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(Public comments prior to presentation.)

ROBERT CROWE: 1"m Robert Crowe. 1°m a
member of the Steerling Committee with the Neighborhood
Association of South Lake Worth and a member and
supporter of the South Lake Worth Alliance. As such, 1
fully support the objectives of preserving, protecting
and enhancing Fort Worth®s invaluable and irreplaceable
green space and natural habitat area for recreational
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1 SANDRA AND GEORGE EVERETT
2 (Written statement wrote into record.)
3 Sandra and George Everett, 4218 Kenwood Court, Fort
4 Worth, 76103. In light of all the activity --
5 construction, injection well, et cetera -- related to
6 gas well drilling by Chesapeake on land adjacent to
7 Gateway Park at t F1jtersection of Oakland Boulevard
8 and First Street, an environmental impact study of the
9 effects of runoff from this industrial/construction area
10 and interaction with the floodplain in Gateway Park and
11 surrounding area is essential prior to the decision to
12 go forward with the wonderful plans for improving the
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Effects of activities by others, including petroleum exploration in the geographic area have been considered in the cumulative

impacts assessment of the SEIS and this site specific activity will be further evaluated for its potential impacts to the proposed
project during the processing of the Final Supplemental EIS. Surface water is protected by state and federal laws and any
pollution coming from offsite of any well is reported and will be required to be cleaned up.
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park.
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TOMMY SIMMONS

TOMMY SIMMONS: Tommy Simmons, 2020
Windsor, 76110. And connecting -- One of the most
important parts of this iIs connecting the trail -- the
Trinity Trail completely to Arlington. Okay. And then
one other thing. 1 think the -- 1 have already done a
bunch of stuff on this, but the Rowing Club have a
rowing dock isolated to itself instead of using the

trail. That"s what they use to dock.
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(Beginning of presentation.)

COLONEL MARTIN: All right. We will get
this thing started. 1"m Colonel Christopher Martin.

I1"m the Commander of the Fort Worth Engineering District
of the United States Army Corps of Engineers, and 1
would like to welcome you-all tonight to this public
meeting.

This meeting obviously is regarding the
proposed modifications to the Central City Project and
the supplement to the final Environmental Impact
Statement that describes those changes.

IT you have not signed in, please make
sure that you work your way over to the left there, sign
in and that will make sure you get on our mailing list
for any further changes. And that"s also where you
register to make comments here tonight. If you"re not
on one of those sheets, we won"t be able to recognize
you unfortunately.

Here®"s what we hope to cover tonight.
Page 6
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And hopefully you®ve had a chance to review the displays
at the back of the room which describe the changes that

we" 1l address tonight and then discuss them with our

staff that"s here. They will also be available

following the meeting if you have any further questions.
So what we"re not going to do tonight is
ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055

8

a question and answer session. We"ll have the experts
in the back, and they will be able to address your
specific questions at the end of the meeting tonight.
They"re a lot smarter than 1 am on this stuff, any way.

What 1 would like to do is introduce some
folks from partner agencies that are here tonight, and
they are our partners in this project. Starting off
first of with Mayor Mike Moncrief. Mayor, thank you,
sir, for being here. Eric With from Congressman Michael
Burgess®s office. Barbara Ragland from Congresswoman
Kay Granger®s office. Maureen Hagen, Representative
from -- hopefully 1 say this right, Mark Reecey~s
office. Councilman Danny Scarth, City of Fort Worth
District Four.

Councilwoman Kathleen Hicks, City of Fort
Worth District Eight. Councilman Joel Burns, City of
Fort Worth District Nine. And Vic Henderson, President
of Tarrant Regional Water District Board. And Jack
Stevens, Tarrant Regional Water District Board Member.
Marty Leonard, Tarrant Regional Water District Board
Member. And Dale Fisseler, City of Fort Worth City
Manager .
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So here"s what we"re going to cover

tonight. You see it on the agenda up here. We"re going
to briefly describe the purpose of the meeting. You
ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
9

know, what do we hope to accomplish here in this meeting
tonight. We"ll describe the project modifications from
the incorporation of the two projects and some other
things that changed. We"ll talk a little bit about what
our schedule is for this project. Then the
opportunities for public comment, you know, why are we
here tonight? What are we going to do with the comments
that we get out of here? And then an opportunity for
you to make other verbal comments.

We are at day 20 in this public comment
period, so hopefully now you®"ve had a chance to review
the draft supplement to the EIS. So what"s the purpose
of our meeting then? Well, the National Environmental
Policy Act, or NEPA as we call it, requires a 45-day
public comment period on a draft Environmental Impact
Statement. So we"re at day 20 of the 45-day period.

Public comment is required for the Corps
to make an informed decision on the project, and this is
an effective way for us to receive comments. And we
will have the court reporter over here who will be
recording our comments throughout the night, and we"ll
have a transcript of the meeting that will be produced
following the meeting here.

For those of you who have had the
opportunity to look at this you know this already, we"ll

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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cover the project modifications. And there are three of
them.

First of all, it"s the change of the
location of the primary hydraulic mitigation. Okay.

The guys that wrote this -- Let"s make this so everybody
who are not engineers can understand that. That means
where is the floodwater going to be stored.

So we"ll talk about that, the change of
location of the primary hydraulic mitigation, or where
the floodwater storage is going to be. We"ll change the
location of Sammuels Avenue Dam and the pool level in
Marine Creek.

And then the third change is to
incorporate the Riverside Oxbow Project features into
the Central City Project. So these are the changes that
are subject to comment and review during this period.
And that"s what we"re going to focus on here tonight is
those changes.

Now, let"s cover each of those
individually, just to make sure everyone is aware of
what we"re talking about here. First one we"re talking
about i1s the hydraulic mitigation change, relocating the
storage of floodwaters, above a one hundred year event
flood.

Now, what does that mean, a hundred year

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
11

flood? Well, that means that on average you have a
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one percent chance of having that kind of flood in any

given year. Not that it"s going to happen every 100
years or only once in a hundred years, but on any given
year, you have a one percent chance of that type of
flood occurring.

So what we"re doing now is the change
relocates the storage of floodwaters above a hundred
year event from the Riverbend area in West Fort Worth,
and that"s what®"s shown on the map and the crosshatching
on the left side there, to the Gateway/Riverside area on
the east side of Fort Worth, which is shown in the
purple over here.

This change in location does not change
downstream flood volumes or water surface elevation, so
everybody understands that. No change in downstream
flood volumes. The amount of water that comes through
downstream is the same before or after these changes,
and the water surface elevation does not change either
as a result of these changes.

Next slide.

Now, let"s talk about the Samuels Avenue
Dam changes. The Samuels Avenue Dam was moved from
downstream of the Marine Creek mouth to just upstream of
Marine Creek due to some geotechnical and environmental

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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considerations. Our guys originally had it more up
here, and now moved it to where it"s shown on the yellow
area because of some factors that they were able to --
you know, as we got to understand more about them,

recognized that it made better sense to move it further
Page 10
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south there.

A lock will allow recreational boat
passage between the Trinity River and Marine Creek and a
small low head dam on Marine Creek will result in a
lower pool elevation in Marine Creek, so we"ll have a
small damn there. You know, a very low head being the
differential in water heights there, so it will be very
small there.

And then our third change is the
incorporation of the Gateway restoration features and
river flows reintroduced through the severed Oxbow and
Sycamore Creek so as to restore the river and the
Gateway/Riverside Oxbow area back to the way it was.
And incorporate planting of trees that will result In a
restored ecosystem for the area, so that brings in the
Gateway Park area there.

So this is the schedule that we"re
looking at now. Following this meeting, you should
provide any additional comments by the end of the 45-day
comment period, which is February 19th. The target

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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dates for the Final Supplement -- Again, this Is just a
draft that you have out right now. So the Final
Supplement to the EIS should be published in late
March to early April. And then following that a
complete record of the decision around mid May or the
end of May sometime with construction scheduled to begin
of the fall of 2008.

So that"s a pretty aggressive schedule.

Page 11
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These are target dates however, and if substantive

comments are presented during this period, the process
could be delayed. The project will seek a Record of
Decision; the formal document that presents and explains
our final decision on the project. Again, that"s
scheduled for sometime around mid to end of May.

And then just to make sure that everyone
understands the way the Army Corps of Engineers
constructs projects or does projects is when they
receive an authorization from Congress to do so. In
other words, we don"t just go out and pick the projects
that we want to do. We"re specifically directed in a
law that says the Army Corps of Engineers will construct
this project.

