m US Army Corps of Engineers
o Mobile District

Public Scoping Report
for the
Mobile Harbor General Reevaluation Report
Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement
Public Scoping Meeting - Tuesday, January 12, 2016
Mobile, Alabama

A public scoping meeting was held Tuesday, January 12, 2016 to introduce the
preparation of the Mobile Harbor General Reevaluation Report (GRR) for evaluating the
deepening and widening of Mobile Harbor, including the preparation of the
Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS). The public scoping meeting was
hosted by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Mobile District (USACE, Mobile District).
The meeting was held at the Mobile Alabama Cruise Terminal, 201 S. Water Street,
Mobile, Alabama from 5:00 PM to 8:00 PM. A court reporter was made available to
provide an opportunity for meeting attendees make an oral statement for the record. A
comment form was also available for those attendees wishing to provide their
comments in writing. In addition, the public was given opportunities to submit
comments by mail and/or email.

USACE employees in attendance were as follows:

Colonel John Chytka (District Commander, Mobile District)
Pat Robbins (Public Affairs Office)

Peter Taylor (Chief, Program Management)

Curtis Flakes (Chief, Planning and Environmental Division)
Wynne Fuller (Chief, Operations Division)

Doug Otto (Chief, Engineering Division)

Joseph Givhan (Office of Council)

Dr. Susan Rees (Director, Coastal Resiliency Program)
Jennifer Jacobson (Chief, Environmental and Resources Branch)
Linda Barnett (Chief, Coastal Environment Team)

Todd Boatman (Chief, Plan Formulation Branch)

Elaine Baxter (Chief, Plan Formulation Team)

Joseph Paine (Plan Formulation Team)

David Newell (Project Manager)

Larry Parson (Coastal Environment Team)

Julie McGuire (Economist, Deep Draft Navigation Center)



Allen Wilson (Archeologist, Inland Environment Team)
Justin McDonald (Lead Project Engineer for Civil Works)
Elizabeth Godsey (Coastal Engineer)

Caitlin Schwall (Economist)

Walker Messer (Economist)

Brandy Alexander (Program Management)

Nathan Lovelace (Operations Division)

Ashely Kleinschrodt (Operations Division)

Stephen Reid (Operations Division)

Russel Blount (Real Estate Division)

John Tetreau (Real Estate Division)

Additionally, numerous persons from industry, cooperating agencies, and the general
public were in attendance. Approximate public attendance count was 48.

The public scoping workshop consisted of stations pertaining to the SEIS process and
the various disciplines considered in the study. Each station consisted of posters
containing information about the study and was staffed by technical experts to answer
qguestions (see Appendix A for posters). The purpose of the workshop was to receive
public input regarding preparation of a Draft SEIS to address potential impacts
associated with improving the Mobile Harbor Federal Navigation Channel within Mobile
County, Alabama. The Draft SEIS will be used as a basis for ensuring compliance with
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and evaluating environmental impacts of
alternative plans against “No Action.” The meeting was announced to the public by a
news release in the Press Register and by the USACE public notice process (Appendix
B). Comments could be submitted via court reporter in attendance, comment form
(available at the meeting), mail, and email for which information was provided at the
workshop. All comments received for this public meeting are included in Appendix C.

Information provided via the posters at the numerous stations manned by the Corps of
Engineers technical experts about the feasibility study included:

Welcome and General Public Information

Overview of the USACE Planning Process

Overview of Alabama State Port Authority Operations
Current Dredging and Disposal Practices for Mobile Harbor
Economic Analysis of Mobile Harbor Operations

Problems and Opportunities for Mobile Harbor

The NEPA Process

Environmental Considerations

Cultural Resources

Overview of a SEIS

Engineering Considerations

Maps of Mobile Harbor and Sections of the Navigation Channel



19 written and oral comments were received at the meeting. Another 32 written
comments were received via an email account setup specifically for receipt of public
comments pertaining to the Mobile Harbor GRR. An additional 113 comments were
also obtained through the U.S. Postal service regular mail. In total, 164 public
comments were received. All public comments received will be considered in the GRR
study. An explanation of how each comment was addressed in the GRR/SEIS
document will be prepared and included in the Draft SEIS. The list below provides a
summary of the public comments that were submitted through this public scoping
process:
Project Support
e Full support of project for economic growth of the port
e Support for the widening of the shipping channel to maintain its competitive
position in a world economy to continue to provide timely and valuable shipments
of products

Environmental/Natural Resources
e Dredging would destroy the grasses in Mobile Bay
e Impacts of larger ships and increased traffic to marshes, SAV’s, and wetlands
o [Effects of saltwater intrusion to freshwater supplies, oyster reefs, fisheries, and
other estuarine habitats.
Conduct air quality analysis
General effect on Mobile Bay resources
Mitigation of significant impacts
Concerns about the overall impacts on fish and wildlife

Fisheries
e Concerns about impacts to oyster reefs in Dog River, which supply the bay with
fertilized oyster eggs, being covered with muck from dredged material placement
and the subsequent loss of oysters in the bay.
e Overall loss of oysters in the bay
e Impacts to commercial fisheries

Shoreline Erosion
e Increase in shoreline erosion on Dauphin Island

e Sand should be used to restore Dauphin Island beaches instead of dumped
offshore

Migration of sand being interrupted by ship channel

Study doesn't address historic land loss caused by the navigation channel
Mobile shipping channel has disrupted the natural flow of sand to Dauphin Island
Effects of boat wake on shoreline erosion

Interruption of littoral drift

Mitigation of shoreline erosion




Climate

Effects of the increased ship traffic on greenhouse gas production and climate
change need to be addressed

Economic

Funding from oil spill should not be used for channel deepening and widening
Money is being used to fund studies instead of implementing ways to conserve
the Dauphin Island coastline

Economic impact to property investments

Declining property values

Disposal of Dredged Material

Concerns about the dredged material placement in the bay; would prefer
placement in the Gulf

Utilization of shallow water deposition methods for Dauphin Island that have
been used to build back Petit Bois Island

Concerns that the sand placed at Sand Island to counter the erosion at Dauphin
Island is not moving as planned, and would like the practice to be reevaluated via
an EIS and a Dredged Materials Disposal Plan created with the input of the
public

Evaluate the long term disposal needs and the ability to dispose in an
environmentally responsible manner

All methods of disposal should be studied to understand which benefits the
environment the greatest/least

Understanding the fate of the sands placed in the Sand Island Beneficial Use
Area, due to current scientific evidence stating that the sand is being placed in
water too deep to allow migration of the sand

Use of containment structures required to hold the silty clay/fine grain material in
place

Use of dredged material to maintain Dauphin Island

Compliance with Laws and Requlations

COE is not in compliance with section 5 of the River and Harbor Act of 1935
Prepare a Dredged Material Disposal Master Plan for Mobile Bay

Corps promoting its own agenda without regard to public interest

Improper NEPA documentation

Public Involvement

Public should be involved in the Regional Sediment Management Strategy for
Mobile Bay

Creation of a citizen advisory board to address the problems and solutions
associated with the project

COE has purposefully excluded the citizens of Dauphin Island from the Regional
Sediment Management Strategy for Mobile Bay

No opportunity for public comment



Environmental Justice

Consideration of cumulative adverse socioeconomic and environmental effects
potentially associated with the project that could impact the environmental justice
communities

Ensure all existing community plans are incorporated in the review to eliminate
one plan contradicting another

Identify the types of commodities projected to benefit from the project, and
identify the commodities as hazardous, flammable, toxic, or otherwise deleterious
to human health and safety

Performing objectively to assure all concerned interests are given equal
consideration

Corps of Engineers has a disrespect for public and natural resources



Appendix A
Posters



MOBILE HARBOR GENERAL REEVALUATION REPORT

WELCOME °
Public Information Meeting

Meeting Format

Information about our study process, the port, and the
anticipated analyses for economics, environmental, and
engineering are presented this evening at various stations as
shown below. It is a self-guided layout.

You are welcome to visit every station, at no particular order. If
you choose, you may visit the comment station only.

Mobile Harbor General Reevaluation Study

The US Army Corps of Engineers and the Alabama State
Port Authority are conducting a study to determine the
feasibility of enlarging the size of the channel leading to and
from port facilities located in Mobile Bay. The study includes:
Economics, Engineering, and Environmental conditions.

Your Input Is Wanted

ROOM LAYOUT

Why?
Your input will assure that all concerns have been Alabama State Port|| Operations || Economics
considered during the study. L Authority | Dredging
How? Station 1 ias g)? r§n
Using comment forms provided at display tables, V\g;crgme Introduction 2 §
Oral comments to Court Reporter,
Email: MobileHarborGRR@usace.army.mil
or Environmental
Postal Mail: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
ATTN: Coastal Environment Team 20 32 vF
P.O. Box 2288 conmening || engineering [||E€1 (86 B2
Mobile, AL 36628 Public Attais | |Jgorer i - | ]
When? ot e
g

Comments are due by February 11, 2016.

THANK YOQOU for attending this evening.

BUILDING STRONG

®




MOBILE HARBOR GENERAL REEVALUATION REPORT

Background

In 1986, Congress authorized various modifications to Mobile

Harbor including deepening and widening the majority of the
channel to 55 feet deep and 550 feet wide. Since that time,

the majority of the channel was enlarged to 45 feet deep and

400 feet wide.

In 2014, the Alabama State Port Authority requested that the

Corps of Engineers consider deepening and widening the

existing Mobile Harbor Channel to its authorized dimensions.

I(n resg:onse to that request, a General Reevaluation Report
GRR

dimensions.

General Reevaluation Report (GRR)

The elements and process of developing a GRR are defined
in legislation and in Corps guidance.

The purpose of a GRR is to investigate and recommend
solution(s) to water resources problems. These studies are
cost shared with a non-Federal sponsor.

The study will incorporate engineering, economic, real estate

and environmental analyses.
It is anticipated that the GRR will be a 4 year, $7.8M effort.
Along with the GRR, an integrated Supplemental

Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) will be developed.

The SEIS will define the current environmental conditions to
compare with the environmental effects of any proposed
action and its alternatives. The SEIS will identify potential

consequences and the mitigation needed to minimize adverse

impacts.

will be prepared that details the feasibility of widening
and deepening the channel up to and including the authorized

PLANNING PROCESS

Upstream Limit of Federal
Project

Bay Channel
Existing 45' X 400"
Authorized 55' X 550

Theodore Ship Channel
Existing 40’ X 400’ Channel

Bay Channel
Existing 45' X 400"
Authorized 55' X 550

Bar Channel
Existing 47° X 600"
Authorized 57' X 700

The Federal Objective

The Federal objective of water and related land
resources project planning is to contribute to national
economic development (NED) consistent with protecting
the Nation’s environment, pursuant to national
environmental statutes, applicable executive orders, and
other Federal planning requirements.

Water and related land resources project plans shall be
formulated to alleviate problems and take advantage of
opportunities in ways that contribute to this objective.

Projects shall contribute to NED. While project benefits
have to exceed project costs the project to be
recommended will have the greatest net NED benefits of
the alternatives considered.

Review Process

The GRR along with the integrated SEIS will undergo
the following reviews during its development:

L] District Quality Control (DQC)

L] Agency Technical Review (ATR)

] Independent External Peer Review (IEPR)
D Public Review

L] State and Agency Review

®
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MOBILE HARBOR GENERAL REEVALUATION REPORT

NMA ¢

f & & ALABAMA STATE PORT AUTHORITY (ASPA)
- ?44?-, MOBILE HARBOR DEEPENING AND WIDENING CONSIDERATIONS
"2 A{m\cﬂ;\

Full Service Seaport -- 12th Largest in the
u's:

v" 55+ Million Tons Handled Port Wide.
ASPA Terminals Represents 25-29 Million
Tons Annually

ASPA Growth Steadily Climbs — Records
Set in 2014

v' 29.1 Million Tons and $162.3 Million in
Revenue

Port of Mobile has a Strong Export Market

Sustained Growth in Steel, Coal,
Petroleum, Poultry and Containerized
Cargoes

The Port of Mobile Contributes
Significantly to the Nation’s Economy

v' Alabama State Port Authority Terminals alone
generate 127,591 Jobs and $18.7 Billion in
total economic value

v" Private Petroleum / Petroleum Products

Terminals alone generate 5,220 Jobs and $687

Million in economic value.

®
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MOBILE HARBOR GENERAL REEVALUTATION REPORT

SMA g, ALABAMA STATE PORT AUTHORITY
gl-ﬁ’/“ 7;} MOBILE HARBOR DEEPENING AND WIDENING CONSIDERATIONS
:g N MEGATRENDS IN GLOBAL TRADE

4;;,4{ .'Tk\‘&\

v Population Growth in the U.S. Southeast
Urban Areas Will Double by 2060 (USGS -
July 2014)

v’ Year-to-Year E-Commerce Sales Growth
Outlook is 14% and M-Commerce Sales
Growth Outlook is 23% Generating
Demand for Logistics and Supply Chain
Management Investments in Port-Centric
Areas (Goldman Sachs — 2014)

v Long-range Global Demand for Steel
(World Bank — July 2014) and Met Coal
(EIA — May 2014) will Moderately Increase
— Port of Mobile is the 21 | argest Met
Coal Port and 2nd | argest Steel Port in
the Nation

v/ U.S. Manufacturing Growth is Up (The
Manufacturers Alliance for Productivity and
Innovation Sept. 2014): Driving Forces:
Aviation/Aerospace, Automotive, Medical
Equipment, Electronics - Most Ship via the
Container — Port of Mobile Serves These
Markets

v Long-range Demand for U.S. Agricultural
Products (USDA — Feb 2014) — Port of
Mobile Serves U.S. Poultry and Forest
Products Exports

v/ Ocean Carriers’ Long-range Focus is on
Larger Ships, Terminal Technology and
Berth Productivity - This Produces
Economies of Scale and Increased
Efficiency) (Journal of Commerce/PIERS:
Port Productivity, July, 2014)

®
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MOBILE HARBOR GENERAL REEVALUTATION REPORT

HMA ALABAMA STATE PORT AUTHORITY

e ’?’; MOBILE HARBOR DEEPENING AND WIDENING DELIVERS

Vessel Size & Utilization

v A Deeper and Wider Channel at Mobile Improves Shipper
Efficiency and Lowers Costs

v At Current Depths Carriers and Shippers Cannot Fully Utilize
Available Vessel Capacity

v Two thirds of the Vessels Calling Mobile are Restricted by
Depth

v Two thirds of the Vessels Calling Mobile are Restricted to One-
Way or Daylight Transit

v CMA CGM Asian Service Will Begin Using 8000 TEU Ships at
Mobile Upon Panama Canal Opening — Mobile’s 45 ft. Draft
Limits Full Utilization of Vessel Capacity and Reduces the
Port’s Slot Allocation

v’ For Its Three Largest Carriers, Mobile is the Last Port of Call
Prior to Miami (soon to be at 50 ft.) and Freeport (currently at
52 ft.). Mobile’s 45 ft. Draft Contributes to Inefficient Vessel
Utilization

Navigation & Safety

v Cape / Post-Panamax / Wide-body Tanker Traffic On the Rise

v Daylight / One-Way Channel Restrictions Delay Panamax Ships Calling
Today

v/ Channel Delays Increase Vessel and Shipper Cost

v Higher Costs Impact U.S. Competitiveness and Consumer Prices

®
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MOBILE HARBOR GENERAL REEVALUTATION REPORT

Current Dredqing and Disposal
Hopper Dredge
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Mobile Bar Channel Maintenance Material Mobile Bay Channel Maintenance Material
Currently placed in Sand Island Beneficial Use Site Currently placed in open water sites and ocean site
(silt/mud material)

bl - . New Work Disposal Options
» Beneficial Use
» Ocean Disposal
» Open Water adjacent to channel
» Upland Disposal

3

®
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MOBILE HARBOR GENERAL REEVALUTATION REPORT

Corps Economic Analysis for

Commodity
Forecast — Tonnage
and TEUs

World

Fleet Forecast

Major Components of Mobile
Harbor Economic Analysis

Mobile Fleet

Forecast

Historic
Vessel Calls

Mobile Harbor

Concepts behind Mobile Harbor

Economic Analysis:

eLarger Post-Panamax vessels
are deployed on routes with
ports with deeper channels and
large volumes of trade

*Deeper channels allow for
greater vessel loading resulting
in trade route efficiency

*Vessel sailing drafts vary from
port to port on trade routes and
services

» Total voyage distance and
amount of cargo are main
determinants of vessel operating
costs

*The project benefits would be a
reduction in transportation costs
for goods (imports/exports)
shipped through the Mobile
Harbor with deepening/widening

Evolution of container ships

Post-Panamax ships make up 16 percent of the world’s
container fleet today, but carry 45 percent of the cargo.
New Panamax ships will be the largest that can pass
through the new locks in 2016.

2020 Triple E

12,000 TEU*

201 DJI

New Panamax
12.000 — 13,000 TEL

Post — Panamax range
4,000 — 8,000 TEU

FPanamax range
32400 — 4,500 TEU

Full cellular
1.000 — 2,500 TEU

*TEU, or Twenty-foot Equivalent Unit,
is & measure of carge capacity.

®

Early containers

I
19504 500 — 500 TEU

BUILDING STRONGg




MOBILE HARBOR GENERAL REEVALUTATION REPORT .

January 2016

Scoping and Public
Involvement

The NEPA Process

Collect/Analyze
Data

Record
of
Decision

Fall 2019

Impact
Assessments

Public Review
Final SEIS

Summer 2018

Prepare Draft
SEIS

Public Review
Draft SEIS

®
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MOBILE HARBOR GENERAL REEVALUTATION REPORT

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

Water Quality Submerged Aquatic Vegetation (SAV)

Natural Resources Evaluations

* Biological surveys to determine baseline resources
* Impact assessments " . —
» Evaluate water quality associated with widening and/or « Mitigation requirements o Detailed information on distribution of SAV
deepening channel « Protection of seagrasses from turbidity sources
- Saltwater intrusion
- Dissolved oxygen
- Nutrients
- Temperature
» Possible long-term transformations to Bay
- Salinity regime
- Marsh and wetlands conversion
- Fisheries
- Benthic communities

Federally Protected Species Considered

* Gulf sturgeon

* Piping Plover

* Red knot

* Marine mammals

» Sea turtles

» Alabama red bellied turtle

Essential Fish Habitat

« Waters and substrates necessary to fish for spawning, breeding, feeding,
or growth to maturity

« Includes aquatic areas and associated physical, chemical, and
biological properties

« More effective habitat management and protection of marine fisheries

F

« Fisheries of concern |

- Red drum

- Shrimp

- Stone crab

- Reef fish

- Coastal pelagic

- Migratory species

o
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Other Considerations

» Air quality

* Noise

» Sediment characterization
» Contaminants

» Socio-Economic Impacts
Potential Impacts to Dauphin Island

4
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MOBILE HARBOR GENERAL REEVALUTATION REPORT

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

Coastal Processes

Mobile Bay

- Bigger ships

- Increase in traffic
¢ Hydrodynamics

- Waves and currents
¢ Sedimentation

Disposal Options

Ocean disposal

Existing authorized sites

Potential Beneficial use opportunities
- Island creation

- Marsh restoration

- Shoreline protection/restoration

- Oyster restoration

- SAV restoration

- Bay bottom restoration

¢ Ship wake on Shoreline of

Change in Sediment transport

Marsh and Wetland Resources

« Bay Intertidal marshes
¢ Riverine wetlands
¢ Delta wetlands

Cultural Resources

« Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA) 1966

- Requires lead Federal agency take into account the
effects to any district, site, building, structure, or object
included in or eligible for inclusion in the National
Register of Historic Places.

¢ Rich maritime history dating back to colonial times,
including the Battle of Mobile Bay during the Civil War.

« Areas proposed for dredging or disposal evaluated for
cultural resources prior to construction or disposal.

* Located resources will be evaluated for direct and indirect
effects.

®
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MOBILE HARBOR GENERAL REEVALUTATION REPORT

What is a Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement (SEIS)?

» The SEIS prepared during this study will review and update the
findings of the existing Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
“Mobile Harbor Channel Improvements, Mobile County,
Alabama” prepared for the current Mobile Harbor authorization in
October 1980. The SEIS will consider additional environmental
impacts, based on the introduction of improvement options and
major changes in the natural environment or communities.

* An SEIS is a document prepared in accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) that presents the results of the
analysis of the environmental effects of a proposed action and its
alternatives.

* An SEIS includes opportunities for public involvement in agency
planning process.
- Public Scoping Meeting (January 2016)
- Public Review of Draft SEIS (Summer 2018)
- Public Review of Final SEIS (Fall 2019)
* An SEIS includes an analysis of effects of the proposed action

on: natural resources (water, air and wildlife), cultural resources,
land use, recreation, aesthetics, and socioeconomic impacts

* An SEIS includes a description of the baseline conditions of
the affected environment against which effects of the
proposed action are evaluated.

* An SEIS identifies potential consequences and appropriate
mitigation to minimize adverse impacts

Anticipated Federal and State Cooperating Agencfes

Alabama Department of Environmental Management (ADEM)

Alabama Department of Conservation and Natural Resources
(ADCNR)

Alabama State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO)
Alabama Department of Transportation (ALDOT)
U.S. Department of Interior (DOI)

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS)

NOAA National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS)
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)

U.S. Geological Survey (USGS)

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)

Mobile Bay National Estuary Program (MBNEP)

®
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MOBILE HARBOR GENERAL REEVALUTATION REPORT
ENGINEERING CONSIDERATIONS

Channel Analysis and Design Geotechnical Investigations

Purpose:

Determine the characteristics of subsurface material to identify disposal
options, aid in channel design, and reduce uncertainty in dredging costs.

Purpose:

Determine ship motions and controllability to aid design
of safe and efficient channel alignments, widths, and
depths.

Tools

Ship Simulator and .
Channel Design and Tools:
Evaluation Tool (CADET) Standard

Penetration Testing

Coastal Numerical Modeling
Purpose:

Evaluate potential changes in water quality including changes in
flushing, salinity, dissolved oxygen and nutrients as a result
of channel improvements.

Tools:

Geophysical Scale Transport Modeling
System:

ADCIRC — Regional water level and
circulation

STWAVE — Wave

CH3D - Nearshore water level and

Quantify relative changes in morphological response of the adjacent CE Qﬂfﬂfg&n_ Water quality
gﬁgrirgg:ghcooris;?ézg)\nronment (i.e. changes in coastal shorelines i SEDZLJ — Mixed sediment transport

' 1 Delft3D Modeling System:

£ SWAN — Waves

=% Delft3D Flow -Nearshore water level and
circulation

Delft3D Mor — Sediment transport and
morphological change

Model Extents )

BUILDING STRONGg

Quantify relative changes in sedimentation (dredged volumes) and
potential changes in sediment transport patterns due to
navigation improvements.

Dauphin Island
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Press Register
LEGAL AFFIDAVIT
INV#: 0007509431
Remit Payment to:
Alabama Media Group
Dept 77571

P.O. Box 77000
Detroit, MI 48277-0571

US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS LARRY
PARSONS PD EC

109 STREET JOSEPH STREET

MOBILE, AL 36602

Name:US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS LARRY PARSONS PD EC Sales Rep: Christine xBevins
Account Number; 2048303 Customer Service: 1-877-317-5175
INV#: 0007509431 invoicesupport@acsmi.com
Date Position Description P.O. Number Ad Size Total Cost
12/11/2016 Environmnt Notice AL~ News Release The U.S. Army Corps of 1x42L 88.25
Engineers will host a public scoping meeting for . Y
. . i e i ..Lﬁ. o pu © s .._,.i.‘m s
Tina Graves being swomn, says that she is bookkeeper of The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers will host a E?anitai! ;l ng::ge ?)raslzgnag@iss]afg{a)riggn?lr by
Press Register which publishes a newspaper in the City and public scoping meeting for activities relating PRESS REGISTER ’ e
County of Mobile, State of Alabama: and attached notice to the preparation of a Draft Supplemental December 11. 2015
appeared in the issue of Environmental Impact Statement to evalu- '

ate improvements to the Mobile Harbor Fed-

ress Register 12/11/2015 eral navigation channel, Mobile, Alabama.
T X Mobile, Alabama - The U.S. Army Corps of
(O Engineers (USACE), Mobile District invites

S

- = the public to participate in an important

| to and subscribed me this 15th day of public scoping meeting on January 12th,
2016 at the Mabile Alabama Cruise Terminal,
201 S. Water Street, Mobile, Alabama 36602
from 5:00 pm to 8:00 pm.

