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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Carleton-Trinity Bluffs, Ltd. is submitting the proposed project, Carleton Development’s Storm
Drain and Temporary Access Road, as a future minor 408 request for National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) compliance under the Programmatic Environmental Assessment (PEA).

This  document  is  a  Supplemental  Environmental  Assessment  (SEA)  to  the  PEA  entitled Civil
Works Minor Section 408 NEPA Compliance, United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE),
Fort Worth District, dated April 11, 2011. The PEA received a Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI) on April 15, 2011. The PEA is posted on the Fort Worth District’s website
www.usace.army.mil.

The purpose of the PEA was to evaluate known minor Section 408 requests and future minor
Section 408 requests on properties of USACE Public Works projects located within the USACE
Fort Worth District Civil Works boundaries.  Due to the high demand and increasing interest of
non-federal entities proposing alterations within USACE Public Works boundaries, USACE
found it necessary to prepare the PEA to address NEPA compliance for minor Section 408
requests on completed USACE Public Works projects to further the Federal review and approval
process.

This document provides information on a project that will require alterations to Tarrant County
Water Control and Improvement District #1’s flowage and sewage easements.  These easements
are USACE Public Works projects, and a floodplain maintenance easement along the West Fork
Trinity River, which was not included in the PEA. In accordance with 33 USC Section 408, any
alteration of a USACE Public Works project will require USACE review and approval to ensure
that the alteration does not adversely impact the USACE Public Works.  Furthermore, 33 CFR
Section 230, Procedures for Implementing NEPA (Engineering Regulation 200-2-2), stipulates
that a NEPA document must be prepared to address the impacts to the environment as a result of
the Federal action.  All requests for alterations to a USACE Public Works project are submitted
by the non-Federal sponsor.

The PEA identified five criteria that, if met, would prevent the need for additional NEPA
documentation on future minor Section 408 requests:

1. Primary vegetative impact must consist of grasslands with no riparian bottomland forest
impacted,

2.  No impacts to federal mitigation areas and/or lands specified as ecosystem restoration.
3.   Impacts  to  waters  of  the  U.S.  would  have  to  meet  the  requirements  of  a  Nationwide  or

Regional General Permit,
4.  No significant impacts to threatened or endangered species will be allowed to ensure

Endangered Species Act (ESA),
5.  No significant impacts to cultural resources will be allowed.

The Proposed Action that this SEA addresses meets all but one of these criteria.  The project will
impact forest vegetation. The PEA states that if the proposed minor Section 408 request does not

http://www.usace.army.mil./
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meet the five categories, then a supplemental EA or EIS would be required.  The preparation of
this SEA is required to construct the proposed project.

1.1 PURPOSE AND NEED

Carleton-Trinity Bluffs, Ltd. proposes to build a 2.05-acre multi-family residential
development to meet the residential needs of this rapidly growing area.  A proposed
outfall structure is necessary to provide safe drainage from the proposed Trinity Bluffs’
multi-family  development  project.   The  outfall  structure  is  necessary  to  allow  for  the
storm  water  drainage  system  of  this  project  to  drain  as  designed.    The  most  direct
drainage  route  is  west  of  the  development,  to  the  east  bank  of  the  West  Fork  Trinity
River.  The proposed project triggers the SEA because the construction of the proposed
storm water drain piping and associated access road will permanently clear vegetation
within the right of way.  A temporary access road is proposed, providing temporary
access to the proposed multi-family development east of the Tarrant County Water
Control and Improvement District # 1’s easements.

The Proposed Action will include the construction of one storm drain, associated piping,
permanent access road to stormceptor, and a temporary access road located on the east
bank  of  the  West  Fork  Trinity  River,  just  west  of  Samuels  Ave  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas
(Appendix A, Sheet 1 of 8).  The project (Proposed Action) must provide for safe
drainage of storm water discharge.  The outfall structure was part of the drainage plan for
the Trinity Bluffs’ multi-family development throughout the planning and design process.
The Proposed Action’s objectives are to provide safe storm water drainage, minimize
potential environmental damage, and minimize maintenance of the proposed structures.