We have that for the Central City Project
now, and then rely every year on funding in order for us
to make that project go. It"s not that we receive a pot

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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of discretionary money. It is an appropriations bill
from the Congress that specifically allocates money to a
given project and does not allow us to move money around
from project to project.

And 1 think that"s important that
everyone understands that, because we are very dependent
on what the Congress tells us. You know, where they
would like us to serve the Nation®s interests.

The opportunities for public comment are
as shown here. Verbal comments tonight will be recorded
and then the transcript prepared. That"s why we have

the court reporter over to the right. And then you can
Page 12
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provide written comments tonight on those forms that
have been provided over on the side tables there, or you
can send written comments by February 19th to the Corps
Project Manager whose address is on the handout over
there.
And you can e-mail comments, again, by
February 19th to the address also listed on the handout.
And we will incorporate those into the final EIS as we
go through and do our review. And then finally, the
draft supplement to the EIS is also available for
download on our Fort Worth District website, and we put
it up here, so I"1l list it ww.swF.usace.army.mil.
It"s www.swf.usace.army.mil.
ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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You can also talk to some of our folks
back there and possibly get a CD, if we have some to
give out here tonight, that has our supplemental EIS on
it.

All right. So how are we going to
conduct this meeting tonight? We"re going to follow
these rules of the road. Limit your comments to three
minutes, please. That way every one here will have the
opportunity -- everyone who wants to make comments will
have the opportunity to do so.

What I will do is I will get a stack of
the people who registered to make comments and 1 will
call out, you know, someone to come up, and then 1711
say who is on deck. And we use baseball terms -- that"s
something 1 know, we use baseball terms, you®"re on deck.
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And you will be ready to go when their time is up.

Please no questions, just because 1"m not
going to be able to answer the questions tonight, I™'m
not going to debate things with you. This is your
opportunity to give us your comments about the project,
so take advantage of that, if you would. But again, try
to keep your time to three minutes or less if you can.

And please, then at the end of the
meeting, though, feel free to go in the back and talk to
our staff about whatever specific questions you have.

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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And 1 guarantee you they can answer a lot better than I
can any way.

We"re going to ask that you don"t yield
your time to others, if you're registered on the card,
you speak. |If you"re not registered on the card, you
don"t speak. That"s just to be fair, again, to
everyone. To give everyone their ample opportunity to
make their comments known tonight. So we"ll have no
yielding of time to others.

And just be respectful of comments, as
individuals come forward to allow them to be heard. You
know, we"re going to take each and every comment. We
have to address them, we"re required to do that, and
address them. And they will be in the back of the final
EIS once it"s published.

And with that, we"re going start here
with the comments right about now. Again, three minutes
per person. We"re going to start first with the Mayor.

Sir, if you would come up here, please. Mayor Mike
Page 14
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Moncrief, and you®"re on the clock. And, Danny Scarth,
sir, you"re on deck.
MAYOR MONCRIEF: Colonel, thank you.

Thank you very much. And if you would, before you --

before you start the -- try again.
Thank you very much, Colonel. And before
ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
17
you start the timer, if I might just tell this audience
just a little bit about you and your presence here
tonight and your service to this country.
Graduate of West Point, the
101st Airborne, served us in Bosnia, he"s an Army
Ranger, he also just completed a recent tour of lraqg.
Thank you, sir, for your service.
(Applause.)
MAYOR MONCRIEF: I wasn"t just trying to

butter you up, Colonel. As you know in 2006, the City
asked the Corps to study the possibility of combining
two federally authorized projects, the Trinity River
Vision and the Riverside Oxbow Gateway Park restoration.
And we were delighted to hear the Corps agreed that such
a union was appropriate.

I"m here tonight to express Fort Worth"s
continued support for combining these projects.
Currently the City lacks sufficient flood protection
along the Trinity River corridor, we all know that. The
flood control component of the TRV Project will allow us
to meet and possibly exceed regional standards for flood
protection.
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What"s more, the modified project also

will remove levees allowing our citizens to reconnect
with our most valuable natural asset, the Trinity River.
ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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Additionally, the project will provide ecosystem
restoration, it will increase recreational opportunities
and bring greatly needed economic development to a
blighted portion of our City.

Adding the Riverside Oxbow and Gateway
Park to the overall Trinity River Project will make a
great plan even better, and it just makes good sense
given the extensive need for park space within our City.
And 1"m not sure if you"re aware, but Fort Worth is
3,500 acres short of regional park land.

Adding this public property to the
Trinity River Vision Plan is a remarkable opportunity to
funnel millions of federal dollars into East Fort Worth
and reduce our park deficit by more than 500 acres.

Plus this plan will allow to us complete and exceed the
original Gateway Master Plan and continues, not for it,
the list of possibilities is amazing, including an
ecosystem restoration with more than 70,000 new trees.
Becky, 70,000.

Fifteen miles of trails, an amphitheater,
playgrounds, athletic fields and basketball courts, boat
launches, a skating park, equestrian trails. The list
goes on and on. And there is something for everyone,
young and old alike, so 1 applaud the Corps for taking
the time to host this meeting, listen to the needs,

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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wants, and concerns of those who live here.

And 1 thank all of you who came out
tonight on this cold evening to make your voices heard.
Colonel Martin, 1 urge you and the Corps to take note of
what our citizens have to say. We look forward to our
continued partnership as we move forward with this
historic project. Thank you for the time. I™m
delighted to be here with my fellow colleagues. I™m
glad to be here with Becky, our former colleague, and to
represent this great community. Thank you all.

COLONEL MARTIN: Thank you, Mayor.

Councilman Scrath, and then, Councilman Burns, you®"re on

deck.

COUNCILMAN SCRATH: Thank you, Colonel.
I appreciate you being here. You know, as -- as | drove
over here, we had -- I was plenty early, so I came up

East First Street, and as 1 drove past the old former
landfill, 1 looked over and I imagined soccer fields and
baseball fields, a trail along the river there and the
bridge. And 1 can just imagine walking my dog on a
trail that -- next to the river where 1 had never been
able to be. And I thought of all of the people that
woulld be able to enjoy that scenery today that they just
can"t get to.
And I came a little bit farther, and 1
ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
20

went by the fields that are there today, and then turned

Page 17
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the corner and came up Beach Street and imagined the

equestrian center and the -- the preservation and
restoration of what is just a scar today of what the
river was 50 years ago, and 70,000 new trees planted
there.

And then from this window, you can look
out and see where an amphitheater may be some day, and
you can just imagine what that will mean to Fort Worth.
And 1 was just grateful that the Army Corps of
Engineers, like Fort Worth, is not afraid to dream big,
to look at projects. And I realize that you guys are
the experts and the engineers, you have seen projects
far larger than ours, but -- but you®re not afraid to --
to dream with us of what could be by combining these two
projects together.

And -- And certainly there are things we
could find as individuals that we might not like in the
project, and that part is easy. The difficult part is
to -- is to stay the course, to see what can be, and to
continue to work on this project, because it will have
stumbling blocks.

But we appreciate the work that you®ve
done. We hope that you take to heart the comments of
the people here tonight, and we -- we really do look

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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forward to working together as partners with the -- the
Regional Water District, the County, the Corps of
Engineers, and the City of Fort Worth to make this a
possibility. Thank you for your time.

COLONEL MARTIN: Thanks, Councilman.
Page 18
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Councilman Burns, and then, Barbara Ragland, you“re on
deck, please.

COUNCILMAN BURNS: My name is Joel Burns,
and I represent City Council District Nine, and this
probably, I guess, is my first public forum to come talk
to anyone at. And it"s nice to be here.

In addition to living in and representing
District Nine, 1 also at one point lived in Meadowbrook
for 12 years. Gateway Park is near and dear to me
because of my -- for many reasons, because of its Impact
for the entire City, but I also became partial to it
during the time that -- that we lived here on the east
side of Fort Worth.

They"re -- We"re going to hear a lot of
things tonight about why it"s important to -- to look at
combining these two important projects. It certainly
impacts downtown, which is in District Nine. It impacts
practically all of our City. One of those things that
1"ve look at critically, | read the Fort Worth
Star-Telegram articles, 1"ve talked with the folks from

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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the Trinity River Vision Authority, and it truly is a
situation where we have an opportunity to combine two
projects, the sum of which is greater than the
individual parts are. And | really want to look at it
from that framework.

I also want to remind everyone here about
the economic impact of potential -- the potential impact
of this project. We"re talking about more than 10,000

Page 19
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residential units coming into the City of Fort Worth in

its urban core. We"re talking about $2.7 million square
feet of office, retail and commercial space. Think
about the economic impact that makes on our City, think
about the lifting of the property tax burden off the
shoulders of existing property taxpayers.

