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DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY
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060) 407-(d_00 • TDD Only (ktearin8 impairt.dJ f360) 40r_.6006

w.oki._on SmtcSena_ ;_

P.O. Box 40433 0 _,
Olympia, WA 983040433 =.

Dear S:n_or Pa_rson:

Thankyou for your |euer of cong_,,l:-ons last wec]c I am looking forw_l _ the:baUc:_-s of
my _w positionm C_ dum_ I know t will _ servingThestateof W,-h;,,_on. h has
beenaFnvll=getowoz_on suchctmUengingissuesoverTheyears,andI'veaRsn:c_d The
opporumiry m help make a dLff.ex_ce in pro_ting tim=_,e's wmerbod_es.

1am also providing Thisletter in r=spon_ to your request for _=fmmadon on E¢ology'a rev_=wof
the proposed SeaTa= expanmo_ under See'don401of the federalClean WaterAc_. Please excuse
the laTenessof my response, as ] havebeen busy compledn$ all my other work e_ Ecolosy. I've
included wi_ thislonera briff ass_ ofmy viewoflhcissues-ducm sevcr_time
conscci==,i:isnm complete,butitdoesfocusanwhaxIbelievearesomeof_ primaryissues
.m beresolvedintheprojectreview.

Inallfairness,I mu._includetwocaveatswilhriffslem=.Fh_ ,h;,:us=ssmentre£1eclsmy own
v_ews of the ismcs based on my work over the put _evend yearsto develop a defen._'ble401
d_ision, h may um fully reflect_ v'_"wsof othersat Ecok_gy. Second,someofabe
infonn_uon rye used in my ardec_nem may nm be up to d_, since I am not awareofaJJt:b¢
changestha_haveocnur_dwithtttePort'spruposalorEcology'sx_viewsinceIwastakenoff

l_ojectinOctober.IrecommendyoucontactAnn Kenny atEcology'sNorthwestRegional
Office(425-649-43I0)fur_ mostup-m-d_ei_'m'mstiononEcology'sreview.

Also, as you point ou_in your leu_, wid_my new position in California, I will not be u
available u_ Ann as had been ax_i¢ipamdwhen shewas assiltnedto the401revi=w;,however, I
willmake myselfavailableby phoneore-mailifnece=saryandasvariousqtw._onsarise.
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A4lsh_,th,,,; :youfar >,ourkind wishes.,,,,,__udc you for your mumm in EcoLogy'swork.

Tom Lu._r

Cc: Ecology: Tom FjT',_mmnne
B/II
Gordoa White

HeU_S

Ann K_my
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IS_ R.KLATED TO ECOLOGY'S SECTION 401WAT]UR QUA.LrrY
CEgI'/FICATION REVIEW OF TH_ PROPOS£D SL,.TAC A.II_O_T F.X.PA.NSIOI_ .

General Issues: background on th_ review process-
• R_-quiremencsfor 401 ccrj_ca_io n"

• "Rcasonabl_ assurance"
• I.um'action of Secdans 401 and 402 of the fecL-._ Clan Water

Specific Issues/_llt_l to .*.quaflc resource Prorecllon: to bc resolved as pan of Ecology's
401 _vim_v-
• Determine direct, indkect, and cum_ impacts andid_lify _ccssary nd_isanon "
• Determine compliance with other assoc_ed aquatic _source-rel_d mgulauons
• Determine sumdzn_sfor'clean fill" rn_erial

• Develop an accc'p_blc stormw_' plan
• Develop an acc_le sm_mflow augm_ plan
• Develop an accepud:_lewe_and impacts aad mitip_n

GENERAL ISSUES:

My pnmnr_ job duty h"= _'to emsur_,rb_,our401 decisions _T in cle-,m"wa_. For most
proposedprojects,this meansIm_I_ngaxthefullrange ofknown oranticipatedknpnc_
associated with the consuucz.ion and opm"_ionof a projcet, reviewing those impacts ag.i_ctThe
wa_r qmflirystandards, and determining if the s,_,,-d_n:iswillben_ andwhm pcrn_ cond_ons
arcneeded to erasureth=y are met.