The purpose of the workshop is to receive

NOTARY PUBLIC public input regarding the preparation of a
Draft Supplemental Environmental impact
Statement (DSEIS) to address the potential
impacts associated with improving the Mo-
FOR QUESTIONS CONCERNING THIS AFFIDAVIT, bile Harbor Federal Navigation Channel in
PLEASE CALL TINA GRAVES AT (251) 218-5405. Mobile County, Alabama. The DSEIS will be
YOU CAN PLACE A LEGAL NOTICE BY EMAIL OR FAX: used as a basis for ensuring compliance with
LEGALS@ACSAL.COM OR FAX# (251) 218-5037 the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and evaluating alternative plans in-
cluding the "No Action”. The proposed al-
ternatives identified in the Alternatives
Milestone analysis will be evaluated includ-
i ing widening and deepening of selected
a iy, areas of the navigation channel within the
Q\\\‘\ W?WJJ@,} currently authorized dimensions. Public
S NN w7, comments can be submitted through a vari-
F s <. b2 ety of methods. Comments may be submit-
s *:’,.f P ted to the USACE by mail or email by January
S 1o ™ s = 26, 2016. In addition, comments, written or
z2z.%2 i = oral, may be submitted at the public meet-
PR R NE S ing.
%OO‘-,?ISS,M\\O RS Any person who has an interest in the pro-
’4,,/ b . & posed activity may attend the public scoping

Thrpnn® [) \\
!,f,”’NI'_LS'lE\(\\\\\\ meatina Far mars infarmatinn nleace ron-




DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
MOBILE DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.0. BOX 2288
MOBILE, ALABAMA 36628-0001

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF:

CESAM-PD-EC December 11, 2015
_Public Notice No. FP15-MH01-10

PUBLIC NOTICE

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS,
MOBILE DISTRICT

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING
PREPARATION OF A SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
TO
EVALUATE IMPROVEMENTS TO THE MOBILE HARBOR FEDERAL NAVIGATION
CHANNEL, MOBILE, ALABAMA

TO ALL INTERESTED PARTIES:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Mobile District is hosting a public
scoping meeting January 12, 2016 at the Mobile Alabama Cruise Terminal, 201 S.
Water Street, Mobile, Alabama 36602 from 5:00 pm to 8:00 pm. The purpose of the
workshop is to receive public input regarding the preparation of a Draft Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (DSEIS) to address potential impacts associated with
improving the Mobile Harbor Federal Navigation Channel in Mobile County, Alabama.
The DSEIS will be used as a basis for ensuring compliance with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and evaluating alternative plans, including the “No
Action” plan. The proposed alternatives being identified in the Alternatives Milestone
analysis that will be evaluated include widening and deepening of selected areas of the
navigation channel within the federally authorized dimensions.

The evaluation will examine the costs and benefits as well as the environmental
impacts of modifying the maintained dimensions of the existing Federal project within its
federally authorized limits. The purpose of the study will be to determine improvements
for safety and efficiency of harbor users. Vessels are experiencing delays leaving and
arriving at port facilities and inefficiencies have increased as increased cargo volumes
and larger vessels call on the port to handle these increases which have resulted in
traffic delays. The Alabama State Port Authority requested the USACE, Mobile District
undertake studies to determine the feasibility of deepening and widening the channel to
its full federally authorized depths and widths. On October 20, 2014, the Assistant
Secretary of the Army approved the direction of General Investigation funds to complete
Preconstruction Engineering and Design of channel widening for Mobile Harbor to
initiate a General Reevaluation Report, which includes preparation of the DSEIS, to
evaluate deepening and widening of the channel to its full federally authorized
dimensions.




CORRESPONDENCE: Public comments can be submitted through a variety of
methods. Comments may be submitted to the USACE, Mobile District by mail or
electronic methods by January 26, 2016. In addition, comments (written or oral) may be
submitted at the public meeting. Correspondence concerning this notice should refer to
Public Notice No. FP15-MH01-10 and should be directed to the District Commander,
U.S. Army Engineer District Mobile, P.O. Box 2288, Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001,
ATTN: CESAM-PD-EC. For additional information please contact Mr. Larry Parson at
(251) 690-3139 or by email at larry.e.parson@usace.army.mil.

CURTIS M. FL“‘KIKES

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Mobile District




Federal Register/Vol. 80, No. 246/ Wednesday, December 23, 2015 /Notices

employee, the issuance of a security
clearance, the reporting of an
investigation of an employee, the letting
of a contract, or the issuance of a
license, grant, or other benefit by the
requesting agency, to the extent that the
information is relevant and necessary to
the requesting agency’s decision on the
matter,

DISCLOSURE TO THE OFFICE OF PERSONNEL
MANAGEMENT ROUTINE USE:

A record from a system of records
subject to the Privacy Act and
maintained by a DoD Component may
be disclosed to the Office of Personnel
Management (OPM) concerning
information on pay and leave, benefits,
retirement deduction, and any other
information necessary for the OPM to
carry out its legally authorized
government-wide personnel
management functions and studies.

DATA BREACH REMEDIATION PURPOSES ROUTINE
USE:

A record from a system of records
maintained by a Component may be
disclosed to appropriate agencies,
entities, and persons when (1) The
Component suspects or has confirmed
that the security or confidentiality of the
information in the system of records has
been compromised; {2) the Component
has determined that as a result of the
suspected or confirmed compromise
there is a risk of harm to economic or
property interests, identity theft or
fraud, or harm to the security or
integrity of this system or other systems
or programs {whether maintained by the
Component or another agency or entity)
that rely upon the compromised
information; and (3) the disclosure
made to such agencies, entities, and
persons is reasonably necessary to assist
in connection with the Components
efforts to respond to the suspected or
confirmed compromise and prevent,
minimize, or remedy such harm.

The DoD Blanket Routine Uses set
forth at the beginning of the Office of
the Secretary of Defense (OSD)
compilation of systems of records
notices may apply to this system. The
complete list of DoD Blanket Routine
Uses can be found online at: http://
dpcld.defense.gov/Privacy/
SORNsIndex/BlanketRoutineUses.aspx.

* * * * *

RETRIEVABILITY:

Delete entry and replace with
“Information is retrieved by last name of
recipient, SSN, grade, and/or service.”

SAFEGUARDS:

Delete entry and replace with
““Accesses are authorized by system

manager, granted by Information
Technology Management Directorate to
a secure computer application database
and are Common Access Card enabled.
Users receive annual Privacy Act and
information assurance training, and
only those individuals with an official
“need to know” are provided access.
Back-up data and/or paper copies are
stored in a locked room and cabinet.
Access to this room is controlled by
building badge and swipe access
granted by the security manager. Access
to locked cabinet is controlled by
system manager.”

* * * * *

SYSTEM MANAGER(S) AND ADDRESS:

Delete entry and replace with
““Assistant Director, Military Personnel
Division, Human Resources Directorate,
Washington Headquarters Services,
Department of Defense, 1155 Defense
Pentagon, Washington, DC 20301—
1155.”

NOTIFICATION PROCEDURE:

Delete entry and replace with
“Individuals seeking to determine
whether information about themselves
is contained in this system should-
address written inquiries to Military
Personnel Division, Human Resources
Directorate, Washington Headquarters
Services, Department of Defense, 1155
Defense Pentagon, Washington, DC
20301-1155.

Signed, written request must include
the individual’s name, grade, service,
and SSN.”

RECORD ACCESS PROCEDURES:

Delete entry and replace with
“Individuals seeking access to
information about themselves contained
in this system should address written
inquiries to Military Personnel Division,
Human Resources Directorate,
Washington Headquarters Services,
Department of Defense, 1155 Defense
Pentagon, Washington, DC 20301-1155.

Signed, written request must include
the name and number of this system of
records notice, along with the
individual’s name, grade, service, and
SSN.”

CONTESTING RECORD PROCEDURES:

Delete entry and replace with “The
OSD rules for accessing records, for
contesting contents and appealing
initial agency determinations are
published in Office of Secretary of
Defense Administrative Instruction 81;
32 CFR part 311; or may be obtained
from the system manager.”

* * * * *

[FR Doc. 2015-32286 Filed 12-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Department of the Army, Corps of
Engineers

Intent To Prepare a Draft Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement To
Evaluate Improvements to the Mobile
Harbor Federal Navigation Channel,
Mobile, Alabama

AGENCY: Department of the Army, U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, DOD.
ACTION: Notice of intent.

SUMMARY: The Mobile District, U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers (Corps)
intends to prepare a Draft Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement
(DSEIS) to address the potential impacts
associated with improving the Mobile
Harbor Federal Navigation Channel in
Mobile County, AL. The DSEIS will be
used as a basis for ensuring compliance
with the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) and evaluating alternative
plans including the “No Action.” The
proposed alternatives identified in the
Alternatives Milestone analysis will be
evaluated including widening and
deepening of selected areas of the
navigation channel within the currently
authorized dimensions.

DATES: The scoping meeting will be held
on Tuesday, January 12, 2015 from 5:00
p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

ADDRESSES: The scoping meeting will be
held at the Mobile Alabama Cruise
Terminal, 201 S. Water Street, Mobile,
AL 36602.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Questions about the DSEIS should be
addressed to Mr, Larry Parson, Coastal
Environment Team, Mobile District,
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box
2288, Mobile, AL 36628 by telephone
(251) 690-3139 or email him at
larry.e.parson@usace.army.mil.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. As Authorized in the Water
Resources Development Act of 1986 and
per the 1981 Chief’s Report for Mobile
Harbor, Alabama, the major components
of the project are as follows: (a) Despen
and widen entrance channe] over the
bar to 57 by 700 feet, a distance of about
7.4 miles, (b) deepen and widen Mobile
Bay Channel from mouth of bay to south
of Mobile River, 55 by 550 feet, a
distance of about 27.0 miles, (c) deepen
and widen an additional 4.2 miles of
Mobile Bay Channel to 55 by 650 feet,
(d) provide 55-foot deep anchaorage area
and turning basin in vicinity of Little
Sand Island, and (e) deepening the
Mobile River channel to 55 feet to a
point about 1 mile below the Interstate

10 and U.S. 90 highway tunnels. Also,
per the Fiscal Year (FY) 2015
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CROmnibus (Pub. L. 113-235): Sec. 110,
the Limited Reevaluation Report (LRR)
initiated in FY 2012 for the Mobile
Harbor, Alabama navigation project
shall include evaluation of the full
depth of the project as authorized under
section 201 of Public Law 99-662 (110
Stat. 4090) at the same non-Federal
share of the cost as in the design
agreement executed on August 14, 2012.

2. The evaluation will examine the
costs and benefits as well as the
environmental impacts of modifying the
maintained dimensions of the existing
Federal project within its authorized
limits. The purpose of the study will be
to determine improvements for safety
and efficiency of harbor users. Vessels
are experiencing delays leaving and
arriving at port facilities and
inefficiencies have increased as the
volume of cargo has grown and larger
vessels call on the port to handle the
increased cargo. Construction of Mobile
Harbor to 45-foot depth was completed
in FY 1994. The construction depth was
limited to 45 feet because the sponsor
did not have the funds to construct to
the fully authorized depth. A 1300-foot
extension in the river channel was a
separable element new start with the
Project Partnership Agreement (PPA)
signed in FY 98 and construction
completed in FY 2000. A 1200-foot and
a 2100-foot extension in the river
channel were also separable element
new starts with the PPA signed in FY
2004 and work completed in FY 2008.
The Turning Basin was also a separable
element new start with the PPA signed
in FY 2009 and construction completed
in August 2010. Due to traffic changes,
vessel delays began being experienced
into and out of the port as traffic was
limited to one-way as larger ships
transited the channel. The Alabama
State Port Authority (ASPA) requested
that the Gorps consider widening a
portion of the authorized channel to
allow two-way traffic to reduce delays.
Subsequently, the Corps initiated an
LRR to consider widening a portion of
the upper bay channel. The design
agreement for the LRR was executed on
August 14, 2012. After initial analysis
and coordination with the ASPA and its
users, the design agreement for the LRR
was amended on April 14, 2014 to
account for a change in location for the
proposed widening to include an
approximate 5-mile section of the lower
bay channel up to the authorized width
of 550 feet and to widen an approximate
2-mile section of the bar channel to its
authorized width of 700 feet (all work
within the existing project
authorization). On June 12, 2014, the
ASPA requested that the Corps

undertake additional studies to
determine the feasibility of deepening
and widening the channel to its full
authorized depths and widths. Per letter
dated October 20, 2014, the Assistant
Secretary of the Army (ASA) approved
the direction of General Investigation
funds to complete Preconstruction
Engineering and Design for the channel
widening for Mobile Harbor to initiate a
General Reevaluation Report (GRR) to
evaluate deepening and widening of the
channel to its full authorized
dimensions. This letter also directed the
Corps to halt all work on the LRR being
prepared for the widening project.

3. Scoping:

a. The Corps invites full public
participation to promote open
communication on the issues
surrounding the proposal. All Federal,
State, and local agencies, and other
persons or organizations that have an
interest are urged to participate in the
NEPA scoping process. Public meetings
will be held to help identify significant
issues and to receive public input and
comment.

b. The DSEIS will analyze the
potential social, economic, and
environmental impacts to the local area
resulting from improvements to the
Mobile Harbor Navigation Project.
Specifically, the following major issues
will be analyzed in depth in the DSEIS:
Hydrologic and hydraulic regimes,
water quality, effects on natural
resources, sediment transport,
threatened and endangered species,
essential fish habitat and other marine
habitat, air quality, cultural resources,
transportation systems, alternatives,
secondary and cumulative impacts,
socioeconomic impacts, environmental
justice (effect on minorities and low-
income groups) (Executive Order
12898), and protection of children
(Executive Order 13045).

c. The Corps will serve as the lead
Federal agency in the preparation of the
DSEIS. It is anticipated that the
following agencies will be invited and
will accept cooperating agency status for
the preparation of the DSEIS: U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, National
Marine Fisheries Service, Department of
Interior, U.S. Geological Survey, Federal
Emergency Management Agency, U.S.
Department of Transportation, Alabama
Department of Environmental
Management, Alabama Department of
Conservation and Natural Resources,
Alabama State Port Authority, Alabama
Secretary of State, and Alabama State
Historic Preservation Office.

4, The scoping meeting will be held
on (see DATES and ADDRESSES). Actual
time(s) and place(s) for subsequent

meetings or workshops will be
announced by the Corps by issuance of
a public notice and/or notices in the
local media.

5. It is anticipated that the DSEIS will
be made available for public review in
July 2018.

Curtis M. Flakes,
Chief, Planning and Environmental Division.

[FR Doc. 2015-32117 Filed 12—-22-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3720-58-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Department of the Navy
[Docket ID: USN-2015-HQ-0017]

Privacy Act of 1974; System of
Records

AGENCY: Department of the Navy, DoD.

ACTION: Notice to add a new System of
Records.

SUMMARY: The Department of the Navy
proposes to add a new system of
records, N05220-1, entitled “Data
Warehouse Business Intelligence
System (DWBIS)” to be used as a
management tool for statistical analysis,
tracking, reporting, and to increase
program effectiveness; to direct the
waorkforce education, training, skills,
and experience needed to develop and
deploy key Information Dominance
systems for Naval and DoD programs
assigned to this Command; and to
analyze the correct staffing needed for
key products supported by the
Command. This system of records will
rely on selected information collected
from other authorized personnel and
financial systems of records to manage
the development of its Acquisition
Workforce, Cyber Security, and
Information Dominance workforce.
DATES: Comments will be accepted on or
before January 22, 2016. This proposed
action will be effective the day
following the end of the comment
period unless comments are received
which result in a contrary
determination.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by docket number and title,
by any of the following methods:

* Federal Rulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

* Mail; Department of Defense, Office
of the Deputy Chief Management
Officer, Directorate of Oversight and
Compliance, Regulatory and Audit
Matters Office, 9010 Defense Pentagon,
Washington, DC 20301-9010.

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the agency name and
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U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING

MOBILE HARBOR GENERAL REEVALUATION REPORT

HELD AT THE MOBILE CRUISE TERMINAL
ON WATER STREET

MOBILE, ALABAMA

JANUARY 12, 2016; 5:00-8:00 P.Mm.
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COMMENTS:

BY I - page S

BY I - rage 4

BY I - rage 10

BY I - rage 12

BY I - page 12
BY I, £

BY I - page 24
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IR NAVARRE, FLORIDA:

I'm very concerned about the impact this is
going to have on Dauphin Island. I know it's
debatable and it's been argued whether it had an
effect in the past or not. But I'm uncomfortable
thinking that if it had an effect in the past, that
this is going to really increase the scope of the
problem as far as the erosion on Dauphin Island. I
would hope that within the plans that the Corps of
Engineers considers renourishing the island before it
begins and then maintaining the island, depositing the
sand on any coastlines that are Tike Dauphin Island
that have the potential for erosion.

As a homeowner, I had planned on retiring on
Dauphin Island. And I'm afraid to at this point.

I've been putting it off now for about three years,
and I don't know whether to build on Dauphin Island.

I cannot really even sell a house because nobody knows
what's going to happen, and people don't want to
invest in an area not knowing if erosion is going to
become a bigger issue. I'm concerned about the
wildlife as well, the effects it will have.

And that's pretty much it.
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Comment #2
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B G/ 0U LA BATRE/IRVINGTON AREA:

I was born and raised in Bayou La Batre. A
lTot of generations of commercial fishermen, a lot of
concern about maintaining habitat, our seafood and
people that work in our seafood.

The siltation that we've seen over the years
from different projects where there's open water
disbursement or islands, protective islands that's
always been habitat for net fishing, different species
of fish, flounder, sheepshead, mullet. You have areas
that you've always worked and always crabbed along the
channel and around -- we call it Goat Island. Just
the bottoms that we've seen, also on the west side,
silted up and destroyed from digging channels and
pipelines and everything.

But this project here has raised concern

with some of our upper bay fishermen. And after

talking with a number of fishermen, N

BN - his real name is NN but
we call him - And after seeing the problems

that existed in some of the silting up on the west

side -- and this is going to be a hundred times more
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dirt being moved and placed in areas they work. And
me being vice president of the Organized Seafood
Association -- some of them should be here tonight to
show the voice of concern of losing fishing bottoms
and worrying about what the State might allow to be
done, seeing in the past the State has allowed several
things to go on that 1literally destroyed some of our
prime oyster bottoms. And the Corps has done the
same thing. And working over the years with Susan
Reese way back with this same problem, moving of dirt
in the wrong areas without mitigating habitat for our
way of 1ife and producing -- a lot of times they'Tl
say we're going to make grass beds. Grass beds, it's
all right. But the biomass of oyster reefs and stuff
and clam reefs that we've seen is catastrophic to our
way of Tife and the fish and marine 1life, both
recreationally and commercially. It's so important to
the people of the State and to the State because the
only way that they can get this property, the seafood,
is through us.

And if you take the fields, we call them
water bottoms -- and the bottoms do belong to the

people of the State -- and you change these bottoms to
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be nonproductive bottoms for us, it's not just for us,
it's for everybody that loves to eat these fish,
crabs, shrimp and oysters.

So if this amount of property, the oyster
bottoms -- fishing bottoms and also the silt that
comes from this, if it's lost, it will never come back
because of the type of bottoms it is and the
methodology they're using. Because silt has to run
downhill. That's the reason we say are you working up
the bay or down the bay. Up the bay means at the
mouth of the river south. And all the bays and the
rivers up here is productive bottoms for down the bay
also where there's oysters or crabs coming out of
Grand Bay up here. Just so many others. The Tensaw
River Delta that feeds the Alabama River.

The tonnage that we produce is for him, you
and every restaurant that buys our seafood. Wwe can't
afford to lose that critical habitat, not only for us
but for the natural things, the fish, the crabs that
everybody enjoys. So if you make it dry land or pump
it above sea level and see ships coming in and causing
high amounts of turbidity, wave action and stuff that

we've seen, it's going to cause some repercussions.
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We see it down the bay from ship and wave action, the
Cedar Point area down off of Alabama Port beach.
Ships want to be bigger, more of them. what progress
does is a living, healthy bay.

what might happen if you wind up putting
islands 1like Gaillard Island -- that's got about
11,000 nesting pelicans on there that adds a lot of
amounts of what you call waste, increases the
pollution to the bay -- with another island up the bay
with probably another 22 or 40,000 pelicans? 1It's
going to decrease the quality of the bay, too.

what are we going to hand the next
generation? If we lose our jobs and our bottoms, your
bottoms, you lose your seafood and you lose the people
that produce it in these areas.

So we have grave concern over projects that
might cause what we've seen in the past, cost jobs and
production. And I hope -- I hope we have enough
insight as being the stewards and as the State being
the managers. It belongs to the people of the State.
That was ruled in court a long time ago. Wwith the
property rights, it actually is the people. Seafood

is the property of the State to be held in trust for
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the people of the State. And that's Taw 9-12-20,
title 9, State of Alabama. If the people don't
protect it and the State don't protect it, our state,
our country, our next generation will not be able to
work and feed from the bottoms that we have fed from.

It's kind of scary if you pollute it out,
dig it up, cover it up, silt it up. I have my
concerns. I like to see our people out there working.
And I Tike to eat good seafood. As you know, that's
good flounder bottom. Wwe have some good fishing that
produces that.

we hope the Corps will take into
consideration the value of our way of 1life versus
foreign countries' way of life. There's nothing wrong
with the channel, but I've seen the results of other
digging. And they say, well, it's profitable to the
State what they've done. Maybe so. But who's going
to feed us in the future? I don't think some of these
countries 1like America. At least it don't look that
way. And I want to depend on our own people to feed
us, not a third world country.

we hope the people consider what they do in

any project, whether it's an outfall 1line, a berm, an
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island, how you place it, where you place the berm.
what are you going to do if all this wipes out some of
the areas that we just re-layed oysters from just a
few years back? we could lose thousands and thousands
of barrels of oysters that we could use for seed
oysters and creating productive reefs and habitat if
this is not done properly. Not a good idea as far as
our fishermen are concerned.

So we want them to hear from the fishermen
and the people that have done it for generations and
want to keep on doing it. We believe it's part of our
Constitutional rights because we harvest this
property. And property is one of the things that
we're entitled to by the Fifth Amendment and the 14th
Amendment. Plus seafood is our property and our
bottoms is our property. So what if you take our
bottoms away from us for a third world country, for a
few ships and claim you're doing improvements? I'l]
tell you I sure hate losing our oyster reefs and our
flounder bottoms and our crabbing bottoms for the next
500 years maybe if they put in as much dirt as they
plan on putting there in the next five to 25 years.

It's going to be there a long time, a real long time.
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1 | My grandchildren won't be able to enjoy it. Neither
2 | will yours. So maybe the birds will enjoy it. But

3 | I'mgoing to tell you eating pelicans is not good.

Comment #3
5 | N VOBILE, ALABAMA:
6 I have properties on Dauphin Island. And

7 I'm also the vice president on the board of Sandcastle
8 Condominiums, which is located on the east end beach,
9 50 Forney Johnston Road.

10 My first concern is that the dredging,

11 although I support it for industry reasons, but I

12 | would Tike to see an environmental study regarding the
13 erosion problem that the east end is experiencing and,
14 | before any more dredging is done, that there are some
15 | outlines as to where that sand is going to be put. If
16 | you look -- I'm a lTifelong resident of Mobile and my
17 family have property on Dauphin Island. The east end
18 | of Ssand Island is going away. As you dredge,

19 obviously you dig a hole in the sand, the sand falls
20 | down to the hole. The closest sand to the hole goes
21 | first.

22 Same thing with the east end of the island.

23 | Years ago they had a problem where the fort was being
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11

eroded away. So they blocked it up and they installed
jetties. That solved that problem. The sand couldn't
come from there anymore, but it came from Audubon,
which is just next to that. And it came from
Audubon's subdivision and it came from Sandcastle's
beach and surf Club's beach. They protected the very
east -- the very corner of the east end but did
nothing with the adjacent properties. And we have
lTost about 220 feet of beach, and that was the last
estimate three years ago. I don't know where we're at
now. Sand Island in front of us is totally gone.

Sand Island is now to the far west of us, which it
used to be across from us and closer to the
Tighthouse.

So I'm asking, one, that there be some
research into what they can do to prevent any more
erosion with this dredging. And, number two, what can
be done to take the sand that they're digging up and
putting it back to the area that's been eroded from?
And again, the areas that are closest to the dredging,
the east end of the island, Dauphin Island, and the

east end of Sand Island.

ISBELL & ASSOCIATES, LLC, REGISTERED PROFESSIONAL REPORTERS
910 GOVERNMENT STREET, MOBILE, AL 36604 251-432-DEPO



Comment #4

12

10
11
12
13
14
Commen
16
17
18
19
20
21
22

23

J] 1ive at Dauphin Island. I was not
impressed, I guess, with how 1little anyone knew about
the meeting. Probably better word could have gotten
out somehow to especially island residents. I don't
know about the other people. But I thought the people
here were very prepared. And I was greatly
enlightened with the whole Corps of Engineers
procedures. I had no idea.

I'm glad to find out that they're going to
be studying this for years before they actually do it.
That tells me at least we're going to be better
prepared than if we were jumping into something
quickly.

t #5

I . DAUPHIN ISLAND, ALABAMA:

I have a house on Dauphin Island. My son
Tives there most of the time. I spend as much time as
I can, my wife and I do. And we enjoy the island.

I'm going to read this to you. You go ahead
and take this down. I'm also going to put this in the
box.

My concern 1is simple. I own a house on
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I, ot

Dauphin Island and have owned it since 1988. During
my time on the island I've watched our beach erode to

a fraction of what it once was. I understand the

signs of migration of sand east to west with migrating

sand from the east replacing sand which migrates to
the west, unless the migration of the sand is
interrupted -- and that's stressed, that phrase.