This is the engine by which we will lift
those burdens as we continue to have a billion-dollar
annual budget, continue to pay for employee salaries,
continue to pay for retiree benefits, things like that.
We have to bring in these new residences, these new
businesses, and this new economic generator in order to
continue to shoulder that burden.

The net new tax revenue over 40 years is
predicted to be over 1.15 billion dollars in real
property tax revenues just to the City of Fort Worth,
that doesn"t include our other taxing jurisdictions, an

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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estimated 600 construction workers jobs a year and more
than 16,000 permanent jobs to this project.

Please think about this in context of its
economic impact to this wonderful City, not just to East
Fort Worth, not just District Nine, but to our entire
City. Thank you very much for having me here tonight.

COLONEL MARTIN: Barbara Ragland, and Vic
Henderson is on deck, please.

BARBARA RAGLAND: Colonel Martin, 1 have
a letter from the Congresswoman that I would like read.

"1"m writing to offer my strong support

for the Central City Project, Gateway Park Improvement
Page 20
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Plan. 1 appreciate your holding the public meeting and
regret that 1 am not able to attend in person.

"1 believe it"s important for our
community to understand the benefits of this project,
and welcome the opportunity to express my strong
support. As the residents of Fort Worth know,
revitalization of Gateway Park on the east side is long
overdue. Although the park has some amenities, it also
has gravel pits, a landfill, an abandoned sewage
treatment center.

“"This is certainly not what our citizens
want for Gateway and for the City. The Central City
Project, Gateway Park Improvement Plan allows

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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construction to begin this year on improvements to the
park including building athletic fields, expanding the
trail system, planting thousands of trees, and many
other Improvements.

""Beyond the esthetic and recreational
improvements the project will provide, there are other
equally important benefits that are important to note.
An estimated 80 percent of the levees in the project are
inadequate. The project improves flood protection by
replacing these levees. There are also strong ecosystem
restoration and environmental clean-up improvements
included in the plan.

"In addition, this revitalization will
result in an estimated 16,000 jobs and a billion dollar
increase in tax base for the schools, roads, and other
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community projects. It is important to note that

federal tax dollars are being used only for public
infrastructure, such as the bypass channel and bridges.
"There has also been a significant
investment by private industry in this area. In fact,
over a billion dollars of private investment has already
broken ground, including Radio Shack, Pier One, Trinity
Bluffs, LaGrave Development and Tarrant County Community
College. It is clear that the project has already
spurred economic development in the surrounding area,
ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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and it"s reasonable to expect that this is only the
beginning.

"Again, thank you for holding this
important meeting. 1 look forward to continuing to work
with all stakeholders to advance this project that will
transform our City. Sincerely, Kay Granger, Member of
Congress.”™ Thank you.

COLONEL MARTIN: Thank you. Vic
Henderson is up, and on deck is Ben Loughry, Fort Worth
Chamber of Commerce.

VIC HENDERSON: Colonel Martin, and
interested members of the community. 1 want to thank
the United States Army Corps of Engineers for giving me
and the rest of the public a chance to comment on
combining the Trinity River Vision Plan with the
Riverside Oxbow Plan. 1 believe that the rapport that
you have produced creates a great opportunity not just
for the east side residents of Fort Worth, but residents

of all the surrounding communities.
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Gateway Park has long been an

underutilized piece of land that has badly needed
serious environmental restoration. Your report gives us
the necessary tool to not only clean up this land but
also create an environmental habitat and recreational
facility that my grandkids and their kids will be able

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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to enjoy.

As president of the Tarrant Regional
Water District Board, I want to commend the City of Fort
Worth for asking for this study. |1 believe that Randall
Harwood and his staff and the Mayor and City Council
have done an excellent job of looking past the bare
bones of what needs to be done and have decided to take
advantage of an opportunity that this City will never
have again.

I also want to say to Saji and his staff
at the Army Corps of Engineers, thank you for your hard
work. Saji, you did an excellent job. In closing, the
Tarrant Regional Water District is excited about this
project. We look forward to being a partner in moving
this project forward. Thank you.

COLONEL MARTIN: Thank you, sir. Now,
Ben Loughry, and Devoyd Jennings is on deck, please,
sir.

BEN LOUGHRY: Colonel Martin, my name is
Ben Loughry, and 1™"m representing the Fort Worth Chamber
of Commerce. In the interest of time, 1 won"t be

redundant on some of the points that have been brought
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forward. But 1 would like to formally state that at the

Fort Worth Chamber of Commerce our support is unwavering
on the Trinity River Vision.
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Adding the Oxbow part of this just
incorporates another great area of the east side, and it
also gives us an opportunity to increase a connection
between the cultural district, the downtown, and east
side of Fort Worth. We realize there is going to be a
cost iIncrease to it. We also realize it"s a much needed
flood control project, but the key part of it, it
triggers an opportunity for economic revitalization of
some areas of this town historically that have been
underutilized, commercial and industrial areas.

Our estimates as far as economic impact
are -- are substantial. We anticipate that it will add
about 10,000 households to the City. We anticipate that
it will be close to three million square feet of
commercial, educational, office and civic space. The
impact over the 50-year period that this will occur from
the dollars are about 2.1 billion to the -- to the City.

Overall, it"s a critical component to our
growth. 1f we do this, it will ensure our continued
recognition as being one of our nations most liveable
cities. We ask for your consideration in this, we
continue our support for it. And thank you for your
time tonight.

COLONEL MARTIN: Thank you. Devoyd
Jennings, and Urbin McKeever is on deck.

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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DEVOYD JENNINGS: Thank you, Colonel
Martin, for allowing us to be here this afternoon. 1I™m
going to make it real simple. You know Fort Worth -- As
the Mayor says, the Fort Worth way is to share in things
that make a real difference. Most of you would not go
to a book store and buy just one bookend, would you?
When you go to a book store, you"re buying bookends, you
would want the set. Am I right?

It"s just like having the Tarrant County
Convention Center without the Omni Hotel. The whole of
Fort Worth will enjoy what could happen here, so we want
two bookends. We want the west side of Fort Worth to
enjoy what it has, and we want the east side of Fort
Worth to enjoy what it can have. And that®s one reason
the Fort Worth Metropolitan Black Chamber supports this
project, because it"s a holistic approach.

The second thing I would like to say to
you is that this project as of to date has one of the
highest percentages for MWBE participation. Not only
will we -- will we be able to look at an opportunity to
be vendors, we will look at the opportunity to help
build this project.

To date 44 percent of what has gone out
has been part of the MWBE goal. That"s very important
to us as chambers, especially minority chambers. So

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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when you get a percentage like this where we could not
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only employee people, but create other businesses, it

creates a holistic approach well -- well worth while.
So on behalf of the Chamber, we support this project and
we want two bookends. Thank you.

COLONEL MARTIN: Urbin McKeever, and
Elaine Petrus is on deck.

URBIN McKEEVER: Thank you, Colonel. My
name is Urbin McKeever, and 1"m currently the Chairman
of the Board of Streams and Valleys. 1°m here tonight
to deliver a message of support representing our board.

Our nonprofit organization has worked for
37 years to protect, promote and enhance the environment
along the Trinity River in Fort Worth. We would like to
thank our local governmental agencies, the City of Fort
Worth, the Trinity Regional Water District and Tarrant
County for being our partners with us to deliver the
facilities that are now enjoyed by all of our citizens.

We take very seriously our role as the
community liaison for the river helping to articulate
their concerns and endorsements of projects to our
government leaders. We also respect our lengthy history
of association with Gateway Park. Through the years, we
have helped provide local funds many times to improve
its recreational amenities.

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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We strongly believe that this
modification to the Central City Project will provide
our community and region with recreational enhancements
that have been presented tonight in the forum, many of

which are focused on the Trinity River.
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The Streams and Valleys unanimously
supports this draft and will provide community
assistance to further its progress. Thank you.

COLONEL MARTIN: Thank you. Elaine
Petrus, followed by Connie Rensink. |1 hope I say your
names right. If 1 don"t, please forgive me.

ELAINE PETRUS: Thank you for this
hearing. As a former Fort Worth Trinity Water Chair and
a member of the Streams and Valleys Committee, I"m very
supportive of the proposed plan for the much desired and
needed recreational amenities for Gateway Park for our
families and children in this community as well as the
positive environmental improvements.

As the tree lady, 1 love the 70,000 trees
that are going to be planted. But in addition to this,
my observation of Gateway Park over the last 10 or 15
years that | have observed it, is that it floods
significantly on a fairly regular basis about every five
to ten years. And when 1 say significantly, 1 mean that
we can"t use the park.

