. We note that they are still included

in the disposal plan. We strongly believe that continued use of
these areas is an environmentally unacceptable means of dredged

spoi! disposal. Redfish Bay is one of theprime brackish-water areas
along the entire Texas coast and supports an intensive sport and com-
mercial fishery. Larae beds of turtlegrass and shoalgrass occur in
the shallow, clear bay waters providing habitat for marine life and
forage for seasonally sbundant waterfowl. Placement of spoil in these
areas would greatly alter the natural productivity of Redfish Bay and
would be one more step toward the ultimate destruction of this estu-
ary which has been seriously dzmaged by dredging in the past.

Previously, the Corps of Engineers has recognized the ecological sig-
nificance of Redfish Bay and modified dredging contracts to include
land-based disposal sites north of the waterway. We see no reason
why this practice should not be continued, since we believe many of
the landowners in this area would permit spoil to be placed on their
property.

Presently, the majority of barge traffic on the Gulf !ntracoastal
Waterway is using the Lydia Ann Channel to Port Aransas rather than
the Redfish Bay Cutoff., Therefore, we wonder if discontinuation of
the Redfish Bay channel should not be considered as an alternative to
potentially severe ecological damage to Redfish Bay with maintenance
dredging operations.

Other conclusions and recommendations in our October 1974 report are
still applicable. We wish to reiterate Recommendations Nos. 25 and

26 to the effect that appropriate representatives of the Texas Parks
and Wildlife Department, U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and the
National Marine Fisheries Service be notified prior to the issuance

of contracts for maintenance dredging in the project area. The Aransas
National Wildlife Refuge and Redfish Bay are areas of particular con-

cern. Iin some cases limited placement of spoil in an area could be
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beneficial whereas continued use of the same area would be detri-
mental. It may thus be appropriate to hold field level meetings

of interested parties to resclve any problems involiving the Aransas
Refuge and Redfish Bay just prior to maintenance dredging of those
segments.

However, we urge the Corps of Engineers to take immediate action in
the selection of disposal sites which will comply with our report
recommendations and resulit in less damage to the fish and wildlife
resources of Aransas and Redfish Bays.

Sincerely yours

il

Acting egichal Director

. CCt

Executive Director, Texas Parks and Wildlife Dept., Austin, Texas
Area Supv., National Marine Fisheries Service, Environmental Assess-
ment Division, Galveston, Texas

Southwest Regional Representative, Naticnal Audubon Society, Austin, Tx.

Field Supervisor, FWS, Div. of River Basin Studies, Fort Worth, Texas
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EWGCO-M 25 April 1975

Mr. ¥, Q. Nelson, Jr.

Regional Director

U. 5. Fich and Wildlife Bervice
Department of the Interior

P. 0. Eoz 1306

Albuquerqua, New Mexico 87103

Dear Bir:

Befercnce your laetter of 21 Fetruary 1975 coucerning comments and recom-
mendations ea Public Hoticae Mo. IVW-M-13, Maintenance Dredging, GIWW (Main
Channel) San Antonjo Bay to Corpus Christi Baey.

This letter replies to your coomoats aud roguzsts s ccifie {nformation
required for a Corns of Ennincers decicion on porticns of your recommen-
dations. The follewing ecozmantas are sngueased in tie ordar of the comueats
in your 21 February 1975 letter, ’

Toa lavess for Dieposal Areas Nos, 125 and 129 will be conatructed to
coincids with the phoreline of cech islcsd. Eowever, thia will provide
only linited cepacity and sdaitional disposal aress will be required in

the near future. Disposal Area Yo, 146 will ba toe leveed slong the limits
shown in the public votice when the base clevation of those limits, follow-
ing steblléizetion, iz emersent cbove Mean Hich Water., Tha practical reasons
For this errangement have been discussed on numerous occasions with repre-
sentatives of your ngzency «nd are totally in eccordence with previous
racommendations ralated to jour Cctober 1574 report,

Bimilar comments apply to Dizposrl Araacs Kos. 132-13%9, 141-144, 153, 154
and 157. Fublic notices digtributed by vs huve not, as a usual prsactice,
provided details coucerning exact locations of levees because this degree
of detail temds to confuse the general public and constrains substantive
comments.

The f{mportencs of & flow exchange and aquatic 1ife passage near Station
7994500 is recognired, The opening desired Hetween Rattlecnake and Ayres
lalands will not be jeopardized by Corps of Engineers dradge diaposal
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makes other design provisions to maintain water flow.

SWGCO-M ‘25 April 1875
Mr. W. O, Nelson, Jr.

operations. However, the methodology used 1k a matter of engineering and -
dredging techniques, neither of which is within your purview of responei-
biiity or euthority. Therefore, the methods used may or way not include
levees. :

Your recommendation No, 17 concerning deletion of Disposal Area No. 128

is uot acceptable because no alternative area exjstzs within a reasonsble
pumping distence. Aas you will recall, we omitted use of Disposal Area No.

128 in compliance with your recommendation during the last maintenance of
this reach of the project. As a result, we have depleted practically all

of the available capacity in the adjacent disposal areas. Since your con-
cern relates to water circulation between the refuge and San Antonio Bay,

two possible aolutione exist, Either the Department of tha Interior provides
alternate disposal sreas by formal agreement on the north eide of the channel,
or the Corps utilires an xrea of larger extent than the exiating No. 128 and

Your recommendation Ho. 18 which eliminates all disposal areas over a length
of about B wiles of charmel {8 unacceptsble primarily becsuse we have no
alternative areas which can be relied upon and no existing method by which
to obtain fe title or permsnent cssemants for disposal, You are partially
correct in your concluglon that we have in the past been able to obtain one-
time permission to use private land to the northwest for disposal, EHowever,
wvill recall, this was only for that reach of the GIVW between Mile
5$35.5 Jand HMile 539.5. Furthermore, as you may note, the private lands we
utilized to accommodate your request are now being included for use in our
current dieposal plan as depicted in the public notice. 48 long as these
private lands remain svailable, we plan to continue to use them. HRowsver,
since we are directed to maintain the esuthorized chennal, we have no
glrernstive but to utilize aress which have been used since the 1950's. If
you feel this is totally uunacceptable, then we must appesl your advice to e
bigher level. Howaver, before resorting to this action or contemplate
abandonment of the channel, {t is requested that you provide any data or
studies vhich elearly fdentify the adverse effects by area and extent along

with figh losses and monetary values,

In order thet we may meet our scheduls of complisnce with the provisions of
Federal regulations, Title 33 CFR 209.145, it is requested that you reapond
to this letter by 23 May 1975. If you have any questions, you may contact
Mr., George Rochen, telephone 713 763-1211, Ext 315, at your convenience.

Sincerely yours,

X. D, McGEHEE
Chief, Construction=-
Cparations Division

hb7
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR RB
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POST OFFICE £0X 1306
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 687103

May 23, 1975

District Engineer

Corps of Engineers, U. S. Army
Post Office Box 1229
Galveston, Texas 77550

Attn: SWGCO-M
Dear Sir:

This letter responds to Mr. E. D. McGehee's request of April 25,
1975, Tor additional information relative to Public Notice
No. 1WW-M-13, Maintenance Dredging, GIWW (Main Channel} San Antonio
Bay to Corpus Christi Bay. The following comments have been
coordinated with representatives of the Texas Parks and Wild-
life Department and the National Marine Fisheries Service.

We reiterate our concern for spoil disposal in areas adjacent

to the Aransas National Wildlife Refuge and in Redfish Bay. The
recommendation in our report of October 11, 1974, that Disposal
Area No. 128 no longer be used, was partially based upon the
ecological need for maintaining water circulation between the inter-
connecting sloughs of the refuge and the open-water areas of San
Antonio Bay. Dredged spoil disposal in this area also would con-
tribute to the loss of valuable estuarine habitat in San Antonio
Bay. In additton, we are greatly concerned with spoil disposal on
areas along the southern margin of the Aransas Naticnal Wildlife
Refuge because of the threat it poses to endangered whooping cranes
and brown pelicans which rely heavily upon tidal marsh habitat with-
in the refuge and environs.

The areas surrounding existing islands of emergent spoil constitute
habitat for both of these endangered species. It is thus impera=

tive that further spoil disposal on sites in the refuge be con-
fined to emergent lands that previously have been used for this

purpose. Appropriate action is mandated by Section 7 of the en-
dangered Species Act of 1973 (P.L. 93-205) which states in part,
"all other federal departments or agencies shall utilize their
authorities - by taking such action necessary to insure that ac-
tions authorized, funded, or carried out by them do not jeopardize
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the continued existence of such endangered species or threatened
species or result in destruction or modification of habitat of

such species which is determined by the Secretary, after consul-
tation as appropriate with the affected states, to be critical."

Our report of October 11, 1974, and letter of February 21, 1975,
also requested elimination of Disposal Areas 147-152, 156, 158-159,
and 162 south of the waterway in Redfish Bay. This recommendation
was based upon our concern for preserving the hjigh natural produc-
tivity of the bay and its importance as a nursery area for marine
fish and crustaceans. Mr. McGehee requested that we provide addi-
tional data or studies which identify the adverse effects of
dredging operations in Redfish Bay and the value of resocurces
which would be lost.

Hoese and Jones indicated that the turtlegrass community in Red-
fish Bay is one of the largest distinct grass communities of its
type on the Texas coast. 1/ These inshore nursery grounds provide
excellent habitat for many marine organisms, especially pink shrimp
which exhibit a remarkable habitat specificity for Redfish Bay.
Analysis of commercial catches indicate that about two-thirds of
the Texas pink shrimp production in 1956~1959 came from the Gulf
opposite Redfish Bay. 2/

In 1965, Martinez reported that over 364 acres of nursery habitat
were lost to dredging operations within the Aransas Bay System.
Much of this resulted from dredging of the Rockport-Aransas Pass
Intracoastal Waterway. 3/ Redredging of the Intracoastal Water-
way in Redfish Bay the following year (1966) again resulted in
the silting up of several smail but important nursery areas. ﬁf

One comprehensive study by Hellier and Kornicker on maintenance
dredging of the GIWW in Redfish Bay indicated that unconfined
sediment in depths of 22 to 27 centimeters was deposited more
than 0.5 mile from the spoil area. 5/ From these data it can be
calculated that approximately 2,500 acres of estuarine habitat
are subject to damage from maintenance dredging of an 8-mile
reach of Redfish Bay.

