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Purpose of This Public Meeting

 Describe the Proposed Action 
and the Recommended Plan for 
the Dallas Floodway Project tothe Dallas Floodway Project to 
the public

 Summarize the potential 
impacts associated with theimpacts associated with the 
Project

 Solicit comments from the 
public on what clarification or 
revisions should be 
incorporated into the Final 
Environmental ImpactEnvironmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) and Feasibility 
Report
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Two Documents:
Environmental Impact StatementEnvironmental Impact Statement 

and Feasibility Report
 EIS – Proposed ActionEIS Proposed Action

► Adheres to NEPA process
► Discloses impacts
► Facilitates design and construction► Facilitates design and construction 

under Section 408 permitting process

 Feasibility Report –
Recommended PlanRecommended Plan
► Adheres to Corps of Engineers Civil 

Works Planning Process
► Formulates for maximum economic 

benefits
► Determines which actions suitable for 

federal support and sets project 
federal-local cost-share proportions
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Proposed Action Presentation 
OverviewOverview

 Description of the Proposed Action contained in the Draft Environmental 
Impact StatementImpact Statement

 Results of the Impact Analysis

 Conclusions 

 Opportunities for Ongoing Public Involvement
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Proposed Action: Background
 The Proposed Action represents the culmination of decades of 

planning by the city and the citizens of Dallas.

 Since 2007, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has been a partner in 
the development and planning of the Trinity River Corridor features. 
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Proposed Action: Overview

 Flood Risk 
M tManagement 

 Ecosystem 
R t tiRestoration

 Recreation 
EnhancementsEnhancements

 Interior Drainage 
ImprovementsImprovements
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Flood Risk Management (FRM) 
 4 Main Elements

► Levee raise
► AT&SF Bridge► AT&SF Bridge 

modification
► Levee flattening
► Nonstructural► Nonstructural 

flood control 
improvements
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FRM: Levee Raise
1500 Fl d

Existing Levee
El ti 429 40

1500-year Flood 

Trinity Parkway 
Flood Protected 

Elevation 429.40

100-year 
Elevation 417.06
Same as 1908
flood of record

Elevation 419.06

flood of record

May 1990
47-year Flood
Elevation 415.24

June 2007

Ground Elevation
about 400.00

June 2007
5-year Flood
Elevation 408.38

Average low flow 
conditions that stay within the river 

channel of the Dallas Floodway
Elevation 382.00
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FRM: AT&SF Bridge Modification

• Remove embankments 
and remaining narrowly 
spaced wooden piers 
that block flood flows

• Retain a 350-foot section of 
historic wooden trestle 
associated with the Santa Fe 
Trestle TrailTrestle Trail
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FRM: Levee Flattening

 Modify the levees to a 
4:1 slope4:1 slope

 Benefits of the 
shallower slope:shallower slope: 
► safer mower 

maintenance, and
d d i k f lid► reduced risk of slides

 The excavation of 
material would double as 
the preliminary 
excavations for the West 
Dallas Lake
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FRM: Nonstructural Improvements

 The City of Dallas currently has a veryThe City of Dallas currently has a very 
advanced effective warning system and 
Emergency Action Plan (EAP)Emergency Action Plan (EAP)
 Improved inundation mapping and data 

sharing can help improve EAP revisionsharing can help improve EAP revision 
and implementation
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Ecosystem Restoration and 
Recreation EnhancementRecreation Enhancement

Balanced Vision Plan Study Ecosystem Restoration and 
Recreation Enhancements

Lakes
West Dallas Lake 
Urban Lake 
Natural Lake 

River Relocation and Modification

Wetlands
Marshlands
Cypress Ponds
Corinth WetlandsCorinth Wetlands

Athletic Facilities
Potential Flex Fields 
Playgrounds
River Access Points
Parking and Public Roads

General Features

Lighting
Vehicle Access 
Pedestrian Amenities 
Restrooms
Amphitheatersp e e s

Interior Drainage Outfall 
Modifications

Pump Station Outfalls
Pressure Sewer Outfalls

Able Sump Ponds
Recreation and Ecosystem 
Enhancements
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Ecosystem Restoration and 
Recreation Enhancement: LakesRecreation Enhancement: Lakes