Common sense tells us that the ship channel
interrupts the flow of sand -- interrupts the flow of
sand. Wwhen the channel is dredged, the sand which
would otherwise have replenished the beaches of
Dauphin Island is and has historically been taken out
to locations in which it will not migrate to Dauphin
Island with the result that the beaches continue to
steadily erode.

The Supplemental EIS must address these
facts and concerns. The method of disposing of the
sand dredged from the channel must be changed.
Otherwise the erosion will continue unabated. If the
erosion resulted in beaches replenished, the benefits
are clear. Not only will the island and the

environment benefit, but the island would once again
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be a protection against storm damage to the mainland.

Thank you for your consideration.

t #6

I VOBILE, ALABAMA:

I own | et
door. 1If you want real snapper, you've got to come to
me. Everybody else does frozen import. I sell green
snapper. And this May 30th will be my 50th year
walking in the door.

Now, I do know a 1ittle bit about the
seafood business. My concern about all this dredging
stuff, it's already affected what they've done just in
the last few years. Wwe now have no more -- I'm going
to call it the Mother Reef from Dog River north. 1It's
always been closed because of the pollution factor.
And I have no problem with it. But that reef up
there, that oyster spat, when they lay their eggs,
adult female oysters will throw 100 million eggs. Her
husband next door will fertilize them. For three days
they float down and drop at the mouth of the bay down
south of where they're legally catching oysters.

So all that up there has already been --

Dog River north, for the most part, it has been
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covered up. Wwe've covered all those oysters. 1In the
Tast couple of years they filled up that -- there was
a fishery reef off Brookley Field, it was a 40-foot
deep hole with riprap in it for fish habitat. And
it's now filled up, totally covered up. And all those
oyster reefs up there, they're a foot under muck right
now. And we want to dredge and do some more stuff,
put more stuff in there.

For years the Corps of Engineers had that
ship that ran up and down, and it would dredge and
take it offshore and dump it out into the Gulf, which
-- no problem. But now the last couple of years that
dredge has set out there, 25-inch hole pipe, and they
dredge that thing and they're spewing it out all over
the flats.

Now, another project that I watched happen,
I told me -- I didn't realize it had been
that long. Gaillard Island has been built for 25 or
30 years. I hadn't realized it's been that long. I
guess I'm getting old. It started off it was no
problem. But ten years ago they just about filled the
whole thing up. There used to be a big lake inside of

it, but they filled it all the way up. And pelicans
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started breeding. Now, a few pelicans are cute, not a
problem. The brown pelican was actually endangered at
one time. But all of a sudden that Gaillard Island
got filled up and there's 20, 30,000 pair of pelicans
breeding out there every year. Now, guess what
happens when we'll just say 40,000 birds each eat a
pound of fish a day and land on that isTand? Hmmm.

I don't know how you -- you put that in
there however you want to.

But pretty soon Gaillard Island, it's
covered in pelican poop. And every time we get --
three or fewer times a year we get these three-,
four-inch rains, it washes all that stuff off, and
it's going into the main ship channel and going into
the Theodore channel. 1It's washing off that Vv right
there and it's filling all that area up. And the last
two years, this being the third year, the Corps has
dredged that and they've spewed it out, and there have
been massive fish kills with that stuff.

Now, onto itself, if it had just ran off the
island, settled in the ship channel, the silt would
cover it up. And it was okay till they disturbed it

and we dredged it. Now all that ammonia, nitrogen,
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everything else out there, they spread it out and
there have been major fish kills.

we got blamed for it: oOh, it was you
gillnet fishermen. And I looked around and I talked
to all the people. we didn't do it.

And then I heard this 1little bit of stuff,
and I said: You know, now I know what happened to it.
It's been called to people's attention, but they don't
want to listen about it.

Now, it's an offshoot. And I've got no
problem dredging this stuff. Hopefully economic wise
this country 1is going to need big ships coming in
here. I have my doubts about that with the economics
of what's going on in this world.

So that's my problem with it. And
everything north of Gaillard, particularly, they've
killed that Mother Reef of oysters. Wwe have no
oysters left in the state of Alabama, nothing out
there anymore. 1It's gone. Because that spat comes
from the upper bay, and it's named the Mother Reef,
what I call it. 1It drifts down the bay, and three
days after it's fertilized, it will stop down there.

And it's done that way for thousands of years.
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I have a picture on my wall over there in my
office that was made in 1895, and Eslava Street was
the unloading grounds for seafood. So for over 100
years it's been that way. And my business was
built -- well, it was built in '32. I wasn't here
yet. But we bought it in '52. It was my grandfather
involved and then his two sons, which was my daddy,
Ralph, and my uncle. And then my uncle wanted out,
and I bought his share. And in '80 I bought my father
out. So it's been mine ever since. I have a son
that's 34 and he's in the business with me.

But it's such a problem getting product.
It's all environmental stuff. That oil spill -- write
this down, underline it -- the oil spill was done on
purpose. And in the last -- since all this stuff has
happened and we had a red tide in December -- November
and December. Wwe don't have red tides in the northern
gulf. That's coming off that oil that was out there.
It's not a red tide. 1It's something else. Because
all that oil was sank out there, bacteria eat that oil
up. And now there's so much oil there, now there's so
much bacteria. And like those pelicans that go out

there and eat every day and get on that reef and

ISBELL & ASSOCIATES, LLC, REGISTERED PROFESSIONAL REPORTERS
910 GOVERNMENT STREET, MOBILE, AL 36604 251-432-DEPO



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

19

excrement comes out, that's what's there. And that
stuff is horrendous that's coming in now. I have
fishermen that get finned, get stuck by a fish, the
fin on a fish, and in 30 minutes they had a red streak
and had to go to the emergency room. Red tide don't
do that. This is coming off of that bacteria that's
on that bottom that's devouring that oil out there
that sunk in the Gulf. And that's coming ashore now.

we've got maybe five percent of the flounder
that we used to have. If it's on the bottom, it's
been decimated since that oil spill. The flounder was
the worst; Tike I said, 5 percent of what we used to
have. Plenty other fish. Primarily bottom stuff --
shrimp are way off, crabs are way off, brown mullet,
white trout, another bottom fish, they're way off.
Flounder was hurt the worst because they are a total
bottom fish. And whatever that stuff has done, either
it killed the 1ittle zooplankton that the 1little
flounder feed on or it rendered the adult females, you
know -- you know, they're not reproducing anymore.
"Sterile" 1is the word I'm Tooking for.

Now, whatever the case 1is, it's not there

anymore. And I can't get people to listen to me about
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this stuff. BP will not pay us. Now, I've been here
forever, for all practical purposes. But BP 1is not
paying us. I have lost eight dealers in the last
three years that I used to buy a world of stuff from.
They're gone. Either they're totally outright gone or
they're hanging on, workaday, little oyster shop, a
Tittle crab shop that picks one afternoon a week. You
know, Daddy catches the crabs and Mama picks them,
just Tike that used to be done. And that's the only
way they can still make some money. And it's just
that. 1It's so rare out there doing 1it.

A major company shut the door in November.
International Oceanics walked away, lack of
production. Economy had a lot to do with it. That's
just what we're facing in this industry now.

So, you know, but part of it -- part of this
is this dredging stuff they're doing out here. 1If
they scoop that stuff up and it was going to cost some
money to go take it -- take it up there and put it on
the spoil islands north of here, there's plenty of
ground to put it. And/or take it offshore out there
and drop it.

But, you know, you've got to consider -- the
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whole industry has been decimated since the oil spill.
And with all the regulations, I tell folks I'd rather
get caught with a kilo of cocaine -- write it down, I
hever have touched the stuff and never will, hate it.
But I can get in more trouble over a snapper than I
can running cocaine. And you go to jail with no
trial, all the regulations we have to put up with now.

So, now, there's just a lot of stuff going
on out here in this world. I'm interested tonight
here about the dredging and what it's going to do.

And I've been told -- one said no, another one said
yes. But they want to make more islands up in the
head of the bay to the east side of the channel.

Now, first thing you're going to do -- now
it's nice and safe. Gaillard turned out to be a safe
haven because of everything else. There was no place
for pelicans to go breed anymore. And all of a sudden
here is this nice island here, and there's no wild
coons, there's no cats, dogs -- which i1s the worst.
And we've got a perfect habitat. But now even that's
been decimated because of the overpopulation. 1It's
changed the whole ecology of this whole bay.

Now you're going to build another one? Hey,
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they've got a place to eat and sleep and there's still
some fish in the bay. They'll be covered up with more
pelicans making more babies and then more poop.

My fishermen tell me in the height of the
summer you can't get anywhere near Gaillard, it stinks
so bad because it's a foot deep.

Now, that's part of your problem. You go
create this. But for every action, there's an
opposite and equal reaction. There you go. They sit
there and that stuff washes off or something like
that, then it affects other things. Eventually it
will take all the fish out and the pelicans will
starve to death, and then we start over again.

I saw a program years ago where they went off
the barrier islands out in the Pacific and there were
rock islands out there, and they literally scooped it
up and they put it in fertilizer. And it was feet
deep on this island because they had been there
forever. But, you know, who are you going to get to
shovel it? It could be done. And you could have a
vacuum, big vacuum operation or something. I'm just
coming up with an idea off the top of my head. VYes,

it's a product. But it's still going to be there.
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But it's an offshoot of what happened.

Now, if it was a perfect world and there was
enough money, you would take that muck and put it up
north of here. They're already there. They diked off
everything. Put it there. And then you would have
your cake and eat it, too, because we'd still have our
territory to fish in, the Mother Reef would be there
to let that oyster -- that spat drift down and cover
that.

You know, we're talking about billions of
dollars a year the seafood industry creates. You
know, we're being decimated by these shortcuts.

Now, throw in economics. I wake up every
morning at 5:30, 6 o'clock and I watch CNBC. I Tlook
at the stock market and see what's happening and Took
at all this other stuff and how much money we're in
debt. Something is going to give. And it ain't going
to be pretty when i1t does. People are going to have
to call me: Ralph, we're hungry, can you get us
something to eat? Some fish, anything?

Yeah, I can. Wwhat do you want? But you're
going to have to have a lot of money.

So we're sitting here, we're killing one
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aspect to do another, you know. That's my problem

with what's happening.
| #7

I VOBILE, ALABAMA:

The final declaration of the Global Climate
Conference Tast month in Paris called for the prompt
and drastic reduction in the world's production of
greenhouse gases. The United States is a signatory to
that declaration, making this the policy of the U.S.
government. Therefore any decision about enlarging
the ship channel here should explicitly take into
account the effects of that decision on greenhouse gas
production and climate change, in particular the fuels
burned by the increased ship traffic that the enlarged
channel would allow and the increased fossil fuel
cargoes that this enlarged channel would allow because
those cargoes will eventually be carried someplace and
burned, whether coal or petroleum products,
contributing to greenhouse gases and climate change.

That's all.

ISBELL & ASSOCIATES, LLC, REGISTERED PROFESSIONAL REPORTERS
910 GOVERNMENT STREET, MOBILE, AL 36604 251-432-DEPO



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

CORPS OF ENGINEERS PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 1/12/2016

25
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COUNTY OF BALDWIN)

I do hereby certify that the foregoing
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using computer-aided transcription and that the
foregoing is a true and correct transcript of said
proceedings.

I further certify that I am neither of
counsel nor of kin to any of the parties, nor am I in
anywise interested in the result of said cause.

I further certify that I am duly licensed by
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Comment #8

US Army Corps
of Engineers Thank You for Your Comments
Mobile District

Mobile Harbor General Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama
Public Scoping Meeting at the Mobile Alabama Cruise Terminal
201 S. Water Street, Mobile, Alabama 36602
Tuesday, January 12, 2016
5:00 - 8:00 PM

In an effort to ensure that all public comments are captured for the Mobile Harbor General
Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama, we welcome your written comments. You may
place them in the “Written Comments” box at this public meeting session, or send them to:
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division, Coastal
Environment Team, P.O. Box 2288, Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001; (Phone: 251.690.3139);
or by email to MobileHarborGRR@usace.army.mil.

Comment Category:

] Environmental [] Cultural Resources [] Threatened and Endangered Species
[1 Fish and Wildlife [] Water Quality [] Dredging/Disposal [Z(Economics [1 Engineering
[] Other

Comments (additional space on back):
ks fw  Plowomee  Divneemont  POeSsdaual- oD OUTORA UNTUKZAST

I A~ 3 Gl Sypnc  6F Bgdrmmmal  Dicociug To e A
Doy T Sudp  (ikAnn . VPN PCROWL DiwWiop min Prigeer
of- SEeNL Foenn s SE2” Tu  THE  odwuiwrctuedus (Lusi g
Dovons  oN A Pmermse Bad  egaving Lot !

Flm Tl o Oumv Lo s pm/ NS CpveT | T fresus,
WlTwors  oue  (o0T | Tips wono wor  BC el Oue
Fuuay  Eonomdc Gt W0 YTTLT T8 Reloant N TH
ConTur D buuce o ova Poer.

Name/Organization/Contact Information (Optional):

T ———— 0. . (Om MGl L Twayma @ Mot Cuanid
\ ; | ‘

Co,




Comment #9

US Army Corps

of Engineers Thank You for Your Comments
Mobile District

Mobile Harbor General Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama
Public Scoping Meeting at the Mobile Alabama Cruise Terminal
201 S. Water Street, Mobile, Alabama 36602
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5:00 - 8:00 PM

In an effort to ensure that all public comments are captured for the Mobile Harbor General
Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama, we welcome your written comments. You may
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division, Coastal
Environment Team, P.O. Box 2288, Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001; (Phone: 251.690.3139);
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Mobile District

Mobile Harbor General Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama
Public Scoping Meeting at the Mobile Alabama Cruise Terminal
201 S. Water Street, Mobile, Alabama 36602
Tuesday, January 12, 2016
5:00 - 8:00 PM

In an effort to ensure that all public comments are captured for the Mobile Harbor General
Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama, we welcome your written comments. You may
place them in the “Written Comments” box at this public meeting session, or send them to:
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division, Coastal
Environment Team, P.O. Box 2288, Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001; (Phone: 251.690.3139);
or by email to MobileHarborGRR@usace.army.mil.
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5:00 - 8:00 PM

In an effort to ensure that all public comments are captured for the Mobile Harbor General
Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama, we welcome your written comments. You may
place them in the “Written Comments” box at this public meeting session, or send them to:
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Environment Team, P.O. Box 2288, Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001; (Phone: 251.690.3139);
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In an effort to ensure that all public comments are captured for the Mobile Harbor General
Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama, we welcome your written comments. You may
place them in the “Written Comments” box at this public meeting session, or send them to:
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division, Coastal
Environment Team, P.O. Box 2288, Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001; (Phone: 251.690.3139);
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Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama, we welcome your written comments. You may
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Mobile District

Mobile Harbor General Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama
Public Scoping Meeting at the Mobile Alabama Cruise Terminal
201 S. Water Street, Mobile, Alabama 36602
Tuesday, January 12, 2016
5:00 - 8:00 PM

In an effort to ensure that all public comments are captured for the Mobile Harbor General
Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama, we welcome your written comments. You may
place them in the “Written Comments” box at this public meeting session, or send them to:
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division, Coastal
Environment Team, P.O. Box 2288, Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001; (Phone: 251.690.3139);
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Mobile District

Mobile Harbor General Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama
Public Scoping Meeting at the Mobile Alabama Cruise Terminal
201 S. Water Street, Mobile, Alabama 36602
Tuesday, January 12, 2016
5:00 - 8:00 PM

In an effort to ensure that all public comments are captured for the Mobile Harbor General
Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama, we welcome your written comments. You may
place them in the “Written Comments” box at this public meeting session, or send them to:
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division, Coastal
Environment Team, P.O. Box 2288, Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001; (Phone: 251.690.3139),
or by email to MobileHarborGRR@usace.army.mil.
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Comment #16

US Army Corps
of Engineers Thank You for Your Comments
Mobile District

Mobile Harbor General Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama
Public Scoping Meeting at the Mobile Alabama Cruise Terminal
201 S. Water Street, Mobile, Alabama 36602
Tuesday, January 12, 2016
5:00 - 8:00 PM

In an effort to ensure that all public comments are captured for the Mobile Harbor General
Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama, we welcome your written comments. You may
place them in the “Written Comments” box at this public meeting session, or send them to:
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division, Coastal
Environment Team, P.O. Box 2288, Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001; (Phone: 251.690.3139);
or by email to MobileHarborGRR@usace.army.mil.

Comment Category:
Environmental [] Cultural Res.ources ETHreatened and Endangered Species
I Fish and Wildlife £ Water Quality [] Dredging/Disposal [] Economics [1 Engineering
[1 Other

Comments (additional space on baé?
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Name/Organization/Contact Information (Optional):




Comment .#17

US Army Corps

of Engineers Thank You for Your Comments
Mobile District

Mobile Harbor General Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama
Public Scoping Meeting at the Mobile Alabama Cruise Terminal
201 S. Water Street, Mobile, Alabama 36602
Tuesday, January 12, 2016
5:00 - 8:00 PM

In an effort to ensure that all public comments are captured for the Mobile Harbor General
Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama, we welcome your written comments. You may
place them in the “Written Comments” box at this public meeting session, or send them to:
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division, Coastal
Environment Team, P.O. Box 2288, Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001; (Phone: 251.690.3139);
or by email to MobileHarborGRR@usace.army.mil.

Comment Category:

l]zéwironmental [J Cultural Resources [] Threatened and Endangered Species
[1 Fish and Wildlife [] Water Quality Medging/Disposal [1 Economics [[] Engineering
L1 Other

Comments (additional space on back):
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Comments (continued)
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Comment #18

US Army Corps

of Engineers Thank You for Your Comments
Mobile District < :

Mobile Harbor General Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama
Public Scoping Meeting at the Mobile Alabama Cruise Terminal
201 S. Water Street, Mobile, Alabama 36602
Tuesday, January 12, 2016
5:00 - 8:00 PM

In an effort to ensure that all public comments are captured for the Mobile Harbor General
Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama, we welcome your written comments. You may
place them in the “Written Comments” box at this public meeting session, or send them to:
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division, Coastal
Environment Team, P.O. Box 2288, Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001; (Phone: 251.690.3139);
or by email to MobileHarborGRR@usace.army.mil.

Comment Category:

[{Environmental [] Cultural Resources @'Threatened and Endangered Species
A Fish and Wildlife mVater Quality IZ/Dredging/DisposaI [& Economics [] Engineering
[] Other |

Comments (additional space on back):
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| Comment #19

US Army Corps

of Engineers Thank You for Your Comments
Mobile District

Mobile Harbor General Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama
Public Scoping Meeting at the Mobile Alabama Cruise Terminal
201 S. Water Street, Mobile, Alabama 36602
Tuesday, January 12, 2016
5:00 - 8:00 PM

In an effort to ensure that all public comments are captured for the Mobile Harbor General
Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama, we welcome your written comments. You may
place them in the “Written Comments” box at this public meeting session, or send them to:
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division, Coastal
Environment Team, P.O. Box 2288, Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001; (Phone: 251.690.3139);
or by email to MobileHarborGRR@usace.army.mil.

Comment Category:
KEnvironmental 1 Cultural Resources [] Threatened and Endangered Species

[1Fish and Wildlife [1 Water Quality WDredging/Dispbsal ] EconomichEngineering
[]1 Other o

Comments (additional space on back)
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US Army Corps of Engineers Public Scoping Meeting: Dauphin Island
January 12, 2016

HOW WE GOT HERE:

1. Many of the people in this audience have no idea how we got here.

2. Originally the Mobile District Corps of Engineers was proposing an
Environmental Assessment. An EA is internal and would not allow for
public participation as we have today.

3. The Dauphin Island Property Owners Board of Directors sent a letter to
Col Jon Chytka outlining specific issues including comments from Dr.
Susan Rees at the Fairness Hearing in Sept 2009 stating that if there
were any changes to the Mobile Ship Channel, it would require a
Supplement to the Original Environmental Impact Statement. This letter
requesting the Supplement EIS was supported by the Town of Dauphin
Island and many other organizations and individuals. |think this is very
important. So we are here for the public to have input into the process.

4. The Public Notice states the purpose of the Study is to determine
improvements for safety and efficiency of harbor uses. The purpose
must also include the environmental impacts to the adjacent shorelines,
10 miles on both sides of the Mobile Channel, as the 1935 Federal Law
requires and to address the sand deficit that occurred to the Dauphin
Island shoreline. o :

5. To further the public participation, a citizen’s advisory Committee needs
to be created for continued public participation. | am willing to
participate on that committee.

WHY IS THIS PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING IMPORTANT?
Let me show you several pictures on a foam board to illustrate what we need to
accomplish with the Environmental Impact Statement.

1. In 1978 the Corps did a study that stated sand should be placed closer to
Dauphin Island, but the Study recommendation were never followed. It
has been stated that this was not a scientific study.

2. The 1980 EIS did not have any statement concerning the impact of
dredging on Dauphin Island
It has been learned that the 2008 Study as well as the 2010 study had
flawed data from the Corps own documentation, but | am concerned
that the 2008 study is being used as a base line. This would be a conflict
because the study and Coastal Engineer was involved in the law-suit;
Any participation of this Coastal Engineer would be a conflict.




US Army Corps of Engineers Public Scoping Meeting: Dauphin Island
January 12, 2016

CONFLICT OF INTEREST:
1. The Mobile Districts Mobile Harbor Schedule — Risk Buy down plan
Has a note that approx. $4 million in data collection, modeling, &
analysis will be applied to this project. What is this study and who
conducted it?

WHAT HAS TO BE DONE!
1. The sand deficit has that has occurred over the years has to be
addressed.
2. We need to be sure that the EIS addresses the Impact to Dauphin Island
and follow the 1935 law concerning 10 miles along the adjacent
beaches.

3. We need to have a dredging maintenance program that will become an
integral part of the ship channel dredging process to replenish the lost
sand




DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
MOBILE DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.0. BOX 2288
MOBILE, ALABAMA 36628-0001

Y4y REPLYTO
Y ATTENTION OF:

CESAM-PD-EC December 11, 2015
_Public Notice No. FP1 5-MHO01-10

PUBLIC NOTICE

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS,
MOBILE DISTRICT

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING
PREPARATION OF A SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
TO
EVALUATE IMPROVEMENTS TO THE MOBILE HARBOR FEDERAL NAVIGATION
CHANNEL, MOBILE, ALABAMA

TO ALL INTERESTED PARTIES:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Mobile District is hosting a public
scoping meeting January 12, 2016 at the Mobile Alabama Cruise Terminal, 201 S.
Water Street, Mobile, Alabama 36602 from 5:00 pm to 8:00 pm. The purpose of the
workshop is to receive public input regarding the preparation of a Draft Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (DSEIS) to address potential impacts associated with
improving the Mobile Harbor Federal Navigation Channel in Mobile County, Alabama.
The DSEIS will be used as a basis for ensuring compliance with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and evaluating alternative plans, including the “No
Action” plan. The proposed alternatives being identified in the Alternatives Milestone
analysis that will be evaluated include widening and deepening of selected areas of the
navigation channel within-the federally authorized dimensions.

The evaluation will examine the costs and benefits as well as the environmental
impacts of modifying the maintained dimensions of the existing Federal project within its
federally authorized limits. The purpose of the study will be to determine improvements
for safety and efficiency of harbor users. Vessels are experiencing delays leaving and
arriving at port facilities and inefficiencies have increased as increased cargo volumes
and larger vessels call on the port to handle these increases which have resulted in
traffic delays. The Alabama State Port Authority requested the USACE, Mobile District
undertake studies to determine the feasibility of deepening and widening the channel to
its full federally authorized depths and widths. On October 20, 2014, the Assistant
Secretary of the Army approved the direction of General Investigation funds to complete
Preconstruction Engineering and Design of channel widening for Mobile Harbor to
initiate a General Reevaluation Report, which includes preparation of the DSEIS, to
evaluate deepening and widening of the channel to its full federally authorized
dimensions.




CORRESPONDENCE: Public comments can be submitted through a variety of
methods. Comments may be submitted to the USACE, Mobile District by mail or
electronic methods by January 26, 2016. In addition, comments (written or oral) may be
submitted at the public meeting. Correspondence concerning this notice should refer to
Public Notice No. FP15-MH01-10 and should be directed to the District Commander,
U.S. Army Engineer District Mobile, P.O. Box 2288, Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001,
ATTN: CESAM-PD-EC. For additional information please contact Mr. Larry Parson at
(251) 690-3139 or by email at larry.e.parson@usace.army.mil.

CURTIS M. FLAKES
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Mobile District




A - Camile

Figure 2-12. Surge channels and washover deposits on Dauphin Island follow Hurricanes
Camifle (&) and Fredric (B) (from Morton, 2007).



(Photo/Courtesy of Sam St. John | flythecoast.com) The severify of erosion of Dauphin
Island’s west end is evident in an aerial photo taken Oct. 28, 2015.