1.2 SCOPE

The scope of the SEA is to evaluate the Section 408 request to install an outfall structure,
piping, and temporary access road on the east bank of the West Fork Trinity River which
will cross the Tarrant County Water Control and Improvement District #1’s sewage and
flowage easements which runs along the east bank of the river.  Carleton-Trinity Bluffs,
Ltd. did not conduct scoping or public involvement activities for the SEA.  This SEA
relied on PEAs scoping and public involvement activities.  This document will be
available for public review as a part of the process.  Public involvement is discussed
further is Section 8 of this report.

2.0 DESCRIPTION OF ALTERNATIVES

The No Action and the Proposed Action are the only two reasonable alternatives for this project.

2.1 ALTERNATIVE 1- NO ACTION

The No Action alternative would not meet the needs of the Trinity Bluff’s multi-family
residential development.   The multi-family development would not drain excess storm
water.  This situation is not desirable and is potentially unsafe for residents and adjacent
residential areas to the project area.  Due to the drastic proposed elevation changes
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between the development and the West Fork Trinity River, the No Action alternative
would create an overland flow, likely hazardous conditions.  Additionally, excess storm
water may promote a health hazard (e.g., mosquitoes).

The No Action alternative would not allow for the installation of the outfall structure,
piping and access roads on the east  bank of the West Fork Trinity River.   If  the outfall
structure is not constructed the storm water drainage system for the multi-family
development would not function as designed.  The proposed development and adjacent
residential areas could flood and flood waters could flow overland until they reached the
West Fork Trinity River.

2.2 ALTERNATIVE 2- TWO OUTFALL STRUCTURES

Preliminary discussions considered installing two outfall structures discharging into the
West Fork Trinity River.  One outfall structure was proposed on the northern portion of
the project and the second on the southern portion.  This alternative is not the least
environmentally damaging alternative and would result in more maintenance then the
Proposed Action.  This alternative was rejected because it does not meet the project’s
objectives.

2.3 ALTERNATIVE 3- PROPOSED ACTION

The Proposed Action would include the installation of an outfall structure and piping to
the West Fork Trinity River and the construction of a permanent access road and
temporary access road (Sheet 2 of 8 in Appendix A).  This outfall structure will provide
drainage for the Trinity Buff’s multi-family development project.  The piping connecting
the outfall structure to the proposed development and access road would cross Tarrant
County Water Control and Improvement District #1’s Sewage and Flowage easements
along the West Fork Trinity River.

The outfall structure will consist of a 24-inch diameter reinforced concrete pipe (RCP)
(Appendix A, Sheet 6 through 8 of 8).  The outfall structure will be placed below the
normal water elevation.

The outfall structure will be constructed within the floodplain maintenance easement
along the West Fork Trinity River.   The piping and access roads will  be constructed in
the Tarrant County Water Control and Improvement District #1’s Sewage and Flowage
easements.  The permanent access road will be constructed to provide an access route to
the  stormceptor.   The  Proposed  Action,  one  outfall  structure  and  associated  piping  and
access roads, minimizes the impact to the existing vegetation on the bluff.  Trinity River
Association (TRA) requires the outfall structure to be located a minimum of 3-feet below
the normal water surface elevation, which is why minimal disturbance to the river bank is
proposed.
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3.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The existing conditions and affected environment of the proposed study area were assessed to
determine the potential environmental consequences.

3.1 SETTING

The proposed project is surrounded by land that is planned as mixed-use development.
The project area is currently zoned as Planned Development. The project is within the
Tarrant County Water Control and Improvement District #1’s Sewage and Flowage
easements. The storm water pipe and outfall structure will be located within the
Floodplain Maintenance easement. The project area is comprised of 50 percent deciduous
forest, 40 percent grassland and 10 percent riparian vegetation community.

3.2 SOCIOECONOMIC RESOURCES

According to the U.S. Census data for 2010, the project area is located in Census Tract
1232, Block Group 1, Block 1143. The median household income within this Census
Tract 1232 is $38,631. There are a total of 478 people that live in Block 1143 with 24.9
percent of the population consisting of minorities (2.5 percent Black/African American,
19.9 percent Hispanic, 1.5 percent Asian, 0.2 percent American Indian/ Alaska Native,
and 0.2 percent other).