At present, no standardized methodology exists for translating
the value of marsh-estuarine habitat into monetary terms. In
some cases the value of the commercial fishery catch of estuarine-
dependent species can be isolated for a particular area. However,
this relates to only one function of the estuarine ecosystem.
The overall value of marsh-estuarine habitat can be more nearly
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equated to its intrinsic "1ife support’ value. In a recent study
by a team of eminent scientists, the income - capitalized value of
tidal marsh on a life support basis was assessed at almost
$83,000 per acre. 6/ A related or perhaps lesser value could be
attributed to the shallow, grass-laden areas of Redfish Bay since
their primary productivity probably would be slightly less than
that of tidal marsh.

The Texas Parks and Wildife Department also is very interested
in preserving the natural resources of Redfish Bay. One dredging
cperaticn within the ULay was ualited by the Texas Parks and Wild-
l1ife Department during the summer eof 1974, This actien
was subsequently upheld by Court decision (Horton and Horton vs.
State of Texas). Other instances of damage to Redfish Bay through
dredging operations have been reported throughout the literature.
However, time and manpower constraints prohibit a complete account-
ing at this time.

In conclusion, it is cur firm belief that the Corps of Engineers
should centinue to seek upland disposal sites north of the waterway
atong Redfish Bay as recommended in our October 11, 1974 report.
This or other acceptable alternatives to spoil disposal in Redfish
Bay are considered nocessary to protect the fish and wildlife re-
sources of this important estuaripne area. [In the event that con-
sideration of the additional justification we have presented still
results in ebjection to our recommendations, and the matter is
remanded to higher authority, please keep us advised so that, if
necessary, further attempts can be made to find an acceptable solu-
tion. :

Sincerely yours,

Acting Regional Director

cc:

Executive Director, Texas Parks and Wild. Dept., Austin, Tex.

Area Suprv., NMFS, Envr. Assessment Div., Galveston, Tex.

SW Reglional Representative, Nat'l Audubon Soc., Austin, Tex.

Regional Director of Ccastal Fisheries, Region V, Texas Parks
and Wild. Dept., Rockport, Tex.

Field Suprv., FWS, Div. of River Basin Studies, Galveston, Tex.

Field Suprv., FWS, Div, of River Basin Studies, Fort Worth, Tex.
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SWGCOo-M 9 October 1975

Mr, W. 0, Welson, Jr,

Feglonnl Direcror

U. 5. Department of the Interior
Fish od Wildlife Service

P. O. Box 1306

Albuquerque, licw Mexico 87103

Dear Mr, Nelson:

Refercnce is wade to your lettexr dated 12 Wovember 1974 concerning Publice
Totice IWM-1{-3 and your letters dated 21 February 1975 and 23 May 1975
coencerning Public Xotice IINI-21-13, all regarding maintenance dredging of
the main channel of the Culf Intraccastal VWaterway. Copies of your letters
and our replics thereto are attached for your ready reference,

Copics of the Department of Comerce, Rational Marine Fisheries Service
letters éated 18 lovenber 1974 and 7 lareh 1975 with copies of our replies
are zlso attached for your Informaztion. ALl of the correSpondence con-
tains recomigndations andfor comments relating to the elimination of
disposal ereas or portions of dispocal zreas aleong the GIIN, betveen
Gelveston end Corpus Christl Bay.

This letter perteins to these areas where property adjeining the GIUW is
under the control of the Department of the Iaterfior, Fish and Wildlife
Service. Your agency along with the National tizrine Fisheries Service
recormended that portions of disposal sreas 75, 94, 95 and 96 be eliminated
and that an acceptable altermative would be to place and confine the
dredsed material within levees on the north side of the channel, It is
assumed you are agrceable to making the alternative ereas aveilable for
our use. Since confining the material within levees establishes a firnite
useful 1life for & dizposal area, it is necesscary for us to seek permits
for the entire portion of the area to be relocated. Therefore, it ia
requested that you issue permits per your recommendations for psirip of
lznd adjocent to our eunisting north right-of-way line mnd extending 1250
feet from the chaanel centerline betwreen Stations 1654000 end 1694000,
Statfons 2774500 and 278-+000, Stations 2733800 and 2844000, Statioas 2354750
and 2944500, and Stations 3024000 and 3104000, '
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SWCCO-M ' ' 9 QOctober 1975
Mr, W. 0. Nelson, Jr.

In addition to the pbove, the Fish and Wildlife Service and the National
Marine Fisheries Service recomrusended that disposal area 128 be eliminated
and that areas 127 and 129 be confined within levees, This recommendation
wes mede prior to the last maintenance dredgling of this reach of the
channel., In accordance with the recommendation, areca 128 was not used

end arcas 127 and 129 were leveed, resulting in depletion of practically
all available eapacities betwecen Stations 775+500 and 804-000.

In order for us to continue to cocply with the intent of the recormendations,
replacenent disposal sreas are required. We have reviewced our long-term
requirements in this area and for the reach of channel between Stationas
7754000 and 804+000 & minfmum of 300 sacres are required, It is not necessary
that the acreage be In one tract. It would be preferable if four areas

ebout equally spaced along the channel and no wore than 1,000 feet from the
channel could be made available, However, each arca should have a minimmm
glze of 50 acres.

Please review this matter and advise me as to your intentions concermning
the perwmits, If you Lnow of other zlternatives, we would be interested

in discussing them. If you have sy questicns or neced additional informa-
tion, please call J, D, Bisgell, AC 713-763-1211, Ext, 315. :

Sincerely yours,

5 Incl DON §, McCOY

1. USF&S 1ltr, 12 Nov 74 Colonel, Corps of Engineers
‘w/reply 6 Feb 75 District Engineer

2. USF&IS ltr, 21 Feb 75
w/reply 25 Apr 75

3. USP&NS ltr, 23 May 75

4, XIFS ler, 18 Kov 74
w/reply 18 Feb 75

5.  NMFS Ltr, 7 Mar 75
w/reply 25 Jun 75
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Rockport Conservation Association, Inc.

OFFICERS For 25 Years A Non-Profir Corporation DIRECTORS
ENGG P. O. Box 721 - CAPT. BROWN
President ROCKPORT, TEXAS 78382 : Whooping Crane
February 14, 1974 COL. Wm. M. BROWN
I FIELDS ' Ret. U.SAF
Vice Pres. & Sec'y. ‘ ANTOINE GRAYIB, m.0.
W. E. HAYNES
Y. COCHRAN R L IRWIN
Treasurer . L

Col. Don S. llcCoy
Galveston District Engineer
Corpes of Engineers
P.0. Box 1229
Galveston, Texas 77550 .

Dear Col. HleCoy:

Reference is n2de to public notice No. T Vi ~H—”2, deted Janusry 21,
1975, Eaintensnce Dredging, Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (Fain Channel)
San Antonio Rav to Corpus Christi Bzy. The vproject zs described in
this public notice is ininical to the fish and wildlife interests of
The Texas Cozstal Waters.

The value of the weters traversed by the ITWV to Fish and wildlife
resources ig well cdocurmnpunted. The nursery, rﬁarjng ground and harvest
areas are essential to the survial of the aport and commercial fisheries.
waterfowl and nunsrous snore birds are dependent on these waters and
assocliated marshes.

e believe it is evident, and adequately documented, that turbidity and
sedimenvation are major acdverse factors affecting the preductivity of
these waters. Dredging, along with current methods of gpoil disposal
have in the vast, are presently, and port end for the future, to be
major destroyers of fish and wildlife resources in this area.

Installation of the project in the manner described in the public notice
will aggravate the conditions that most need to be abated if producvivity
of the Texas Coastal weters is to be mazintained. Overboard disposal of
spoil will be highly detrimental. We also believe that as an englineering
practice open water spoil disvosal has proved undesirable as the dredged
materials freoaently washbaclz into the dug channels. It is a good way

to ensuwre that malgften nce dredging will soon be needed again.

The Environmental Statement on Page 5 of the public nofice starts with
the premise that the provposed work will significantly benefit the
economic and social well-being of the public. This is a biased approach.
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! Fage ».

Col. Don S. HeCoy
Galveston District Engineer

The beneficial and adverse effects of the project, both tangible

and intanrible, should be thoroughly analized and clearly set forth
so that those concered with the project can determine for themselves
its impact. How will destruction of a resource that attracts vistors
to the area be economic benefit to those who derive their livihood
from tourlism? How will destruction of nursery and rearing grounds,
essential to perpebtuation of the fisheries be of econcmic benefit to
the commercial fisheries industry? How will the social well-being

of the people who dervie a substantial part of their recreation from
fishing these waters 5% benefitted?

It is @ifficult to derive anything meaningful from the last paragraph
page 5 of the public notice. Our understanding of the last sentence

is that modification in the provosed spoil disposal plan will be made
only 1f there is no adverse impact on navication interests., Ve re-
cognize the importance of navication to our national and local eeoneny
but cannot condone destruction of valuable natural resources to achieve
an equivocal benefit.

The Rockport Conservation Association is strongly orposed to the project
as now proposed. All dredsed material must be desposed of in a manner
that will not Jjeopardize the nursery, rearing grounds and harvest aread
so essential to the sport and commercilial fisheries. Ve ursge you to
cooperate fully with State and Federal Fish and Wildliife agencies to
achieve this end.