Figure B-15. February 2003 Condition of Dauphin Istand’s West End Figure B-16. August 2005 (Post Katrina) View of lsland’s West End
(Note three tiers of lots on Guif shore on right hand side of photo.) {Note lass of two most seaward tier of lots that indicate the magnitude of land foss.}




Emailed Comments



Parson, Larry E SAM

From: Wilson, Allen D SAM

Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:51 AM

To: Mobile Harbor GRR

Subject: FW: Mobile Harbor Ship Channel
Attachments: Notice-LOP-SAM-2014-1221-DEM.pdf
Allen Wilson

Maritime Archaeologist

USACE Inland Environmental Team
Planning and Environmental Division
Mobile District

CESAM-PD-EI

109 St. Joseph Street

PO Box 2288

Mobile, Al 36608

Office: 251-694-3867

From: Wilson, Allen D SAM

Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:42 AM

To: 'McBride, Amanda' <Amanda.McBride@preserveala.org>; Fedoroff, Michael P SAM
<Michael.P.Fedoroff@usace.army.mil>

Cc: Parson, Larry E SAM <Larry.E.Parson@usace.army.mil>

Subject: RE: Mobile Harbor Ship Channel

Amanda,

| just looked the permit for SAM-2014-1221-DEM over (Letter of Permission attached) and | did the review on this permit.
This permit involved dredging in the currently authorized Mobile Harbor Ship Channel, just to a greater depth. It was a
one-time deepening event and is unrelated to the much greater Mobile Harbor expansion project that we are currently
looking at. We are having a public meeting at the Mobile Cruise Terminal on 12 January from 5-8 during which time the
public may express any concerns. We also have an email set up specifically for this project to which citizens can send
concerns (MobileHarborGRR@usace.army.mil). | suspect her concerns are centered on the Confederate Obstructions
site (LMB28). As you are probably aware, this site has been extensively surveyed as recently as 2013 as part of a study
to investigate a potential beneficial use area and is of great concern to USACE and is currently unaffected by any
undertaking that we are engaged in. If she is referring to a different wreck, | would love to hear any information she may
have. In any event, we are absolutely following the NEPA and NHPA process for this project. | have not yet personally
heard anything about this from her or any other citizens.

Thank you,

Allen Wilson

Maritime Archaeologist

USACE Inland Environmental Team
Planning and Environmental Division
Mobile District

CESAM-PD-EI

109 St. Joseph Street

PO Box 2288

Mobile, Al 36608

Office: 251-694-3867



From: McBride, Amanda [mailto:Amanda.McBride@preserveala.org]

Sent: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:33 PM

To: Fedoroff, Michael P SAM <Michael.P.Fedoroff@usace.army.mil>; Wilson, Allen D SAM
<Allen.D.Wilson@usace.army.mil>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Mobile Harbor Ship Channel

Comment # 20
Gentlemen:
We got a call fromHtoday. She attended a meeting yesterday at the Port Authority and is concerned about the
project to widen and deepen the Mobile Bay Ship Channel. She said there is a Civil War ship in the northern part of the

bay that will be destroyed and she believes that proper procedure for gaining approval for this project is not being
followed.

| believe we have been corresponding on this project for some time. | THINK that our tracking numbers (two were
inadvertently assigned) are 2015-0091 and 2012-0739. 2012- 0739 is the number under which we have written all of our
letters to the COE. | assume the COE number is 2014-1221-DEM, which means that Don is the project manager. |
wanted to double check before | sent this e mail to him.

So, bottom line is, can you confirm that the project for whichH attended the meeting is something we've seen
before and responded to? Also, how should we tell her to go about officially getting her concern across to the COE so
that her claim can be investigated? She’ll need to provide us/y’all with more details, of course, such as a map and why
she believes this ship is there. | have some vague memory of her calling about this resource before but it was regarding a
terrestrial project. Have you ever communicated with her?

Any info would be great. Thanks!

Amanda

Amanda McBride

Environmental Review Coordinator
Historic Preservation Division
Alabama Historical Commission
468 South Perry Street
Montgomery, AL

36130-0900 (US Post)

36104 (Courier)



334.230.2692

Amanda.McBride@preserveala.org



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
MOBILE DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.O. BOX 2288
MOBILE, AL 36628-0001
REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF November 3, 2014
South Alabama Branch
Regulatory Division

LETTER OF PERMISSION NOTICE

To: See attached Distribution List
From: Donald E. Mroczko

Subject: Department of the Army Permit Application Number SAM-2014-1221-DEM,
Alabama State Port Authority, Mobile Harbor Ship Channel

Enclosed are copies of the subject application and drawings.

Location/Waterway: The project is located in waters of Mobile Bay and within the Mobile
Harbor Ship Channel as well as the Gaillard Island disposal site, Mobile, Mobile County,
Alabama; See attached location maps/drawings.

"Purpose: Maintain navigable depth within the Mobile Harbor Ship Channel and ensure
the integrity of the Gaillard Island disposal facility. :

Proposed Work: The applicant proposes to hydraulically excavate (via cutterhead
dredge) from below the Mobile Ship Channel adjacent to Galliard Island an area 300'
wide by 3000' in length to a depth of -55" mean lower low water (MLLW). Current
authorized depth(s) for Mobile Harbor Ship Channel is -55' MLLW, but is currently
maintained to -45’ (plus 2' for advanced maintenance, and 2' for allowable overdepth).
Total cubic yards (cys) to be removed is approximately 200,000 cys. This is a one-time
dredging event and the channel will be allowed to shoal back in over a short period of
time and the next operations & maintenance (O & M) dredging will be to the currently
maintained depths.

The material removed from this dredging event will be placed on Galliard Island for dike
rehabilitation. After dewatering, the the dredged material will be used as fill to improve
and reinforce the upland containment dike structure on Gaillard Island (an area 100-
foot-wide by 6000-foot-long). No material will be placed below Ordinary High Tide. No
permanent sinks or sumps will be created. The return water will be handled as per
approved typical standards and released via the wier box.

Environmental clearances were received for impacts to this area during the
recertification of Mobile Habor Federal Navigation Channel in 2012. No new areas are
to be impacted outside the scope of the 2012 certification. These environmental




_2-

clearances include the Alabama Department of Environmental Management Water
Quality Certification and Coastal Zone Consistency (2012-167-COEP), U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Services concurrence of no adverse impacts to manatees as long as the
Standard Manatee Construction Conditions are followed, and clearances from the
National Marine Fisheries Servoce Protected Resource Division and Habitat
Conservation Division.

If no adverse comments are received within 15 days from receipt of this notice
(Tuesday, November 18, 2014), we plan to authorize this request by Letter of
Permission.

Department of the Army regulatory authority prescribes this type of permit to abbreviate
processing procedures for minor work having no significant environmental impacts and
no appreciable opposition or controversy. See 33 CFR Part 325.5(b)(2) Federal
Register, Vol. 51, No. 219 - Thursday, November 13, 1986.

If you have any questions, please call me at (251) 690-3185.




DISTRIBUTION LIST - ALABAMA

Letter of Permission Notification sent via e-mail to the following:

ADCNR, Fisheries — Kyle Bolton, Matthew Marshall
ADCNR - SLD - Jeff Jordan

ADEM - Mobile - Scott Brown, Dylan Hendrix, Allen Phelps
ADEM — Montgomery, Field Operations

AL Marine Police - Qiana Jackson

AL State Docks - Capt Terry Gilbreath

ALSHPO — Amanda McBride

BWT/AL - Coosa Project - Janalie Graham

CESAM-PD — Matt Grunewald, Michael Fedoroff
CESAM-RD - Joy Earp, Mike Moxey

CESAM-OP-GW - Stephen Reid

CESAM-OP-N - George Rush, Nathan Lovelace, Carl Dyess
CESAM-PM-C — Dean Trawick

EPA - Rosemary Hall, Mike Wylie

NMFS - Eric Hawk, Species Protection
|

USCG — Richard Nelson, MST2 Dacosta, Lt. David Simonson, Lt. Stanley Tarrant
USFWS - Daphne

Warrior and Gulf Navigation Co. - Paul Hartman

Warrior Tombigbee Waterway Assoc - Larry Merrihew




JOINT APPLICATION AND NOTIFICATION
U, &, DEPARTMENT OF ARMY, CORPS OF ENGIKEERS
ALABAMA DEPARTMENT OF EN VIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT

This form is to be used for proposed activities in waters of the Uhwited States
wilhin the political boundaries of the State of Alabama.

PLEASE TYPE OR FRINT I INK

L Dale: Saptamber 26

moith day

APPLICATION HUMDER {TO BE ASSIGNED BY CORPE)

N

Applicant: Mabama State Port Autherity

Name and Address: yanama State Port Authority
oho Bob Harris

Telephone Number and Emall dusing business hours:
AIC{ )
AKC {261} 521-5611

Residence
Office

Fmail-bharisii@esdd.com

Official Use Only

COE
ADEM
ADUNR

State Clearinghonse

Date Received

)

Destgration ol dgent, Slalement o [ Authiorizaticn,

| hewety desigeate and autherize

U.5. Army Corps of Engineers, Planning Divisicn

to act on my behall’ in the processing of this permit application
and 1o fuenish, upon request, supplemental information in

Signaturs of Applicant [hate

!
support of the application.
| / W!{ ,Z/(‘// 812972014
z;‘f

Apent; USACE, Planning Division

Mame and Address:

U.5. fwmy Gorps of Engineers
PO Box 2288

tdobile, AL 3BGI-LOM
ATTN: CEEAM-PD-EC

Telephone Number during business hours:
ASC (251 §90-2777

AT (2517 8O0-3026

Fmiail- caree,akovacavichiRusace.arny il

4, Project Loeation!
Street Address
Latitude

 City/Communiy_Mobile, AL

 Longimde

Natme of Waterway, Mabite Harbor Ship Channst
Geographic Location:  Section _Township___Range

Counly

Loran C coardinaies (i applicable}

County Paree] [dendfication Number {(PTIN)-

{located on propermy tax receipt }

3. Projest Desoription, including all aspests of the project. Describ
wharfs, bulkheads, pipelines, boathouses, boutramps, proing, jetties,

getivities, Artach additional sheets if necessary.

Prajict-proposes prycdralically eucavate (via cutiehead dredge) fom halow
A0ET in lergth 1o 8 dapth of -65' MLLWY. Tortal coble yards to-be removed is approx
Ship Charmel s 65 MLLW {plus 2' for advarned maintenancs, snd 2 for atlowsahla averdapth).
sliwad to shoal back ir and e fext O & M dredging will be to the current guthorized depths, The m

placed on Galliard lsiand for dike ranabilitatiin. Sed dltached disgram.

AT arm Eobdas 11706 il ADEM-COE Joint 40440 spplication

¢ complelely and in detail. Include any structures such as piers,
and appurtenances, as well as any dredging, excavation, o fill

the Mabile Ship Channet adjasenl to Galiard lsland an ares an
imately 200,000 gys. The current authorized depths for Mobile Harbaor
“This s a ena-Ume dradging event and the channel wilt by
aterial removad from Lhis dradging event will be

T

Fotd

3
E



£, Project Description (continued)

6. [eedging Project Specifications {Show lncations amd dimensions of proposed dredge arsas on antached plavs, Include existing and
proposed depths.).

New work X sMaintenance Work,

Cubic yards of material o be removisd 200000 sys Type of !nﬂial“iﬂlnm?ﬁ o

Surface aren {square feetl impacted {sund, muck, haed bottog, ¢.)

Method of cxeavativm_cultethesd dredge

Wature of area to he dredged {check all that apply) Upland Wetland  Watsrbottom
Oither {explain)

Bl

. Specifications for Discharge of Dredged or Fill Material {Show locations and dimensions ol all disposal
_ or fill areas on atached plans.).
Cubip yards of fill 200000 cys Type of fill_mck
Surface area (sequare Teot) mpacted
Source of fill material (check all that apply) Commurcially pblained Dredged material
Other [explain}
How will discharged material be contained? {Inctude srosion control measures, levees, eie,) Galliard teland dike

_ Barrowed on-site

Mature of disposabi[ill arcas {check all thatapply) Upland ¢ Wetland Waterhottom
Other (exphain)
3. Additional information relaling w the proposed activity.
Are avsier reefs located within or near the project area? Wos Mo_ ¥ I yes, explain:
Will this project result inthe siting, construction, andior operation of an energy-related facilin® Yes Mo
1s the project area greater than 23 acres insize? Yes Mo
Ts any portion of the activity for which authorization Is sought now conplete? Yes No ¥ T yes, explain:

Mooth and year activity took place
Tf project is for maintenamee work of existing structures or existing channels, desaribe legal authorization for

the existing work. Provide permit number, dates or other form of authorization

9. Describe the purpoese and public benefit, ifany, of the praject. Describe the relationship between the praject
and any secondary or lulure development the praject is designed t support,

latended use: Public ¥ Private Commersial Other (explain)
1. TProject Schedule:
Praposed stavt date _Sept 2614 Proposed completion date_Decormber 3014
17, Nagies and address of adjnining propuity owners, lessees, vle. whose properly also adjoins the waterway. Also

identify the owners on the plan views in attachment. NA,

—
=

List all authori zatians: or certifications received or applied for from federal, stale or fosad agencivs for any Structures, comstraclion,
discharges, deposits or other activities described Ly o directly related fo this application. Note thatthe signature in Hem 13 certifies
that application has been made to or that permits are ool reguired [rom the following apencies, 10 permits are not required place NA
in space for Type Approval,

Apgney Tene Approval  [dentification No. Date o Application Lt of Approval Date of Denial

AL Dept. of Environmiental
Ivfanagement

L. 8. Armiy Coeps of
Enginsers

AL State Lands Diviston

Adabina State Docks

ClfCownty__

Other

ATH M ormi fiésloe 106 m1 ADEM-COIL Joint 404-401 applivation Page 2 ol




13, Application is hereby made for authorization e conducl the activities duseribed berein. 1 agree provide any addilional »
infurmationidata that may be necessary w provide reasonable assurance oF evidence Lo show that the propused project will comply
with the applicable stale water quality standards or other environmentat protection standards both dueing construstien and after e
project is completed. For projects within the constal srea of Mobile and Baldwin Counties, [eertify that the proposed praject for
which authorization is sought complies with the approved Alabams Coastal Area Management Frageam and will be candisoted in a
nanner oo nsistent with the program. §agree to provide entry 1o the projeut site for inspectors from the envirormental protection

agenciss Jor the purposs o f rnaking prelindnary analyses of the site and monitoring permitied works, T eceld Fye that T aen familiar with

responsible for the information contained 10 this ap plication, and that Lo the besl ol 1y knowledpe and belief such information is
wrue, complate-and aceurate, 1 further certify that 1 posses the authority to undertake the proposed activities or T am scting as the duly

authorized agent of the applicast.
(SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT OR AGENT REQUIRED BELOW)

5 > L
LF—
M {: (;%*m # 912912014
]

Sigrature of Applicant ot A went ; Drate

18 0080 Secvion LOGL provides thay Whoewet, (i ity s

weigkelty e jarisdicsion of any
falsifies, consonls, or covers wp by any ik, seheme ur de i

fael o make aoe L

lse

imgrisoned nol e tien (e yeers of Both.

cpartment oF sgetey of the Lnited States Tnowingly and willingly
. fietitious or fraudulent siakements o represeutations or mikes
or pges gy Tidse WEIting o8 dncument Knnwing same o condain sny false; Tetitious ot frauduben: slalzment ur calry shall by fined not mure than 1 0000 o

14, In addition to the completed applicution, the following witachments ave required:

Provide & vicinity map showing the location of the proposed site along with a written description of how to reacls the site from
major highways or landmarks. Provide aceurute driwing s of the projest site with existing structures and proposad activities
shown in detail, For projects located adjacent to, or on water, the site plan must clearly indicate Lhe location of the ordinary
mean bigh tide ling and the widih ol the water body at the site Jocation.. All drawings must he to scale or with dimensions nated
an drawings and must show a plan view and across section or elevation,” All plans and attachments must be of reproducible

guality vn 8 % inch x 11 nch paper.

NOTE:  FERES ARE REQUIRED IN CONJUCTION WITH ADEM CERTIFIC ATION: ADEM WILL CONTACT
APPLICANT WITH FEE REQUIREMENTS,
NOTE:

AND'PROJECTS IMPACTING § i OYWN
WILL CONTACT APPLICANT WITH FEE REQUIRNMENTS.

15, APPLICATION SUBMISSION INFORMATION

FRES MAY BE REQUIRED BY THE ALABAMA STATE LANDS DIVISION FOR BREDGE ACTIVITIES
§ I SUBMERGED LANDS. THE STATE LANDS DIVISION

Cor

act e Cotps of Engires

priar to snhmittal with sny questions ot sl neceplable alternale eenientlormat. An {nsteuction package, exampie

PAL and SPCC plans, snd other infermation are aviilebde upan Tequest. Cuenplete his Tirta, sitach additional infirmation as necessary, and gubnit

signed original t

{Semewete, xoept Tennasgee Kiver Watenshesdy O

Drigtriet gy Attr Ropulatoey Dhvision

W& Arny Cocps ol ineers « Wiobike District

Pogy Office Box 2268

Bkl Ababsma 36HTH-UGEE

Phicse: (251) 6903638 Fs
YV SILASTU

Dhislrsel

!

FEI Pell Rowd
Mashy 1

Phorw {615} 369-7300

Ne R R
wenild Weblage:

Woblage:

Syl sirned copy of sonliention snd attashments

For Activities Statewide:

e DT USRCR.

{Temsssee Rives Waershed Ouly)
er, Al Repulatusy Dranch
15 Ay Corps of Engineers - Nasleville isirict

Fay (B1) 36T
s il

{in M(ﬂ)iié, Batdwin and Washington Counties Only)

Coastal Section-MMobite Branch
Pield Operstions Trvision, ATVEM
2664 Dauphiam Rtreet, Suite B
Muabile, AL 36

Phsive (251) 3041176

Fax: {251
Emaik: 3
Wehlfage: www

Mining & Nenpoint Seurce Seetion
Fiehit Operationg Division, ADEM
POy Bos 301463

Montpomery AL 36110-2050
Phone: {334) 3944

Fax: {354) 39
Erail: mupsiadennstneal us
WebPege: vy e alus W

Aabarn Stake Fort suthorily
Ervironmental, Health, Sofety
b, O Box §588

Slobiks, AL 36633

Phome: (251) 4417083

Fax, (25114417253

Adnbama Seate Lands Division
Canslal Seprion

23 US Fiwy . 5% Suite B-d
Fuirlipe, A 36532

Phtee: {2517 9290400

Fax: (2313 H90-H293

ADEMPForm ] 66.doe 11700 mE ADEM-COR Joint AM-401 appiicating Page 5 ot 4
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Galliard Island Proposed Action:

The applicant proposes to hydraulically excavate (via cutterhead dredge) from below the Mobile
Ship Channel adjacent to Galliard Island an area 300' wide by 3000' in length to a depth of -55'
" mean lower low water (MLLW). Total cubic yards (cys) to be removed is approximatel'y 200,000
cys. Current authorized depth(s) for Mobile Harbor Ship Channel is -55' MLLW, but is currently
maintained to -45’ (plus 2' for advanced maintenance, and 2' for allowable overdepth). This is a
one-time dredging event and the channel will be allowed to shoal back in over a short period of
time and the next operations & maintenance (O & M) dredging will be to the currently
‘maintained depths. The material removed from this dredging event will be placed on Galliard
Island for dike rehabilitation. '

The purpose of this project is for navigation and the maintenance of a federally-authorized
previously utilized upland disposal area within Mobile Harbor, Alabama. After dewatering, the:
dredged material will be used as fill to improve and reinforce the upland containment dike
structure on Galliard Island (an area 100 ft long by 6000 ft wide). No fill material will be placed
below Ordinary High Tide. No permanent sinks or sumps will be created. The return water will
be handled as per approved typical standards and released via the weir box:

All - environmental clearances have been received for impacts to this area during the
recertification of Mobile Harbor Federal Navigation Channel in 2012. No new. areas are to be
impacted outside the scope of the 2012 certification. See Public Notice No. FP11-MH01-06.
Environmental clearances include Alabama Department of Environmental Management Water
Quality- Certification and Coastal Zone Consistency (2012-167-COEP), U.S. Fish and Wildlife
concurrence of no adverse impacts to manatees as long as Standard Manatee Construction
Conditions are followed, and clearances from National Marine Fisheries Service Protected
Resource Division and Habitat Conservation Division. ‘
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STATE OF ALABAMA

ALABAMA HIS'TORVICAL COMMISSICN
468 SOUTH PERRY STREET
MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA 36 130-0900

FRANKW. WHITE - ~ TEL: 3834-242-3184
© EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR . Fax: 334-240-3477

April 9, 2012

Joseph Giliberti

USACE Mobile District

P.O. Box 2288 |
“Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001|

Re:  AHC 12-0739
COE FP11-MHO1-06 -
Combination of Maintenance Dredge Permits to One Action
Mobile County, Alabama '

Dear Mr. Giliberti:

Upon review of the information forwarded by your office, we have determined that we concur -
with all of the maintenance dredging actions except the Sand Island Beneficial Use Area
(SIBUA)..We also concur with the spoil disposal sites provided the archaeological exclusion
zone (AEZ) areas are avoided. Regarding the SIBUA disposal area, we reluctantly conclude that

_ the designation of the SIBUA is not effective in the protection of cultural resources. This area
should remain separate and require separate review if it is to be used. '

We appreciate your efforts on this project. Should you have any queétic_)ns, please contact Greg
- Rhinehart at 334-230-2662 and include the AHC tracking number referenced above. .. "

Truly yours,

Elizabeth Ann Brown
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer-

EAB/SGH/GCR/ger

THE STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE-
WwWW.PRESERVEALA.ORG




United States Department of the Interior

"FISH'AND WILDLIFE SERVICE'
~ 1208-B Main Street
Daphne, Alabama 36526

'IN REPLY REFER TO:

MAR 15 2012
2012-1-0311. |

Jennifer Jacobson - ‘ v
Chief, Coastal Environmental Team
U.S. Army Engineer District Mobile:
Attention: Larry Parson

P.O. Box 2288

Mobile, AL 36628-0001

Dear Ms. J acobson:

This is the report of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service), concerning your letter of
February 17, 2012 and public notice FP11-MHO01-06, in which the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(Corps), Mobile District is proposing continued maintenance dredgmg and disposal effort for the
Mobile Harbor Federal Navigation Project, Mobile County, Alabama. The Mobile Harbor Project
is divided into three general areas: the river channel section, the bay channel section, and the bar ‘
channel section. The river channel section involves the continued maintenance dredging (1.2 mcy -
annually) and placement of material from the mouth of the Mobile River to the Cochrane Bridge,
approximately four miles. The River channel would be dredged to a total depth of 40 feet plus two -
feet of advanced maintenance and two feet of allowable overdepth dredghg. The bay channel

~ . section extends 29 miles from near the mouth of Mobile Bay to the mouth of the Mobile River:

Approximately 4.3 mcy of material would be removed annually to a depth of 45 feet plus two feet
of advanced maintenance and two feet of allowable overdepth dredging. The bar channel section
extends eight miles from the Gulf of Mexico to Mobile Bay. Approximately 300,000 cubic yards
of material would be removed annually to a total depth of 47 feet plus two feet of advanced
mamtenance and two feet of allowable overdepth dredgmg

1

" Dredged material is proposed to be removpd from the channels by- dragline/clamshell, hydrautic

pipeline and/or hopper dredge, and all material would be place in previously approved upland
disposal sites. We understand that in the event where emergency dredging activities are required,
the Corps is proposing to use open bay disposal areas. The emergency option would be necessary

- when there is insufficient hopper dredge capability to meet these increased needs. Under these
circurnstances, pipeline dredging equipment will be used for the bay channel utilizing thin-layer
open-water disposal on adjacent bay-bottoms: Placement of materials would not exceed 12 inches.
in thickness. The use of open —water sites would be coordinated with the applicable agencies as-

- needed prior to-usage. Following are the Service comments concerning this federal project as it

. relates to the Marine Mammal Protechon Act of 1972 ((16 U.S.C. 1361-1407), and the Endangered o
Species Act of 1973 (87 Stat 884 as amended 16 Cr.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

www.fws.goy:

PHONE: 251-441-5181 ) Tﬁgﬁgg}%ﬁ% FAX:251-441-6222°
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Your letter states that where hopper dredging equipment will be
adhere to the Regional Biological Opinion (RBO) for Dredging
Channels and Sand Mining Areas Using Hopper Dredges by C(
Mobile, and Jacksonville Districts (Consultation Number F/SEF
strictly adhering to the conditions of the RBO, we believe that 2
the dredgmg and d1sposal operatlon Wlll be minimal.

)]

Gulf sturgeon (Aczpenser oxyrinchus desotoz), particularly j juven

impacts on water quality or food availability, or by direct phys1ca

condition is 1mp1emented we believe that there will be no advers

used for the project the Corps Wil_l

of Gulf of Mexico Navigation

E Galveston, New Orleans,

2/2000/01287). Therefore, by
dverse impacts to sea turtles during.

iles, may be affected by dredging.
I contact. If the following
e impact and formal consultation

will not be required. If a Gulf sturgeon is observed, halt operations until the species has left the
area. If this step cannot be exercised or there i 1s an occurrence of collision with and/or i injury to-a

sturgeon as a result of the proposed project, then work should ce
this office should be undertaken. We request that the Corps rep
- a sturgeon within the area durmg prOJect 0perat1ons '

ase and further consultation with

ort to. th1s office any observatlon of . .