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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And as development continues to occur to
the west as it does today in Parker County and far west
Fort Worth, both in the Clear Fork and the West Fork, my
fear is that if nothing is done that flooding will
continue and it will be more frequent, and we won"t be
able to use the park even as much as we do today.

And it"s only with the improvements that
are outlined in this project with construction
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improvements that Gateway will really be able to use its

full potential. 1"m really excited about the plans for
Gateway Park, and 1 think it"s going to be a wonderful
asset for this City for years to come. Thank you.

COLONEL MARTIN: Thank you. Connie
Rensink, and Greg Ricks on deck.

CONNIE RENSINK: You did say that right.
Hello, 1"m Connie Rensink, and 1"m the president of the
River Trails Homeowner®"s Association, and our office is
in fact to the east of the park. To begin with, 1 would
like to say that Fort Wuff, which is the dog park that
is currently in Gateway Park, has caused many of the
residents of Fort Worth to venture to our side of town,
and sometimes that"s not been so true.

We"re very excited about the development
of the master plan that would benefit the entire City,
and it will make this park even more of a destination
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for everyone in our town. |1 have a lot of bicycling
enthusiasts in my neighborhood, and they are
particularly pleased with the improvement of the trails
and we hope for more connections to the Quantum Park
behind our neighborhood as well. Thank you.

COLONEL MARTIN: Thank you. Greg Ricks,
I think. And then followed by Clyde Picht, P-i-c-h-t, 1
think.

GREG RICKS: My name is Greg Ricks, I™m
the newly elected president of the Woodhaven
Neighborhood Association, we"re also just east of the

park, and we"re very excited. We"ve taken a vote and
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we"re all in favor of this project. And one of the
things that we were talking about is the fact that -- as
one of our members said, they went to a seminar one time
and somebody encouraged them to do something in your
life and with your life that will live beyond you.

And many of us are getting a little older
now and we"re starting to think about those things. And
I know I want to do something that will live beyond me.
And this i1s a pretty small thing as one little
individual, but I get to be a part of something that"s
great. |1 get to be a part of something that is life
changing. 1 get to be a part of something that will
define the City of Fort Worth like Central Park did for
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New York, like Forest Park has done for the West Side.

We have a real unique opportunity, folks,
to do something that will live beyond us. And the
Woodhaven Neighborhood Association and me personally are
very much in favor of this.

COLONEL MARTIN: And Clyde Picht.

CLYDE PICHT: Good evening, my name 1is
Clyde Picht and 1 --

COLONEL MARTIN: Hang on. Jeff Davis,
you"re on deck. I"m sorry. Go ahead.

CLYDE PICHT: Actually, 1 wanted to tell
you that | am for the Trinity River Vision. | am
opposed to the Trinity Uptown portion of this. And 1
think that this Enviromental ImStatement is
deficient in the fact that it does not adequately
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address the environmental clean-up of the 800 acres of

the Trinity Uptown area, that should be treated as a
brown field rather than a groundwater issue.

I am disappointed that eminent domain and
the threat of eminent domain of this project has already
forced the closure of one business. Yesterday Southwest
Brass announced they"re closing their doors because they
have lost so much business because of the eminent threat
of this project that they could no longer survive.

I think that the -- the park issue --

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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Well, let me say first. The cost -- The cost issues are
a lot of concern to me and a lot of other people. Based
on the cost increases of Trinity -- of Tarrant County
College, other construction projects in the area, we
know that the cost will escalate much greater than

the -- the $80 million that linking Gateway Park to this
project will cost.

The Gateway Park issue, though, is very
troublesome, because there has been money to improve
Gateway Park for many years. The City could have
embarked on this a long time ago. And as 1 recall back
at the meeting at the East Side Library sponsored by the
Trinity Regional Water District last fall they said that
the Gateway Park would flood every five years because of
this project.

Well, the floodini issue is the fault of
Trinity Uptown and the bypassgnnel- IT there were no
bypass channel, then we wouldn®"t have a flooding issue

downstream, and we could go ahead and improve Gateway
Page 30



Page: 30

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note

Date: 2/25/2008 10:06:33 AM -06'00'
The study underway and the Draft Supplemental EIS under review are being conducted to evaluate a solution to assure that the

Central City project does not increase 100 year and SPF water surface elevations within the overall study area which for hydrologic
purposes extends well downstream of the Gateway Park area.




20
21
22
23
24
25

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N NN R R R R R R R R R R
N B O © 0 N oo O M W N B O

army corps 12408.txt
Park without tying it to this project. Tying it to this
project simply means that as this project is delayed,
Gateway Park is delayed a lot longer.

So instead of having started five years
ago, we"re going to be seeing it done maybe 10, 15 years
from now, if at all. 1 would prefer to see the Corps of
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Engineers and the City and the Water District put their
effort into saving the homes of people like Layla
Caraway whose home is =—{1f to slide into Fossil Creek,
and take care of the real flooding issues that we have
in this area instead of putting money into this Gateway
Park and the Uptown Project. Thank you.

COLONEL MARTIN: Thank you. Jeff Davis,
and then George Vernon Chiles is on deck.

JEFF DAVIS: My name is Jeff Davis, |
used to reside at 725 Putter Drive in Woodhaven, and was
proud to live there. It was a wonderful place. 1™m
here personally, but I"m also representing the Board of
Directors of Downtown Fort Worth, Inc., who urges you to
consider the Gateway Project favorably as you continue
to evaluate the Trinity River Program.

Here is some background on Gateway Park.
Thirty years ago, for the first time since 1957, the
citizens of Fort Worth passed a bond election that
included parks. This was the Ffirst single member
district council and each council member reached out to
their constituency throughout the City to support this
bond. With state matching funds, a generous gift of
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land from the Amon Carter Foundation and the

contribution by the City of the odoriferous sewage

treatment plant, the citizens and staff lead by the
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planner, the first planner of the City of Fort Worth,
the City Council understood that this fabulous corridor
had to be preserved as an important urban park.

(Break in meeting.)

JEFF DAVIS: I will continue. Now, we
have another moment in time, this plan, its scope,
utilitarianism, preservation aspects and economic
structure is nothing short of brilliant. 1 must
congratulate the Corps of Engineers. Thank you for
being good stewards.

And 1 have a rhetorical question. Can
you do roads as well?

Most cities will never have the
opportunity that we have here. My personal support of
the project is unqualified enthusiastic, and 1 have
great respect for those that talk about the costs, but
this project will serve all the citizens of Fort Worth
into the next century and beyond. And 1 have a letter
from the Board of Directors of Downtown Fort Worth, Inc.

COLONEL MARTIN: Thank you. George
Vernon Chiles, and then Richard Smith is on deck.

SAJl ALUMMUTTIL: They are checking on
that alarm. There is nothing going on that"s an
emergency right now. 1 will keep guys posted.

COLONEL MARTIN: Saji is a magic worker.

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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GEORGE VERNON CHILES: First, 1 would
like to thank the Corps of Engineers for the splendid
job they did -- the splendid job they did subsequent to
the flood of 1949, which has been brought up by
supporters of this project.

My interest In this is somewhat more
academic. At that time 1 was about five years old and
lived at 2614 Brook, which is the first -- where the
contour of lines start getting closer, they get real
close right here where we are, we could look down and
see the floodwater on Lancaster, but because we were on
the first part of the slope, they didn"t reach us.

Now, the Corps of Engineers did such a
good job on this that it is uncontroverted that
$10 million would take care of all of the flood control,
jJust adding to and repairing the levee the Corps of
Engineers patched. So I think that pretty well tells us
that what®s going on out here is about something besides
flood control.

What I think it"s about is seeing how
much of this 84 million can go right back downtown, and
I would like thank the council representative from
District Nine for bringing out the aspects of this so 1
don®t have to dwell on it. Money, money, money,
development, development, development.
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Now, we hear about Central Park and how
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this is going to be -- rival Central Park. Now, it"s

difficult to believe that grownups talking to other
grownups could make the kind of statement 1°m going
repeat, but when a lot of the same people that are for
all of this were for Cabela®s moving here, it was
actually stated that Cabela®s would be as big or bigger
a tourist attraction than the Alamo. Serious.

Okay. Cabela®s had to give back some of
the tiff money they got, because none of their promises
worked out. What it amounted to was an interest --
excuse me, a low interest loan from the City of Fort
Worth.

Now, Cabela®s is doing pretty good. IF
you want visit some of this tiff money, you can go to
their new stores, according to their circular in today"s
Star-Telegram, in Reno, Nevada; Lacy, Washington; Lost
Falls, Idaho. Now the citizens of that place will be in
charge of paying for more Cabela"s stores. So when
people start talking about Central Park, let"s just
remember what was said about Cabela®s and how that
turned out.