Very Truly Yours,
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SWGCO -M . 27 March 1975

Mr, Ed Tengg

President

Rockport Conservation Association, Inc.
P. 0, Dox 721

Rockport, Texas 78382

Dear lir. Tengg:

This 4% in reply to your letter of 14 Pebruary 1975 addressing Public
Hotice bHo. IWW-M-13. Tae poublic notice addressed maintenance dredping
of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (tain Channel) ~ San Antonio Bay to
Corpusa Christi Bay,. :

It iz epparest irom your letter that you have not had the opportunity to
review the Draft Envircnzental Statcuwent for uiaintenance of the GIWW. A
copy ir fncloscd for vonr informztion. YWe are in the process of coumpleting
the finul stutesent and finsliring ocur coordinmation with the varicus agen-
cies responsible for protection of fish end wildlife resources.

Although the Corps of Engineers is charged primarily with maintenance of
navigation, we area alsc oblipated to talte all reassonsble measures to ve-
duce adverse environuental cffects that cculd repult from our projects.
To this end, 'ra adopt recommendations made by the U, 5. Fish and Wildlife
Bervice, the Hational Marina Ficheries Ezrvice, and the Texas Parks and
Wildl{fe Department to the meximum extent practicable, Bpecial afforts
are made to protect veluable habitat such as nursery grounds.

‘We beliocve thet the inclosed Environmental Statemsnt, Volumes 1l and 11,
will answer the questions contained in your lettar.

Sincerely yours,

1 Incl E. D. McGEHREE
As gtated Chief, Construction-
Operationa Division
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OFFICERS {  For 2% Years A Non.Profit Corporation ; “ DIRECTCRS
. TENGG. v, P. O. Box 721 CAPT. BROWN
Prosident ROCKPORT, TEXAS 78382 Whaooping Crane
. COL. Wm. M. BROWN
AN FIELDS Ret. U.S.AF
Vice Pres. & Sec’y. May 30, 1975 ANTOINE GRAYIB, M.D.
W. E. HAYNES
. W, COCHRAN R L [RWIN

Treasuser

Digtrict Engineer

Corps of Engineers, Galveston District
P.0. Box 1229

Galveston, Texas 77550

Dear Sir:

We are in receipt of Mr. McGehee's letter of March 27th
enclosing a draft copy of the Environmental Impact
Statement on Maintenance Dredging, GIWW, Texas Section.
We object to the project as now proposed because of

the unwarranted environmental damages it would cause

by destroying substantial areas of valuable aguatic
habitat.

Mr., McGehee's letter states that you have adopted re-
commendations made by the U.Se Fish and Wildlife Ser-
vicey, The National Marine Fisheries Service, and the
Texas Parks and Wildlife Dept. to tThe maximum extent
practicable. We have not read the material provided
in its entirety, but have reviewed those portions
where our greater interest lies. We are not satigfied
with the extent to which favorable consideration has
been given to interests other than navigation.

We have also had the opportunity to review a copy of
Mr. Mc Gehee's letter of April 25th to Mr. W. O. Nelson,
Regional Director, Alburuerque, New Mexico. This let-
ter indicates you have rejected the most vital recom-
mendations of the fish and wildlife agencies. Your .
excuse seems to be that you have not made adequate
provision for spoil disposal at such sites and in

such a manner that serious environmental damage would
not occur. You would pass this responsibility off to
others. We feel the onus is on the Corps. This is a
Corps project including spoil disposal.

The approach to fish and wildlife damages in The Draft
environmental statement borders on offhand dismigs-
al of important matters. No serious
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OFFICERS {  For 235 Years A Non-Profit Corporation ( " DIRECTORS
TENGC: . P. O. Box 721 CAPT. BROWN
President ROCKPORT, TEXAS 78382 Whaoping Crane
COt. Wm. M. BROWN
AN FiELDS Ret. US.AF.
Vice Pres. & Sec'y. ANTOINE GRAYIB, M.D.
W. E. HAYNES
W. COCHRAN R L IRWIN

Treasurer
District Engincer
May 30, 1975

consideration is given to protecting these resources.
The greatest effort is in devising means of avoiding
responsibility in this direction. The attitude ex-
pressed in discussing adverse environmental damages
which cannot be avoided is anything but constructive.
Segments subject to damage are shrugged off by des-
cribing them as fractional vercentages of total bay
bottoms along the Texas coast. I wonder what fraction
of a percent of Texas marine tonnage is ssrved by
these same segments. I'm sure such a process of min-
imization would be offensive to you.

The federal and state fish and wildlife agencies have
the expertise to prescribe specific measures to pro-
tect these intersosts. Therefore we will not attempt
to review thesze needs. However, there is an area of
great concern on which we would comment. Cverboaxd
spoil disposal along the cut through Red Fish Bay
would cause great damace to high value nursery area.
If the spoil cannot be contained on high ground to
the west or otherwise disposed of in a manner that
would not damace Red Fish Bay, we believe the losses
outweigh any benefit that could be dervied from the
channel.

It is understood that you have to follow the laws and
statutes wherein you are directed, as your primary
function in this instance, to provide for navigation.
You are also directed to give consideration to other
matters in the national interest. We believe this means
a deligent effort to protect and perpetuate these
resources.,

Your Orders and Regulations and Erngineering Manual
contain proceedural detail, but even within these
guidelines much latitude still remains for the in-
dividual to determine how much or how little will be
done in the matter of environmental protection. We
sincerely hope that instead of the pattern set in the
draft environmental gstatement you will make every ef~
fort to do as 1ittle harm as possible in the pursuit
of your navigation project.

= . — 458
Very truly TP :>/ _
Ed Tengg | (b/r ‘&/f“/’
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EWGCO-M 26 June 1975

-

Mr. Bd Tengg

President

Rockport Conservation Association, Inc.
P. 0. Box 721

Rockport, Texsaa 78382

_ Dear Mr, Tengg:

,

This s to ecknowledge receipt of vour 30 May 1975 letter commenting in
general on the Draft Environmental Statement for maintenance of the Gulf
Intracoastal Watervay (GIWW) end on our letter of 25 April 1975 to the U. §,
Fich end Wildlife Service concerning Fublic Motice lio. IWW-M-13, Maintenance
Dredging, GIWW (Hain Chamnel) San Antonio Bay to Corpus Christi Bay.

We regret that your organization {s not satisfied with the measures proposed

to reduce adverse environmental effects on this project., The Corps has ex-
pended considerable effort coordinating acceptable disposal plans with various
fish snd wildli{fe agencies. YKumerous revisions have been incorporated in the
plans to mske the vroject &s envircmmentally acceptable as possible within
reasonsble monetary constraints. I em surs that you recognize the difficulcy
in echieving total sgreement in all matters when coordinating diverse interests.

Huch of our difficulty in coordinating an acceptabla disposal plan oan the CIWW
atems from tha fsct that until recently we did not have a spousor for most of
this project. Under the exisring project suthorization we do not have authority
to expend Federal funds to scquire edditiomal or alternate disposal areas. ASs
you are probably swvare, the last session of the Texas Leglislatura passed Senate
B11l 472 authorizing tha State of Texar to egponsor the GIWW, As appropriations
bacome availeble, wa will work with tha State for alternste digposgl areas to
enable us to ceaze use of those areas that are environmentally sensitive. How-
ever, in the interim, should dredging be required, we must continue to utilize
those areas wva have used over the years.

Ivasmuch ae your latter recopnizas the expertiss of the various Federal and

Bteate fipgh cond wildliife omencies, plessa be assured that we are continuing to
coordinate our maintenance program with those agencies to make our navigation
projects more compatible with the environment. Your letcer will be placed in
our permanent file znd your views end comments on this matter gre appreciated.

" $incearely yours,

E. D. McGFHEE
Chief, Construction-
Operations Division
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For 25 Years A Non-Profir Carporation ) DIRECTORS
P. O. Box 721 CAPT, BROWN
ROCKPORT, TEXAS 78382 . Whoaping Crone
COL. Wm. M. BROWN
Ret. WS AF.
ANTOINE GRAYIB, M.D.
J'U.ly 2;1 , 1975 W. £ HAYNES
R L IRWIN

Departument of the Army

Galveston District, Corps of Engineers
P.0. Box 1229

Galveston, Texas 77550

Attention: E. D. McGehee, Chief
Construction Coerations Divisdon

Thank you for your letter of June 26, re-
garding the Public Notice No.,TWiW-M-13 and
my letter of May %0. It iv¢ hoped that the
State will be able to provide spoil sites
under the recently enacted legislation that
will be less inimical o the environment.

I am afrzid all is not yet clear sailinga
The provision of alternative sooil sifes in
providing funds and on the zctive concern
of the Corps and vthe State Highway Depart-~
ment in wvorking to obtain the desire@#
sites. .

If we can be of any assiskance please
contact us.

Sincerely

ENTore

Ed Tengg

ED/£j
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SOUTHERN METHODIST UNIVERSITY

Environmental Law Clinic SCHOOL QF LAW
Telephone: 214-692-2855 DavrrLas, TEXAs 75275
February 7, 1975

Col. Don S. McCoy, C.E.

Department of the Army

Galveston District, Corps of Engineers
P. O. Box 1229

Galveston, Texas 77550

RE: Public Notice No. IWW-M-13
Dear Col. McCoy:

The aforementioned Public Notice advises that an area extending
from San Antonio Bay to a point Southwest of Aransas Bay may be subject
to dredging operations within the near future. The same notice advises
that presently no Environmental Impact Statement has been composed or
filed reguarding this area. Consequently, the adverse effects of the
dredging and disposal operations on water guality, fish and ambient
wildlife cannot truly have been fully evaluated.

Therefore, before an "emergency situation' develops I would
think it most propitious to evaluate the area to make a comprehensive
determination of any possible adverse effects. Specifically, evaluations
should be made regarding:

1. The impact of the project upon the natural physical environme nt
and upon damage to the stream bottom;

2. The loss of habitat to ambient floral, fauna, recreational, and
concomitant ecological loss;

3. The vegetation loss which functions as a primary habitat for
holding sedentary species within the region, and finally;

4. As the subject area contrasts with surrounding land types it may
be viewed as a separate ecosystem. Hence it too must be con-
sidered as it would be severly disrupted and permanently altered
by the project. Therefore, a more through evaluation of this
aspect should be made before proceeding.