 The Proposed Action 
includes three lakes:includes three lakes:
► West Dallas Lake
► Urban Lake
► Natural Lake Rendering of rowing on the West Dallas Lake

Rendering of Reunion entrance to the promenade and Urban Lake Rendering of view across the Natural Lake
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Ecosystem Restoration and 
Recreation Enhancement: River

 8 miles of the river channel would be modified
Ri d ld i t lit

Recreation Enhancement: River

 River meanders would improve water quality 
and habitat
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Ecosystem Restoration and 
Recreation Enhancement: Wetlands

 3 main areas of 
wetlands:

Recreation Enhancement: Wetlands

wetlands:
► Marshlands
► Cypress Ponds
► Corinth WetlandsRendering of Marshlands alongside Proposed Lake

Rendering of Corinth Wetland
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Ecosystem Restoration and Recreation 
Enhancement: Recreational FacilitiesEnhancement: Recreational Facilities

 Flex fields and 
playgroundsp yg

 River Access
 Gathering and g

entertainment Venues
 Trails

BUILDING STRONG®
16

Environmental Impact Statement – Proposed Action



Interior Drainage System 
ImprovementsImprovements

Interior Drainage Plan Improvements

East
Le ee

Demolish Old Hampton Pump 
Station
Construct New Hampton Pump 

Levee Station 
Nobles Branch Sump Improvements 

Demolish Charlie Pump Station

Construct New Charlie Pump Station
Rehabilitate Existing Delta Pump

West
Levee

Rehabilitate Existing Delta Pump 
Station
Construct New Delta Pumping 
Station
Eagle Ford and Trinity-Portland 
Sump Improvementsp p
Construct New Trinity-Portland 
Pumping Plant 
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Alternatives Considered
 No Action Alternative
 Alternative 2: Proposed Action with the Parkway 
 Alternative 3: Proposed Action without the 

Parkway 
N bl Diff

Feature Alternative 2 Alternative 3 Change 
(from 2 to 3)

Bike Path 0 miles 3.4 miles + 3.4 miles
l i ld 8 88 1 10 3

Notable Differences

Flex Fields 77.8 acres 88.1 acres + 10.3 acres
Amphitheaters 2 3 + 1
Meadow 1,259.5 acres 1,230.0 acres - 29.5 acres
Park Road 9.6 miles 11.8 miles + 2.2 miles
Planter Boxes (raised vegetation) 4.9 acres 14.7 acres + 9.8 acres
Secondary Pedestrian Path 17.5 miles 16.9 miles - 0.6 miles
Wetlands 201.3 acres 206.7 acres + 5.5 acres
Parking Area 17.75 acres 19.75 acres + 2 acres
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Environmental Impact Statement – Proposed Action



Cumulative Analysis
A t f i tAs part of impact 

analysis, the Proposed 
Action is considered on 
its own, and in concertits own, and in concert 

with other past, present, 
and reasonably 

foreseeable future 
projectsprojects.
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Environmental Consequences
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Environmental Consequences

BUILDING STRONG®
21

Environmental Impact Statement – Proposed Action



Environmental Consequences
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Environmental Consequences
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Environmental Consequences

Alternative 2 is the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ Preferred 
Alternative and has preliminarily determined it to be the 

L t E i t ll D i P ti bl Alt ti
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Recommended Plan Presentation 
OverviewOverview

 Review Flood Risk Management Plan

R lt f C h i A l i Results of Comprehensive Analysis

 Overview of the Recommended Plan in the 
Draft Feasibility Report

BUILDING STRONG®
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Review of Flood Risk Management Plan

 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and City of Dallas 
utilized an integrated approach for identifying autilized an integrated approach for identifying a 
Flood Risk Management Plan for improving the 
levee systemy

 Utilized results from economic analyses and risk 
assessment

 Analyzed both structural and non-structural 
measuresmeasures
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Flood Risk Management 
Recommended Plan IdentifiedRecommended Plan Identified