The Service is also concerned about the potenual 1nd1rect or d1rect physical impact-on endangered
- Florida manatees (Trichechus manatus latirostris) which may be migrating through the project

area dunng the proposed construction operation. Direct 1mpacts

could occur from boat, barge,

dredge operation or other construction activities. Because manatees are known to seasonally occur

near the area slated for dredging, and could be affected by this a‘

as descnbed may affect the manatee.

‘ Therefore, the Se_rv1ce proposes that the Corps implement the “SZ

ct1v1ty, we believe that this prOJect

tandard Manatee Construction -

Conditions” that were referred to in your letter (also attached). The Service believes that if these

conditions are implemented then there will be no adverse impact
consultation will not be required. If these steps cannot be exerci
collision with and/or injury to a manatee as a result of the propo
consultation with this office should be undertaken. We request ¢
-within the area during project operatlons be reported to this offic

We appreciate the opportumty to comment on- your project. For
Josh Rowell of my staff at (25 1) 441 -5836.

Smcerely,
l/\bvo g

an Everson

to the manatee and formal
sed or there is an occurrence of - -

sed project, then further

hat any observation of a manatee
e. ‘

further discussion, please contact

Deputy Field Superyisor

Alabama Ecologlca

Enclosure

1 Serv1ces Field Off1ce




‘ ALABAMA .
STANDARD MANATEE CON STRUCTION CONDITIONS

. The lessee/grantee shall instruct all personnel assoc1ated with the project of the potential
presence of manatees and the need to avoid collisions with nnanatees All construction
personnel are responsible for observing water—related activities for the presence of manatees.

'b. The lessee/grantee shall advise all constructlon personnel that there are civil and cnrmnal

- block manatee entry to, or exit from, essential habitat.

penalties for harming, harassing, or killing manatees which are protected under the Marme
Mammal Protectlon Act of 1972 and the Endangered Species Act of 1973.

. Sﬂtationbarriers shall be made of material in which rnanate es cannot become entangled, are
~ properly secured, and are regularly monitored to avoid manatee entrapment Barriers must not

. All vessels associated with the construction project shall operate at “no wake/idle” speeds at all
times while in the construction area and while in water where the draft of the vessel provides
less than a four-foot clearance from the bottom, All Vessels will follow routes of deep water
whenever possible.

. If manatees are seen within 100 yards of the active daily construction/dredging operation or
vessel movement, all appropriate precautions shall be implemented to ensure their protection.
These precautions shall include the operation of all moving equipment no closer than 50 feet of
a manatee. Operation of any equipment closer than 50 feet to a manatee shall necessitate |
immediate shutdown of that equipment. Activities will not resume until the manatee(s) has
departed the project area of its own volition. '

. Any collision with and/or injury to a manatee shall be reported immediately to the U.S. Fish -
and Wildlife Service in Daphne (25 1-441-5181). '

. Temporary signs concerning the manatees shall be posted prior to and during all
construction/dredging activities. All signs are to be removed| by the lessee/grantee upon
completion of the project. A sign measuring at least 3 ft. by |4 ft. which reads Caution:
Manatee Area will be posted in a location prominently visible to water related construction.
crews. A second sign should be posted if vessels are assocmted with the construction, and
should be placed visible to the vessel operator. The second s1gn should be at least 814" by 11”
which reads Caution: Manatee Habitat. Idle speed is required if operating a vessel in the

" construction area. All equipment must be shutdown if a manlatee comes within 50 feet of
operation. Any collision with and/or injury to a manatee shall be reported immediately to the

" U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service in Daphne (251-441-5181)..




TEMPORARY MANATEE SIGNS

for standard manatee construction| conditions:

The Caution: Manatee Area signs are available through the companies listed below

and may also be available from other local supplier
should contact sign companies directly to arrange £

Cape Coral Slgns & Demgns Inc.

- 1311 Del Prado Boulevard
Cape Coral, Florida 33990
1-800-813-9992 . .

FAX 813-772-9992

Municipal Supply and Sign Company
P.O.Box 17

Naples, Florida- 33939-1763
1-800-329-5366

813-262-4639

FAX 813-262-4645

JADCO Signing Inc.
708 Commerce Way

- P.O.Box 911

Jupiter, Florida 33458
1-800-432-3404
407-747-1065

FAX 407-744-2985

s. Permit/lease holders,
or shipping and billing.

The second sign should be at least 8% inches by 11 inches, and should read:

Caution: Manatee Habitat. Idle speed is required if operating a vessel in the Qonstrubtion'
area. All equipment must be shutdown if a manatee comes|within 50 feet of operation.
Any collision with and/or injury to a manatee shall be reported zmmedzately to the U.S.

Fish and Wzldlzfe Service in Daphne (251-441-5181).

An example is enclosed, and this example can be copied and used durmg constructlon

activities.
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- ~ NMFS PRD concurrence.txt
From: = Parson, Larry E SAM :

Sent: Tuesday, April 10, 2012 6:59 AM
To: Jacobson, Jennifer L SAM; Kovacevich, Caree :
Subject: Fw: Mobile Harbor Navigation Project (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE :

See email below from Ryan Hendren regarding the consultation for Mobile
Harbor. '

————— original Message----- -

From: Ryan Hendren [mailto:ryan.hendren@noaa.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 09, 2012 2:37 PM

To: Parson, Larry E SAM

subject: Mobile Harbor Navigation Project

Larry:

upon review of your project it looks like the Mobile Harbor Navigation Project
(Consultation Number I/SER/2012/00581) would be covered by NMFS’ November 19,
2003, Regional Biological Opinion (GMRBO) to the COE’s Gulf of Mexico
districts on hopper dredging of navigation channels and borrow areas.
(Consultation Number F/SER/2000/01287). The GMRBO analyzes and accounts for
the effects of maintenance dredging, as well as channel widening and deepening
“to previously authorized dimensions,” on Tisted species. Thus, any effects to
sea turtles or Gulf sturgeon from the proposed project have been analyzed in
the GMRBO, are included in that opinion’s incidental take statement, and are
subject to the terms and conditions of that opinion. If the identified action
is subsequently modified in a manner that causes an effect to the listed
species or critical habitat in a manner or to an extent not previously’

" considered, or if a new species is listed or critical habitat designated.that
may be affected by the identified action, consultation will need to be
reestablished. '

PTease contact me if you have any additional questions. -rH

_Ryan Hendren

ESA Consultant: o

- I.M. Systems Group Contractor.
National Marine Fisheries Service
NOAA Southeast Regional Office
Protected Resources Division
263 13th Avenue South’

St. Petersburg, Florida 33701
PH: - (727) 551-5610

FX:i = (727) 824-5309°

Email: Ryan.Hendren@noaa.gov

web: http://sero.nmfs.noaa,gov/pr/pr.htm

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE .

pPage 1
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’ FW NMFS-HCD Mobile Hbr PN and EFH consult 1tr (UNCLASSIFiED).txt
From: Parson, Larry E SAM °

Sent:  Friday, April 13, 2012 8:22 AM
- To: Kovacevich, Caree ) ’ ' ' : o
:Subject: _ FW: NMFS-HCD Mobile Hbr PN and EFH consult Ttr. (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE :

————— original Message----- ' ,
Erom: Mark Thompson  [mailto:mark.thompson@noaa.gov]
sent: Thursday, April 12, 2012 5:58 PM. :
To: Parson, Larry E SAM; Jacobson, Jennifer L SAM

Cc: Veronica. Beech T o

Subject: NMFS-HCD Mobile Hbr PN and EFH consult Ttr.

Jenny and Larry,

These are our draft comments. I'l1 Took at them. again tomorrow and will put
them in a formal Tetter and fax them over to you. call early if you want to.
discuss. 850-814-3576 : ' :

Mark.

NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries Service, Southeast Region, Habitat
Conservation Division (NMFS-HCD),  has reviewed. the public notice number FP11-
MHO1-06 dated November 9, 2011, and your letter dated February, 17, 2012,
initiating essential fish habitat (EFH) consultation pursuant to the
provisions of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act
(Magnuson-Stevens Act) for the continued maintenance dredging and placement

. activities for the Mobile Harbor navigation project (MHNP), Mobile Bay, Mobile

- County, Alabama. The U.S. Army corps of Engineers, Mobile District (COE),

propose to annually dredge approximately 5.8 million cubic yards of sediment
from the Mobile River, Mobile Bay, and Gulf of Mexico entrance channel to
maintain authorized depths associated with the MHNP. Authorized maintenance
dredged material placement includes upland sites, the Mobile-North Ocean .
Dredged Material Disposal Site, and the sand Island Beneficial Use Site. The.
COE’s public notice also advertised an Emergency Disposal Action option that
will result in the placement of approximately 6.5 million cubic yards of
dredged material in uncontained open water sites adjacent to the channel
during the next dredging event. This Emergency Disposal Action is to be
available on an as need basis for future dredging events as well. The
reauthorization is not to exceed five years. : , _
Mobile Bay has been identified by Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council:
(GMFMC). as EFH for the following federally managed spécies: red drum; Spanish
mackerel; white, brown, and: pink shrimp; and Tane and gray. snapper. '
Furthermore, NMFS has designated Mobile Bay as EFH for the following: bull
sharks; Atlantic sharknose sharks; juvenile blacktip sharks; and juvenile as
well as adult bonnethead sharks. categories of EFH that would be impacted by-
the project include sand and mud substrate and estuarine water column. =
Preliminary examination of the seasonal patterns of abundance suggests that at
Jeast one of the managed species is present in Mobile Bay at all times of the
year. Detailed information on federally managed fisheries and: their EFH is
provided in the 2005 generic amendment of the fishery management plans for the
Gulf of Mexico prepared by the GMFMC and in the 2009 amendment 1 to_the.
consolidated Atlantic Highly Migratory Species Fishery Management Plan
prepared by NMFS. ~In addition to EFH designated for federally managed ,
species, Mobile Bay provides nursery and foraging habitats that support both
forage and economically important marine fishery species such.as black drum,
spotted seatrout, southern flounder, gulf menhaden, bluefish, croaker, mullet,
and blue crab. These estuarine-dependent organisms serve as prey for other
fisheries managed under the Magnuson-Stevens Act by the GMrFMC (e.g.,
mackerels, snappers, and groupers) and highly migratory species managed by the
. S o Page 1 :
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FW NMFS-HCD Mobile Hbr PN and EFH consult 1tr (UNCLASSIFIED) .txt.
NMFS  (e.g., billfishes and sharks). :

The EFH provisions of the Magnuson-Stevens Act support one of the Nation’s
overall marine resource management goals - maintaining sustainable fisheries.
Essential to achieving this goal is: the restoration and. maintenance of
suitable marine fishery habitat quality and quantity. We identified concerns
with uncontained opened water maintenance material placement in ‘estuarine
waters and have recommended in previous letters and meetings that this’
material should be utilized for environmental beneficial uses and
environmental restoration. Unconfined open water dredged material placement.
has been demonstrated to temporarily: smother benthic infauna, increase - »
turbidity, total suspended solids, and total organic material, increase water
column nutrients such as phosphorus, nitrogen and ammonia; release metals; and
decrease dissolved oxygen throughout the water column. This can_impact '
ichthyoplankton, post-Tarval and juvenile fishery species, as well as have
long term food web impacts through bioaccumulation. and biomagnification of
contaminants. The extent of adverse impacts, both Tong-term _and -short term,
"is influenced by many factors such as quantity and quality of ‘the sediments;
tidal transport, disposal rate, water depths, the area’s biological -
productivity, water quality conditions, and the time of year of disposal..
‘Accordingly, the placement of approximately 6.5 million cubic yards' of
maintenance dredged material onto 3,800 acres of bay bottom will 1ikely result.
in direct and indirect adverse impacts to EFH and NOAA’s trust resources in
Mobile Bay: : :

while the NMFS-HCD has no objections to the continued maintenance dredging of
the MHNP with upland and ocean placement of dredged sediments, we do not. i
necessarily believe it is the best use of these vital resources. Because of
the potential adverse impacts to EFH from uncontained dredged material
placement in the bay, the historic loss of wetlands within the Mobile Bay
“system, and the predicted_future Toss of wetlands that will result from
ongoing relative sea Tevel rise, NMFS-HCD preferred alternatives are to
utilize this maintenance dredged material to restore historic shoreiine
wetlands and to create tidal wetlands within contained placement areas..

we are also concerned as it appears the COE has redefined criteria for what is
to be declared Emergency Disposal Actions. Previously, Emergency Disposal
Actions were associated with significant storm events that resulted a rapid
shoaling of the channel and not regular anticipated maintenance. While we: _
understand the insufficient hopper dredge availability issue and the immediate
need to “catch up” with maintenance of the Mobile Harbor channel, we
anticipate that this new criteria may well result in more frequent Emergency
Disposal Actions based upon the COE’s ever shrinking operations and
Maintenance budget and the always increasing costs of dredging:

Also, in light of recent interagency discussions regarding the COE’s.’ _
consideration of modifying the dredged material disposal requirements of the
MHNP, detailed information will be necessary to fully address impacts.
associated with uncontained open water placement. Our main issues include
habitat impacts as well as the short and long term fate of the dredged =~
sediments. Therefore, to assist in addressing within bay pTacement issues,:
this current requested Emergency Disposal Action should incorporate field:data
collection and modeling efforts to suppiement data already being collected by
the COE. . To specifically address the sediment fate issue, we recommend the
coE develop monitoring and modeling protocols to answer the following-

~questions

1. what is the precision to which the COE can apply thin layer placement (not
to exceed 12 inches) in a shallow bay? '

2. How much material Teaves the site during placement and where does it go?

3. what are the exposure values for habitat outside the placement sites?
' ' Page 2 S




FW NMFS-HCD Mobile Hbr PN and EFH consult ltr (UNCLASSI_FIED).tXt

4. How much material Teaves the site post-placement due to waves/currents and
where does it go?-

5. what are'the.opportuniﬁies to take‘advantage'pf transport processes post-
placement to achieve positive objectives, such as an accretion of sediments
along shorelines?

6. How much of the material re-enters the channel and at what rate?

To address the habitat impact issues, we .recognize that numerous studies have
been performed regarding_uncontained open water placement of dredged sediments.
and, at this time, we believe an interagency workshop would be beneficial to
identify these studies, review them, and address their results. Also, the
workshop could assist in determining if additional specific biological studies
are necessary-. :

In cohsideration of'the direct and indirect impacts to Mobile Bay and to
ensure the consefvat1on‘of EFH- and fishery resources, the reauthorization of
the MHNP should include the following: , :

EFH Conservation Recommendations.

1. The COE shall deve1ob monitoring and modeling protocols to address the
fate of the disposed sediments during the proposed emergency disposal action.

2. The_COE'Sha11 organize a workshop to address impacts associated with
uncontained open water disposal. ' : '

3. The COE shall continue to work with the federal and state resource
agencies to address and develop beneficial use opportunities for.the
maintenance dredged material associated with the MHNP. '

PTease be advised the Magnuson-Stevens Act and the regulation to implement the
" EFH provisions (50 CFR Section 600.920) require the cCorps to provide a written
response to this letter. That response must be provided within 30 days and at
least 10 days prior to final agency action.. A préliminary response.is
acceptable if final action' cannot be completed within 30 days. The Corps’
final response must include a description of measures to be required to avoid,
minimize, mitigate, or offset the adverse impacts of the activity. - If the
Corps’ response is inconsistent with these EFH conservation recommendations,
the corps must provide an explanation of the reasons for not implementing
those recommendations. : :

we appreciate the opportunity to review and comment. on the project and are
available to continue consultation on the issues identified herein. If you
have questions regarding these comments, please contact Mark Thompson at our
panama.City office at (850) 234-5061. .

‘Classification: UNCLASSIFIED:
' Page 3
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) April 16, 2012

MR. CLRTIS FLAKES

115, ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.0.BOX 2288

MOBHE, AL 3&&23—&3(}1

RE: Srage of Alabatma: CWA Section 401fa) Water Quality Certification and Coastal Congistency Concurrence
Wobile Harbor Msvigation Project, Mobile County (D97} '
S Army Corpv of Enginiers Joint Public Metice and Permiz: FPI1- MHDl 06
ADEW "I’md\mg Dodes 201 2-167-COEP

Pegr Mr. Flakes;

This office hias completed jts review of the above referenced joint public notice and all submitted marerials related to the U5

Army Corps of Engineers’ (USACOE) proposal to conduct drmig;mgg and disposal activities in the Mobile Harbor, Mobile Bay
angd the Guif of Mexico in Mohile County, Alabamss, - The approved project involves the dragline/clamshell, hydraulic pipeline
oy hopper dredge removal of approwimately 1.2 million cubic yards of material annuaily from the mouth of the Mobile River to

the Cochrang Brlﬂgﬁ with placement in wpland disposal areas lorated in the upper harbor are or the Mobile-North Ocean

Dredged Material Disposal Site (ODMDS); the dragline/clamshell, hydraulic pipeline or hopper dredge removal of
approximately 4.3 million cubie vards of material annually Trom the main channel in Mobile Bay, from near the mouth of the
bay to the mouth of the Mobile River, with placement in the Mabile-Nerth ODMDS; atd, the hopper or hydeaulic cutterhend
dredge of approximately 300,000 cubic yards of material annvally from the Mobile Bay Chaonel from the Gulf of Mesico to
Mobile Bay with placement i the STRUA and the Mobile-North ODMDS,  In addition, in the event where storm related .
emiergency dredping activities are vonsidered criteal to provide safe ¢ ation for returning the ¢ hannels to the pre-storm
dirsension and restoring full shipping capacity, the USACOE will utilize the open bay disposal aress and the Galliard Island
disposal area, s )

Acton pertinent Ty water qmmllw 8 ﬁzrtmm%mn is required by Spction $05(2301) of the Clean Water Act, 33 USC & l2§§,w§m
o conducted in accordanc with the ronditions prescribed herein, ADEM hereby grants official certification that there is
réasonable assuranice that the discharge resulting fram the propased activities as submitted will not vickate applicable water
gualify standards established under Section 303 of the Clean Warer Act and §22-22-9{g) i;gsL S Alabama {1978) This
certifteation L’w’smzmtea voincidentally with the expiration of FRLI1T-MH0L- 6 but in no rase shal]l this ADEM certification
exveed 4 maximum of five {5) years from the date the US. Army Corps of Engineers 5 lssues gzemm FPL LB -06 unless
specifically suthorized In response to s written request for same,

g2

The ADEM concurs with USACDE's consistency determination that the project is consistent with the Alabama Coastal Area
Management Frogram to the maxiovim e:'a:z;em,\i practicable. ‘

The ADEM certifips t!zat there are no applicable effluent limitations under Sections 300 and 302 nor applicable standards

under Sections 306 and 307 of the Claan Water Act in regard to the activities specified. However, regulations promulgated by
the EPA requiring discharge permits for storm water runolf from individual and coramercial facilities may be sppplicable. This,
certification does not address the reguirements of those regulations. ' '

To nratest water gualicy and coastal resesires, the following conditions must be incorpurated » part of FP11L-MHOT-06,
4 : : g P ¢

L The ADEM musy be aotified of the starding date and expected comptetion date, including any project phasing
utitized, prior wi profect implementation.

Hnbits Branch

- ATEE Sandin zm

oo




(1.5, Army Corps of E;mgimﬁrs.
2012-167-COEP/FP11-MHD1-06

April 10,2012
Page 2of 3

fa

the it and construction pre

The s %GDE andmr itsassign shall allow By d%.ﬁ b authorized emploves of the ADEM or LL«, r:-:ml,rac;tﬁm or
Attorney General or District Attorney to enter the premises associated with the project suthorized by this
permit for the purposes of ascertdining compliance with the Terms and e:»:mdmmo of the permit and with the
rufes and regulations of the ADEM. »

The USACOE and/or fts assigns must Hmplement and maintain appropriats ef“teci‘:xw Best Management
Practices (BMPs] for prevention and contrel of nonpoint sources of pollutants, during amd after project

_ am;}lemsnmmu. lhe UMC 0aE am;‘ar xi:g aaglgm a:i. @ mm:mum, 1Mt mpkmem app%tmh e @fftzaﬂw BMPs

§

;;,g,/ Mgaza g&mﬁﬁ

i cm";mmep, Mam ;21}{]‘&3

‘The USACOE and/or its assigns shall conduet daily inspections of the sand pl a{:avnmn‘c activities during the
life of the project to ensure that in-stream turbidity res syl ing from active dredeing or retien weater fram a
dlé?pc}&l] area will not cause the discharge of sediment into wet lands, substantial Visible contrast with the
receiving waters greater than 400 feet from the activity oF result in an increase of 50 NTUs: above
backpround turbidity levels in the receiving waters, The USACOE and/or its assigns imust z;mpmfif
pperations should downstream turbidity exceed upstream turbidity by 50 NTUs. The USACOR and/or fts
assigns shall immediately notify f%m:: ATE Coastal Program Sateilite Office at (2517 432- 6532 of resultant
work smppag&

The 2§"-§m(}'ﬁi atid for ity assigns cha%i be responsible for the conditinn of the spoil dx&pmga’é areas for the life of

. the placement actvity and wml the disposal areas ave reclaimed or adequately stabilized, and for pumping -

and discharge rates, to ensure settling of suspended solids within the confines of the spoil dlispesal areas
suffivient bo ensure that terkidisg in the return water will tot couse substantial visible contrast within the
ter ‘vm;,, waters, o result in an infrease of S0 NTUs above mu%@ﬁund twlﬁzdtty levels in the nzwwmg

: &*clﬁf}f‘ '

Upm the sm or failure of any treatment facility, PMP or other management Measure as mmuf‘%ﬁd by
responsible on-site staff during day-to-day operations or as idenitified by ADEM rechnical stalf duri f:m zf:y
inspections, the USACOE andfor it5 assigns shall, where necessary to maintain mpliance
certification, suspend, cease, reduce, or otherwize control worle/actvity and all discharges wntil w“:k’fectw

treatment I8 restored - The USACOL and for its assipns shall immediately notify the ADEM Coastal Program

Suteliile Office at [251) 432-6523 of resultantworl s wpsp’age‘

The USACOE and/for its dxgi«m JhaJ pmwde written notice fo the ADEM of any pmmwd mnz:hﬁfanum m
pasal, Modification and/for time extension raquests must be received 60 davs
prior to the ation of this © vm 401 {a) waber guality certification. Medification and/or Ume extension
mqsﬁmts should be subinitted to the ADEM Coastal f’{ngmm »ﬁété‘]?liﬁﬂ Office, At §mmtu Rabinson, 4171

£ a:!mm;mdem Dirbve, Mobile, AL 36615,

In wmgmtmn That pmy&q ts are site specific fin nature and wﬁdmmm can change during projert implementation, the ADEM

resérves the right tor

jire the sebmission of additenal information or reguire adémmm% manapement measures in be

’nng}h:mmteé S pee cessary i 3 case-by-case basis, in order to ensure the protection of water quality and comstal resources:

Liahitity and reapﬁmrmim for r‘mﬁgﬂlmzw weith this certéfication gre not Mmm}; by comEract or erw%‘k{eﬂ USALOE shall
ensure that any agent, vontrattor, subcontractor, or ather persin enipl :zyed by, under contract, or paid 3 salary by USACDE
complies with this certification, Any violations resulting from the sctions of such person shall be considerad violations of this
certitication and mayv resulf n an esforcement actinm




1.8 ey Corps of Engineers
Z012-16T-COEP/FRLL-MHEL-06
April 10,2012

Page 3 of 3

This certification does not convey any property rights in either rml ar pwmmi property, o any meussw privileges, nov does
it authorize any mjury to persons or property or invasion of other private rights, tre eepass; o any infringement of Federal)
State; or local laws or regulations, and in no way purports to vest in USACOE title to tands now owned by the State of Alabarny
nor shall it be construed as scquiescence by the State of Alabama of hhéb owned by the State that may be in I?SMIQK’
pussession. ,

Call or write Jennifer Robinson: (2511 432-6533 or {robinson®@ademstatealus anytime with questions. Always include the
ADEM Tracking ID referenced above when correspundence relative to this project. :

Sincerely,

S e File {‘?CERT{E}{X
Emiamm {6 Pages)

E-copy: Larry Farson U5 Amw Corps of Engineers
‘ Rosemary Hall, USEPA Beginn IV, Atlanta
Patric Harper, USEWS, Daphne :
Mark Thompson, NMES, St Petersberg
Carl Forrars, ANCNE, Spanish Fort




Comment # 21
Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: riday, February 19, :

To: Mobile Harbor GRR
Subject: [EXTERNAL] PUBLIC NOTICE: FP15-MHO01-10

It is our understanding that the Corps of Engineers has begun a new study to deepen and widen the Mobile Harbor ship
channel which will increase the amount of dredging performed. Based on numerous studies regarding dredging practices
here and in other states, this increased dredging will likely make Dauphin Island's erosion worse.