Consequently, a public notice concerning the relative environme ntal
effects of this project should be scheduled. As an "emergency' may develop
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within the immediate schedule please initiate this as quickly as
possible.

Thank you for giving this matter your attention.
Sincerely yours,

(f. Rochelle
Student

JR:ef
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BWoCOo-M FEB 25 1975

Mr. J. Rochalle

Southern Methodist University
Eavirormantal Law Clinic
School of Lay

Dallas, Texas 75273

Desr l{r. Eochella:

ne.caip: 48 ecknowledged of your lettcr dated 7 Februxry 1975 pertaining

Public Dotice o, IU7-1-13, dated 21 Jexnuary 1973, concsrning main-
tananc.c dred~ing of tha Gulf Iatrecozstal Vaterway (Hain Channel) from
8gn Antonio Lay to Corpus Christi 3ay.

Your letter usted that an Favirowesatal Irmget Rigtesent hze not hasn
cornorad or filed rewsarding this roech of the Gulf Inrracocstal Usiereay
{GIRI)s Thiz fip in coryer eg the poblic notice states a Drnft Luvirooenntel
Stetemant a:z% besn precared and wos yYilad with the Council ea Dnvirvmrantal
{uelity oa 30 Cotober 3674, greonta heva beoan saceived on the Drair linvizon-
rentel Etet »._..,f,nt ami ths Pinal Soviroameatsl Stotessat 1s baiesg ecopnleted,

Wa saticipata baviog the I'inal Bovircrsental Statement filed with €. dn

thas late spring or early swwner of 1973,

Current hydrographic suvrvays show 5o exiating chosls in this vesch of the
¢harmal. Unless storcs or hieh wstor conditicns sceelerata shoglion, ws
do Bot anticipate dredging this roach of the GITH duriug caleudar yesr 1875,

¥a would alsze 1ike to rafar you to 33 C.F.R, 209.143, pt.hus‘md in tha
Fodoral Resister on 22 Jaly 1974, vhieh prascribas the policies, arscticss
snd procedurcy £0 ba foliocwed by rll Coxps of Urgiosers inatallstiens in
cornection with review of Fedoral prrojects uiich invelve the dispozal of
dredzed material, In thos zvenulation, we gre roguived 2o igsoe a pubiic
notice, mche an'Environmenstal Aszezamant, ond prepare a ftatewent of
Findinos, Tha Hovirormontal Assessment evalustes the fouar gpecifics you
putlinad cnd the proceduares acd molicies outlined in 33 C,F.R. 202,158
ars baing folloved. Those docucenss, as well =8 coemants recelved {rom
tha public notice, are forwvardsd to tia Envircrmental Protectien Agency
for roview and dispoasl srea dasignation.

-
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EWNGCO-M
Mr. J. Fochells

Your letter concluded by stating e public notice concerming the relative
anvironmental eflecte of thisg projoszt phould ba echaduled., Tha referenced
pudblic notice was fssuad as proscribad by the regulation. Ke do not see
any nced or benefits to be caerived by ths issuancs of a second Public
Notica, :

Bincerely yours,

DON 8. McCOY ™~
COLONEL, CE _
DISTRICT ENGINWEER

-
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Crty oF CorPus CHRISTI, TEXAS

MAYDOR
JASDOM LUBY

CITY CDUNECIL

WJAMER T, ACUFF

MAYDR Fac TIM
REV. HAROLD T. BRANCH
RICARLGD OONZALEZX
THOMAE V. GOMIALES
OABE LDZANG, BR,
. HOWARD BTARK

February 10, 1975

CITY MANAGER

M. MARVIN TOWNBEND

CITY BECRETARY
BILL 0. READ

CITY UFFICES

J02 ROUTH BHOREL INE

POST QFFICE BOX 9277
PHOHNE [5%12] BH&-3I01)

ZiF COCE 78408

District Engineer

Galveston District, Corps of Engineers
ATTN: SWGCO-M

P. 0. Box 1229

Galveston, Texas 77550

Re: Public Notice No. IWW-M-13 dated January 21, 1975

Bear Sir:

The City of Corpus Christi has reviewed the proposed maintenance
dredging of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (Msin Channel) from San
Antonio Bay to Corpus Christi Bay and offers no objection to the
proposed project.

The Intracoastal Waterway is vital to the City of Corpus Christi

and its maintenance is essential to this City's economic potential.
We look forward to seeing the project completed.

Sincerely, ré;i
/Af//i—(_v. %f M b )
R. Marvin Townsend

RMT/dz
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EWGCO-M : 19 Yebruary 1975

Ur, E, Marvin Tovnzend

City liroager

City of Corpus Christi

302 South Shorelina

P, 0. rox 9277

Corpus Christi, Texes 78403

Deszr Mr. Townsend: .

"o '
ﬁoceipt in acknowled ad of wour lefter ctucerainy Public Notfca Ko,
IRE-}H-13, 2ated 21 Jonusry 1975, evncernirg nsintenancs dredging of
the Gulf Intracoastzl VWaterway (Hadn Chsannal) from Gan Antonio Eoy
to Corpus Cariatd Bay. : B

Your revi:w gnd fnd roorent of the project were spprociated,

- Biocerely yours,

- " .. B. D, YioCRERE ‘
" : Chief, Construction-
. - Oparatiomp bDivigloa
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REALIOR ¥ IRWIN INDUSTRIES, INLC.

GENERAL CONTRACTING - PALM HARBOR HOMES & LDTB - PALM HaRBOR TRAVEL PARK - BOAT BARNS

PALM HARBOR SUBDIVISION
P, O. Box 1286
ROCKPORT, TEXAS 7B382

PHOoNE 729-2731
729-5699

March 4,1975

Department O0f The Army

Corps of Engineers, Galveston District
P.0O.Box 1229

Galveston, Texas 77550

Re: Public Notice No., IWW-M-13

Dear Sirs:

* As an interested party in the preservation of marine and
migratory wildlife in Redfish Bay located south of Rockport,
I wish to offer assistance in the propoesed maintance dredging
of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway.

I can provide the Corps of Engineers with dry land disposal
areas,that could replace offshore disposal sites No.147,148,
1&9,and150. The spoil from these sites can be placed on shore

ony my property paralieling the Intraccastal Waterway. The runoff
from these disposal areas can be controlled with a minimum
amount of leveling, Any site preparation needed would be done

by the owner at no expence to the Corps.

Please consider these disposal sites as a alternative to further
filling up Redfish Bay. The suggested on shore sites are available
for your inspection and study, Please feel free to call upon me
for any further information.

Sincerely: - _
o : :

Raunlie L, Jrwin Jr.‘
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SWGCO-M | 12 March 1975

Mr., Raylie L. Irwin, Jr.
Irwin Icdustries, Inc.
Palm Harbor Subdivision
P. 0. Box 1286
Rockport, Texas 78322

Dear Mr. Irwin:

Réceipt is acknowledged of your letter covzorning Public Hotice Ho., TWW-
M-~13, dated 21 Jaruary 1375, pertaining to the maintenance Jdredging of
the Gulf Intracoastal Vatervay.

We are requesting our Corpus Chrirti Avea Zn.inesr to make a site
investigation of the zsltorrata Ci nosac s8ites you have olfcred.

Thank you for your interest {n this area.

Sincerely youras,

'E. D. KcCFHER
Chief, Constructione
Oparations Division
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EWGCo-M 22 April 1975

Mr. Rsulie L, Irwin, Jr.
Irwin Industries, Inc.
P. 0. Box 1286

Rockport, Texas 78382

*

Daar Mr, Irwin:

Thie 8 in reply to your § March 1975 letter and confirms subgequent
discussions by iir. W. A. Gky~Eagle, Jr., concerning your offer of lands
for disposal of maintenance materials dredged from ths Gulf Intracoastai
Watarvey.

Pursuant to Mr. Sky-Eagle's meeting with you, we find that your properties
are located sijacent to a reach of the main channel (epproximate GIWW liile
525.9 to KMile 528.8) which has required maintenance only one time since

the original dredging was performed im 1659, The maintensnce dredplng was
performed ae 8 result of shoals created by "Hurricane Carla" {n 1961.

Bince the normal shoaling rate is minimal and a dredging frequency has not
been firmly establicshed for this channel reach, we have not scheduled mainte-
nance and therefore do not foresess an imoediate need for the use of your
properties, '

In the event that an erratic shoaling pattern should develop however, the
need to usa your lands will become apparent. Accordingly and in order to
slinminate possible future delays, we plan to mark-up plans showing your
propertiss and coordinate the use of your lands with the various fish and
wildlife and envirommental protection agencies prior to initiating any
acquisitiona for dredga disposal rights from you. As you may know, the use
of any lands for dredgas disposal operations must be environmentally accept-
able and approved for use pursuant to varicus Federal dredging regulations
and lawe.

Once we have scquired the approval of the various environmentalist, we will
know which areas to request the projact sponsor, the City of Aransas Pass,

to obtain from you for pipeline routes, flowage easemsnts and/pr disposal
rights,
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22 April 1975

SWGCO-M
Mr. Baulfe L. Irwin, Jr.

Thank you for the offer of your lands and should there be a need for
further acsistance in this matter, please do not hesitate to inquire,

8inceraly youre,

E. D. McGEHEE
Chief, Construction-
Operations Division
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SUPPLEMENT NO, 14
TRIBUTARY CHANNEL TO ARANSAS PASS

1. PROPOSED ACTION. The proposed Federal actiom is
continued periodic maintenance dredging of the Tributary
Channel to Aransas Pass, The federally authorized project
includes the Tributary Channel to Aransas Pass, the
turning basin and connecting channel,and Conn Browm Harbor,
Improvements to the existing project involve deepening

the waterway from 12 feet to 14 feet below Mean Low Tide
(Corps of Engineers datum) and widening the tributary
channel, mile 3.5 to mile 4.6, from 125 feet to 175 feet,
The tributary channel is 6.1 miles long; the Aransas Pass
Turning Basin, 300 feet wide by 2,200 feet long; and Conn
Brown Harbor, 300 feet wide by 1,000 feet long. Mainte-
nance of the existing project and the improved project

are also included. Currently, the channel requires maine
tenance dredging once every five years with an annual
shoaling rate of approximately 55,000 cubic yards. Main-
tenance dredging is performed by hydraulic pipeline dredge
with dredged materials disposed of in land disposal

areas, The disposal areas for this channel are numbered

1 through 6 and are shown on the figure in the attached
public notice, The next maintenance dredging of the
Tributary Channel to Aransas Pass has not been scheduled,
The proposed action will comply with Federal dredging
regulations 33 CFR 209.145 and Discharge of Dredge or

Fill Material (40 CFR 230).