Withregards to the proposed ScsT_c expansion, the intemtof my review d=ougb.om the process
was to &-velop a fully defensible 401 decision _oensure flua applicable wau= quality reg,,t=fivns
would be me;

Requirements for 401 eerl:lflc_tion:

Thebasicreqmx_ncatofEcolo_'sr_view has w.mah_edthe same throughout_b=historyofrh;,_
proposed _oject - m d_tenmne wh_h_ the pmpos_] wi_ mee__ s_'s wa,l_. qualiIy
ST--a_m:IS.The tbZ'.'emain questionsto beanswc_d with regards_omeetingthe standardsare:

• Will the proposed d/s_k,.,ges (eonswuctioa and Ol_'ar_._l) meet anddegrad_t.ion
requizemems (i.e., no fm'th_ degradation i. _ wag'rhode, and n_ degradation below a
ccrmn l_vel)?

• Will these discharges allow beneficial uses (such as _hi__g, _creation. water supply, etc.)
tobe_ _ntheaffected wren'bodies?

• WLUthey meet the applicable aurora-it and narrative warn- quality crimria7

AR 049827



41111 0 _ o.

01/22/01 10:54 F,_ 3ti0 TSB 7450 _]005
T-345 1=.OOS/O10 _-iI23

O_-Z_-:O01 _t:SEm Fr_-

Isxues R_iated to Ecaiogy's SeaTuc _-_,iew
January 2L 2001

Page 2 of 7

The federal Cleall W.ateaAt1 and tl_ s_l_:_ qlmllt_ _taladnr_ arc:sla'uct_ed to apply both to
di_-_,_ges and to the war, bodies being dis,-h-_ed to. ]_:ology's obligation under the

regulations is to rc_icw proposed projc_s ID _ both _ _ Ct'wl?Jrrn;n'_ |_'v_l$ ill a

proposed dischax_e m¢_ the water query standards ana thn_the receivi_ walerbody is ,,,¢=_g
",hestandards. Esscmially, the mecrm-lqms of the Clenn Water Act (i.e., pcrmh review und_
Sections 401 and 402) arc intmu:ledto result in m_ting the goals of_bc Ac: (i.e., fishable and
_rmamabl= _ratcra,the elimination of tome discharges, rag.).

"Reasonable Assuran©e": l_view undo"Sect'ion401 r_quires lecoLoID,w have "rm_onable
ass='anc¢" that r._ water quality standards will be met. "P ___ble assurance" is a Ta'_, of law
m'"mS we mu._ have a "prel_ndnran== of evident=" showing tha_Theproposed actions will
mec,t d_: smndm'ds. In addition, "reasonable assurance" r_ognizes tha_ then¢ is some _v:,
with r.h¢decision, given that $heproposed a_Lons will occur _ m tl_ _tw_ and cannot
be fully predicted. Therefore, _ we have the necessm-y"prepondcranr_ o_ evid_ucc" _xowmg
rdm_sranaards will bc :net. w_ _ th_ i...],,_., conditions that --;._.-_sb.=_ _r_asof
ua_=v':i,n'y - for examph:, condilions can b_ added to the 401 ix_mi_ llm! r_quire mom_ori_g.,
¢omplianc: i_-pccrions, r_vicw ,-,d approva_of any design change.s,etc.

lntz_ction of 401 and 407.:A_ k_y poim in _colo_,'s review on _hi_particular proj_t is
the inter'_tion of_o diHerem sections of_e Clean WaterAct. The proposed SeaTac =xpansion
rcqaircs approvals und_ both Section 401 of the Act (_nttcrquality certificaxion) and Secti_a
402 ofr._ Act (NPDES di_tm-ge permirs). While thesesections of the a,_ &e bor.hmeam m
e_u._ compliance wi_hwa_" qua/it7 standards, they rakea differcmt appro-_'h _ mw-'_b_
teetSfi:d when a proposal t-.quires approvals _d= each.

The Clcau War_r_ includes diffm-emrcq_ts for p_,',_i!review under Sections 401 and
402. The essential diffcrmace is UrnsSection 40l(d) emablisho ;.hma c.-'n_fica_on_ include
a21n_c_ssarycffhmm limitations to ensure s_a.miardsaretact, and Section 402(a) allows a permi_
_oci_h=rinclude r.hoselimimLionsor other appropriatemeasures that will evcnnmLLylcsd _o the
s;m.uaardsbeing m_.