I believe that as much of this that"s
going to be run -- much of this 84 million isn"t going
to be wrung out and taken downtown to Trinity Uptown
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like 1 believe a unicorn is going to come looping up to
the front doors of City Hall with a check for the whole
84 million stuck on its horns. This is what this

is about. 1It"s money, it"s development, that"s what

this is about.
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And I envision when the bourbon starts
flowing In the suites, | Imagine -- the rhetorical
question that 1"m going to say or one very close to it,
how much revenue is generated by bird watching the
tower, nudge, nudge, wink, wink. Thank you.

COLONEL MARTIN: Thank you. Richard
Smith, and Libby Willis on deck, please.

RICHARD SMITH: Hi, 1"m Richard Smith.
I"m an architect working with Race Street Properties.
Probably why 1"m up here is Race Street Properties were
a little nervous about getting up here. And 1 just
wanted you to know that we support this project.

The Race Street Project began eight years
ago developing Race Street in what is now the Six Points
Urban Village. And eight years ago that was pretty big
to walk into that area and look at what was there and
try to have a vision of what it might be.

Obviously, one of the reasons we support
this 1s the economic benefit to Fort Worth and the whole
east side, and some of the efforts that we“re trying
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to -- trying to achieve.

At the same time though, we also support
the rights of those who don"t approve of this project,
there may be portions of the projects they may not agree
with. Because of that discourse and those other
opinions that will probably ultimately make this the
best project that you can have. Thank you very much.

COLONEL MARTIN: Thank you. Libby
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Willis, and Janice Crandall will follow her.

LIBBY WILLIS: My name is Libby Willis, 1
am the president of the Oak Hurst Neighborhood
Association, and by virtue of that also a delegate to
the Riverside Alliance, it is our coalition of nine
neighborhood associations in Riverside.

I want to make it clear that 1 am not
representing either organization tonight, because
neither organization has really yet had time to study
the Corps draft EIS, and we will be doing that within
the next few weeks and hopefully make comments on that.

I"m also a student and teacher of
history, and 1 think it"s important to just say -- and I
think it needs to be clear that we should not forget why
we are doing this and considering the questions that we
are tonight.

The original plan for the Trinity Uptown
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Project put flood storage on the west side, on private
property. When those properties owners objected and
they had environmental consultants study the impact on
their property, they threatened to sue, which could have
stopped or substantially slowed the project.

At that point, suddenly it was necessary
to figure out where else flood storage might occur.
That®"s when the whole issue to combine these projects,
the Gateway Park Master Plan, the Riverside Oxbow
Restoration with Trinity Uptown came about. The idea
came out of necessity about where in the world to put

the flood storage.
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It did not come about just because
someone suddenly realized it would be great to combine
federal projects. If this was such a wonderful project
that is being presented to combine these projects, the
question remains why wasn"t this the plan to begin with?

I think it"s just important that we keep
those things in mind as we move forward. Specifically,
as 1 have begun to look at the draft EIS, we, 1 think,
in Riverside will have a lot of questions, and because
you said no questions, it will be rhetorical, but we
have questions, which 1"m sure you will be providing the
answers to.

We have a wonderful neighborhood park,
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Riverside Park, it is scheduled for some flood storage
as a result of the reconfiguration of this project, so a
few of those rhetorical ques GEBE are: Why not excavate
other publicly owned land in the 100 year floodplain for
this project rather than parkland? Why interfere with
an amenity, our neighborhood park, when it is available
to the public on a daily basis?

It"s also important to note that the City
has just spent thousands and thousands of dollars to
upgrade the lights and the ball fields in Riverside
Park. And the question is: How do we justify spending
the taxpayers®™ money to dig a hole in the park which has
jJust seen major improvements? We®ll have to take those
out to dig a big hole and start over. The question is:
How we can justify that?
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Now, the big hole may be a nice hole for

excavation, but it"s still a hole. And the question
remains: How can you justify compromising the Trinity
River Greenbelt with this big hole? Proposed
improvements, which could come y==[j] the big hole could
make our neighborhood park a regional park, that may or
may not fit with our vision, the neighbors, the property
owners, the residential investors, in the area.
And so | think that we need to also

consider that as well as the impact of the project on
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our beloved Oak Hurst scenic drive and various impacts
about how that will affect our whole area. I™m
concerned about the lack of public input that has been
sought from the residents of Riverside on this, and I
think a lot of us want to participate in plans for our
neighborhood park, Riverside Park.

And so | hope that these concerns and
others that we will bring forward with the flood storage
that is proposed and the impact on our neighborhood will
be seriously considered and we will find ways to
mitigate these.

I want to also note that 1 did note -- 1|
began reading today online the 102 page draft EIS. 1
have made a copy of it on disk, and tomorrow I"m going
to take it Kinko"s and have a copy made -- a hard copy,
and 1"m going to keep reading until I can read the whole
document.

But 1 do think that it will be important

that all of us working together to find answers and
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solutions in mitigation to these very important
questions as this federal project affects us locally,
where we live, which in our case is Riverside. Thank
you very much.
COLONEL MARTIN: Thank you. Janice
Crandall, and Lee D. Smith is on deck. Okay. And then
ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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Mr. Lee D. Smith, please, followed by Mark Presswood.
Or if you®ve written comments on the back of these,
these will go into the record also, so some folks did
leave comments on the back of them. Okay. Go ahead.

LEE D. SMITH: Thank you, Colonel. 1™m
Lee Smith, I"m with the Fort Worth Rowing Club. And
we"re here to speak in favor of combining these
projects. With the Fort Worth Rowing Club, we row on
the water right out the window, if it was daylight you
could see us rowing. We live here, this is our home,
and we are really talking about where we live.

Last year we had 1,480 passenger seats in
our boats on the river, so we are a user of the river.
I"m in favor of this program because it increases the
conservation in the Oxbow. [I"m in favor of this
combination because it increases the use of the river
and 1ts shores. But most important, 1™m in favor
because it is a great idea. Thank you.

COLONEL MARTIN: Thank you. Mark
Presswood, and then Layla Caraway is on deck, please.

MARK PRESSWOOD: Colonel, first 1"ve got
to tell you that I"m very appreciative of your use of
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baseball terms. My name is Mark Presswood and I™m

representing the Fort Worth Cats Baseball Team. 1I™"m
here today on behalf of the principal owner, Carl Bell.
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The effort to clean up the Trinity began
30 years. The river twists and turns from the west
central direct, the Riverside Oxbow to our neighbors in
the east. We support any and all developments that will
enhance the Trinity and make access easier for
recreation and enjoyment.

We trust the Corps of Engineers to bring
value to this project and make the vision a reality.
The Fort Worth Cats have always opened our gates to the
river and access to LaGrave Field where people can come
enjoy our outdoor venue and the bike and hike trails
behind the field.

We"re proud to be a pioneer in this
effort in the Central District and fully support the
funding efforts to the Riverside Oxbow and the
enhancements to bringing the Trinity back to the people
of Fort Worth. Thank you, sir.

COLONEL MARTIN: Thank you. Layla
Caraway, and on deck is Thad Brundrett. Hopefully 1
said that right. Layla, please.

LAYLA CARAWAY: Yes. | just wanted to
address everyone. 1 find it somewhat embarrassing that
our elected officials would pass this project on a bill
that was called Foreign Operations Export --

COLONEL MARTIN: Can you pull your mike

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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in so that -- 1*m having a hard time hearing you.

LAYLA CARAWAY: That it was passed on a
bill called Foreign Operations Export Financing and
Related Projects. It was also -- Funding was approved
prior to an Impact Study being done, which from what 1
understand is a requirement. It"s also appalling that
this is taking precedent In a county where there has
been major flooding this year where there are many left
homeless, parks left standing empty because they are not
able to be used. They were flooded during the tornado,
which was April 13, and a chitually lost her life.

So 1"m having a hard time understanding
why the Corps studied our area for seven plus years and
nothing has been done. You were handed this addition to
add to this in June, "06, and we"re going to be ready to
go by fall. So I1™"m getting conflicting messages on that
as well as on what 1 hear on flood control, but I hear
economic development, one of the councilman adding that
10,000 housing units will be -- will be coming in with
this project.

And that makes the question: How many
will be taken by eminent domain from the people that are
already here and probably don®t have the resources to
stop it? And as all of you know, when you do building
upstream that affects people downstream. The building

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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and the development is what has partly affected us
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downstream, it"s partly what affected the trailer park

in Haltom City downstream.