The Corps has asked the public to identify environmental issues and concerns that should be considered in the study and
in the evaluation of the environmental effects of a deeper and wider channel. To this end, we are submitting this email to
identify the issues the US Army Corps of Engineers must address in its General Reevaluation Study and Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) to deepen and widen the Mobile Harbor Ship Channel.

* Conduct the study objectively to assure all concerned interests are given equal consideration.

* The Corps should prepare a Dredged Material Disposal Master Plan for Mobile Bay and make it part of the Study
and EIS, with extensive involvement of the public from the early planning stages rather than at the end of the process
when all decisions have essentially been made. The Corps should cease secretly developing and implementing dredged
material disposal options under its so called “Mobile Bay Regional Sediment Management Strategy” and begin calling this
effort what it actually is: “Mobile Bay Dredged Material Disposal Management Strategy”. It is essential that this effort be
incorporated into the General Reevaluation Study and EIS, with information being made public in the early planning
stages.

* The Corps should no longer purposefully exclude Dauphin Island from its “Regional Sediment Management
Strategy (RMS)” for Mobile Bay. Instead, the Study should incorporate Dauphin Island in the existing RMS approach (by
recognizing that the island’s erosion is affected by maintenance of the Outer Bar Channel) and devote major attention to
the beneficial use of dredged sands to counter erosion. It is unacceptable that Dauphin Island continues to be penalized
and excluded as “punishment” for the Corps 2000-2009 lawsuit with the Dauphin Island Property Owners Association.

* Thoroughly address the cumulative historical sand losses to Dauphin Island dating back to at least 1958 that
correspond with increasing deepening of the Outer Bar Channel according to U.S. Geological Survey's 2007 report. This
analysis is needed to establish the historical and baseline and projected future conditions to describe the No Action
Alternative against which the deepening and widening alternatives will be compared. The Corps cannot ignore the losses
in millions and millions of littoral drift sands due to its maintenance practices and the erosion of Dauphin Island that
occurred over time.

* Document why the Corps no longer agrees with its own agency’s position (stated in its draft 1978 report on
Dauphin Island’s beach erosion) that concluded maintenance of the Outer Bar Channel is contributing to at least 40% of
Dauphin Island’s erosion problem. The Corps not only ignores its own 1978 report, but is of the new position that
maintenance dredging of the channel has no impact on the erosion of Dauphin Island. How can the Corps expect the
public to believe the results of the impending Study and EIS, when its change in position on the erosion issue appears to
have been influenced by its desire to win the 2000-2009 lawsuit with the Dauphin Island Property Owners Association as
well as the desire to keep the non-federal share of the costs borne by the Alabama State Port Authority to maintain the
Mobile Harbor project as low as possible?

* The scientific literature is replete with numerous examples where navigation channels dredged through coastal
inlets have interrupted the littoral drift of nearshore sands along the beach, causing beaches downdrift of the inlets to
erode. This phenomenon is common along the entire US Gulf Coast, the rest of the nation, and around the world. Yet,
the Mobile District has maintained this scientific model widely accepted by coastal scientists and engineers does not apply
to dredging the Outer Bar Channel through the Mobile Pass Inlet and the erosion of Dauphin Island. Given this
inexplicable disregard of known cause and effect by the Corps, The General Evaluation Study and EIS must devote



considerable attention to this issue and provide convincing information to support whatever conclusion the Corps
develops.

* The Corps has dumped dredged sands in the Sand Island Beneficial Use Area (SIBUA) south of the lighthouse for
years with their position being that these sands are moved by currents to Dauphin Island to counter erosion. However,
the observed evidence indicates most of the sands are not moved, but rather accumulate at that location, while Sand
Island has almost disappeared and Dauphin Island continues to erode. This leads to the conclusion that the SIBUA is
failing to meet its intended purpose. In lieu of continuing to use the SIBUA, the Corps should adopt the same shallow
water (<10 to 15 feet) deposition methods that the Mobile District has recently recommended be used to build back Petit
Bois Island's eroded Gulf shoreline west of Dauphin Island.

* The General Reevaluation Study and EIS should thoroughly evaluate why the SIBUA fails to meet its purpose. To
this purpose, establish a Citizen Advisory Committee that will meet at least two to four times a year with the Corps to
assess how public concerns are being addressed in the General Reevaluation Study and EIS. The next time the public
hears from the Corps should not be when Draft EIS is released for review at the end of the 4-year study.

Your consideration of these issues is much appreciated.

Sent from Mail <Blockedhttps://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?Linkld=550986> for Windows 10



Comment # 22
Parson, Larry E SAM

_ ednesday, February 24, :
-

: Mobile Harbor GRR
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Dredging of Sand in Mobile Bay

To whom it may concern:

Our family has had a house on Dauphin Island since 1968 and over the
years have watched the beaches disappear slowly. | think alot of this is
caused by the dredging of the bay and where the sand is deposited
afterwards. It would be so much better to deposit this sand closer to the
island or on the beach. We keep having sand brought in , why not use this
sand for renourishment of our beaches. To me it looks like the west end of
the island is loosing out the most. | hope your will consider where you
place the sand when it is removed from the shipping channels. Thank you for
your consideration of this matter. We want to keep our beautiful island.

Sincerely,



Parson, Larry E SAM

From P
Sent: ursday, February 11, :

To: Mobile Harbor GRR

Cc:

Subject: obile Harbor General Reevaluation Report
Attachments: SSSY Mobhile16021122190.pdf

Please see attached Comments.

Thank you,



Comment # 23

M

US Army Corps
of Engineers Thank You for Your Comments

Mobike District
Mobile Harbor General Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama
Public Scoping Meeting at the Mobile Alabama Cruise Terminal
201 S. Water Street, Mobile, Alabama 36602
Tuesday, January 12, 2016
5:00 - 8:00 PM

In an effort to ensure that all public comments are captured for the Mobike Harbor General
Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama, we welcome your written comments.You may place
them in the "Written Comments" box at this public meeting session, or send them to:
US.Army Corps of Engineers, Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division, Coastal
Environment Team, P.O. Box 2288, Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001 ; (Phone: 251 .690.3139);
or by email to MobileHarborGRR@usace .army .mil.

Comment Category:

Environmental Cultural Resources Threatened and Endangered Species
Fish and Wildlife Water Quality Dredging/Disposal Economics Engineering
Other

Comments (additional space on back):

BAE Systems Southeast Shipyards Alabama LLC supports widening and deepening Mobile Harbor's

channel to the fully authorized width and depth. We further urge that deepening to 55 feet extend into the

Pinto Reach so that Pinto Island may receive calls from vessels, particularly drill ships and offshore

watercraft which work offshore in the Gulf of Mexico, which require such depths. The opening of the

enlarged and expanded Panama Canal will produce a new generation of PANAMAX vessel which will

require the fullest widening and deepening of the channel.

Name/Organization/Contact Information (Optional):

John Machisak

Vice President & General Manager
Systems Southeast Shipyards Alabama LLC
(251) 690.7061
Jjohn.machisak@BAEsystems.com



Parson, Larry E SAM

_ ednesday, February 10, :
-

Mobile Harbor GRR

Subject: [EXTERNAL]
Attachments: Corps of Engineers Letter.docx
Importance: High

Please read!



Comment # 24

Ms. Jennifer Jacobson

US Army Corps of Engineers

Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division
Coastal Environment Team

PO Box 2288

Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001

RE: Public Notice: FP15-MH01-10
Dear Ms. Jacobson:

I have deep concern with some of the issues the US Army Corps of Engineers should address in i
Impact Statement (EIS) to deepen and widen the Mobile Harbor Ship Channel. These are my
concerns resulting from the January 12 Public Scoping Meeting.

e We need a study that makes sure all interests are considered, and not just the Alabama
State Port Authority.

e The public should be involved in plans to dispose of dredged material removed during
initial deepening and widening of the ship channel and future maintenance. The public
need to be made aware of the planned dredged material disposal before it happens, not
after.

e Dauphin Island should be included in the “Regional Sediment Management Strategy
(RMS)” for Mobile Bay. The island’s erosion is affected by maintenance of the Outer
Bar Channel and we need to devote major attention to the beneficial use of dredged sands
to counter erosion.

e Adhere to the River and Harbor Act of 1935 which requires the Corps to report involving
a improvements to the Mobile Harbor Outer Bar Channel evaluate shoreline erosion for a
distance of ten miles on either side of the channel.

e Thoroughly address the cumulative historical sand losses to Dauphin Island dating back
to at least 1958 that correspond with increasing deepening of the Outer Bar Channel
according to U.S. Geological Survey's 2007 report. This analysis is needed to establish
the historical and baseline and projected future conditions to describe the No Action
Alternative against which the deepening and widening alternatives will be compared.
The Corps cannot ignore the losses in millions and millions of littoral drift sands due to
its maintenance practices and the erosion of Dauphin Island that occurred over time.

e Why can’t the Corps agree with the 1978 report on Dauphin Island’s beach erosion that
concluded maintenance of the Outer Bar Channel is contributing to at least 40% of
Dauphin Island’s erosion problem?

e The Corps has dumped dredged sands at Sand Island south of the lighthouse for years
thinking that these sands are moved by currents to Dauphin Island to counter erosion.
What happens, however is that most of the sands are not moved, but accumulate at that



location, while Sand Island has almost disappeared and Dauphin Island continues to
erode. The Plan is not working.

e The Corps should adopt the same shallow water (<10 to 15 feet) deposition methods the
Mobile District has recently recommended be used to build back Petit Bois Island's
eroded Gulf shoreline west of Dauphin Island.

e We need to be informed and be involved in the processes. The next time the public hears
from the Corps should not be when Draft EIS is released for review at the end of the 4-
year study.

Thank you for your consideration.



Parson, Larry E SAM

From: Wilson, Allen D SAM

Sent: Thursday, March 03, 2016 3:11 PM

To: Mobile Harbor GRR

Cc: Parson, Larry E SAM

Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] RE: Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement for the Study

Activities pertaining tot he Mobile Harbor, Alabama General Reevaluation Report

FYI.

Allen Wilson, RPA

Maritime Archaeologist

USACE Inland Environmental Team
Planning and Environmental Division
Mobile District

CESAM-PD-EI

109 St. Joseph Street

PO Box 2288

Mobile, Al 36608

Office: 251-694-3867

Please note the new email address for the Regulatory Dropbox is: SAM-PDEI-SUPPORT @usace.army.mil

From: Fedoroff, Michael P SAM

Sent: Thursday, March 03, 2016 3:03 PM

To: Wilson, Allen D SAM <Allen.D.Wilson@usace.army.mil>

Cc: Grunewald, Matthew M. SAM <Matthew.M.Grunewald@usace.army.mil>

Subject: Fw: [EXTERNAL] RE: Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement for the Study Activities pertaining tot
he Mobile Harbor, Alabama General Reevaluation Report

Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone.

From: Daniel R. Ragle <dragle@choctawnation.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 3, 2016 10:46 AM

To: Fedoroff, Michael P SAM

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement for the Study Activities pertaining tot he
Mobile Harbor, Alabama General Reevaluation Report

Mr. Fedoroff,

The Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma thanks you for the correspondence and would like to be a consulting party regarding
the above referenced project. Please forward the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement to Lindsey Bilyeu
at Ibilyeu@choctawnation.com <mailto:lbilyeu@choctawnation.com> , once one is available.

Daniel Ragle
Compliance Review Officer

Historic Preservation Dept.



Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma

(800) 522-6170 Ext. 2727

dragle@choctawnation.com <mailto:dragle@choctawnation.com>
Blockedwww.choctawnation.com

Blockedwww.choctawnationculture.com

This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information
that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure. If you have received this message in error, you are hereby
notified that we do not consent to any reading, dissemination, distribution or copying of this message. If you have received
this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately and destroy the transmitted information. Please note
that any view or opinions presented in this email are solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of
the Choctaw Nation.



Comment # 25
Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: onday, February 29, :

To: Mobile Harbor GRR
Subject: [EXTERNAL] omments on Public Notice: FP15-MH01-10 Proposed Widening of the Mobile
Shipping Channel

Ms. Jennifer Jacobson

US Army Corps of Engineers

Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division
Coastal Environment Team

PO Box 2288

Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001

RE: Public Notice: FP15-MH01-10
Dear Ms. Jacobson:

This letter is submitted in response to the Corps’ January 12 Public Scoping Meeting. | wish to express my great concerns
with the proposed Shipping Channel Widening proposed for the Mobile Harbor Ship Channel as authorized by the Water
Resources Development Act of 1986.

| have watched the erosion occurring on Dauphin Island with great alarm. | am particularly concerned that the Corp is not
in compliance with Section 5 of the River and Harbor Act of 1935 that requires every Corps report involving an
“improvement” to an inlet to evaluate shoreline erosion for a distance of not less than ten miles on either side of the inlet
channel.

| have watched the Corps dump dredged sands in the Sand Island Beneficial Use Area (SIBUA) south of the Sand Island
lighthouse for years with the assertion that these sands would be moved by currents to Dauphin Island to counter erosion.
However, it is clear to even a casual observer that this sand is NOT making its way into the littoral flow. The dumping
areas are full, the sand is not moving. The practice needs to be re-evaluated via an EIS, and a Dredged Materials
Disposal Plan created with the input of area stakeholders, namely, local residents, the Town Government, and the
Dauphin Island Property Owners' Association.

The Corp has operated with impunity in south Alabama for many years, and the results of this mismanagement are clear
and stark. The Corps should no longer purposefully exclude Dauphin Island from its “Regional Sediment Management
Strategy (RMS)” for Mobile Bay. The public will no longer accept Dauphin Island being penalized and excluded because
of the 2000-2009 lawsuit. The time has come for a full EIS; to do anything less under the circumstances would be highly
guestionable and totally unacceptable to the people of south Mobile County.

Sincerely,

<Blockedhttp://dx577khz83dc.cloudfront.net/1116/0323a353-b6f4-4758-bf25-70b6ae2dbbc6.png>




Comment # 26
Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: onday, February 08, :

To: Mobile Harbor GRR

Cc: bill. hightower@alsenate.gov; d.r.sessions@att.net
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Mobile Ship Channel EIS

Feb. 7, 2016

Dear Colonel Chytka,

My name is Domenic Carlucci and | currently serve as the President of the Dauphin Island Property Owners Association. |
am writing to you today as a concerned resident of Dauphin Island.

| recently attended the Corps Public Scoping Hearing on Jan 12, 2016. It was an interesting forum which provided a
significant amount of information. The individuals | spoke to were knowledgeable in their fields and provided answers to
many of the questions | asked. The one glaring absence in information offered was any reference to the controversy that
exists over the influence of the ship channel dredging on the erosion of Dauphin Island. Whether one agrees or disagrees
with a “dredging effect” on Dauphin Island the controversy should have been addressed.

The Corps’ 2009 Mississippi Coastal Improvements Study acknowledged that maintenance of the ship channels passing
between the barrier islands forming Mississippi Sound contribute to the erosion of those islands. That conclusion is similar
to the one contained in the Corps’ 1978 “Mobile County (including Dauphin Island) Feasibility Report for Beach Erosion
Control and Hurricane Protection” which clearly stated that the Mobile Harbor ship channel contributes to the erosion of
Dauphin Island.

It is my belief that the proposed Widening and Deepening of the Mobile Harbor Navigation Channel merits a new
Environmental Impact Study to evaluate the impact on the surrounding areas. There are different theories on the littoral
drift of sand in the northern gulf. The Corps position that the Mobile Harbor Ship Channel does not effect “littoral” drift
cannot be proven. The basic fact that the ship channel requires re-dredging on a 2-3 year schedule proves that the sand
surrounding it has moved and has reduced the depth and width of the channel. To suggest that a portion of that sand
could not have moved toward a replenishment of Dauphin Island defies logic.

It is as simple as that. The requirement to re-dredge the channel proves that littoral drift of sand occurs and thus presents
a need to properly research that effect. Only a new EIS could offer the answer to the erosion controversy that concerns
many residents of Dauphin Island.

I look forward to a meaningful response on this matter.

Sincerely,




Comment # 27
Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: unday, February 28, :

To: Mobile Harbor GRR
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment.

| believe the silt from this would destroy what's left of the grasses in Mobile bay.

Sent from my iPad



Comment # 28
Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: riday, February 26, :

To: Mobile Harbor GRR
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Mobile Ship Channel Dredging

Jennifer- please note that | agree with all items set forth in letter below. The Corps needs to take into consideration the
detrimental effects past activities have had on our coast.

Thank you,

Ms. Jennifer Jacobson

US Army Corps of Engineers

Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division
Coastal Environment Team

PO Box 2288

Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001
RE: Public Notice: FP15-MH01-10
Dear Ms. Jacobson:

This letter identifies the issues the US Army Corps of Engineers must address in its General Reevaluation Study and
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to deepen and widen the Mobile Harbor Ship Channel as authorized by the Water
Resources Development Act of 1986. | am submitting these issues in response to the Corps’ January 12 Public Scoping
Meeting.

» Conduct the study objectively to assure all concerned interests are given equal consideration and not just the views of
the Alabama State Port Authority.

« If the Corps plans to dispose of dredged material in Mobile Bay (i.e., thin layer spreading, island creation, etc.) removed
during initial deepening and widening of the ship channel and future maintenance, the Corps should prepare a Dredged
Material Disposal Master Plan for Mobile Bay and make it part of the Study and EIS, with the extensive involvement of the
public. No longer should the Corps hide behind the guise of the Interagency Working Group to secretly develop and
implement dredged material disposal options under its so called “Mobile Bay Regional Sediment Management Strategy”.
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The Corps should cease using this euphemism and begin calling this effort what it actually is: “Mobile Bay Dredged
Material DisposalManagement Strategy”. It is essential that this effort be incorporated into the General Reevaluation
Study and EIS, with information finally being made public in the early planning stages and not at the end of the process
when all decisions have essentially been madeas has been the case to date.

* The Corps should no longer purposefully exclude Dauphin Island from its “Regional Sediment Management Strategy
(RMS)” for Mobile Bay. Instead, the Study should incorporate Dauphin Island in the existing RMS approach because the
island’s erosion is affected by maintenance of the Outer Bar Channel and devote major attention to the beneficial use of
dredged sands to counter erosion. The public will no longer accept Dauphin Island being penalized and excluded
because of the 2000-2009 lawsuit.

« Comply with Section 5 of the River and Harbor Act of 1935 that requires every Corps report involving an “improvement”
to an inlet (i.e., Mobile Harbor Outer Bar Channel through Mobile Pass) to evaluate shoreline erosion for a distance of not
less than ten miles on either side of the inlet channel. The Corps' 1980 report and EIS did not comply with that law.

» Thoroughly address the cumulative historical sand losses to Dauphin Island dating back to at least 1958 that correspond
with increasing deepening of the Outer Bar Channel according to U.S. Geological Survey's 2007 report. This analysis is
needed to establish the historical and baseline and projected future conditions to describe the No Action Alternative
against which the deepening and widening alternatives will be compared. The Corps cannot ignore the losses in millions
and millions of littoral drift sands due to its maintenance practices and the erosion of Dauphin Island that occurred over
time.

» Explain why the Corps no longer agrees with the agency position stated in its draft 1978 report on Dauphin Island’s
beach erosion that concluded maintenance of the Outer Bar Channel is contributing to at least 40% of Dauphin Island’s
erosion problem. Document why the findings and conclusions of that report are now considered to be invalid? The Corps
not only ignores its own 1978 report now, but is of the new position that maintenance dredging of the channel has no
impact on the erosion of Dauphin Island. How can the Corps expect the public to believe the results of the impending
Study and EIS, when its change in position on the erosion issue appears to have been influenced by its desire to win the
2000-2009 lawsuit with the Dauphin Island Property Owners Association and by the desire keep the non-federal share of
the costs borne by the Alabama State Port Authority to maintain the Mobile Harbor project as low as possible?

» The scientific literature is replete with numerousexamples where navigation channels dredged through coastal inlets
have interrupted the littoral drift of nearshore sands along the beach, causing beaches downdrift of the inlets to erode.
This phenomenon is common along the entire US Gulf Coast, the rest of the nation, and around the world. Yet, the
Mobile District has maintained this scientific model widely accepted by coastal scientists and engineers does not apply to
dredging the Outer Bar Channel through the Mobile Pass Inlet and the erosion of Dauphin Island. The General Evaluation
Study and EIS must devote considerable attention to this issue and provide convincing information to support whatever
conclusion the Corps develops.

» The Corps has dumped dredged sands in the Sand Island Beneficial Use Area (SIBUA) south of the lighthouse for years
with the position being that these sands are moved by currents to Dauphin Island to counter erosion. However, the
observed evidence indicates most of the sands are not moved, but accumulate at that location, while Sand Island has
almost disappeared and Dauphin Island continues to erode. This leads to the conclusion that the SIBUA is failing to meet
its intended purpose. The General Reevaluation Study and EIS should thoroughly evaluate why the SIBUA fails to meet
its purpose.

* In lieu of continuing to use the SIBUA, the Corps should adopt the same shallow water (<10 to 15 feet) deposition
methods the Mobile District has recently recommended be used to build back Petit Bois Island's eroded Gulf shoreline
west of Dauphin Island.

« Establish a Citizen Advisory Committee that will meet at least two to four times a year with the Corps to assess how
public concerns are being addressed in the General Reevaluation Study and EIS. The next time the public hears from the
Corps should not be when Draft EIS is released for review at the end of the 4-year study.



Comment # 29
Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: aturday, February 27, :

To: Mobile Harbor GRR
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Dauphin Island-dredging and widening

Ms. Jennifer Jacobson,

As property owners on beautiful Dauphin Island, Alabama we are begging the Corp of Engineers to please complete the
extended studies before you begin the drenching and widening of the channel. Do you not see what the previous dredging
and widening has already caused to the transformation of the island? Look at the before pictures and the now pictures. If
you continue to make changes to the waters around the island - the island could shift and who knows-connect to the
mainland one day? Look how Sand Island has shifted and look at the erosion the previous drenching has caused. Do
you see this erosion at Fort Morgan and Gulf Shores? NO! Let us keep the one beautiful island and sanctity Mobile,
Alabama has left-Dauphin Island. Please continue to study the consequences before you cause our island to disappear. |
might not live long enough to see what you will cause this island to suffer with your drenching, but, trust me from the past
changes that the Corps has made, it will definitely caused devastation to beautiful Dauphin Island. Please, please help us
save what we have.

Thank you,




Comment # 30

Parson, Larry E SAM

From: Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:12 AM

To: Mobile Harbor GRR

Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Erosion of Dauphin Island and the widening of the canal.

From:
Sent: Sunday, January 10, :
To: Parson, Larry E SAM <Larry.E.Parson@usace.army.mil>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Erosion of Dauphin Island and the widening of the canal.

To: The US Army Corps Of Engineers

% Mr Larry Parson

From: I

Date: January 10, 2016

Re: Addressing the Erosion of Dauphin Island and Widening of the Mobile Bay Canal

Dauphin Island has been confronted with an erosion problem for a number of years now. The past dredging of the
Mobile Bay Canal has been shown to have continually added to this problem, so why now would the core want to greatly
increase the dredging effort and cause even more erosion. In the years | have owned on Dauphin Island, | have not seen
this problem addressed. It has progressively worsened with Ivan and Katrina. | have owned property in other beachfront
communities with lesser erosion problems, and have seen these shore lines rebuilt numerous times. | do not understand
why the Dauphin Island erosion problem has not been addressed. Even now with all the BP funds coming into the state,
the money is being diverted from this island, that was greatly effected by the oil spill to other enterprises in the state that
were not effected by the spill. It makes me wonder what the Government’s agenda is for this area. Our property values
are much less than any other beachfront areas along the coast. Alabama has so little beachfront and yet this part of it is
not being protected.| could not sell my property if | wanted to for anything close to what | paid for it. It is worth 1/5 of what |
paid for it and now with the increased dredging about to take place, it will only get worse for all the residents and owners
of property on the Island. Seems to me before they begin to dredge Dauphin Island, the erosion needs to be considered,
and a plan needs to be developed immediately for the now and future rebuilding of its shoreline. With all the dredging that
will be taking place, this sand should be routed to Dauphin Island.

| sincerely hope you are listening to all the folks and environmental groups that are expressing their concern and offering
solutions to the erosion problem Dauphin Island has been experiencing for some time and since the original dredging of
the canal.

Sincerely,



Comment # 31
Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: aturday, February 20, 2016 8:58 AM

To: Mobile Harbor GRR
Subject: [EXTERNAL]

As concerned property owners on Dauphin Island we respectfully request
that the USACE reconsider further widening or deepening the mobile
shipping channel.  For decades the mobile shipping channel has
disrupted the natural flow of sand from east to west starving our
beaches from this natural sand nourishment. Dauphin Island is a
barrier island and first line of defense against the increasingly

powerful hurricanes. We all remember the hurricane Katrina and the
ecological and economical devestation it caused after ocean saltwater
spilled into mobile bay.

As is Dauphin Island is hanging by a thread. It is our hope that USACE
has the foresight not to further a practice that harms the Island and
Mobile Bay's fragile ecology.