Ecology has recog_ed th/s _cc by drafting a policy betwe_ its Wa:er QualilT Program,
which impl=mems See:ion 402, and its Sho_lands aud Environm_nud A.smsumce Pro_'m_,
_h.ich i.m_t'm_r.S Scc_oZl 401. _ policy establishes a review process for proposed projects
r=quiring both pr.a',d_. Key lanBuage of this policy includ_ _e following:

"When a project's disr.har_cs arccovered by an Individual 402 Permit, and r.heproje¢_is
in compliance with that pc,'mit as demrmincd by the Wa_crQuaLi_yProgram, r.h=401
Certificationwillr_quireeomplimacewithth_Individual402Permitasadequatefor
compliant= with the w'a:crquality sumdards, howevc= additional 401 Cer_ifica_/on
conditionsmay be m'ccsssry w address comz_Lianc:farstormwamr andoth_ wat...-r
qualityimpactsorprojeczare.asnotcovcredby_c ,+02Permit."
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"For t_'oje.c'_rhaz have noz ycz obutincd a required 402 Permit. zbc 401 Cer_i_ca_ian will
be held in abeyance for a maximum period ofonc year, or denied wifiu_u_ prejudice uaril
The402 Permit is rcceivcck A 401 Ccn£ficafion can no_ be sppmvcd ira r_quit_d 402

Pcxmiz has nozyez been re.civil because reasonable assurance z.hazThestandardswilJ be
met can adz be dc_r,,,_,_ed oa a proposed future perrair."

This d/fiat-nee is else recognized in Ecology's dnu_ Stonnwater Maaag=ncm Manual {frmn
Section 1.9.8):

"For projcczs thaz requite a fill or dredge I_,,,,h under Sect.ion 404 ofzhe Clean Water
At'z, Ecology mnn cez'Af7_ ",,1=pezmimng agency. _he U.S. Army Corps cfE_
z.h.szthe propa=cd proj_ will =m violaze waz_ quaLiW srm.nd_ds.. In order m re,d,,- surh a
det_,-Anazinn, I_c_ogy may do a more specific review ofzhe potemial impac_ of a
smrmwa_er discharge from the c_on phase of the pmjcc_ and from _he coraplezai
project. As a rcs_d!ofthaz review, Ecology may condiUon i_s c¢.tzi.ficadon to requk,c:

• Application of The minimum requk'emen_ and B]vfPs in r.his manual; or
• Application of more scringen_ rcqmr,',_,',,,_."

In essence, when a proposed projec_ requires approval under both Section 401 and Section
Ecology musz base its 40l dccisiun on whezh_ h has "reasoaable assurance" t.-h_tthe 402-

regulated activizics are mccz_g The401 requiv:ment zhat all applicable effiucn_ Liznizaz_onsbe
rtlel.

SPECIFIC ISSUES RELATED TO AQUATIC RESOURCE PROTECTION:

As o_'la_ Oczober, when I waa moved Toozizer duties, none of r.hefollowing aquatic resource-

relaxed issues had been fully resolved for purposes o[401 cerfificauon. We were awaiting
information fi_m _c Pm't oa many of_hese issues and wcre arcacipating receipt of public
ccn_racnzs dur_g the public commenz period zhaz stared several weeks ago.

Determhz¢ the direcz, indirect, and cumu|atia, e impmcb of the proposal, and identify
necessary mitigation:

Ecology's revi.-w of th.is proposed projecz changed a number of times over zhe _ several years
as new irarormarion became available about various aspeczs of the projects. One ofzhe iargcs_
a_._ of change was in dm_,,_ining r.heex,._zz of_he dim_, indirecz and cumulative impa_ts
asso_axed wi_ "_ proposed SeaTac cxpansion.
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As oflastOctober,Ecologyh_ ao_ye_delen_ined the fullor fma] cxzem of projec_-mlazcd
impacm. Some examples include:

.-.-
• _ubm'nw_e___ndccthi_ation ___: _ Port had rece.._y in/bnmed US,h_I_w

info_n abmn Sheproposed Auburnwedand sire showed cmsm_ wet],-,_,
si_ _ rz_rc extensive ThanoriginLUY_n,-d. "IRishad _ potcnl_alto

cmmC__h_nmmm_andtypeof we_a_Lmitigauan tba_would 1:_requiredfor zhe
amicipa_edwed,,-,t impacts.