3.3 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

No hazardous, toxic, or radioactive waste (HTRW) is anticipated within the project area.
Field observations were made during the preparation of this document and no evidence of
past contamination was observed.

3.4 NOISE AND AESTHETICS

The construction of the outfall  structure,  piping and access roads will  likely take one to
three weeks. Noise and aesthetic concerns associated would be a factor during the time
of construction.  Heavy machinery would be used to clear vegetation and dig the trench to
install the piping for the outfall structure.

3.5 AQUATIC RESOURCES

3.5.1 SURFACE WATER

Surface water associated with the project area is the West Fork Trinity River.  The
outfall structure will be located below the 100-year floodplain (Appendix A,
Sheet 3 of 8).
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3.5.2 GROUNDWATER

The project area is located within the Trinity (subcrop) Aquifer (Hayes, 2009) and
located  in  the  Trinity  River  Basin  and  the  Lower  West  Fork  Trinity  Sub-Basin
(Hayes, 2004).

3.5.3 WETLANDS AND WATERS OF THE U.S.

Wetlands were not observed within the project area.  The West Fork Trinity River
is located within the project  area and would be classified as a water of the U.S.
The West Fork Trinity River is considered a perennial stream.  The banks of the
West Fork Trinity, within the project area, are dominated by western ragweed
(Ambrosia psilostachya), Bermudagrass (Cynodon dactylon) and prostrate
knotweed (Polygonum aviculare).

3.6 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

3.6.1 VEGETATION

The vegetation within the project area consists of grassland, riparian and
deciduous forest communities. The proposed storm water outfall structure is
located within the grassland and riparian vegetation community.  The existing
grassland vegetation is maintained on a regular basis and is dominated by
Bermudagrass, western soapberry saplings (Sapindus saponaria var.
drummondii), Johnsongrass (Sorghum halepense)  and  switch  grass  (Panicum
virgatum).  The riparian vegetation associated with storm water outfall structure
consisted of western ragweed, prostrate knotweed, trumpet creeper (Campsis
radicans), button bush (Cephalanthus occidentalis)  and  red  mulberry  (Morus
rubra).

The access roads and piping associated with the storm water outfall structure is
located within the deciduous forest vegetation community.  The deciduous forest
has an understory dominated by Canadian wildrye (Elyleymus hirtiflorus),
Chinese privet (Ligustrum sinensis),  western  soapberry  and  greenbrier  (Smilax
rotundifolia). The understory consisted of 40 percent vegetation cover, 55
percent natural forest litter, and five percent residential trash. The overstory is
dominated by hackberry (Celtis laevigata), chinaberry (Melia azedarach) and
cedar elm (Ulmus crassifolia). The average diameter  at  breast  height  (DBH)  of
the overstory trees was four-inches.

3.6.2 FISH AND WILDLIFE SPECIES

Fish  and  wildlife  species  found within  the  project  area  would  be  similar  to  that
described in the PEA.
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3.6.3 THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

The  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  (USFWS)  list  two  species  within  Tarrant
County as endangered.  These species are the interior least tern (Sterna
antillarum) and whooping crane (Grus americana) (USFWS, 2013).

Interior least terns nest in colonies along sand and gravel bars located near bodies
of water.  Their diet includes small fish and aquatic crustaceans.   When these
birds are breeding they will forage within a few hundred feet of the nesting colony
(TPWD, 2013).  Whooping cranes are a potential migrant throughout most of
Texas.

There are no designated critical habitats present for the federally listed species
within the project area.  These federally listed bird species were not observed
within the project area.  This proposed project is not expected to have any effect
on these listed species.