And again, over a hundred people are
still homeless seven months later, that family lost
their little girl. And all of it could have been
prevented with proper flood control measures. So |
think instead of spending $519,205,000 on projects, we
should spend the money on the -- in the county where
it"s needed. Thank you.

COLONEL MARTIN: Thank you. Thad
Brundrett, and Mark Bielamowicz, 1 hope I said that
right, on deck.

THAD BRUNDRETT: Thank you for allowing
me to speak tonight. My name is Thad Brundrett, and 1™m
a resident of the City of Fort Worth and city executive
for Carter Burgess, but I"m here speaking as a board
member of the Greater Fort Worth Real Estate Council.

The Greater Fort Worth Real Estate
Council represents the commericial real estate
profession which comprised to develop within the legal,
financial title of engineering, architecture and
construction partners. Over 225 local companies and
organizations comprise the council membership.

Your Ffavorable consideration of the

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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Gateway Park Improvement Plan is respectfully requested.
We need your favorable consideration so our Oxbow
restoration project can be funded again. This project
is very important to our City, the east side of our

community and Gateway Park.
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Our City has long sought improvements to
this area and in Gateway Park. Now unlike any time in
the past, we really have an opportunity to implement and
fund a plan, so we need your partnership.

We need to replace the gravel pits and
the old sewage treatment center with new athletic
fields, outdoor entertainment and the planned 15-mile
trail system. We can accomplish this and much more
through our partnership with you.

From our successful partnership, we can
expect responsible development on the east side of town.
In fact, the east side will experience the renaissance
that will benefit the citizens without encroaching on
the citizens.

There is strong community support, there
is will power in the initial proofs of our project,
which will benefit so many. It is time to move forward.
We all stand ready to make our partnership the envy of
communities throughout the country. But more
importantly, our partnership will serve our citizens,

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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especially those here in East Fort Worth.

On behalf of the Greater Fort Worth Real
Estate Council, we encourage you to join us in the
productive partnership. Thank you very much for the
opportunity to speak.

COLONEL MARTIN: Thank you. Mark
Bielamowicz, and looks likes James. That"s all It says.

MARK BIELAMOWICZ: 1°m Mark Bielamowicz,
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I reside in Cedar Hill, Texas. 1 was the mayor at one

time when my counterpart was Cliff Overcash here in Fort
Worth, that was 34 years ago. |1 own property on East
Vickery, and I hear -- I find it amazing that everyone
thinks that we need to do something to beautify what"s
already beautiful.

I have, like I said, property on East
Vickery Street, and my intent is to revitalize three
warehouses that -- that I bought and to move my own
business in there. The thing that 1 find real wrong
about this project is that our national debt -- each one
of you, Colonel, also, and every one of you in here owe
$33,000 on the national debt.

And we talk about young people enjoying
the river, but 1 don"t know -- somewhere, somehow we"re
going have to start addressing the cost of government.
And we are not funneling dollars, federal dollars, into

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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our neighborhood, we"re funneling federal debt into our
neighborhoods.

Sometimes 1 wonder why 1 am so tired, and
it"s because of working to scratch out and to get past
all this debt and government regulation. Now I really
understand why Amon Carter used to carry a sack lunch to
Fort Worth -- 1 mean, from Fort Worth to Dallas when he
visited Dallas, because this City has so much more
character than any place, 1 think in North Texas, South
Texas.

And 1 have seen wildlife —- 1 purposely

drive through Gateway Park in that area, even when we
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had all these torrential rains, 1 used to park my truck
beyond the -- the bridge and watch the water flow under
the bridge, you know, just watch the river run.

I think that it"s the -- it"s a beautiful
setting. |1 didn"t know it was in such disgrace or
needing special treatment. What -- What is there right
now is just magnificently beautiful, and 1 don"t
think -- 1 think the citizens of Fort Worth if they want
to do this, they need to vote on it themselves, and
myself. |If it"s voted on, I would have to pay that
portion, too.

But to go to the federal government and
get 400 million dollars when we already, each citizen,

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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owes $33,000 plus all the other debt we have created,
consumer debt.

And then even when the drug dealers in
Italy want to take Euros, and some of the Middle Eastern
countries want to take Euros instead of dollars for
their money -- I mean, for the oil, we have got to
really start questioning how much government we need.

And 1 hope you-all can think of this and
consider that. Thank you.

COLONEL MARTIN: Thank you. James, and
on deck is Jason Smith. Okay. Jason Smith. James is
not here. Jason Smith are you here?

JAMES COLE: 1 think that"s me.

COLONEL MARTIN: You"re James?

JAMES COLE: Yes.
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COLONEL MARTIN: Okay. Thanks.

JAMES COLE: [I"m James Cole, 341 Nursery
Lane. I live and work in Fort Worth. 1 submitted my
comments to the record, but 1 am going to read the final
paragraph to clear some things up. Some cynics have
said It may be too costly. Well, the opposite is
actually true.

The combined project as now envisioned
will assure a long term, high quality of life,
environmental quality and a sustainable economy for the

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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Central City. The project will more than pay for
itself. Thank you.

COLONEL MARTIN: Thank you. Jason Smith
I believe is gone, right? Not here. And Ross Stephens.

ROSS STEPHENS: 1 am Ross Stephens with
Link our Trail city to city, north, south, east, west,
the shortest distances. 1 would just like everybody
here to know that we would like to work together with
everyone on linking our trails, trying to link up
Arlington, Fort Worth, Haltom City, Richard Hills, North
Richland Hills and Grand Prairie.

We"re looking at the sidewalks, we"re
looking at the bicycle routes, we"re looking at the
off-street trails and utility lines, as well as the
river trails. Basically, we want to go north, south,
east and west of the lands central section, which is the
central section for 16 counties or more and that being
hundreds if not thousands of people will be bicycling

here.
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The north, south cross is Handley
Ederville, Bridgewood Drive and Randol Mill Road. The
distance in Fort Worth is one to two miles to link up to
the other cities. Each city has about a similar or
shorter distance to link up, so literally we will have
over a hundred miles of trails to hike and bike on.
ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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Which means people can commute to and
from work, recreate, and have a great improvement in
their life and in the quality of life In Fort Worth.
Also, in some of the other cities they have activities
that go on once a month, sometimes once a year,
sometimes four cities get together to have activities
and events. We would also like to see that take place
as well.

Council of Governments, North Central
Texas Council of Governments also supports the idea of
this effort because it means we can cut down on the
number of traffic accidents, number of vehicles out
there, clean up our air, which helps us live, divying up
our federal money for highways and what have you. It"s
also the cheapest thing we can do to improve the quality
of life throughout the region.

And from my side of town, what we also
say that they would really like to be able to have
access to Gateway Park. They have been waiting decades
for that access. And that"s part of the reason | got
back into this. Any way, we would just like to work
with you in linking up our trails. We are very, very
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positive in wanting to have them linked up.

Also, we have a volunteer effort where we
also build trails. Whatever we can do to get people out
ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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safely as soon as possible, we"ll need people from
home -- you can get outdoors and use these areas seven
days a week. And that is very exiting to a lot of
people.

And 1 have talked to many thousands, over
6,000, so 1 will give you an idea. That"s basically it.
Thank you-all.

COLONEL MARTIN: That was our last
comment registration form. Does anyone have a form that
for some reason we did not get to? If you would like to
bring it up here now and make your comment. If not,
we"ll wrap it up. Any other comments out there? All
right.

Well, thank you for coming here.

Remember this is day 20 of the 45-day period ending
February 19th. Get your comments in by then so we can
address them. Thank you for showing up tonight.

(Public meeting concluded at 8:03 p.m.)

STATE OF TEXAS )

ALLIED REPORTERS * (817) 335-5568 * (800) 562-7055
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COUNTY OF TARRANT )}

This is to certify that I, Carolyn H. Gayaldo,
Certified Shorthand Reporter, reported in shorthand the
proceedings conducted at the time and place set forth in
the caption hereof, and that the above and foregoing 54
pages contain a full, true and correct transcription of
the Public Hearing.