Respectfully,




Comment # 32
Parson, Larry E SAM

From: Jason Kudulis <jkudulis@mobilebaykeeper.org>

Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2016 4:17 PM

To: Mobile Harbor GRR

Cc: Casi Callaway

Subject: [EXTERNAL] FP15-MH01-10 Comment Letter Mobile Baykeeper
Attachments: FP15-MH01-10_Baykeeper.pdf

Good afternoon,
Please see the attached document for comments regarding notice FP15-MHO01-10 Mobile Harbor Supplemental EIS.
Please confirm you receipt of these comments.

Thank you,

Jason Kudulis

Program Director

Mobile Baykeeper <Blockedhttp://www.mobilebaykeeper.org>
450-C Government Street

Mobile, Alabama 36602

Phone 251-433-4229

Cell 251-583-5789

Fax 251-432-8197
jkudulis@mobilebaykeeper.org <mailto:jkudulis@mobilebaykeeper.org>

"Clean Water, Clean Air, Healthy Communities"

CONNECT WITH US!

<Blockedhttp://www.mobilebaykeeper.org/>

<Blockedhttps://www.facebook.com/mobilebaykeeper> <Blockedhttps://twitter.com/MobileBaykeeper>
<Blockedhttps://www.youtube.com/channel/lUCAaAXTy3q_8FydkH61bhxRQ>
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Providing citizens a means to protect the beauty, health and heritage of the Mobile Bay Watershed, Alabama’s
waterways and coastal communities.

February 11, 2016

USACE Mobile District, Regulatory Division
Attn: CESAM-PD-EC

P.O. Box 2288

Mobile, AL 36628

RE: FP15-MHO01-10, Preparation of a Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement to Evaluate Improvements to the Mobile Harbor Federal Navigation
Channel, Mobile, Alabama.

Dear District Commander:

We are Mobile Baykeeper, an eighteen-year-old nonprofit organization with the
mission of providing citizens a means to protect the beauty, health and heritage
of the Mobile Bay Watershed, Alabama’s waterways and coastal communities.
We are submitting comments on behalf of our board, officers, staff and more
than 4,000 members regarding a Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) to evaluate improvements to the Mobile Ship Channel.

When addressing potential impacts associated with improving the Mobile Bay
navigation channel we request the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)
evaluate the following issues in the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement (DSEIS):

* Shoreline erosion impacts that larger ships and increased traffic may
pose to both sides of Mobile Bay from the northern end at the Port of
Mobile south to the Gulf of Mexico;

* Impacts larger ships and increased traffic may pose to existing and
planned living shoreline projects;

* Impacts wave action from increased traffic and larger ships pose to
marsh, submerged aquatic vegetation (SAV) and wetlands;

* Incorporate and update dredged material disposal options currently
included in the Mobile Bay Regional Sediment Management Strategy
and include potentially impacted sites not currently in the management
strategy;

* Study all methods of disposal to understand what methods may have the
least/greatest environmental impact taking into account all costs
associated, rather than just the disposal costs (i.e. erosion impacts have
significant costs that should be included);

* The DSEIS should consider how harbor improvements might impact
funded current and future restoration projects as well as how data
generated from funded monitoring and restoration projects can be

Website: www.mobilebaykeeper.org incorporated into the DSEIS;
Email: info@mobilebaykeeper.org * Examine the potential for increased loss of littoral drift sediments and
the impact to Dauphin Island and Mobile Bay;



Evaluate the long-term disposal needs associated with the enlarged ship channel dimensions and the
ability to dispose of this increased amount of sediment in an environmentally responsible manner;
Evaluate the impacts of increased disposal of sediment on benthic communities and the potential to lose
fishing grounds in Mobile Bay;

Ensure development of the DSEIS relies upon and utilizes the most up to date technique to capture new
data;

Examine impacts of saltwater intrusion resulting from harbor improvements, specifically potential
impacts to freshwater supplies, oyster reefs, fisheries, and other estuarine habitats; and

In planning for port expansion through an expanded ship channel, ensure all existing community plans
are incorporated in the review to eliminate one plan contradicting another (e.g. Map for Mobile,
Alabama Coastal Comprehensive Plan, Comprehensive Conservation Management Plan, Plan for
Spanish Fort and Mobile Bay Causeway, Watershed Management Plans, etc.)

Thank you for your time and attention to this important issue. Overall, we ask that you keep all three elements
of a successful community — quality of life, economy and environment — in mind as you develop your draft

document.

Sincerely,

Casi Callaway
Executive Director & Baykeeper
Mobile Baykeeper

e
Jason Kudulis

Program Director
Mobile Baykeeper



Comment # 33
Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: onday, February 29, :

To: Mobile Harbor GRR

Cc:
Subject: - -10 comments
Attachments: FP15-MH01-10-Murray Comments.pdf

To whom it may concern.
Please accept my attached comments to FP15-MHO01-10.

Best Regards,

"It doesn't matter how beautiful your theory is, it doesn't matter how smart you are. If it doesn't agree with experiment, it's
wrong." --- Richard P. Feynman.



Date: Feb. 29, 2016

Ms. Jennifer Jacobson

United States Army Corp of Engineers

Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division
Coastal Environment Team

RE: Public Notice: FP15-MHO01-10

PO Box 2288

Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001

Dear Ms. Jacobson,

Please accept the following comments to be considered by the USACOE for their preparation of the Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement for the widening of Mobile Channel.

1. Resolve the conflict between the 1980 EIS and the Corps 1976 report concluding maintenance of the outer bar
channel contributes to the erosion of Dauphin Island.

2. Ensure that all dredging and dredging maintenance maintains (and restores) the littoral transport continuity
3. Verify the application of all GCRSM principles as a primary activity for this navigation project

4. Ensure that all project decisions are in the context of the sediment system and all regional implications are
addressed.

5. Ensure that sediment transport along natural lines is re-established and maintained.
6. As stated in another USACOE EIS (Bayou Casotte Harbor Channel Improvement);
a. Enhance natural resources within the project area
b. Provide beneficial placement of dredged material

c. Contribute to the preservation of historically significant resources within the project area

Page 1 of 2



7. Comply with Section 5 of the River and Harbor Act of 1935 and rectify noncompliance by the USACOE 1980
report and EIS

8. State a basis of acceptance of the USGS Open-File Report 2007-1161, “Historical Changes in the Mississippi-
Alabama Barrier Islands and the Roles of Extreme Storms, Sea Level, and Human Activities”, especially
concentrating on Discussions and Conclusions page 27 “Considering the three primary causes of land loss, the
one that experienced the greatest change in historical time was the reduction in sand supply related to dredging the
navigation channels through the outer bars of the tidal inlets. Sand supply is also the only factor where the
historical trend of the factor (progressively increased reduction in sand supply attendant with increased dredging
depths) temporally matched the trend of progressively increased land loss.”

a. With acceptance of this basis:
i. Please analyze continuing erosion impact of the economic activities of Dauphin Island

ii. Please analyze Dauphin Island continuing erosion impact of the Audubon Bird Sanctuary, the
protected maritime forest habitat on the island and one of the first areas of migrant bird landfall
and recently recognized by the National Audubon Society as being “Globally Important” for bird

migrations.

iii. Please analyze Dauphin Island continuing erosion impact on Dauphin Island protection of oyster
beds, and also the salt marshes that are critical to the juvenile shrimp, fish and crab communities.

iv. Please analyze Dauphin Island continuing erosion impact on Fort Gaines Historic site

9. Include explanation of dredging material drift zone deposition impact versus sediment transport along natural

lines.

I hope that the USACOE will take this opportunity to address and resolve these issues. Addressing and fixing the
previous EIS inconsistencies will also make this SEIS consistent with other work product that the USACOE has produced.

Sincerely,

Page 2 of 2



Comment # 34

Parson, Larry E SAM

From: Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2016 10:00 AM

To: Mobile Harbor GRR

Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Mobile District Contact Form: Deepening and widening of Mobile Ship
Channel

From: Campbell, LaTonya D SAM

Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2016 9:43 AM

To: Parson, Larry E SAM <Larry.E.Parson@usace.army.mil>

Cc: webcontent SAM <webcontent@usace.army.mil>; Robbins, Ervin P SAM <Ervin.P.Robbins@usace.army.mil>
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Mobile District Contact Form: Deepening and widening of Mobile Ship Channel

Larry,

Please response to the email below.
Thanks,

LaTonya Campbell

Planning and Environmental Division

Phone: (251) 690-2779
Fax: (251) 690-2727

————— Original Message-----

]
Sent: Tuesday, February 09, 2016 2:10 PM

To: Campbell, LaTonya D SAM <Latonya.D.Campbell@usace.army.mil>; webcontent SAM
<webcontent@usace.army.mil>; Robbins, Ervin P SAM <Ervin.P.Robbins@usace.army.mil>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Mobile District Contact Form: Deepening and widening of Mobile Ship Channel

This message was sent from the Mobile District website.

Message From: ||| EEGzG

Response requested: Yes

Message:

| am writing to urge you to:
Consider all parties affected by your planned activities, not just the Alabama State port Authority.
Make all plans for disposal of dredged material &quot;Public&quot;, and not secret.
Include Dauphin Island in your Regional Sediment Management Strategy for Mobile Bay.
Comply with Section 5 of the River and Harbor Act of 1935.
Stop ignoring the erosion on Dauphin Island caused by your past practices.

Sincerely,




Comment # 35

Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: ednesday, January 13, :

To: Mobile Harbor GRR
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Mobile Harbor hearing Jan 12, 2016
Attachments: Port of Mobile expansion support Itr.docx

| submitted the attached




WARRIOR-TOMBIGBEE
WATERWAY ASSOCIATION

Chairman
Charles A. Haun
Parker Towing
Company
Tuscaloosa, Alabama

Vice-Chairman
David Carroll
Hunt Refining

Company
Tuscaloosa, Alabama

Secretary-Treasurer
Tom Leatherbury
SSA Marine
Mobile, Alabama

President
Larry L. Merrihew
Mobile, Alabama

January 12, 2016

District Commander
U.S. Army Engineer
District Mobile

P.O. Box 2288

Mobile, Al. 36628-0001

Re: Public Notice No. FP15-MHO1-10
To Whom It May Concern:

On behalf of the Warrior-Tombigbee Waterway Association, we would like to
recommend the approval of this project.

The Port of Mobile is the major economic driver for the Mobile area and is extremely
important to the Southeastern United States. Numerous studies have proven time
and again the numbers of jobs that depend upon the port and contributing waterways.
Our Association contracted with Troy University to determine the economic value of
the Warrior Tombigbee river system, which meanders through 15 of Alabama’s
counties (some of the lowest median income counties), impacting the lives of some
38% of the State’s population. The study determined that the river’s economic value,
in employment, was the direct and indirect employment of approximately 65,000
Alabama citizens. In terms of dollars, the waterway has an economic impact of $17
billion which generates almost $500 million in taxes, of which 73% is returned to the
federal treasury. Industries located along the waterway also depend upon timely
shipments of raw materials for production and quick access to markets around the
world. Transportation costs are one of industries major evaluations for new and
expanding locations. Our waterway depends upon the Port of Mobile for its economic
value and for its future growth, measured in terms of safety, efficiency, and reliability.

In order for our Port to maintain its competitive position in a world economy, and
continue to supply timely and valuable shipments of products, it is extremely
important that improvements in the Port infrastructure continue. Among those
improvements, and perhaps, most important of all, is the widening of the ship channel
itself. Industry has noted, that, as the Port receives more and more cargo for existing
industry, inefficiencies occur. In addition, we know that the world of ocean shipments
will depend more and more upon ports being able to handle the larger vessels, as the
Port of Mobile is already experiencing.

For all these reasons, and more that we could express, we again, recommend that this
project be approved.

Respectfully submitted,

Larry Merrihew, President

International Trade Center, 250 North Water Street, Mobile, Alabama 36602
P.O. Box 2863, Mobile, Alabama 36652 * Phone (251) 431-9055, Fax (251) 431-9053
Email: warriortom@aol.com * Website: www.warriortombigbee.com




Comment # 36
Parson, Larry E SAM

From: Dauphin Island Restoration <info@dauphinislandrestoration.org>

Sent: Monday, February 29, 2016 11:59 PM

To: Mobile Harbor GRR

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments on the Public Scoping Meeting in January 2016
Email to:

Ms. Jennifer Jacobson

US Army Corps of Engineers

Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division
Coastal Environment Team

PO Box 2288

Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001

On January 12, 2016, | attended a “scoping meeting” for the general public at the Alabama Cruise Terminal, regarding the
proposed expansion in depth and width of the Mobile Bay Shipping Channel.

There are many issues to be addressed around the scope of the project, and some have been broached by other
concerned citizens. Those concerns will be posted on the Dauphin Island Restoration website in the coming days, weeks
and months.

My comments on the meeting (and the study) focus on two key points:

Meeting Format

First of all, the event was not a meeting by any stretch of the imagination.

A public “meeting” is generally constructed with guests/invitees/speakers at the front of a meeting room or conference
space, and there is an audience of people who wish to ask questions, express support or concerns, etc. The typical
format is a brief talk or presentation, with audience members allowed to ask questions. And those questions, and the
answers provided by the speakers, are heard by everyone else in the room.

As I'm sure you know, the event was set up more like a trade show. A rectangle of tables were arranged around the
center of the room. At each table were one or more representatives of the Corps. Each table also displayed posters, and
prints of where the ASPA plans to widen the channel for a passing lane, as well as other information.

Attendees at the meeting could go up to the individual tables and ask questions of the people manning those tables, but
there was no way for those individuals to ask questions where everyone else attending could hear them.

| find it troubling that the “trade show” format was employed for the event. This created a vacuum of information. Only
those gathered around a specific table heard what was being asked by a single person and what was said in response.



The strategy employed here prevented important questions from being raised in front of those who had not considered
such questions. A number of concerned citizens have become very educated on the proposed project, and on the history
of dredging in Mobile Bay, and those people were, for all intents and purposes, “silenced” by this format which restricted
the reach of information to the less-informed.

Conflicts of Interest

The 1978 study, performed by the Corps themselves, concluded that dredging did contribute to erosion on Dauphin
Island. Some of the current parties involved (directly or indirectly) in this new study have stated both privately and publicly
that the 1978 study was not “based on science.” Yet there has never been any explanation of how the information in the

1978 study was “non-science” and how this new study will be performed differently. Conflicting statements have also been
made by certain persons about the previous study and how the littoral drift is affected.

In light of the biased parties involved, | believe that it is a grievous conflict of interest to have the Corps perform the new
study. That ship may have already sailed, as they say. But nevertheless, | wish to voice my concerns. | am skeptical that
the results of the study will be impartial, and that it will be, in fact, “based on science” and not tilted toward a result desired
by certain parties who wish to do nothing about the erosion problem on Dauphin Island.

Those are my two high-level points of concern. Other points will be posted on our website for the public to read.

Sincerely,

Dauphin Island Restoration
Task Force

P.O. Box 352

Dauphin Island, AL 36528



Comment # 37
Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: onday, February 22, :

To: Mobile Harbor GRR
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Public Notice: FP15-MHO01-10
Attachments: LETTER TO CORPS ON DEEPENING AND WIDENING MOBILE HARBOR.docx

Find attached my comments to this public notice.



February 22, 2016

Ms. Jennifer Jacobson

US Army Corps of Engineers

Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division
Coastal Environment Team

PO Box 2288

Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001

RE: Public Notice: FP15-MH01-10

Dear Ms. Jacobson:

This letter identifies the issues the US Army Corps of Engineers must address in its General
Reevaluation Study and Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to deepen and widen the Mobile
Harbor Ship Channel as authorized by the Water Resources Development Act of 1986. | am
submitting these issues in response to the Corps’ January 12 Public Scoping Meeting.

Conduct the study objectively to assure all concerned interests are given equal
consideration and not just the views of the Alabama State Port Authority.

If the Corps plans to dispose of dredged material in Mobile Bay (i.e., thin layer
spreading, island creation, etc.) removed during initial deepening and widening of the
ship channel and future maintenance, the Corps should prepare a Dredged Material
Disposal Master Plan for Mobile Bay and make it part of the Study and EIS, with the
extensive involvement of the public. No longer should the Corps hide behind the guise of
the Interagency Working Group to secretly develop and implement dredged material
disposal options under its so called “Mobile Bay Regional Sediment Management
Strategy”. The Corps should cease using this euphemism and begin calling this effort
what it actually is: “Mobile Bay Dredged Material Disposal Management Strategy”. It is
essential that this effort be incorporated into the General Reevaluation Study and EIS,
with information finally being made public in the early planning stages and not at the end
of the process when all decisions have essentially been made as has been the case to date.
The Corps should no longer purposefully exclude Dauphin Island from its “Regional
Sediment Management Strategy (RMS)” for Mobile Bay. Instead, the Study should
incorporate Dauphin Island in the existing RMS approach because the island’s erosion is
affected by maintenance of the Outer Bar Channel and devote major attention to the
beneficial use of dredged sands to counter erosion. The public will no longer accept
Dauphin Island being penalized and excluded because of the 2000-2009 lawsuit.

Comply with Section 5 of the River and Harbor Act of 1935 that requires every Corps
report involving an “improvement” to an inlet (i.e., Mobile Harbor Outer Bar Channel
through Mobile Pass) to evaluate shoreline erosion for a distance of not less than ten
miles on either side of the inlet channel. The Corps' 1980 report and EIS did not comply
with that law.



Thoroughly address the cumulative historical sand losses to Dauphin Island dating back
to at least 1958 that correspond with increasing deepening of the Outer Bar Channel
according to U.S. Geological Survey's 2007 report. This analysis is needed to establish
the historical and baseline and projected future conditions to describe the No Action
Alternative against which the deepening and widening alternatives will be compared.
The Corps cannot ignore the losses in millions and millions of littoral drift sands due to
its maintenance practices and the erosion of Dauphin Island that occurred over time.
Explain why the Corps no longer agrees with the agency position stated in its draft 1978
report on Dauphin Island’s beach erosion that concluded maintenance of the Outer Bar
Channel is contributing to at least 40% of Dauphin Island’s erosion problem. Document
why the findings and conclusions of that report are now considered to be invalid? The
Corps not only ignores its own 1978 report now, but is of the new position that
maintenance dredging of the channel has no impact on the erosion of Dauphin Island.
How can the Corps expect the public to believe the results of the impending Study and
EIS, when its change in position on the erosion issue appears to have been influenced by
its desire to win the 2000-2009 lawsuit with the Dauphin Island Property Owners
Association and by the desire keep the non-federal share of the costs borne by the
Alabama State Port Authority to maintain the Mobile Harbor project as low as possible?
The scientific literature is replete with numerous examples where navigation channels
dredged through coastal inlets have interrupted the littoral drift of nearshore sands along
the beach, causing beaches downdrift of the inlets to erode. This phenomenon is
common along the entire US Gulf Coast, the rest of the nation, and around the world.
Yet, the Mobile District has maintained this scientific model widely accepted by coastal
scientists and engineers does not apply to dredging the Outer Bar Channel through the
Mobile Pass Inlet and the erosion of Dauphin Island. The General Evaluation Study and
EIS must devote considerable attention to this issue and provide convincing information
to support whatever conclusion the Corps develops.

The Corps has dumped dredged sands in the Sand Island Beneficial Use Area (SIBUA)
south of the lighthouse for years with the position being that these sands are moved by
currents to Dauphin Island to counter erosion. However, the observed evidence indicates
most of the sands are not moved, but accumulate at that location, while Sand Island has
almost disappeared and Dauphin Island continues to erode. This leads to the conclusion
that the SIBUA is failing to meet its intended purpose. The General Reevaluation Study
and EIS should thoroughly evaluate why the SIBUA fails to meet its purpose.

In lieu of continuing to use the SIBUA, the Corps should adopt the same shallow water
(<10 to 15 feet) deposition methods the Mobile District has recently recommended be
used to build back Petit Bois Island's eroded Gulf shoreline west of Dauphin Island.

Establish a Citizen Advisory Committee that will meet at least two to four times a year
with the Corps to assess how public concerns are being addressed in the General
Reevaluation Study and EIS. The next time the public hears from the Corps should not
be when Draft EIS is released for review at the end of the 4-year study.



Thank you for considering my recommendations.
Sincerely,




Comment # 38

Parson, Larry E SAM

From:

Sent: Monday, February 22, 2016 4:48 PM

To: Mobile Harbor GRR

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Public Notice: FP15-MHO01-10

Attachments: #2144476-v1-Hinrichs_-_Dauphin_Island_Letter_-_Corps.pdf

Ms. Jennifer Jacobson

US Army Corps of Engineers

Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division
Coastal Environment Team

PO Box 2288

Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001
RE: Public Notice: FP15-MH01-10
Dear Ms. Jacobson:

This letter is in response to the request for comments regarding public notice FP15-MH01-10, the proposed
widening and deepening of the Mobile ship channel.

As part of the economic, engineering and environmental components of the preparation of this general
reevaluation report and draft supplemental environmental impact statement, the Corps should make specific scientific
studies focused on an improved understanding of the fate of the disposed sands which are placed in the sand island
beneficial use area for the next several years (and that have been placed there over the past several years). The existing
scientific evidence is that dredged sand is now being placed in locations where the water depth is too deep to migrate to
the beach in our lifetime. The study should be done objectively in order to assure all concerned interests are given equal
consideration and not just the views of the Alabama State Port Authority.

It is important that we have improved disposal of dredge materials, especially those consisting of beach quality
sand. The southern portion of the Mobile ship channel requires routine maintenance and offers a prime source of sandy
materials on a regular basis. Unfortunately, the current practice is to deposit the material in a deep water disposal site
(Sand Island Beneficial Use Area) some five miles south of the east end of Dauphin Island; an area that arguably provides
little to no benefit to this barrier island.

We all recognize the economic impacts of the shipping industry are significant to the Mobile region, State of
Alabama and our entire nation. Enlarging the dimensions of the channel to accommodate larger and more vessels should
only enhance those positive returns and likely help justify such a project. Assuming the proposal to widen and deepen the
channel is approved, | respectfully request the Corps assistance in ensuring that all beach quality sand removed from the

aforementioned section of the channel is placed in the most beneficial location possible to stabilize and protect Dauphin
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Island. This includes both the sand retrieved from the initial deepening and widening measure as well as all sand dredged
during routine maintenance procedures going forward.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or need additional information.

This message, including attachments, is from the law firm of Lewis Rice LLC. This message contains information that may
be confidential and protected by the attorney-client or attorney work product privileges. If you are not the intended
recipient, promptly delete this message and notify the sender of the delivery error by return e-mail or call us at 314-444-

7600. You may not forward, print, copy, distribute, or use the information in this message if you are not the intended
recipient.



Comment # 39

February 22, 2016

Ms. Jennifer Jacobson

US Army Corps of Engineers

Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Divisio:
Coastal Environment Team )
PO Box 2288

Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001

RE: Public Notice: FP15-MH01-10
Dear Ms. Jacobson:

This letter is in response to the request for comments regarding public notice FP15-
MHO01-10, the proposed widening and deepening of the Mobile ship channel.

As part of the economic, engineering and environmental components of the preparation
of this general reevaluation report and draft supplemental environmental impact statement, the
Corps should make specific scientific studies focused on an improved understanding of the fate
of the disposed sands which are placed in the sand island beneficial use area for the next several
years (and that have been placed there over the past several years). The existing scientific
evidence is that dredged sand is now being placed in locations where the water depth is too deep
to migrate to the beach in our lifetime. The study should be done objectively in order to assure
all concerned interests are given equal consideration and not just the views of the Alabama State
Port Authority.

‘ It 1s mmportant that we have improved disposal of dredge materials, especially those
consisting of beach quality sand. The southern portion of the Mobile ship channel requires
routine maintenance and offers a prime source of sandy materials on a regular basis.
Unfortunately, the current practice is to deposit the material in a deep water disposal site (Sand
Island Beneficial Use Area) some five miles south of the east end of Dauphin Island; an area that
arguably provides little to no benefit to this barrier island.

We all recognize the economic impacts of the shipping industry are significant to the
Mobile region, State of Alabama and our entire nation. Enlarging the dimensions of the channel
to accommodate larger and more vessels should only enhance those positive returns and likely
help justify such a project. Assuming the proposal to widen and deepen the channel is approved,
I respectfully request the Corps assistance in ensuring that all beach quality sand removed from
the aforementioned section of the channel is placed in the most beneficial location possible to
stabilize and protect Dauphin Island. This includes both the sand retrieved from the initial
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deepening and widening measure as well as all sand dredged during routine maintenance
o N poy
procedures going forward.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or need additional information.

Sincerely yours,

LAH:kdd g114476)



Comment # 40
Parson, Larry E SAM

_ onday, February 22, :
-

: Mobile Harbor GRR
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Public Comment
Attachments: US Army Corp Letter.pdf

Please take this as my public comment letter.

Thank you,

Marc S. Whitehead



02/22/2016

US Army Corp of Engineers

Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division
Coastal Environment Team

PO Box 2288

Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001

RE: Public Notice: FP15-MH01-10
To whom it may concern:

Please take this letter as public input concerning the widening and deepening the Mobile Harbor
channel. The comments below reflect my thoughts and concerns after attending the meeting on January
12 (Public Scoping Meeting) and reflections on the general process.