3.7 AIR QUALITY

The proposed project is located within the nine-county Dallas/Fort Worth nonattainment
area.  The General Conformity Determination described in PEA would apply to the
proposed project.  The only difference from the PEA is the 2008 eight-hour ozone
standard designation.  A ten-county Dallas/Fort Worth area was designated
nonattainment and classified moderate under the 2008 eight-hour ozone National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), effective July 20, 2013 (77 FR 30088).  The
Dallas Fort Worth area includes the nine counties that were designated under the 1997
eight-hour ozone standards in addition to Wise County.  The attainment deadline for the
Dallas Fort Worth moderate attainment area was December 31, 2008.

3.8 CLIMATE

The climate for the state of Texas for this proposed project is similar to what is described
in the PEA.

3.9 CULTURAL RESOURCES

The proposed project’s area of potential effect (APE) is limited to the footprint of the
project,  seen  on  Sheet  3  of  8  in  Appendix  A.   The  APE  is  defined  by  the  extent  of
construction. Kimley-Horn  staff  verified  the  presence  of  the  Trinity  River  Bluff,  a
Traditional Cultural Property (TCP), in the APE. The Trinity River Bluff is assessed as a
TCP, which is defined as “a historic property whose significance derives from the role
the property plays in a community’s historically rooted beliefs, customs, and practices”
(Prior, 2009).  The bluff begins at the beginning of the project’s footprint and terminates
at the water front.  The project does not propose to adversely affect the bluff.  Proposed
impacts are limited to dirt moving activities, construction of a temporary access road and
removal of vegetation.  No historic resources are known to be present in the proposed
outfall structure’s locations.  Consultation with Texas Historical Commission indicated
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that the no additional archeological survey is required.  If previously unrecorded
archeological resources are encountered during construction, work should stop in the area
and  Texas  Historical  Commission  and  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  Fort  Worth
District should be notified.

3.10 RECREATION

No designated recreation areas are located within the project area.  The project will not
result in impacts to recreation.

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

This section describes the environmental consequences associated with each alternative
that is considered under this SEA.

4.1 SOCIOECONOMIC RESOURCES

4.1.1 NO ACTION

Implementing the No Action alternative would result in no impacts to minorities
or low-income populations.

4.1.2 PROPOSED ACTION

The Proposed Action would not result in any adverse impacts on the surrounding
community.  The census tract that the Proposed Action falls within is above the
2013 Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) poverty guidelines of
$23,550.  The proposed project would not restrict access to any surrounding
existing public or community service facilities.  While minority and low income
population could be affected by the Proposed Action, there would not be any
adverse effects to these populations.

4.2 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

4.2.1 NO ACTION

Implementing the No Action alternative would result in no impacts to hazardous
materials.

4.2.2 PROPOSED ACTION

The Proposed Action would not result in any impacts related to hazardous
materials.   If,  during  the  construction  of  the  outfall  structure,  piping  and  the
access road, any hazardous materials are discovered, construction will
immediately cease and hazardous materials will be classified, removed, and
properly disposed of before constriction continues in that area.



Supplemental Environmental Assessment April 2014
Carleton Development’s Storm Drain and Access Roads Page 8

4.3 NOISE AND AESTHETICS

4.3.1 NO ACTION

Implementing the No Action alternative would result in no impacts from noise or
the visual aspect of the area.

4.3.2 PROPOSED ACTION

The Proposed Action will result in temporary impacts to the noise and visual
aspect of the area.  The impacts would only be temporary and occur during the
time of construction.  Construction will occur over a one- to three-week period.
Construction would only occur during daylight hours when loud noises are more
tolerable.

Heavy machinery and storage of materials will be necessary during construction.
This would temporarily affect the aesthetics within the project area.  Once
construction is complete the area will be returned to pre-construction contours.
The permanent access road will result in permanent clearing of vegetation within
the right of way.  The temporary access road will be revegetated with herbaceous
species.

4.4 AQUATIC RESOURCES

4.4.1 SURFACE WATER

4.4.1.1 NO ACTION

Implementing the No Action alternative would result in no impacts to
surface water.

4.4.1.2 PROPOSED ACTION

The Proposed Action would result in direct impacts to the West Fork
Trinity River as a result of the outfall structure. The outfall structure will
be located below the normal water elevation of the West Fork Trinity
River.   Impacts  from  the  outfall  structure  will  be  limited  to  minimum
necessary for construction and would fall within the impact threshold for
use of a Regional General Permit 12.