Witness my hand and seal of office on this the 28th

day of January, 2008

Carolyn H. Gayaldo, CSR
Expiration Date 12/09

Allied Court Reporters

Firm Registration No. 287
5208 Airport Freeway, Ste 210
Fort Worth, Texas 76117

(817) 335-5568
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i My written comments are on the back of this form

P

Please noie that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing,
Written comments may also be submitted as follows:

Mail:  Saji Alummutil, CESWF-EC-D, P.0O. Box 17300, Fort Worth, TX 76102
E-mail: S;@}'iﬁiummuﬁi}@uf;ace.army.mii
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E-mail:  Saji. Alummuttil@usace.army.mil
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Fort Worth Central City Project

S
Name: Ll P

Representing: s

Mailing Address:

-

P

£ o G
gf"% B >
A B e g 3 ¢
i £ g ey gg e

xﬁi I'support the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
g 2 I'wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
L My written comments are on the back of this form
Q loppose the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
& Twish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
L My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing,
Written comments may also be submitted as follows:

Mail; aji Alummuttit CESWF-PER-P, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth TX 76102
Eemail:  8aji Alummuttil@usace.army. mil

L




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Central City Project
January 24, 2008

Name:

Repmse&iiazg: -

Mailing Address: L

Daytime Telephone:

E-mail Addyess:

I support the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
< T'wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3
< My written comments are on the back of this form
W I oppose the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
Lb 1wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
& My written comments are on the back of this form

minutes)

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether iy
Written comments may also be submitted as follows:

Mail:  Saji Alummur] CESWF-PER-P, P.O. Box | 7300, Fort Worth TX 76102
E-mail:  Saji AlummutﬁI@usace.army.mi]

1 person or in writing,
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Page: 88

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/20/2008 2:31:14 PM -06'00'
Reviewers note: No comments were provided on the back of this form.




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Central City Project
January 24, 2008

Name: s

P W B A N §
g{&iﬁn{%‘“@ g‘/ &ww}@ go\%«gl

Representing:

Mailing Address:

Daytimne Telephone:

E-mail Address:

fffé« [ support the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
QI wish to present oral comments during the pubtlic forum (limit: 3 minutes)
L My written comments are on the back of this form

3 Toppose the Ceatral City Project — Gateway

-

Park Improvement Plan

0 ['wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
G My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration
Written comments may also be submitted as follows:

, whether in person or in writing.

Mail; Saji Alummutti] CESWF-PER-P, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth TX 76102

E-mail:  Saji Alummuttil@usace.army.mil




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM

Fort Worth Central City Project
January 24, 2008

Name:

Representing:  { »7

A
Mailing Address: e
Daytime Telephone:
. . P ;’ o §g¥ Ny PP N&?{; 5 F e &% ;;g? g;* ;?'j 55‘%&%&”}”%
E-mail Address: (T INAL VAL W AL L5 i d L
P 13 ;
\w"Mr l;( ) fé (»J“& gg

&

1" L'support the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
& I'wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
L1 My written comments are on the back of this form
a ‘*’%%ﬁ}gggsﬁige Central-City P.I'Ojecg ;%Gateway };&f{: Improvement Plan

s
P

AT %ish tgpz‘e;‘\ﬁn’[ oral c:;énuﬁ@ts duping the pub})jﬁf fox%m&éfﬁ%% 3 minutes)

§ %’:’ Y of %, ol A i 1N orf
?; "8 Mywwritten comiments are on the'back of this Torm

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing.
Written comments may also be submitted as follows:
Mail:  Saji Alummuttil, CESWF-EC-D, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth, TX 76102
E~-mail: Saji. Alummuttil@usace.army. mil




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM

Fort Worth Central City Project

January 24, 2008
Ty £
Name: Uy peamoio el
Representing:

. AR o) el T Tl e
Mailing Address: o %% “"igf T Li ). AT el LY {0
Daytime Telephone: g 7y
E-mail Address: At T o |

e v

@ 1 support the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
£ 1 wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
0 My written comments are on the back of this form

U Toppose the Central City Project ~ Gateway Park Improvement Plan
& Twish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
LI My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing,
Written comments may also be submitied as follows:

Mail:  Saji Alummuttil, CESWF-EC-D, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth, TX 76102
Hemail: Saji. Alummuttil@usace.army.mil




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORK
Fort Worth Central City Project
January 24, 2008

Mame:

Representing:

Mailing Address:

]

Davtime Telephone:

E-mail Address:

@N I support the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan

‘ 0 I wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes}
2 My written comments are on the back of this form

0 I oppose the Central City Project ~ Gateway Park Improvement Plan
D 1 wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
0 My written comunents are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing.
Written comments may also be submitted as follows:

Mail: Saji Alummuitil CESWF-PER-P, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth TX 76102
Femail:  Sajl Alummuttil’@usace.army.mil




COMMENT REGISTRA TION FORM

Fort Worth Central City Project
January 24, 2008

T AHAF e o

. ’ /‘9 £ g%?’?};‘a’m e .
Daytime Telephone: %7 ARG WA s
E-mail Address:

—
.

% f

I support the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
< I'wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)

4 My written comments are on the back of this form
Gateway Park Improvement Plan

U 1 oppose the Central City Project —

& I'wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
U My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that gl comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing,
Written comments may also be submitted as folloy

VS:
Mail:  Saji Alummuti! CESWF-PER-P, P.O. Box 17300, Fort W,
E-mail;

orth TX 76102
Saji Alummutt V@usace.army. mi]




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Central City Project
January 24, 2008

B, Ko,

Name:

Representing:

Mailing Address: n

Daytime Telephone: _

E-mail Address:

&,é ['support the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan

& I wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
“ My written comments are on the back of this form

L 1 oppose the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
U Twish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
O My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing.
Writterr comments may also be submitted as follows:

Mail: Sajf Alummuttil, CESWF-EC-D, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth, TX 76102
E-mail: i%zzjiAIunnnuttii@usace'm‘m}amil




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Central City Project
January 24, 2008
Name:
Representing:

Mailing Address:

Daytime Telephone:

E-mail Address: 1
T support the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
G 1wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
L My written comments are on the back of this form
@ T oppose the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
O I wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
L My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing.
Written comments may also be submitted as follows:

Mail: Saji Alammuttil, CESWF-EC-D, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth, TX 76102
Exaymails Saji. Alummuttil@usace. army. il




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM

Fort Worth Central City Project

January 24, 2008
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& support the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan

< 1 wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2

Q@ My written comments are on the back of this form
U Toppose the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan

< 1 wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2

L My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing,

Writien comments may also be submitted as follows:

minttes)

minutes)

Mail Ssji Alummutti] CESWF-PER-P, P.O. Rox 17300, Fort Worth TX 76102

E-mails  Saji Alummuttil @usace. army. mil




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM

Fort Worth Central City Project

January 24, 2008
Name: . 4/ ;{ f ;ii,ff'fff; iyl
o " s s
Representing: f@’%ff’f W xffgﬁ;{j@;gg\é; Elrd s e ; ’li@f}iﬁ’fwﬁf“ Yl j?”}f‘“? o
4 oo - TR t
Mailing Address: /() :f:; 5 ﬁ:wf{fﬁ% :@:‘f{f{ /’f;;’ i 4 ’i’é’ Afjf / g

4

Daytime Telephone:

E-mail Addvress:

S
“f} - E - »
O 1support the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan

U Twish to present oral comments durin g the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
L My written comments are on the back of this form
U Toppose the Central City Project - Gateway Park Improvement Plan
W I wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
“ My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing,
Written comments may also be submitted as follows:

Mail: Saii Alummutii] CESWF-PER-P, P.0O. Box 17300, Fort Worth TX 76102
F-mail; Saji ;ﬁdummuf:zi}@usace.army.mil




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Central City Project

i January 24, 2008
/
/
Name: o LAVAY
W
£ d ké & ¢ £
HRepresenting: L I

Mailing Address:

E-mail Address: 4

" £
&m« x:«{;gi” % {iﬁgf %j ‘\\s“} \

Gamkt

t%; I'support the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
Y a wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
My written comments are on the back of this form
L loppose the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
<} 1 wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
L My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing,
Written commients may also be submitted as follows:

Mail: Sai Alummutti] CESWE-PER-P, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth TX 76102
E-maill  Saji Alummuttil@usace.army. mil




COMMENT REGISTRA
Fort Worth Central City
Jan uary 24, 2008

TION FOrRM

Projeet

Regre%ﬂﬁz@g: 7

Mailing Adg ress:

E~mail Address:

o Usupport the Central City Project

L ] wish to present org]
U My wri

B Ioppose the

Please note that all co

mm
Wrilt

ents are givep equal consideration, whether in person or in Writing,
I CoOmments may alsp be submitted a5 follows:

Mait: Saji Aiummuttﬂ, CES WF»EQD, P.O. Box |

7300, Fort Worth, TX 76102
Eemail: Sajz’Aiumnmiﬁi@usace.army.mz’l




COMMENT REGISTRATION FOR

Fort Worth Central City Project
Januvary 24, 2008

Name:

Representing:

Mailing Address:

Daytime Telephone: !