• _roeosed Sou_ Acc_s R_sd and expansion of State _u_e 509: we had no$ye_
fully deu_mmed the relationship belween these proposed proje_,s and the airpo_
expansion, and ha_ not dmannLnedThefur _mm of wetland impac_ due m
promised mad.proj_:ts.

t Pm_o_ exoant'ion ofIndusu'i_Waste S_ La_oun #3. _ praposcd
expansi_ oflWS Lagoon #3 will rtsuk in about10_rcs of addi'donal
impervious surfacebeingadded jus_nc¢_ _f'Wmland 28. This indirecz
hydrologic impnc_ had notyet been evalua_d, i_ addition, Appendix D of the
1998 Lagoon #3 Expansion Hydrologic Report i_es several deficiencies in
_¢ era'rentlagoon n_mT_ be conccr_ as pan of the expansion, including
rcconsu'uc_C _he casmrn conT*_,'_cm di_ and redocmmgs-manwamr piping in
theravinetotheeastofThelagoon. The area _m,-,'diazelycastofthelagoon
co.isislargelyofwezlaz_szbathavesofarbeeud_'ribedelsewhereinPort
documents as not being impacted by the Port expansion project. This may rcsuh
in additionalcLir¢_impacts _hathave not ya been addressed, and may require
addidomd approvals/ram ;:coiogy in r2_eformofdam safc-_yl:m'mits.

• Ongoirll_knpac_ ToNonhwes'tPonds (The"De_-icin=Study"): she Port's report on
de-icing suknnitmd _o Ecology last year identified severaJ impacts -,owa_ersof
state r_t_ have not yetbeenaddressed through cirtmrr_e 401 review or r_ 402

process. These include _e apparemuse of the Norzhwes_ Ponds as a
de facto but ,,n*pproved mixing zone for sevend conlaminan_ (i.e., low di3so]ved
oxyg_ levels, high _ concen_fions) at levels beyond _u: water quaJi_
crhena.

E_.ologyprovidedcornmcmsm _e Portonu_isinitialreport,andisexpectinga
su_lemc-nutl report somctirn_ m r_ ncur fiuure _ add_z_es these coramen_s.
T'ncseimpa_s should be =valuazedendmitigated r.hroug._'.he 401 review process
i/"they are not firsta_ld_esscd_'oug_ a modification to the NPDES permit.
Options include iml:_'o-,,cdsourr_ control or stonnwau= u'eaunc-mBMPs, or
addJriomtlmidgmian to make up for any loss ofwedand functions in uhc
Nonbwes'! Ponds duc w this ongoing, _mapprovedimpact.
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Determine compliance _ other usoei_t_! aquatic nsourc_related regulations:

Ecology had re_iv_cl co_D this paszfall re_ _beFe&-ralAviation _a_l,-;._s-=_cm's
(I:AA) and Port's compliance with r=quircm_'msoft.he National Eavkrozm_-malPolicy Ac!
0¢EPA). Ee.ology does not implemm_tthis federal law, but th¢ outcome of the FA.A'S
dct_am_tion could affect the Port's compi!-ne_ wiIh the State Environmental Policy Act
(SEPA), which is m.requi_d pm'tof Ecology's review. If there a= reqaized changes to NEPA
tha_r_sulrin ae=essary clmnges m existing SEPA documem_, then Ecology mu_'t_m_ unul those
SEPA cl_mgcs arc compl=ted before making iu 401 decision.

In addition, Ecology was =xpcctmg conunems on wh_J_" the Port's cm'mm proposal as
described in the Corps/Ecology Public Notic_ for 401 review was in compliance wir_ the
r_qutremmts of_ G-ovcraor's c_on lec_crxo_ FA.Ase-_cralyears ago. We we_
aw-_=g _e final projec_description to determine wheu_er it me_ rcquiremems of r.heCl¢_ Air
ACTand rJueAgr,ad Order for clcmmp acdvitic-., as dc-_-ibcd i= rhcGovernor's letter.