4.4.2 GROUNDWATER

4.4.2.1 NO ACTION

Implementing the No Action alternative would result in no impacts to
groundwater.
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4.4.2.2 PROPOSED ACTION

The Proposed Action would result in minimal to non-existent impacts to
groundwater resources.  The outfall structure and storm water line would
be installed through an open-cut method close to the existing ground
surface.  No horizontal drilling or other techniques that have been
associated with groundwater impacts would occur.

4.4.3 WETLANDS AND WATERS OF THE U.S.

4.4.3.1 NO ACTION

Implementing the No Action alternative would result in no impacts to
wetlands and waters of the U.S.

4.4.3.2 PROPOSED ACTION

The Proposed Action would result in temporary impacts to 0.003-acres of
waters of the U.S.  The discharges at this location would not impact
wetlands or other special aquatic sites.  The impacts from the outfall
structure would be authorized under Regional General Permit 12 for
Modification and Alteration of Corps of Engineers Projects.  The
Proposed Action would not impact Section 10 waters.

4.5 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

4.5.1 VEGETATION

4.5.1.1 NO ACTION

Implementing the No Action alternative would result in no impacts to
vegetation.

4.5.1.2 PROPOSED ACTION

The Proposed Action would result in impacts to the grassland, riparian,
and deciduous forest vegetation communities.  Impacts to grassland would
be temporary.  The existing grassland vegetation is dominated by
bermudagrass, which is maintained on a regular basis.  Impacts to the
deciduous forest vegetation community will be temporary.  The deciduous
forest vegetation would be revegetated following construction.  Pre-
construction contours will be restored following construction.

Approximately 36 trees (six-inches and larger diameter at breast height)
would be removed to construct the piping associated with the outfall
structure and the access roads.
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4.5.2 FISH AND WILDLIFE SPECIES

4.5.2.1 NO ACTION

Implementing the No Action alternative would result in no impacts to fish
and wildlife species.

4.5.2.2 PROPOSED ACTION

The Proposed Action will result in minimal impacts to fish and wildlife
species.  The impacts to fish and wildlife species would be similar to the
impacts described in the PEA.  The PEA states that projects “located
within urban environments with typical fish and wildlife species adapted
to  urban  activities  and  surroundings.   Since  the  fish  and  wildlife  species
have adapted to the present conditions and the proposed alterations would
not significantly alter that condition, and impacts to wildlife and their
habitats would be temporary in nature and limited to the construction
phase.”

4.5.3 THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

4.5.3.1 NO ACTION

Implementing the No Action alternative would result in no impacts to
threatened and endangered species.

4.5.3.2 PROPOSED ACTION

Due to the urban location of the project area, on-going disturbance,
fragmented and altered habitat, and small footprint of the project, no
significant adverse impacts to threatened or endangered species are
expected to occur as a result of the Proposed Action.

4.6 AIR QUALITY

4.6.1 NO ACTION

Implementing the No Action alternative would result in no impacts to air quality
because no construction would occur.

4.6.2 PROPOSED ACTION

Impact to regional air quality resulting from relatively minor construction
activities associated with the Proposed Action, such as dust and exhaust from
construction equipment, would be considered temporary, minimal, and considered
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deminimus.  The associated minimal impacts would not require a General
Conformity Analysis.

4.7 CULTURAL RESOURCES

4.7.1 NO ACTION

Under the No Action alternative, any cultural resource within the project area
would remain undisturbed.  No impacts to cultural resources would occur due to
the implementation of the No Action alternative.

4.7.2 PROPOSED ACTION

No known archeological sites are extant within the project area.  A single historic
property exists within the project area; the Bluff, a Traditional Cultural Property
(TCP) that  is  eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).  The
proposed action does not diminish the relevant or significant impact to the historic
property.  If human remains or archeological materials are encountered during the
construction, work shall immediately stop in the area and the U.S. Army Corp of
Engineers Fort Worth District will be notified along with appropriate authorities.
Work  shall  not  continue  until  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  has  the
requirements of all applicable federal historic preservation laws.