2. NEED FOR ACTION., Periocdic maintenance is required

to prevent shoaling from halting or restricting navigation
on the channel, Benefits of continued maintenance dredg-
ing of the channel are derived almost entirely from commer-
cial navigation, including inland waterway barge tows and
service vessels. 1In 1974 over 16.6 thousand tons of
cargo were carried over the waterway., The principal
commodities were basic chemicals, basic chemical products,
and marine shells, The economy of the project area is
heavily dependent upon continued use of low cost water-
borme transportation.

3. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING.
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3.01 The project channel traverses high quality fish and
wildlife habitat. The bay waters are relatively clear

and support large beds of shoalgrass, turtlegrass, and
associated flora., They provide brackish-water habitat for
spotted seatrout, red drum, black drum, sheepshead,
flounder, croaker, bay anchovy, menhaden, shrimp, and
blue crab. Oyster reefs occur in the area and are produc-
tive in years of abundant rainfall, Sport and commercial
fishing is intensive in the project area,

3.02 The tidal flats are sparsely vegetated with patches

of glasswort, saltgrass, and saltflat grass. Disposal
islands also may be vegetated, but many have a barren
surface of sand and shell. There are a few tidal marshes
fringing the barrier islands and the shores of the bays.
Needlerush and cordgrass are common here. The flats and
marshes and the shallower portions of the bays are important
as breeding and nursery habitat for fishes and crustceans.

3.03 Many specles of shore and wading birds inhabit the
project area. Herons, egrets, pelicans, ibises, cranes,
and the roseate spoonbill use the area for resting, feed-
ing, and nesting, Endangered species known to range in the
area include Florida manatee, right whale, sperm whale,
blue whale, finback whale, southern bald eagle, brown
pelican, whooping crane, Eskimo curlew, Arctic peregrine
falcon, American peregrine falcon, American alligator,
Atlantic ridley, hawksbill turtle, and leatherback
turtle, The world's only population of wild whooping
cranes winters on the nearby Aransas National Wildlife
Refuge and disposal islands. These birds are of great
economic importance to this coastal area by virtue of

the tourism which they engender. Their aesthetic value

1s\considered priceless by many people.

3.04 Two bird sanctuaries administered by the National
Audubon Society located in the project area are the Second
Chain of Islands in Ayres Bay and Harbor Island scuthwest
of the Lydia Ann Channel. '

3.05 Waterfowl are seasonally abundant, 1Important species

include the redhead, pintail, widgeon, scaup, teal, shove-
ler, baldpate, and canvasback duck and Canada, snow
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and blue geese, Large numbers of redheads and pintails
feed on the submerged grass beds, The mottled duck, a
resident species, is known to nest on densely vegetated
islands in the bays adjoining and south of the Aransas
National Wildlife Refuge., The numerous duck blinds which
dot the bays and flats are evidence of the intensive
hunting which the area receives,

4, ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS.

4.01 Maintenance dredging of this reach of the Channel

to Aransas Pass will have an adverse effect on the natural
environment., The significance of these effects will vary
according to location of disposal areas, disposal practices,
type of bottom material being dredged, and quantity of
similar surrounding habitat,

4,02 Dredging. The removal of shoal materials accumu-
lated in the channel and basin will disturb or remove
swimming and benthic organisms. However, because of
pollutants found in some sediments, instability of the
sediments, and frequency of maintenance dredging, it is
expected that populations of bottom dwelling organisms
are low in the channel bottom. Other detrimental effects
of dredging include turbidity caused by the action of
the cutterhead assembly, resuspension of pollutants in
that turbid area, and destruction of any fish or crusta-
ceans caught by the cutter or pulled into the pipeline
by the pump. These effects are limited to an area
immediately surrounding the dredge cutterhead,

4.03 Normally, maintenance dredging doces not destroy any
submerged vegetation or oysters, as channel depths pre-
clude development of vegetation because of reduced sunlight
penetration, and the soft materials constantly accumulating
on the channel bottom prevent oysters from developing,
Dredging usually has little effect on motile marine
species, as they are able to avoid the dredge.

4,04 Disposal, The most significant adverse environ-
mental effects are associated with disposal methods rather
than dredging., Disposal practices along this reach are
restricted to land disposal,
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4,05 Land Disposal, Adverse environmental effects of
disposal of dredged material on land include destruction
of vegetation, loss of foraging, feeding, nesting, and
resting areas for birds, mammals, and reptiles; temporary
reduction of air quality in the immeidate vicinity; and
long-term partial suppression of the productivity of the
disposal area,

4,06 When a land area is used for disposal of dredged
materials, most of the vegetation is covered or destroyed,
particularly where containment levees are used. This loss
of vegetation forces birds, mammals, and reptiles to leave
the area until the vegetation recovers. Recovery of the
vegetation usually begins within 6 months to a year.
Considering the very small relative size of the total
area used for disposal when compared to the thousands

of square miles of similar habitat in the surrounding
coastal area, it is doubted that such effects are signifi-
carnt,

4,07 In some instances, the disposal of dredged materials
on land results in the degradation of air quality as a
result of the release of odors, These odors are caused
by the decay of organic materials that had collected on
the channel bottom and decay of vegetation in the disposal
area, If necessary, these odors can be controlled by
chemically treating with a proprietary product containing
essential oils and deodorized kerosene,

4,08 The primary significant long-term adverse environe
mental effect that results from land disposal of mainte-
nance dredged materials 1s the suppression of productivity
in the disposal areas, Because of repeated disposal of
materials, the vegetation is not in a constant state of
maximum preductivity, Maximum productivity occurs only
between the time of full recovery and the next deposition
of sediments. Where a disposal area is used for the

first time, the vegetation will normally change to a lower
quality type. This may permanently lower the productivity
of an area, For this channel reach, changes in vegetation
type will be minimal, since the areas to be used for
disposal have been used previously, and the changes have
already occurred,
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4.09 Disposal of dredged materials in marshes is signi-
ficantly detrimental to the ecology of the surrounding
bay systems, Such disposal has the effect of converting
the highly productive marsh area to a high ground area
with a corresponding change in types of vegetation,
Marshes are highly productive, often contributing as much
as ten tons of organic matter per acre to the bay systems
every year, Because of the high value placed on marsh
lands as primary food source areas, dredging practices
have been changed to avoid disposal in marsh areas
wherever practicable,

5. ALTERNATIVES, All apparent alternative methods have
been investigated in sufficient detail to determine their
viability. Consideration of alternatives includes effects
on the economic and social well-being of the area, state,
and nation, as well as the effects on the natural environ-
ment of the project area. The '"mo action' alternative has
been considered, as well as alternate methods of disposal.
Investigation has indicated that, of all the alternatives
examined, the only environmentally and economically
feasible plan at this time is continued maintenance
dredging and disposal in the manner and locations as
described in the public notice with the recommended
changes described in Section 6 of this summary.

6. RESPONSES TO THE PUBLIC NOTICE. A public notice was
issued 21 October 1974, The notice has been made avail-
able to all interested Federal and State agencies and all
known interested parties, This notice addressed new work
and subsequent maintenance as well as continued maintenance
of the existing project, Four responses to the public
notice have been received, Exxon Pipeline Company
suggested a conference be held with representatives of the
Corps of Engineers to discuss the Galveston District's
intended use of disposal area No. 2. A meeting was held
and additional infomation concerning disposal area No. 2
was requested by Exxon Pipeline. The Corps of Engineers
has furnished all requested information available, The
matter was resolved following a second conference between
representatives of the Corps of Engineers and Exxon Pipe-
line. The Texas Highway Department requested information
on the method of transporting dredged material to disposal
areas Nos, 3 and 4 and plans for handling highway traffic
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on State Highway 361. The Galveston District has fur-
nished all requested information to the Texas Highway
Department. Responses from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USF&S) and the National Marine Fisheries Service
(NMFS) recommended that disposal area No. 3 be confined

to the 40 acre tract nearest Texas Highway 361 and that
all effluent drain into the channel paralleling the high-
way. When the channel is improved, disposal area No, 3
will be leveed with a spillway on the side adjacent to the
highway borrow ditch., This disposal area will be enlarged
in the future, as neceded, to contain the material removed
during maintenance dredging operations, The USF&WS and
NMFS also recommended that dredge material be confined

by lev.es in disposal area No. 4 at or above the Mean
High Tide line to mitigate adverse effects on oyster

beds or tidal marsh., This recommendation will be complied
with, Maintenance of levees and drainage structures

prior to and during dredging operations, as recommended
by USF&IS, is routinely acceomplished., As recommended

by NMFS, plans and specifications will be furnished to
Federal and State fish and wildlife agencies prior to
issvance of contracts for dredging.

7. ENVIROMNMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY APPROVAL. In a letter
dated 3 Julv 1975, EPA approved the dredging and dredged
material disposal plan (under 33 CFR 209,143) for one

year provided disposal areas are leveed prior to their
next use. Long term approval was deferred until an
Environmental Statement has been filed with the Council

on Environmental Quality,
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
GALVESTON DISTRICT. CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.O.BOX 1229
GALVESTON, TEXAS T7550

PUBLIC NOTICE NO, IWW-M-6 21 October 1974

NEW WORK AND MAINTENANCE DREDGING
GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY - TRIBUTARY CHANNEL TO ARANSAS PASS

This public notice is issued in accordance with provisions of established
Federal regulations, Title 33 CFR 209.145, concerning tle policy, practice
and procedures to be followed by the Corps of Engineers in connection
with the disposal of dredged material in navigable waters or the trans-
portation of dredged material for the purpose of depositing it in ocean
waters associated with Federal projects.