Determine sumdards for "china fliP' msserial:

Ecology had not yet comp_t_ i_s =valusmm ofwh_ types ofmauuial wcre and were not
ar,c_tabie to us= u clean fill in the aL-ponexpan_on pmjec'_. Our evahumon was based on
emsm'ingthin fill ___renalwould aUowB_ro_wam"m movethroughr.hcmaterial to emer_ as
s-u,,_'e wa_w and noz ex:_d surfacews_r qu_.li_ __

De_,elopmeat of an a¢c_-ptzbl¢ starmwater plan:

AdeOUaCy Of _01Tl_wa_'l"_'a_'_¢_11":at _ _ ofmy review, I did not ye_have rea._aable
assurauce uha_the Port's propos_ s'mrmw'_ di_cs would ra_ lhe applicable waser
qua_iv_crim-ia; in fac_, the documemation I was aw-,u-eof showed _ .r_v_al cnuma would b_

exceeded. The lim-amr= available on _bes'ubjec_of _tmmwmer _ Mam_emem Praaices
(BMPs) showed tha_ the B_s being proposed by the Portwere om _iequa_e m _ _ormw_er
di_charg=sro levels i_low the cnm-_a far several _ and for fwal coliform. In _difion, r._
Port's a_ual moaitoring r=por_ anct_=c=mDisclm'_e Monimrm_ _ (DM_) shoed _
srormwam"d_schar_s to Des Moiaes and Miller Creeks often had conceatra_ior_ of several
:onmminams above the waxerquahty criteria.

The f_,.'_proposed s-_ormwat=rma_Br.ra=ozplan submined by the Port as part of Fcology's 401
rev_.ewin !998 included e_sm_ially the same BMPs _ha_were being used at _ aL,'porta__1_
_me and _ere r=sulung m the above-noted =xcee.dances. Ecology did a "'rmsonablepotential
analysis" based on _hcknown discharges and the modeled eff=_iveness of thasc BMPs and
d_'r_-_d ths_ they were not =ffcctive enough m a_l_uax=lymar the Port's _onnw-_er
_charg_s _omee_ several_cm=wa_ qmdl_yerim-m. As a res_l_,Ecology's ori_im1401
in 1998 requiredt_ Port 00"d_uble-up" on its BMPs in order_o provide more m=m_:=[. T_
original _ormwar_:rplan and 401 cert/ficm.ion were wid_lr_wn showy after _e 401 was i_sur.zi,
based on n=w information about wetlaud impacts. E:ology, however, did comiaer the
stormw'aterrequir_aen_ of _ 401 as _e "ba._lmc" forany finm= 401 s_ mi_h_ be issued.
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When _ PQnsubmimcd its nex¢.m-oposedstormwaTerplan. Ecology comracted with King
Co_ Toprovideaddidoualexp_i._ m reviewthePoet'sproposal, Ov_ Thepls_ yearor so,
Ecology and the Ct_my have bern working with the Portto ¢mm'¢ firm _ uhcir proposed
s-tormwa_ rmmagemem plan me_Theminimm_ rcqtfisemenmof the Ecology and gi=g Comfy/
r_-mwa_.r manuals,and themm de_ud_ wha_additionalrucmu_s mil_z beacededto cnsm_
rJ_ smrmwaz_di_=s wouldme_ waterqm_y standards.

As of Oaober ot'_ year, theproposedsmrmwaterplan _ mvi_v inclmL-'donly the
minimum BM_Psrequired under the King Coun_ s-,ormwam"manual (which are similar to what
is in place axthe airportnow) =_-,!did not include all tl_ BMPs required ..d_- Ecology's
previous cer_ica_i_. I bad a_cipated tl_ any additional source conuol or u=atmem
r_quirem_ts would be =w!,_=,-_ after r_ County had de_mnined rJ_eproposed plan m_ the
min;-',umrzeh,,_c:_z'=q_ of the two numuals. Thisdelay in z,_ sddi_onnl evaluation was
due _othe h3_lihood _ the County's review would rmuk m additional suzvmwazerde_e-,zioa
above what is cm'reufly in pla=e sxthe airpo_ This addil_mnl _tion was likely to l_rOvtd¢
some addidonal =tam.at bc_or¢_.ormwar_ flows were discharged to che local c_ee"ks.

This am/=ipazedevaluation for sdd_domdu¢.sunemrcqu_,terncntswas _mponam for etching a
defensible 401 decision for several reasons:

• _ n_w and expanded s_ormwa_erdischarges anticipated fz_m the proposed
project arc _im;l_ to _os¢ _lI2_rly be_ dischargedfrom t_= Por_ therefore, the
effcctiv_ of the existing BMPs and _e r_suJzi-g wazcr quality exeeedanccsare
!i_e]y r.Ob_ sj.milar.

• rJae_-_te's waw.rquality smu:l_ds do not allow a compliance schedule for new
discharges. Because Ecology mus_at Thezime ofit_ 401 decision have
"'reasonablecssur-ace" that_he s_andardswouldbe met, there must be some
measures mk_ to improve the performance oflhe _ng BMPs.