Three (3) recommended actions:  ( )
• About $10 million dollars total

• AT&SF Bridge modifications/partial removal g p
• Raise the levees to contain a 277,000 cubic feet per 

second (cfs) flow
Thi fl t t 2 500 fl d t• This flow equates to a 2,500-year flood event

• Improvements to the City’s Emergency Action Plan
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Comprehensive AnalysisComprehensive Analysis
The Water Resources Development  Act in 2007 (WRDA
2007) directed the Corps to ensure that the Balanced 
Vision Plan and Interior Drainage Plan are “technically 
sound” and “environmentally acceptable”

• Technical soundness is determined by completing 
comprehensive analysis of hydrology and hydraulics* 
(H&H) geotechnical and civil design(H&H), geotechnical and civil design

• Environmental acceptability is determined by completing 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process

*H&H analysis determines the amount of runoff, depth, extent, and velocity of the flood waters 
coming down the river
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Comprehensive Analysis 
ConclusionsConclusions

• Trinity Parkway, Balanced Vision Plan (BVP) and Interior 
Drainage Plan (IDP) features have been determined individuallyDrainage Plan (IDP) features have been determined individually 
to be technically sound at current level of design

• Potential negative impacts related to deviations from 1988• Potential negative impacts related to deviations from 1988 
Record of Decision (ROD) criteria are insignificant; a variance to 
ROD is currently proposed  

• With slight modifications of the expected design refinements, all 
features would function on a comprehensive system wide level p y
from a Corps Civil Works perspective
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Recommended PlanRecommended Plan
•WRDA 2007, Section 5141, authorized $459 million total 
budget for Recommended Plan

• Includes cost share of 65% federal and 35% non-federalIncludes cost share of 65% federal and 35% non federal

• The City can spend a portion of its cost share portion 
before the Corps begins spending moneybefore the Corps begins spending money
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Recommended Plan (Alternative 2)Recommended Plan (Alternative 2)

• The cost share portion of the project cannot exceed theThe cost share portion of the project cannot exceed the 
WRDA 2007 authorization of $459 million plus inflation
• The cost share portion includes flood risk reduction and ecosystem 
restorationrestoration

• Remaining BVP and IDP projects will be constructed by the 
C SCity through the Section 408 process

• Accommodates Trinity Parkway construction by other entityy y y y
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Recommended Plan (Alternative 2)( )
FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT:
•Levees

• Raise levee low spots along 9.3 miles of levees to meet 277K flowRaise levee low spots along 9.3 miles of levees to meet 277K flow
• Low spots to be filled from borrow area of future site of West Dallas Lake            
• Modify AT&SF Bridge
• 3:1 to 4:1 slopes may be funded by City

•Interior Drainage•Interior Drainage
•Baker Pump Station
•Able Pump Station
•Hampton Pump Station

ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION:
•River Relocation

• Adds meanders back to river
• Builds habitat pools to improve aquatic diversityp p q y

•Corinth Wetlands
• Expands existing wetland; Corps participates in excavation and plantings
• City may construct recreational features such as boardwalks and trails
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Recommended Federal Plan (Alternative 2)
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Recommended Plan (Alternative 2)
C t Sh i SCost Sharing Summary

•Total Cost: $529.1 million

•Federal Cost: $343.9 million

•Non-Federal Share: $185.2 million
•5% cash on Flood Risk Management: $10.4 million
•Estimated Credit: $115.5 million
•Lands, Easements, Rights of Ways and Relocations: $59.3 million

•Bottom line for City: y
•10.4 million + $59.3 million = $69.7 million still needed 
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Public Involvement
HOW TO PROVIDE

Comments received here were

HOW TO PROVIDE 
COMMENTS 

• The Draft EIS Public 
Review Period runs from 

Comments received here were 
incorporated into the Draft EIS April 18th to June 2. 

• Comments are being 
taken here in writing and 
spoken to a recorder.

We are here now

p
• Comments may also be 

emailed or via US Mail.
• Submit your comments 

no later than June 2nd

Final opportunity to 
comment on the EIS

no later than June 2 .
• For additional information 

on how to comment, visit 
the sign in table.

• This is your best

June-Sept. 2014

September 2014
comment on the EIS • This is your best 

opportunity to be involved 
the in final development 
of this action!

December 2014
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