This notice ig being distributed tc all interested State and Federal agencies
and known interested persons In order to assist in developing facts and
recommendations concerning the proposed continuation of maintenance dredging
activities, Comments must be submitted to the District Engineer at the

N above address on or before 20 November 1974, Laws under which the proposed
dredging 1s to be reviewed:

Federal Water Pollution Control Act
Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
Fish and Wildlife Act of 1956

Migratory Marine Game-Fish Act

Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act
Endangered Species Act of 1973 1
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966

PROJECT: Gulf Intracoastal Waterway ~ Tributary Channel to Aransas Pass,

PROJECT LOCATION: Near Aransas Pass, Texas in Nueces and Aransas Counties,
Texas.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The Federally authorized project includes the Tributary
Channel to Aransas Pass, the Turning Basin and connecting channel and Conn

.Brown Harbor. Improvements to the existing project involve deepening the water-
way from 12 feet to 14 feet below Mean Low Tide (Corps ©of Engineers datum) and
widening the Tributary Channel, ilile 3.5 to Mile 4.6, from 125 feet to 175 feet,
The Tributary Channel is 6.1 miles long; the Aransas Pass Turning Basin, 300 feet
wide by 2,200 feet long; and Conn Brown Harbor, 300 feet wide by 2,200 feet long,
Maintenance of the existing project and the improved project are also includec.

DISPOSAL AREAS: The City of Aransas Pass, the sponsoring apency, is responsible
for furnishing the necessary rights~of-way, easements, and lands regquired for
improving and msintaining the project. The project utilizes six disposal
areas (see drawing).

[P
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SWGCO-M PUELIC HOTICE NO, LiW-1-6 21 vctober 1974

Disposal Area No, 1 is an existing land disposal arca located northeast of
the Aransas Pass Channel and west of Lvdia Ann Channel on HaerlLor Island.
Toe levees will be constructed, when the site is used in the future, to
prevent flow of materials into adjacent or nearby narshes,

Disposal Area No, 2 is located southwest of the Aransas Pass Channel in an
upland marsh area on Harbor Island. Existing toe levees will be refurbished,
when the site is used in the feture, to confine the excavated materials.

Disposal Area No, 3 is located southwest of the Aransas Fass Channel on
emergent land between South Harbor Island and Stedman Island., Levees will

be constructed, when the site is used in the future, to confine the excavated
materials.

Disposal Area No, &4 is located southwest 0f the Aransas Pass Channel on
Stedman Island., Levees wili be constructed on three sides to prevent flow
of deposited materials and effluent water onto a ncarby read, petroleum
storage facilities which are located on the north, esst and south sides

and into Redfish Bav. llatevial will be allowed to flow ints an existing
borrow area and onto the flats and marsh aica on the west side of the island,

Disposal Area No, 5 is locered north of Areansas Pass and east 2f the GIWW
cat-o0ff channel on an ieland in Redfish Bav, Existing levees will be
refurbished, when the site is used in the future, to confine the excavated
materials,

Disposal Area Bo, € is located east of the Turning Basin on land between the
Turning Basin and the GIWW, This disposal area ie to be used one time

only when improving the project, Levees will be constructed to confine

the excavated materials,

COMPOSITION AND QUANTITY OF MATERIALS: DMaterials to be excavated in
improving and maintaining the preject consist of clays, silts, sands

and shell fragments. Five hundred sixty-nine thousand cubic vards are to
be excavated to improve the project, Shoaling in the chennel is 2 result
of tidal action and wind driven currents in Redfish Bay., The past shoaling
rate of the project was approximately 15,000 cubic yards annually,

METHOD OF DREDGING: The entire Aransas Pass Chsaanel will be deepened to
14 feet and widened to 175 feet between Mile 3.5 to MHile &,6 by contract
pipeline dredge, The overburden shoal and virgin materials will be
deposited in Disposal Areas Kos. 1-5,

The Aransas Pass Turning Bzsin, connecting channel to Conn Brown Harbor,
and Conn Brown Harbor will also be deepened to 14 feet by contract
pipeline dredge. The excavated overburden shoal and virgin materials
will be deposited in Disposal Area No. 6.
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SWGCO-M PUBLIC NOTICE NO, IWW-M-6 21 October 1974

Future maintenance requirements will be performed by contract pipeline
dredge and shoal materfials will be placed in Disposal Arezs Nos. 1 - 5.
Previous dredging frequencies have been about every 36 months,

PROPERTIES ADJACENT TO DISPOSAL AREAS: Disposal Area No, 1 is bound.
by the Aransas Pass Channel on the south, Lydia Ann Channel on the
east and marsh, grass and tidal flats on the north and west.

Disposal Area No, 2 is bound by Aransas Pass Channel on the north and
east , Texas Highway 361 on the west, and an Exxon ofl tank farm on the
south, -

Disposal Area No. 3 is bound by tidal flats on the north, west and south
and a private channel on the east,

Disposal Area No, 4 is bound by Redfish Bay on the east, south and west
and Texas Highway 361 on the north,

Disposal Area No. 5 is bound by Redfish Bay on the east and north, GIWW
on the west, and Aransas Pass Channel on the south,

Disposal Area No, 6 is bound by the Aransas Pass Turning Basin on the
west, the Aransas Pass Channel on the south, GIWW on the east, and
comnmercial areas on the north,

DREDGING BY OTHERS: There has been no significant dredging by others
recently. Non-Federal dredging activities are regulated by the
Department of the Army permit program.

DESIGNATION OF DISPOSAL SITES: The proposed disposal sites have not been
previcusly designated by the Administrator, Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA), However, the use of these sites has been previously
coordinated with EPA for disposal of materials from channel improvements
and subsequent maintenance dredging.

COCRDINATION: The following is a list of Federal, State and local agencies
with whom these activities are being coordinated,

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

Region VI Environmental Protection Agency

U. 8. Department of Commerce

U, S. Department of the Interior

Eighth Ccast Guard District

Division of Planning Coordination, State of Texas
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department

Texas Historical Commission

Nueces County Navigation District No. 1
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SWGCO-M PUBLIC NOTICE NO. TWW-M-6 21 October 1974
Aransas County Navigation Dictrict No. 1
Commissioners' Court of Aransas County, Texas
Commmissioners' Court of San Patricio County, Texas
Commissioners' Court of Nueces County, Texas
City of Aransas Pass, Texas

ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT: A Finz] Envirommental Statement on the channel
improvements was filed with the Council on Environmental Quality on

28 May 1974, Copies of the statement may be purchased from U, S,
Departrent of Cormerce, National Technical Information Service,
Springfield, Virginia 22151, 4An Environmental Statement for raintknance
dredging of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterwav and Tributary Channels

(Texas Section) will be prepared and will include the Channel to Aransas
Pass. The statement is scheduled to be placed on file with Council on
Environmental Quality in the fall of 1975 after having been cnordinated
with the above mentioned agencies.

Any person who has an interest which may te a’fected by the disposal of
this drecdeged material mav request a public hearing, The request must be
submitted in writing to the District Enginecr within 30 davs of the date
of this notice and must clearly set forth the interest which mav be
affected and the manner in which the interest may be affected by this
activity.

Designation of the proposed disposal plan for dredged material assnciated
with this Federal proiect shall be made through the application of
guidelines promulgated by the Administrator EPA in conjunction with the
Secretary of the Army. If these guidelines alone prohibit the designation
of this proposed disposal plan, any potential impairment of the naintenance
of navigation, including anvy econcmic impact on navigation and anchorage
which would result from the failure to use this disposal plan, will

also be considered.

COMMENTS: Persons desiring to express their views or provide information
to be considered in evaluation of the impact of the irprovemsnt and the
continued maintenance dredging in this project are requested to mail their
comments to:

District Engineer

Galveston District, Corps of Engineers
ATTN: SWGECO-Y

P. O. Box 1229

Galveston, Texas 77550

with specific reference toc Public Notice Ho, IWW-M-5 dated 21 October 1974,

1 Incl DOK S. McCOY
Dwg, Oct 74 Coleonel, CE
District Engineer
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IN REFPLY REFER TO:

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR -
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERViCE

et e e R v‘:“ TR .f:':"vf‘-eu.u
PCST OFFiICE BOX 1306

ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO B7103

November 20, 1974

District Engineer

Attn: SWGCO-M

Corps of Engineers, U. 5. Army
Post Office Box 1229
Galveston, Texas 77550

Dear Sir:

By Public Notice No. IWW-M-6, dated October 21, 1974, the U. §.
Fish and Wildlife Service was notified of the Corps of Engineers'
.plans for spoil disposal during new work and maintenance dredging
of the Gulf Intracocastal Waterway - Tributary Channel to Aransas
Pass, HNueces County, Texas.

The following comments have been coordinated with the Texas Parks
and Wildlife Department and the National Marine Fisheries Service:

The six disposal areas indicated on the drawing accompanying the
public notice were developed for new work on the channel with the
assistance of the Service during a planning conference held on
August 26, 1971. At this conference it was determined that spoil
would be placed on the north side of the channel between Stations
16+00 and 50+00 (Disposal Area No. 1), 290+00 and 309400 {(Disposal
Area No. 5}, and between the GIWW and the Aransas Pass Turning
Basin (Disposal Area Mo. 6). Spoil also would be placed south of
the channel between Stations 50+00 and 80+00 (Disposal Area No. 2),
1540400 and 158+00 (Disposal Area Ho. 3), and on Stedman |sland
(Disposal Area No. &). At that conference it was determined that
Area No. 3 would occupy about 40 acres adjacent to the channel.

Spoil disposal operations at Area No. 3 should be restricted to

the emergent 40-acre tract located adjacent to the channel to avoid
further encroachment onto surrounding marsh, grass, and tidal flats.
This area should be ring-leveed and water returned to drainage
ditches paralleling State Highway No. 36] by means of a control
weir.