• a recent Ninzh CLrcuhCour_decision (D_'¢_dm of Wildlife v. Bmwn_)
suggested thin _normwam-_scharBes as,sociamd wi_h indusu'ial NPDES per_
(such as the one h_ki by d_ Port) were:subjec_m waz_ quality based
(i.e., numeric waler quality cn_cria). The Com¢'s decision incJuded t_ following:

"As is apparent,Congress ex_re_ly required indusmal storm-water
discharges _o comply with r._ requircmems of 33 U.S.C. S 1311. Set 33
U.S.C. S 1342(p)(3XA) ("Pcz_iLs for discharges associated with industrial
ac_vi_y ,h,!l meet all applicable provisions of_s sec_onaadsection
1311 of r_is :inc.") (emphaszs added).By incorporation, _hen. indusu'ial
s_orm-waT_rdischarges "_all... aci_iev[e] ... any more su_n_m
limitation, including those ne.:essary m met_ water quality smadards.
ureaz_ standardsur scheduies of compliance, esTabLishedpursuamu)
any Suze law or regulation (mu:l_ audmnw preserved by section 1370 of
d_istitle)." 33 U.S.C. S 1311(bXIXC) (emphasis added); see abo Sally A.
Longroy, The P,_gulationof Storm Wa_erRunoff and its Impa_ on
Avmuou, 58 J. Nr. L. & Com. _55, 565-66 (1993) ("Cong_s_ fia@.er
sm_;_ om L,,,dv.swialstorm waterdischarg=rs, all of w_ich are on m_
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b.igh-wiomyschedule.,azuZr_q_-es _m to satisfy all pro,_isionsof
section301of die CWA [33 U.S.C. S 1311].... $¢¢¢ion301_r

--- manda_e-_dm N'PDESpermitsi_cl_:b requL'_m_'-= _hazre,-:ivm8 wam-s
me_ _ qu,_ basedsmadaxds.")(em_ ,,,4_d). In other_ords,
Ludl_-ial disc+ mu._complysmcdy with s_atcwat+-quali+
sT-'_elm'd¢"

Without fully incorporatingflw above factors into the mew, Jwas concerned that we would not
lave a fully defensible 401 decision.

Developmenl of an acecpmble su-c-am_ow augmentation pla-:

During Ecology's 401 r_view, the Pore provi&'d documentation sbawing chat zhe _ placed for
T.he$ou_ Avia_on Suppon Az_ (SASA) and zh¢ impervious _ associated with dmt
dcvclopm_ wo_d d/minish sue.am flow,; in Des }._/n_ Cr¢'_ 'tosome dcs_'e. _colo_ k,_
alsor_viewcd _ Des Moincs C.xcekBasin Plm_ whichbadbce.nl_parcd by King Cou_y, die
Port+andseve.mllocaljudsdic_m, whichshowedd_t d_ec.,'eeke.xp_ea¢._l a r,umbc¢of
prob)e,_ duc r_ _dsu=g &-v_ ia d_ewalcrshed and would I_,'IT e..xpc_cJ0cein_
pmblez_ due to proposed or _xpecz_ f_zur_dev_lopmcm.Among ¢h¢probl_as v_re soa_
viol_o_s of wamr quality sumdardsmusedmpan by low summ¢_su'cnm_ws.

Crivcnthis documentation, we iaformed the Por_r.hn_part of r.hcirproposed mizigs_ion package
had to hn:!ud¢an acceptable form of su'c:mnflowaulpucntatiou _o¢¢evcm and minimize ¢xis_¢
_..ndmucipar_d impe.c_[o r.hcc'_'-.k.As pan of Eco/oEy's401 approval,the Po_ had_o_ovid_
a con,=ned source o_flow au_mmzion wa_-r and a con_,'mcd _reauncnt sys_m. L_necessary,
_oensure _hntr._ au_ne.ur_on wa_-r met wa_erquali_ s_P.dards.

A__ rimeor'my revie,,v, _ Port had pruposed several possible sources of waz_r and a
concepmaJu_-a_mcntsys'_m, bu__ had not ye_ bee..udeveloped ro _¢ level of certaintyzhat
providedrac with reasonableassm'anccz]mt"J_szandardswould bemet.

FEBz _ ?O_J1t._

USACE
°_GULATORY BRANCH

AR 049833
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