Since 1802 the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has been undertaking monumental projects for our Country
including constructing buildings, monuments, canals, lighthouses hydroelectric energy, 9/11 recovery
efforts and numerous other excellent projects. One of the large and ongoing efforts consists of
environmental preservation and restoration within our wetlands and waterways. This has been such a
vital contribution to the strength and health of our Nation today. Thank you!

While discussing and listening to others speak about this specific project it seems many (U.S. Corps and
public) have lost sight of the goal and the reason the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers exists. Many
discussions sound as though the U.S. Corps and the general public are working against each other. | hear
from the U.S. Corps side that “it would be cost prohibitive to have to haul the dredge back (north) to
drop in the appropriate spot hoping to allow the continued natural flow of sand towards the west end of
Dauphin Island”. | hear from the public that “the U.S. Corp doesn’t care” or “they are only going to do
what is the least amount of money” or “they are going to do what they want regardless of what we
think”.

After reflecting on all, | have come to the conclusion that we need to take a different approach (both
groups). The U.S. Corps of Engineers is funded by the public (Government) and is for the good of the
public. Other programs including the wetlands mitigation requirements set out to preserve our
wetlands. How this is accomplished is by replacing the same amount of disrupted wetlands with other
wetlands. The purpose is to have no change at the end of the day to the amount of wetlands.

If we can relate this concept to any type of dredging etc. we would have much less of the issues |
currently am hearing (in relation to this specific project). If the cause (dredging) is have a negative effect
on some natural project then it should simply be mitigated. In this case, the proper way to mitigate the
negative impact is to dispose of the dredge material in the best place for the continuation of the natural
process and flow of sand to prevent continuing erosion of Dauphin Island or dropping the dredge in the
place most economical but mitigating the negative beach impact by pumping the beach back on a
periodic basis.

Economic feasibility study should never be a discussion if it is to determine the process to please the
general public. The study should be conducted to figure which of the several options minimize damage
caused by the dredging (de minimis impact to our environment and coastline). Currently, it seems we



are losing sight of the goal (doing good for the general public without negative impact the environment
(the same environment the U.S. Corp has created programs to protect). The last thing we need is an
ironic event to occur that the very same entity that is protecting our waterways and wetlands is slowly
destroying our fragile coastline.

In summary, | would suggest focusing on the solution to confirm minimal coastline impact. Once the
solutions have been determined then select what solution would be the most effective economically.
Although | am far from an expert on this matter, it seems the general solution would either (1)
discharge dredge material in the proper spot for continued flow and coastline distribution or (2) conduct
a coastline restoration project (pump up beaches) each time you dredge the channel past the mouth
southward. Yes, both will most likely cost more than the current dredge cost but the current way is not
proper. It is slowly destroying our beautiful coast.




Comment # 41
Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: onday, February 22, : M

To: Mobile Harbor GRR
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Mobile Channel Widening

We would like to go on record as strongly encouraging the Corps of Engineers to accept that past dredging has
contributed greatly to the erosion of Dauphin Island beaches. And, we would expect that any future dredging would take
that into consideration, and the Corps would leave dredged materials where they can replenish Dauphin Island. We
cannot exist with further erosion due to your periodic dredging.



Comment # 42
Parson, Larry E SAM

From: MEJAC <infomejac@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2016 11:57 AM

To: Mobile Harbor GRR

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Public Notice: FP15-MHO01-10, scoping for Mobile Harbor EIS
Attachments: MEJAC Public Comment on Mobile Harbor EIS Scoping.pdf

Hi Mr. Parson,

Please reply with confirmation that you have received the attached
public comment from Mobile Environmental Justice Action Coalition.

Thank you very much!
Ramsey Sprague, President
Mobile Environmental Justice Action Coalition



Parson, Larry E SAM

From: Mobile Harbor GRR

Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2016 12:41 PM

To: 'MEJAC'

Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] RE: Public Notice: FP15-MHO01-10, scoping for Mobile Harbor EIS
Mr. Sprague,

Your comments have been received. Thank you for your interest in the Mobile Harbor General Reevaluation
Report.

Sincerely,

Larry Parson

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mobile
Coastal Environment Team

(251) 690-3139

From: MEJAC [mailto:infomejac@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2016 11:57 AM

To: Mobile Harbor GRR <MobileHarborGRR@usace.army.mil>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Public Notice: FP15-MH01-10, scoping for Mobile Harbor EIS

Hi Mr. Parson,

Please reply with confirmation that you have received the attached
public comment from Mobile Environmental Justice Action Coalition.

Thank you very much!
Ramsey Sprague, President
Mobile Environmental Justice Action Coalition



Mobile Environmental Justice Action Coalition
P.O. Box 717
Mobile, AL 36601

February 11, 2016

Jennifer Jacobson

US Army Corps of Engineers

Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division
Coastal Environment Team

PO Box 2288

Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001

RE: Public Notice: FP15-MHO01-10
Dear Ms. Jacobson:

The Mobile Environmental Justice Action Coalition (MEJAC) was formed in 2013 with the
mission being “...to engage and organize with Mobile’s most threatened communities in order to
defend the inalienable rights to clean air, water, soil, health, and safety and to take direct action
when government fails to do so, ensuring community self-determination”.

MEJAC representatives attended the Mobile District’s January 12, 2016 Public Scoping Meeting
for the General Reevaluation Study and Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to consider
deepening and widening Mobile Harbor. This letter identifies the environmental justice issues
MEJAC believes should be addressed in the Study and fully analyzed in the EIS to comply with
Executive Order 12898. E.O. 12898 requires Federal agencies to assure minority and low-
income populations do not experience disproportionately high and adverse environmental and
human impacts from Federal activities and projects.

Our organization is most concerned with the indirect, secondary, and cumulative effects that
could be induced to occur over time within portions of the Greater Mobile Area as a result of
deepening and widening Mobile Harbor. Primary areas of concern are the Africatown
Community located on either side of Bay Bridge Road between Three Mile Creek and
Chickasaw Creek and the Orange Grove Community located north of Beauregard Street and west
of [-65 and Telegraph Road. These two environmental justice communities are located
immediately adjacent to Alabama State Port Authority lands and other industrial waterfront
properties that depend upon both inland and deep draft navigation.

The potential also exists for other environmental justice communities in the Greater Mobile Area
to be affected by the considered enlargement of Mobile Harbor. Extensive rail and truck traffic
originate from and have as their destination the Port of Mobile and associated material handling
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facilities located on both sides of the Mobile River. A wide variety of commodities, ranging
from inert to hazardous and flammable are transported to and from the Port each day on the
railways and highways that extend from the Mobile waterfront. These overland transportation
corridors pass through a wide range of communities and neighborhoods, including those
dominated by minority and low-income populations. Even though these communities are located
some distance from the Port, they nevertheless have the potential, due to their proximity to major
transportation arteries, to be disproportionately affected by Port-related activities should the spill
of hazardous or flammable materials in route to or from the Port occur in their vicinity.

MEJAC is also concerned that deepening and widening Mobile Harbor could generate indirect
and secondary pressures that could ultimately affect present zoning and land use designations on
properties adjacent to and within the Africatown and Orange Grove communities. These two
communities are already dealing with a variety of land use issues, including the proposed
expansion of an oil storage tank farm and approval of a coal handling facility. The concerns are
associated with potential health and safety issues associated with such facilities. For instance,
residents of both communities report to us about smelling noxious asphalt and oil fumes on an
almost-weekly basis. From oil storage facility Clean Air Act-required Major Source Operating
Permits, it is plain to see that these facilities are permitted to release many tons of Hazardous Air
Pollutants, all of which are human health hazards, some of which like benzene have no known
safe exposure level. Orange Grove residents have maintained frustration with the frequency of
upkeep required to keep toxic black coal dust from settling into noticeable piles on their
properties.

As is it, community leaders are struggling to not only protect their communities and their
residents from such issues, but also to improve their quality of life and to maintain their cultural
heritage. For example, through their efforts, Africatown was placed on Mobile's African
American Heritage Trail in 2009 and the Africatown Historic District was designated by the
National Park Service and listed on the National Register of Historic Places in 2012. Expansion
of the Mobile Harbor project has the potential to introduce a wide range of new land use, zoning,
and environmental contaminant challenges for these communities that could threaten their future
existence.

Most environmental documents addressing federal projects all too often give only perfunctory
attention to environmental justice issues. That must not be the case in the EIS that is to be
prepared in connection with the Corps study. MEJAC believes the following steps should be
taken and questions addressed in order to assess the potential direct and indirect; primary and
secondary; and cumulative effects on the Africatown and Orange Grove communities in
particular, as well as other environmental justice communities, as appropriate.

* Identify types of commodities projected to benefit from the project.

* Will any of the anticipated commodities be considered to be hazardous, flammable, toxic,
or otherwise deleterious to human health and safety?

* Conduct an air quality analysis model study that includes reliable baselines from these
environmental justice communities to assess Clean Air Act “criterion” air contaminants in
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order to appropriately estimate future potential changes in contaminants of concern to
human health and to Mobile County's present “Attainment™ status.

e Assess potential risks to human health and safety as a result of the proposed project.

e Analyze the effects of the project on jobs, income, and other socioeconomic variables that

- are considered to be indicative of the overall quality of life.

* Identify any other indirect, secondary and/or cumulative adverse socioeconomic and
environmental effects potentially associated with project that could impact on the
environmental justice communities.

e Will the volume of petroleum products transported via water, rail, and truck be expected
to increase?

e Will additional waterfront petroleum storage capacity need to be developed?

e Are increases in coal shipments anticipated and where will any increased coal volumes be
stored?

e  What future changes will the Alabama State Port Authority have to make to its land
holdings along the Mobile River waterfront to accommodate the anticipated commodity
movements?

e Identify potential future requirements for additional lands to be converted from existing
uses to port and industrial uses as a result of the enlarged ship channel.

e How will the present volume of truck and rail traffic departing from and entering the Port
Authority facilities and other waterfront handling facilities be changed?

e Assess the risk for accidents to occur on existing railways and highways.

e Over the 50-year economic life of the project, are any traffic congestion problems
anticipated?

One last point to be made, MEJAC highly recommends that the Corps hold an Environmental
Justice Workshop in the early stages of work on the Study to give potentially affected low-
income communities of color an opportunity to learn about the proposed enlargement of Mobile
Harbor, elaborate upon the above listed issues, and voice additional concerns that should be
addressed in the study but which may be missed through lack of community engagement.

MEJAC appreciates the opportunity to provide input into the Scoping Process and hopes the
Corps will consider the issues we have raised to be relevant to the Study.

Sincerely,

Ran;/séy Sp@gﬂ A I/’;@sldent



Comment # 43
Parson, Larry E SAM

From: P
Sent: uesday, January 12, :

To: Parson, Larry E SAM
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Seacliff Agency Supports the project to improve the Mobile navigational channel
Mr. Parson,

| am aware that there will be a public hearing to discuss the merits of expansion and improvements to the Mobile ship
channel. | regret that | will not be able to attend this public hearing but would like to submit this letter as an endorsement
of the support for the proposed project. | feel that it would greatly enhance the Port of Mobile’s ability to compete
regionally, nationally and internationally. It is a vital project that will enable our port to move forward in a very positive
direction for years to come. In what is already a very competitive environement, many of our competing regional and
national ports are expanding their capacities and gaining valuable market share as a result. Mobile must do the same not
just to gain advantage, but to keep up.

Mobile’s and the state of Alabama’s economy thrives from its ability to operate a competitive maritime industry. | urge
anyone interested in the future vitality of the Port of Mobile and the state of Alabama to follow my support for this project.



Comment # 44
Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: onday, February 29, :

To: Mobile Harbor GRR
Subject: [EXTERNAL] UPPER MOBILE BAY BENEFICIAL USE WETLAND CREATION SITE-
PLANNING

| thank Larry Parson for his detailed explanation of this project to me.
Having had the pleasure of working with the Mobile Area Office for many
years and having seen the building

of dredged material ponds on North Blakeley Island for the turning basin

at the Africatown Cochrane Bridge

and seeing the silt and silky clay, | am concerned about the material

that will go into this proposed tidal

marsh.

I met with a retired person from the Corps that was present for the

building of Gaillard Island and he said

the material used there was number one sand and land clay. The Corps did
a fine job there and it has many benefits.

Please see my below concerns:

1. Along with the SEIS , | assume the Corps will do a Benefit/Cost Study

in accordance with the Principles and Guideline published by the Water
Resource Council. Sometimes the mitigation costs reduce the B/C ratio
and thus are not aggressively evaluated or rejected early in the study
process. One reason the tidal marsh alternative is being promoted

is that it may be the cheapest spoil disposal alternative. Consideration

will have to be given to disposal alternatives including upland, thin

layer and transport to the Gulf.

2. There are myriad potential impacts that may be associated with the
creation of a tidal marsh at this area. These include navigation,
aesthetics,archaeological, the flight path to

Brookley,fishery,wildlife,water quality, etc.

3. Observation of Gaillard Island and the containment used doing
construction, there may be a real difference in the

containment of the silky clay fine grain material that may require
containment structures such as rip-rap, sheet pile, bulkhead, etc. Given

the location, it will be subject to strong and persistent hydraulic

forces from upstream currents and tides as well as winds. The erosion of
this marsh could be a problem for the remaining sea grasses on the Eastern
Shore. Having lived many summers at Point Clear and having grass beds
and clear water when winds were calm, there are no grass beds there now
and the water is never clear.

Please put my name on any publications or reports regarding this project
that will be available to the public.
Please send to:

Again, | thank Mr. Parson for his assistance and concern for Mobile Bay.



Comment # 45

Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: ursday, February 18, :

To: Mobile Harbor GRR
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Dauphin Island Erosion and Shoreline Restoration Issues
Importance: Low

Ms. Jennifer Jacobson

US Army Corps of Engineers

Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division
Coastal Environment Team

PO Box 2288

Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001 RE: Public Notice:FP15-MH01-10

Dear Ms. Jacobson:

As a long-time property and home owner on Dauphin Island, we share with many others, on and off Dauphin Island, our
interest and concern relative to the New Study and Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) to deepen and
widen the Mobile Harbor Ship Channel.

We believe it is critical, pursuant to 40 CFR 1502.9(c)(1)(ii), the SEIS must address the changed environmental conditions
within the study area that have occurred due to the significant erosion of Dauphin Island. The original 1980 EIS failed to
consider at all, the potential of an enlarged ship channel to affect the Dauphin Island’s erosion problem existing at that
time. We believe the 1980 EIS was deficient since it failed to consider the relationship of the ship channel to the erosion of
Dauphin Island and how the island’s erosion could be further affected by enlarging the channel. It is urgent and critical the
SEIS must thoroughly address the cumulative sand losses dating back to 1958 that correspond with increasing deepening
the Outer Bar Channel according to U.S.Geological Survey’s 2007 report.The conclusions of the Corp’s 1976 report
concluded SEIS maintenance of the Outer Bar Channel contributes to the erosion of Dauphinisland also cannot be
ignored in the New Study to further deepen and widen the channel.

We also believe it is critical to identify new dredged sand disposal sites nearer Dauphin Island and to apply the same
shallow water deposition concepts recommended by the Corps be employed to build back Petit Bois Island’s eroded
shoreline west of Dauphin Island.

The study must fully implement the Corp’s planning concepts to make beneficial use of the dredged sands to counter
erosion. We believe that, to date, the Mobile District has intentionally excluded Dauphin Island from its RSM planning
efforts, while it has pursued numerous RSM projects along the coast including within Mobile Bay.

We urge that a public involvement program be established to keep the public aware of ongoing progress in the study.



Thank you, in advance for your consideration of these important matters.

Sincerely,

Sent from Mail <Blockedhttps://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?Linkld=550986> for Windows 10



Comment # 46
Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: riday, February 19, :

To: Mobile Harbor GRR
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Public Notice: FP15-MHO01-10

mobileharborgrr@usace.army.mil <mailto:mobileharborgrr@usace.army.mil>

Three generations of our family have enjoyed visits to Dauphin Island for almost 40 years. For 25 years we owned a
home there. Over the years we have watched the sand fade away from a barrier island we love, not only because of
hurricanes in a steadily increasing year by year decline. | write to ask your assistance in helping us mitigate the portion
of this decline that is the result of dredging activity. Please ensure that all beach quality sand removed from the nearby
sections of the channel be placed in the most beneficial location possible to stabilize and protect Dauphin Island. This
includes both the sand retrieved from the initial deepening and widening of Mobile Bay chanel as well as all sand dredged
during routine maintenance procedures going forward. Improved disposal of dredged materials should be incorporated as
part of the business plan.This barrier island is important to the families who live and visit there, to the economy of the
wider area and, most importantly in its role as a natural buffer for the coastline. It deserves the attention and respect of
the Army Corps of Engineers in their planning process.



Comment # 47
Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: unday, February 21, :

To: Mobile Harbor GRR
Subject: [EXTERNAL] WIDENING AND DEEPENING OF THE MOBILE SHIP CHANNEL

REF: PUBLIC NOTICE: FP15-MHO01-10

While recognizing the importance of widening and deepening of the Mobile Ship Channel, the CORPS desperately needs
to improve the manner in which it disposes of the dredged materials. Dauphin Island has been robbed of the normal flow
east to west of sand that is now been dredged and disposed of some five miles offshore.

Please make the beneficial use area closer to Dauphin Island. The current disposal site is of no benefit to the island.

Thanks,



Comment # 48
Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: ednesday, February 24, : M

To: Mobile Harbor GRR
Subject: [EXTERNAL] 2008 letter from Mayor to Corps of Engineers & Col Bryon Jorns reply
Attachments: COE 12182008.pdf; 2009-03-25 Ltr Col Bryon Jorns to Jeff Collier re SIBUA to Nort.pdf

February 24, 2016

Ms. Jennifer Jacobson

US Army Corps of Engineers

Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division
Coastal Environment Team

PO Box 2288

Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001

RE: Public Notice: FP15-MH01-10

Dear Ms. Jacobson:

Being that the deadline for the public scoping comment period will end February 29th, | am sending you this e-mail to
make the following request provided below to be included as a component of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
of the Mobile Harbor Widening and Deepening of the Mobile Navigation Ship Channel.

Per the attached December 18, 2008 letter (attached) from Mayor Jeff Collier, Town of Dauphin Island, the Mayor wrote
that the “The proposal to deposit beach-quality dredge material further south seems counterproductive to the needs of an
island that is literally washing away. While | admit | have not had an opportunity to review any data the Corps may have
that would indicate material dumped in this new location will in fact benefit Dauphin Island, it would seem our chances of
success would be greatly increased if the material was placed in closer proximity to the intended target.” In fact, the
Corps has already extended the SIBUA south and southwest and there is still continued erosion of Dauphin Island
shoreline.

And apparently the Mobile District never gave any consideration to the Mayor’s request “Is it possible to extend the site
north and/or west versus southward? Has the Corps researched the implementation of a by-pass dredge program?
These are just a few of the questions we have about the proposed SIBUA expansion.”

The request of Mayor Collier is in line with the Mobile District’'s 1978 study to deposit dredged sand from the Mobile Ship
Channel closer to Dauphin Island. Therefore, the EIS should consider Mayor Collier's a request and this request to be
included in the Environmental Impact Statement.

Sincerely,
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December 18, 2008

Department of the Arimy

Mobile District, Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 2288

Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001

Dear Sirs,

As Mayor of the Town of Dauphin Island and on behalf of the Town
Council, I write in reference to Public Notice No. FP08-MH14-05 which
proposes a 2000 foot southward extension of the Sand Island Beneficial Use
Area (SIBUA). Recognizing that our barrier island community is situated
“down drift” of the existing SIBUA and is closest in proximity to the site
than any other community in Mobile County, I appreciate the opportunity to
express our thoughts and concerns regarding the proposed changes to the
SIBUA.

Dauphin Island has experienced decades of erosion along the entire southern
shoreline. Today, we find ourselves in a critical situation where Gulf waters
threaten critical infrastructure, critical habitats and public and private lands.
Without some type of shoreline stabilization project in the very near future
the island, along with its many cultural, recreational, environmental and
historical resources, will be lost.

The proposal to deposit beach-quality dredge material further south seems
counterproductive to the needs of an island that is literally washing away.
While I admit I have not had an opportunity to review any data the Corps
may have that would indicate material dumped in this new location will in
fact benefit Dauphin Island, it would seem our chances of success would be
greatly increased if the material was placed in closer proximity to the
intended target.

What is the primary reason for moving outside of the existing SIBUA? Is
the area completely filled? Is the water too shallow to afford access by

1011 Bienville Blvd.

Dauphin Island, Alabama 36528
Phone: (251) 861-5525 Fax (251) 861-2154
Emall: dialgovint @townofdauphinisland,org




hopper dredge? Is it possible to extend the site north and/or west versus
southward? Has the Corps researched the implementation of a by-pass
dredge program? These are just a few of the questions we have about the
proposed SIBUA expansion.

On behalf of our entite community, I respectfully request a public hearing
be held on Dauphin Island to allow citizen input regarding this important
matter, Thank you in advance for your favorable response.,
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Comment # 49
Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: uesday, January 26, :

To: Mobile Harbor GRR
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Public Notice No.FP15-MH01-10

| am a property owner on Dauphin Island and very concerned about expanding the shipping channel. The DSEIS should
analyse the effects of all alternatives on Dauphin Island, including the beaches. Placement of the dredge spoils nearer to
the island would likely help the beaches.




Comment # 50

Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: unday, January 17/, :

To: Parson, Larry E SAM

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Public Notice No. FP15-MHO01-10 - Mobile Harbor Federal Navigation Channel
Improvements

To:

ATTN: CESAM-PD-EC

District Commander

US Amry Engineer District Mobile
PO Box 2288

Mobile, AL 36628-0001
Mr. Parson,

| am a Dauphin Island property owner. | am aware of the proposal to widen the Mobile Bay Ship Channel in order for the
Alabama State Port Authority (ASPA) to handle more

ships more efficiently. | understand that this will provide economic benefit to our local area and our state.

| am also aware of the preparation of a Supplemental Environment Impact Statement to address potential impacts
associated with improving the Mobile Harbor Federal Navigation Channel in Mobile County, Alabama. | am very
concerned over the potential for a widened ship channel to intensify the ongoing erosion of Dauphin Island and create
other significant adverse impacts on ecosystems within the project area.

| am writing to you to request that extensive considerations, appropriations and accommodations be made to ensure there
is no negative impact to Dauphin Island. Dauphin Island plays a critical role in the local ecosystem and is a protective
barrier reef for the mainland. If the dredging does occur, | urge you to use the sand to rebuild the Dauphin Island
beaches and to stabilize the area around the historic Sand Island Lighthouse.

| respectfully ask that you honor this request. | am happy to discuss this further and appreciate your consideration. If
this request requires an alternate form of submission for consideration please provide direction as to how to submit.

Sincerely,



Knowing now matters.™

Visit our new website AlereCoag.com <Blockedhttp://www.alerecoag.com/>

**Confidentiality Notice**

This email and any attachments accompanying this transmission may contain Protected Health Information. If you are not
the intended recipient(s), you are hereby notified that the law strictly prohibits any disclosure, duplication, distribution or
use of the contents of this transmission. If you have received this transmission in error, please contact
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Comment # 51
Parson, Larry E SAM

Sent: onday, January 18, : M

To: Mobile Harbor GRR
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Written comments
Attachments: corp.pdf

Please find attached written comments.

This e-mail, including any attachments, is intended solely for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
confidential, proprietary and/or non-public material. Except as stated above, any review, re-transmission, dissemination or
other use of, or taking of any action in reliance upon this information by persons or entities other than an intended
recipient is prohibited. If you receive this in error, please so notify the sender and delete the material from any media and
destroy any printouts or copies.



of Engineers Thank You for Your Comments
Mobile District

Mobile Harbor General Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama
Public Scoping Meeting at the Mobile Alabama Cruise Terminal
201 S. Water Street, Mobile, Alabama 36602
Tuesday, January 12, 2016
5:00 - 8:00 PM

In an effort to ensure that all public comments are captured for the Mobile Harbor General
Reevaluation Report, Mobile, Alabama, we welcome your written comments. You may
place them in the “Written Comments” box at this public meeting session, or send them to:
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mobile District, Planning & Environmental Division, Coastal
Environment Team, P.O. Box 2288, Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001; (Phone: 251.690.3139);
or by email to MobileHarborGRR@usace.army.mil.

Comment Category:

]S(Environmenta] L] Cultural Resources [] Threatened and Endangered Species

L] Fish and Wildlife [ Water Quality dDredging/Disposal [ 1 Economics [] Engineering
[] Other

Comments (additional space on back): 1 attended a meeting in October in an attempt to find out what the

Corp was trying to accomplish with all the studies that were and are taking place for the dredging of the Mobile Bay Ship Channel.

| have realized that the Corp in in the business of funding studies and not realizing what the adverse effect that the dredging has

had on the shoreline of Dauphin Island. The people of the coastal communities are suffering from the lack of response of the current

practices and need serious concerns addressed not more studies to fund. A citizen advisory board needs to be implemented

to address the problems and solutions that are and will seriously affect the citizens of the coastal plains.

Name/Organization/Contact Information {Optional):
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