CONSERVE
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Particular care also should be given to the placement and adequacy
of levees at Disposal Area No. 4. Spoil should be confined to
Stedman lsland and borrow areas adjacent to State Highway No. 361

to maintain the viability of a live productive oyster reef on the
southeast side of the island and a tidal marsh on the southwest side
of the island. In addition, all disposal areas should have levees
either constructed or refurbished prior to discharge of any spoil
materials and drainage of these areas should be directed towards
borrow ditches paralleling State Highway No. 361.

The Fish and Wildlife Service report of October 11, 1974, on
maintenance dredging of the GIWW between San Antonio Bay and Corpus
Christi Bay, which included the Tributary Channel to Aransas Pass,
will be revised to reflect the above provisions.

The opportunity to comment on the spoil disposal aspects of this
project 1s appreciated.

Sincerely yours,

k—
!
. egionad Director
Dept

ccC: '

" Executive Director, Texas Parks and Wild. Dept., Austin, Tex.

Regional Director, Nat'l Mar. Fish. Serv., 5t. Petersburg, Fla.
Area Suprv., NMFS, Envr. Assmt. Div,, Galveston, Tex.

Regional Administrator, EPA, Reg. VI, Dallas, Tex.

Rggional Director, BOR, Albuquerque, N. Mex.

Field Suprv., FWS, Div. of River Basin Studies, Fort Worth, Tex.
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SWCCO-M 20 March 1975

Mr. W. O, Helaom, Jr.

Regional Pirector

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Servica

P. O. Box 1306 .. )
Albuquerque, New Maxico 87103 o~

Dear Mr, Nelson:

Reference is made to Mr, Jerry Stegman'e letter dated 20 November 1974
concerning Public Rotice No. INW-M-b6 on new work and maintenance dredgzing
of the Gulf Intracorstal Waterway - Tributary Channel to Aransas Fass,
Texas.

Concerning Disposal Area No. 3, the emergent 40-scre tract you refarence

¢ only the portion of that aree to be used for the enlargement of Channel
to Aransas Pass. The public notfce, however, covers not only the new work,
but alzo tha suhsecuent maintenanca of the channsl, Thersfore, the map
which eccormpanied the public notice not only includes a 40-acrs segment

for the chammel improvament, but aleo additional mrea for future mainte-
nance of the project. When the channsl s improved, the emergent land wizzs
be leveed with a2 spillway on the side adjacent to the hizhway borrow ditch.
Yhe digposal sares will then be enlarged {n the future, as needed, to con-
tain the materizl reroved during maintenance dredging operations. Addition-
ally, the size of the disposal ares ahown on the public notice drawing
conforms with those shown in the Datailed Project BReport and the FPinal
Enviropmental Statement for the Channel to Aransas Pass.

In reference to Dispossl Area Mo, &, the areas will be levaed prior to its
next use, Additionally, the remaining dispesal areas will have leveas
afther constructoed or refurbished prior to their use. The dredge effluent
from Disposal Areas Noa., 3 and 4 will ba directed into the borrow ditch
paralleling Btate Highway NHo. 361.

S{ncerely yours, -

Co furnished ' _ 2. D. McGEHEE
Py ! . Chief, Construction=

Field Supsrvicor -
USPWS, Corpus Christi 78411 4821"”“"“' Division



U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE ) )
Nationaf Oceanic and Atmospheric Admiristration

NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE

Duval Building

9450 Gandy Boulevard

St. Petersburg, Florida 33702 ,

December &, 1974

Colonel Don S, McCoy

District Engineer, Galveston District
Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers
Post Office Box 1229

Galveston, Texas 77550

Dear Colonel McCoy:

The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) has reviewed Public Notice
No. IWW-M-6 dated October 21, 1974, wherein the Corps of Engineers
requested comments on spoil disposal plans associated with new work
and maintenance dredging of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway - Tributary
Channel to Aransas Pass.

We have found that some information in the public notice is inconsistent
with other information we have on the project. For example, the public
notice states that Disposal Area No. 3 is "on emergent land" and,
according to Sheet 1 of 1, encompasses about 120 acres. However, the
detailed project report on the proposed deepening and widening of this
waterway, dated May 14, 1974, states (under Selection of spoil disposal
sites on page 28) that this site is "an existing spoil area and marsh"
(emphasis added). Also, the Final Environmental Statement on the same
project, dated January 30, 1974, describes the area as "a marsh island
previously used as a dredged material disposal area" (emphasis added).

Consistent with our policy that the filling of tidal marshes be kept to

a minimun, the NMFS recommends that Disposal Area No. 3 be confined to

the 40 acre portion nearest Texas Highway 361 as plotted on page IIX - 3
of Appendix III in the detailed project report. Also, all effluent should
drain into the channel paralleling the highway. Should this spoil area
need enlarging, plans for the levees should be ccordinated with the
Federal and State fish and wildlife agencies to insure that tidal marshes
or submerged grass beds are preserved to the maximum extent possible.

Another inconsistency lies in the proposed creation of Disposal Area
No. 4 on Stedman Island. The public notice states, "levees will be
constructed on three sides to prevent flow of deposited materials

and effluent water onto a nearby road, petroleum storage facilities
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which are located on the north, east, and south sides and into Redfish
Bay. Material will be allowed to flow into an existing borrow area

and onto the flats and marsh area on the west side of the islangd"
(emphasis added). However, the detciled project report states 'the

speil area on Stedman Island will be leveed on two sides to prevent

flow of deposited materials and waste water onto existing petroleum
storage facilities and into Redfish Bay. Spoil will be allowed to

spill into a borrow trench excavated bv another apency during construction

of the highway causeway” (emphasis added). Essentially the same state-

ment was made in the Final Envirommental Statement, which also states
that "the western shoreline is an extensive Spartina marsh except in
an existing dredged area near the causeway" and that levees would be
built to prevent flow into the marsh as well as Redfish Bay.

The statements in the detailed project report and the final impact
statement reflect previous ccordination of the plams with State and

Federal fish and wildlife agencies. However, we have recently learned that
the southeast shoreline of Stedman Island (facing Morris and Cummings Cut)
contains a living, productive oyster (Crassostrea virginica) reef that is
extremely valuable estuarine habitat and is also used as a study area by
academic institutions in the Corpus Christi vicinity.

The NMFS, therefore, reconmends that levees be constructed on the south-
east and west sides of Disposal Area No. 4 at or above the mean high tide
line in order to prevent damage to any part of the oyster beds or tidal
marsh. The levees should be built in such a manner that storm tides or
rain would not erode them into the oyster beds and tidal marshes. Also,
the highway side of the disposal area should be left sufficiently open

to allow effluent from the dispeosal area to flow into the borrow ditch

paralleling the highway.

Prior to issuance of contracts for dredging, we recommend that the
detailed plans be submitted to Federal and State fish and wildlife
agencies, including the Area Supervisor, National Marine Fisheries
Service, Environmental Assessment Division, 4700 Avenue U, Galveston,
Texas 77550, for review.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the proposed plans of this
Federal project.

Sincerely, -~ = s
! f— : : \ :
1.'/ h - :/;\ R \.'\~
/_ ke | e : / /
William H. Stevenson
Regional Director
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SWGCO-M 24 March 1975

Mr, William H, Stevenson

" Regional Director

Kational Marine Fisheries Bervice
9450 Gandy Boulevard

Bt. Petersburg, Florida 33702

Daar Mr, Stevenson:

This i{s {n reply to your 6 December 1974 letter concerning Public Xotice
No. IWW-M-6 on new work and maintenance dredging of tha Gulf Intracoastal
Haterwny Tributary Channel to Aransas Pass.,

In reference to Disposal Area No, 3, tha 40-acre tract you reference will
be leveed with a spillway, and the material excaveted while iwproving tha
project will be deposited in this 40-acre segment of Disposal Area No. 3.
When maintenance dredging occurs, the remainder of the ares shown on the
public potice map will be levead, as needed, to contain the material,

The Detafiled Project Report and Final Environmental Statement which you
referenca mddresses only the proposad deepening and widening of the
channel, Even though the description of Disposal Area Ko. 3 contained

in them partesins only to that portion of tha area to be used for the new
work, the maps included in these reports do show the sdditional area that
will be required by future maintenance of the project, Our public notice,
_however, covers the new work and subsequent maintenance dredging of tha
channel. As a result, Disposal Avea No. 3 as shown on the notice does oot
delineate between the portion of tha area to be used for the new work gnd
‘the portion to be used for subsequent maintenance dredging. The area =’
shown on ngtice map does, howaever, represent the same total area showm in
the Detailed Project Report and Final Envirommental Statement.

Concerning Disposal Area FNo. 4, lavees will be constructed as necessary co
prevent weaterly flow onto the oyster beds and ti{dal marshes, As has been
our policy in the past, we will furnish the suggested agencies plans and
- specifications for review during the advertising period for each contract

Thank you for your review and comments.

Sincerely yours,

487  E. D. McGEHEE
Chief, Conatruction~
Operations Division



EX{CNPIPELINE COMPANY

POST OFFICE BOX 2220 - HOUSTON, TEXAS 77001

WM. H HUFFMAN
MANAGER. RIGH] OF WAy & C_AIME

November 4, 1974

Your File: Public Notice #IWW-M-6
‘ 21 October 1974
New Work and Maintenance
Dredging
Gulf Intracoastal Waterway -
Tributary Channel to Aransas
Pass
Our File: 10.2,11 - Harbor Island Terminal

District Engineer
Galveston District
Corps of Engineers
Atetn: SWGCO-M

P. 0. Box 1229
Galveston, Texas 77550

Dear Sir:

We have noticed that Disposal Area #2 as shown on the map accompany-
ing the above public notice appears to include a number of acres of
our private property located at our Harbor Island Terminal. We are
wondering if perhaps this is an error since the description of Dis-
posal Area No. 2 on page 3 of the above notice seems to indicate that
it is the intent to use an area bounded on the south by our oil tank
farm. The area depicted, however, covers a sizeable portion of our
lands. We can not find in our records that any permission or ease-
ment has ever been granted by our company for use of this area as a
spoil disposal area by the Corps of Engineers or the City of Aransas
Pass, the sponsoring agency you have mentioned.