4.8 RECREATION

4.8.1 NO ACTION

The No Action alternative would result in no impacts to recreational designated
areas.

4.8.2 PROPOSED ACTION

The Proposed Action alternative would result in no impacts to recreational
designated areas because they are not located within the project area.

5.0 MAINTENANCE

5.1 PRIMARY AND SECONDARY MAINTENANCE ACCESS ROUTE

The existing maintenance gravel road located east of the West Fork Trinity River will be
the primary access route to the stormceptor.  A secondary access route to the stormceptor
will be constructed between Samuels Ave. and the existing gravel road, see Sheet 2 of 8
in Appendix A. This secondary access route will be a permanent access road located on
the north side of the development (Sheet 2 of 8 in Appendix A).
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5.2  LONG TERM MAINTENANCE

The developer, Carleton-Trinity Bluff, Ltd., will be responsible for long term
maintenance of the stormceptor, secondary access road and drainage structure.

6.0 MITIGATION

6.1 CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 404

Adverse impacts to waters of the U.S. would be avoided and minimized to the extent
practicable.  The need for compensatory mitigation for adverse impacts to waters of the
U.S. is not necessary since the proposed impacts are minimal both individually and
cumulatively from a Section 404 standpoint.

6.2 VEGETATION

Clearing of vegetation would be limited to the “Limits of Disturbance,” seen on Sheet 5
of 8 in Appendix A.  The “Limits of Disturbance” is necessary for construction.  The
permanent access road located within the “Limits of Disturbance” will not be
revegetated.  The remaining disturbed areas within the flowage easement will receive a
2” thick seed injection compost blanket.  This will help restore the disturbed area to pre-
construction conditions. The USACE does not require woodland mitigation for Section
408 actions, unless impacts occur with Section 404 jurisdictional areas. This action does
not require a pre-construction notification or compensatory mitigation under Section 404.

7.0 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Past, Present, Reasonably Foreseeable Projects

Past projects would include the floodplain maintenance easement, Tarrant County Water
Control and Improvement District #1’s flowage easement, floodplain easement and
sewage easement and residential and commercial development adjacent to and near the
project area.

Present projects would include operation and maintenance of the West Fork Trinity River
by USACE, Tarrant County Water Control Improvement District #1, and the City of Fort
Worth.

Future projects would include residential development east of the project (i.e. Trinity
Bluff’s multi-family development).  The outfall structure will service the Trinity Bluff’s
multifamily development.

No direct or indirect impacts from this project are expected to groundwater or threatened
and endangered species.  No cumulative impacts from implementing the Proposed Action
are anticipated.
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7.1 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

The impacts to the grassland, riparian and deciduous forest vegetation community have
been minimized to the extent possible.  Cumulative impacts to the vegetation would
result from development of open space to urban development. Portions of the deciduous
forest outside of the levee easement will likely be converted to residential uses.

7.2 AIR QUALITY

The limited scope of the Proposed Action would not be enough to trigger significant
cumulative impacts to the air quality.

7.3 CULTURAL RESOURCES

No adverse direct impacts to cultural resources are anticipated from the Proposed Action.
Cumulative impacts could occur as a result of development of adjacent property.

8.0 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

8.1 AGENCY COORDINATION

This  section  discusses  consultations  and  coordination  that  will  occur  during  the
preparation of this document.  This includes contacts made during the development of the
proposed action, other alternatives considered, and preparation of this SEA.  Copies of
agency coordination letters are presented in Appendix B.  Formal and information
coordination would be conducted with the following agencies:

· State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO),
· Texas Historic Commission (THC),
· U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS),
· Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Region 6 office
· Texas Parks and Wildlife Department (TPWD), and
· Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ).

8.2 PUBLIC INFORMATION AND REVIEW

In accordance with NEPA, a 30-day review period of the SEA was provided via a Notice
of Availability, posting of the document on the Fort Worth District website
www.swf.usace.army.mil, and a local mailing (Appendix C).

http://www.swf.usace.army.mil/
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