Moreover, use of the areas shown as Disposal Area #2, whether on our
land or State of Texas land, for deposits of a sizeable amount of
spoll would interfere with the natural drainage of our Harbor Island

Tank Farm. The area owned by us and included in Disposal Area No. 2
is quite important to us for future disposal of spoil removed in our
routine maintenance dredging at our Harbor Island Docks.
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District Engineer -2~ November 4, 1974
Galveston District

In view of the above, we feel that a conference between our repre-
sentative and your office should be held immediately to determine
first, whether an error has been made in the description of Disposal
Site #2 and/or whether this company may be affected by the disposal

of the dredged material to the extent that we should request a public
hearing in order to protect our interests. We will contact your of-
fice just as soon as possible and hope that we will be able to resolve
this apparent conflict in a manner satisfactory to all concerned
without the necessity of public hearing.

> Yours very truly,

€207 RIS
S

WHH:mac
cc: Messrs., T. E. Burnett
W. D. Price
R. M. Smith
L. H. Cox, Jr.
13 llll:_ )
. - 1 e
)
\
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EWGCO-H _ _ 27 Bovenbar 1974

Mr, WHlliom H., EBuffousan
Exxon Pipaline Company
r. O, Box 2220
Houston, Taxas 77001

‘Dexr ¥r, Buffman:

Receipt 48 sckrwledges of your leiter dited 4 Eovember 1974 ian resporas
to Publie listica Mo, IiW-2-6, dated 21 October 1574, pertaining to v
werk snd maintennnce marlgi.n'_ of tl: Gulf latransastal Waterwsy - Tributary
Channel to Aransss Paes.

- In your letter, you suzested s weetins be held botwerm your repressntatives
erd ovr v cn o disevir eur foteried uvee o f Dizpusal Ares Ho, 2, On

13 Bovoembar 1974, 8 sstang wos beld to discups if permisaion or essoment
had bean granted by lzon to nze t5a zvea. We hyve usod tia digposal srea
eorvaLst Bircx, tha ¢arliess Buown Clioe wew 1041 and €he woual recent time
was 1971 for our drednins orerstions, HBecsuse we complderad tha crea to

be pubject o tha Sovermaat'es parsmoumt rinht of navigational gervitule,
no disposal ezscment frum Dincma was reguested,

Althouzh vethion wes covclugively rettled st the moeting, you rajuested
additiopal iniormaticn €5 doravadne i wa could jointly use the dispossl

aree. Informetiom resuvested incluled drewvinns aiowing elevalicos in the
area, locztien of Iems, agntitios Lo ba dovnosited in the zrea, end omy
citetiong oY TrEioreDoeR on minusral servitnda. The citrtions wers
furnished Ly talonhora. W@ g3e prasently accuwalating tha other fnformation
requestod cald wiil fousamed it to you in the near futsre.

Ya =pprecints your coorsrniivenese 1 digeursinn ¢his wmatter amd look
forvard to esclting with you after your voview of the matarial we will
‘be fernighisg shortly.

Bivcerely yours,

E. D. McCERER

Chief, Conatruction-
Uperstious Division -
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SWECED-DP 24 January 197%

Mr. Hi114{am H. Huffman

Manager, Rirhis of Vay & Clainms
Exxon Pipeline Corpany

P. 0. Box 2220

Houston, Texas 77001

Desr Wr, Huffman:

This 1s in response to vour letter of 4 Noverber 1974 and to
confirm our reeting of 13 loverber 1974 concerning the proposed
plan to dredoc the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway - Tributary
Channel to Aransas Pass.

A topocraphic rap of the proposed Disposal Area ho. 2 shown

on Public Hotlce o, Ti-M-6 dated 21 October 1974 concerning
the above mentioned project §s fnclosed, The tract line of
Survey S€0 as transposed Trom €£xxon Fineline Company's drawing,
Harbor Island Tank Farm Area, Survoy 236 and Survey SG3, Nueces
County, Texas, dated 22 Auqgust 1951 is indicated in red on the
tepographic map.

A meeting to discuss the matter further can be arranced at
your convenience with Fr, James Benham, telephone number
{713) 763-1211, extension 327,

Sincerely yours,

D. T. GRAHAM

Chief, Engineering Division
1 Incl
As stated

Copy furnished v/incl:

Hr. Walter 7. Tull

Assfstant District Manager
Exxon Pipeline Company

P. 0. Box 4316

Corpus Christi, Texas 78408

491



EX(ON PIPELINE COMPANY

POST OFFICE BOX 2220 - HOUSTON, TEXKAS 77001

W H MUFFAN
MANAGER PGHT OF WaY & CLAIMS

February 24, 1975

Your File:

Qur File:

hY

District Engineer
Galveston District
Corps of Engineers

ATTENTION: SWGCO-M
P. 0. Box 1229
Galveston, Texas 77550

Bear Sir:

Public Notice #IWW-M-6

21 October 1974

New Work and Maintenance
Dredging

Gulf Intercoastal Waterway

Tributary Channel to Aransas
Pass

10.2.11 - Harbor Island
Terminal

This letter is to confirm the verbal agreements reached in a
second meeting, which was held between your representatives and ours
in the Exxon Building in Houston on February 19, 1975; namely, that:

1. Exxon Pipeline Company hereby consents to the deposit of
dredged material on its private property at its Harbor
Island Terminal in Nueces County, Texas, within the area

designated "spoil area No.

2"" on the attached plat, in

connection with the above-captioned project, as proposed

in the above-captioned public notice and in subsequent

meetings between our respective representatives,

2. We understand that the dredged material will be spread,
insofar as practical, in a somewhat uniform manner consis-
tent with good dredging and disposal techniques and that
when the project is complete drainage away from our terminal,
if blocked by dredged material, can be re-established in
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District Engineer -2~ February 24, 1975
Galveston District
Corps of Engineers

a mutually satisfactory manner.

3. Exxon Pipeline Company's consent to the deposit of the
dredged material in the designated area is not to be con-
strued in any way as an acknowledgment on our part of the
existence of a servitude cwned by the Corps of Engineers.

We wish to express our appreciation to your representatives for
their courteocus attention to our views, and for the additional informa-
tion they have furnished to enable us to more fully evaluate the ef-
fects of this project on our property at Harbor Island.

Yours very truly,

y :\}-1‘ E /
((’ L—"ﬁ("“’ \‘67-7] sl | e
v

WHH:mac

cc: Mr. T, E. Burnett
Mr. L. H. Cox, Jr.
Mr, W. D. Price
Mr. R. M. Smith, Jr.
Mr. M. B. Grove
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COMMISSION STATE HIGHWAY ENGINEER

B. L. CEBERRY
REAGAN HOUSTOMN, CHAIRMAN TEXAS H]GHWAY DEPARTMENT
DEWITY C. GREER 11T AND BRAZIOS
CHARLES E. SIMONS AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701

November 1, 1974

IN REPLY REFER TO
FILE NO.

. D-5
SUBRJECT: Corps of Engineers pPublic Notice

Maintenance Dredging in Tributary Channel
to Aransas Pass

District Engineer

Department of the Army

Galveston District, Corps of Engineers
P. O. Box 1229

Galveston, Texas 77550

Dear Sir:

We have reviewed Public Notice Ko, IWW-M-6 dated October 21,
1974 concerning maintenance dredging in the above channel,
It is noted that spoil disposal areas No. 3 and No. 4 are
located across S.H. 361 from the channel. Please advise the
method to be utilized to transport spoil material to these
disposal areas and plans for handling highway traffic,

If highway traffic is to be disrupted at any time during the
dredging coperations, we desire further contact from you in
order to establish satisfactory means of providing for the
safety and convenience of the traveling public,

Sincerely yours

B. L., beBerry
State Highway Engineer

e Henneberger
ridge Engineer
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SWGCO-M 11 ‘Novewber 1974

Mr. Wayne Henneberger

Bridge Engineer

Taxas Highway Department

11th aud Braros

Austin, Texss 78701 . .

- Daar Mr, Eennsbergar:

Raceipt ix acknouledged of your comments concerning Public Hotice

No, IWW-M-6, dated 21 Octcber 1974, pertaining to masiptenance and

new work dredging of the Tributary Channal to Aransas Pags. The
eethod used to treasport dredece materisls from tha channel to Dispoaal
Areas Hog, 3 and & is to run the pipaline acress Steate Highway 361
through culverts or vonder bridges o as not to inteyxfere with highwvay
traeffic at all, We have succeesiully used this method of disposal in
the past. :

.

Thaok you for your concern and comments.
- ' limnliéqyom,

E. D, MeGRHEE
Chief, Construction-
Operations Division
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_ % UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
4 ; REGIOMN VI
160G PATTERSON
DALLAS. TEXAS 75201

JUL O 5195
CERTIFIED MAIL: RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED (787693)

Colonel Don S. FcCoy
District Engineer ‘ -
Galveston District

Corps of Engineers

P. 0. Box 1229

Galveston, Texas 77550

Dear Colonel McCoy:

W2 have ccempleted our review of youwr proposed plan for new work
and for maintanence drodging "Guif Intracoastal Matervay- Tributary
Channel to Aransas Pass" as covered in Public Motice No. IWd-M-5
dated QOctober 21, 1974. Ve have also reviewad your June 10, 1975,
Staterment of Findings concerning this project in accordance with
33 CFR 209.145.

Your proposed plan is approved for one year provided the follow-
ing recoimendation is adopted:

Disposal Areas shall be leveed prior to their
next use.

Since, as stated in your put1ic notice, an Environmental Impact
Statement has rot been prenared for maintenance dredging, we have
deferred consiceration of long term approval of your dredging pler
until tha final Environmaental [mpact Statemeni has been filed with
the Council on Environmental Quality.

Sincerely yours,

John C. White _
Acting Regional Administrator T
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