E-mail Address: S 1T

@ | su pport the Central City Project
< T'wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
& My written comments are op the back of this form

& 1oppose the Central City Project
U T'wish to present oral comments during the public forum (Hmit: 2 minutes)
-1 My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing,
Written comments may also be submitted as follows:

Mail: Saji Alummutti CESWF-PER-P, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth TX 76102
E-mail:  Saji Alummuttili@usace.army. mil




COMMENT REGISTRATION F ORM

Fort Worth Central City Project

January 24, 2008 _
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Mailing Address? b %, %ﬁ?% v f;"@"é%f’»«ﬁ% Ll )
PR Py e
Daytime Telephone: /7 7 féf Fas o )
& & % A
E-mail Address; g i y“g’”” L

QO Tsupport the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
G Twish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
U My written comments are on the back of this form
L Toppose the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
}&i«% 1 'wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
G My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing,
Written commenis may also be submitted as follows:

Mail:  Saji Alummuttil CESWF-PER-P, P.0O. Box 17300, Fort Worth TX 76102
E-mail:  Saji Alummuttii@us&ce.army,mi?




COMMENT REGISTRATION FOR

Fort Worth Central City Project

January 24, 2008
Name: *
Representing:
Mailing Address: i AT

Daytime Telephone: 4

P 4
§

E-mail Address: | » 5} £

L
O Isupport the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
= I wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
L My written comments are on the back of this form
| oppose the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
%3 I wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)

< My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing,
Writien comments may also be submitted as follows:
Mail: Saji Alummuttil, CESWF-EC-D, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth, TX 76102

Eemail: S@i.i.;‘tinmmui‘tii@usace.am}«’.mﬂ




COMMENT REGIST RATION FORM
Fort Worth Central City Project
January 24, 2008
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- : 4 & R
Daytime Telephone: ﬁ $ ﬁwn / fg o ;? > s S e

E-mail Address:

———— s,

<1 Isupport the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
“  I'wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
U My written comments are on the back of this form
#. Toppese the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
}%M I'wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
U My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing,
Written comments may also be submitted ag follows:

Mail: Sail Alummuttil, CESWF-EC-D, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth, TX 76102
E-muail: ’fféegi.f%_iummuﬁil@usace.army.mi1




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Central City Project
January 24, 2008

Name:

€ %

Representing:

Mailing Address:

Daytime Telephone: .

E-mail Address: .

S Isupport the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
W Iwish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
W My written comments are on the back of this form

Loppose the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
2771 wish to bresent oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
< My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that Lommenis are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing,
Written comments may also be submitted as follows:

Mait:  Sgjj Alummutti], CESWF-EC-D, P.0O. Box 173 00, Fort Worth, TX 76102
E~mail: Saji.Aiummi,z.i:tiJ@usace.army.mi}




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM

Fort Worth Central City Project
\ J’amzary 24, 20068

Name: ——i

Representin gr  /

Daytime Te%&p%ﬁfmezmw

E-mail Adg ress: o

L Twisht sent oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
< My written comments are on the back of this form
fgs F'oppese the Centra] City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
B 1wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
= My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that aj cOmments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing,
Wrilten comments may also be submitted as follows:

Mail:  §aji Alummutii] CESWF-PER-P, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth TX 76102
E-mail:  Sajj Aiummutﬁl@usace.army,mil




'my Corps
f Engineere

Fort Worth District

Project/Subject:

Comments-

{ Opfional)f
Name: -
Address: 5

Phone and/or E;maii Address:

Organization-

0w are we doing? Please tell us!

Your comments/suggestions are important to ys. Please share your thoughts by completing
this card and dropping it in the mail, or send us an E-mail to

Fublic. Affairs Swf02.usace. arm mil

Although the personal information requested below is optional,

we will need it if YOu wish g response. Thank youl




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM

Fort Worth Central City Project
January 24, 2008

Name: Eric Fox

Representing: myself

Mailing Address: 3513 Overton Park Drive East, Fort Worth, Texas 76109

Daytime Telephone: 817-319-0132

E-mail Address: eric.v.fox@Imco.com

X I support the Gateway Park/Central City Project
Q | wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
O My written comments are on the back of this form

O | oppose the Gateway Park/Central City Project
a | wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
O My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing.
Written comments may also be submitted as follows:

Mail: Saji Alummuttil, CESWF-EC-D, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth, TX 76102
E-mail:  Saji.Alummuttil@usace.army.mil
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How are we doing? Please tell us!

Your comments/suggestions are important to ys, Please share your thoughts by completing
this card ang dropping it in the mail, or Send us an E-majl to

Yy Corps Public. Affairs@swioy usace. army. my

ineers Although the personal information réequested below ig optlional,

we will need jt jf YOu wish a response. Thank you!

of Ene

Fort Worth District

Project/Subjeci: ff

Commenis:

(Optionai) L
Name: 7/
Address:
Phone and/or E-mai
Organization:

Fo

I Address:




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Centrat City Project
January 24, 2008

vame [ evivue Rensinte

Hepresenting: %2 {f\f@:f W{V{KE 3‘5 m A "

Mailing Address: ?@ SBeoyx 1504 Tw TR THegd

Daytime Telephone: 3 E 7 - 35_!3 o - AE‘E‘; v

Foinail Address: C,QV\ %"%E'Efugi:‘? KBQ’;{CE\) o, f'&;ﬁ«if’”?w s (_/'%"

%; I suppart the Cenwral City Project — Gateway Park Iimprovement Plan
js( 1 wish 10 present oral comments during the public forum (Jimit: 3 minutes)
P( My written conuments are on the back of this form
1 appose the Central City Project ~ Gateway Park Improvement Plan
1 Ywish to present oral comments during the public forum (limie 3 minutes)
0 My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that sl commients are given equal consideratjon, whether in person or in writing.
Wrinen comments may also be submitted as follows:
Mail:  Saji Alummuil, CESWF-EC-D), P.O. Box 17300, Fort Werth, TX 76102
E-mail Sai Ammutil@usaceariny il
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COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fart Wourth Central City Project
January 24, 2008
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s T A b A edd T “F A e
Mailing Address: iy Chagnd  (SH %é“f‘?” ey 3[5'1 X f{@f‘tﬁ 5
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e i o e - 5
Daytime Telephone: | = g il D35~ 0%.{?;‘: é?i}
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oo O et
T bsupport e Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan e t;?.;ﬁ"{fg‘ ‘E@Z&eff
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y O My written cormuments are on the back of this form 5} g‘-&iéfg Ny
¢ f?{b 1 sppose the Cenwral City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan i duasi

- &@ﬁ%{ L, 1wish to present oral comments during the public forum (it 3 minutes)
N ; v . N
{/,59: 4§ My written comments are on the back of this form

Please noie that alt connents are given equal consideration, whether i person or in writing.
Wiitien commments miay also be suboited sy follows:
Mail: Saji Alurnmwitil, CESWEF-EC-3, PO Box 17308, Ford Worth, TX 76102
E-mails  Saji Alummatiii@usace army.nil
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Page: 112

Sequence number: 1
Author: USACE
Subject: Note

Date: 2/25/2008 10:55:43 AM -06'00'
This site is downstream of Gateway Park and is not expected to detrimentally impact project features located in Gateway Park. The

cumulative impacts of oil and gas exploration have been included within the Draft Supplemental EIS and this site specific
information will be considered during the preparation of the Final Supplement.




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Furt Worth Centrat City Preject

. Janu’ary 24, 2688 . i '
MM:iI%Eb;ga A«Sﬁeﬁ?&&b&

Representing:

Mailing Address: (g (o 4% Freoesh on w, TR NEH T TR
Daytime Telephone: ____ )

E-mail Address;

O Isuppert the Central City Project - Gateway Park Improvement Plan
3 I wish io present oral commienis during the public forum (limit: 3 minuges)
// ! My written comments are on the back of this form
o1 appose the Central City Project - Gateway Park Impravement Plan
Mrescm oral comments dwring the public forurm (limit 3 minutes)
My written comments are an the back of this forn

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing.
Wriiten comments may also be submitied as foliows:

Mail:  Saji Alummottit, CESWF-EC-D, £.0. Box 17300, Forr Worth, TX 76102
E-mal  Saji.AlumiguitilV@gusace army. ol
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Page: 114

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/25/2008 10:59:21 AM -06'00'
The Corps of Engineers has been directed by Congressional authorization to implement the Trinity River Vision master plan which

includes the bypass channel provided it is technically sound and environmentally acceptable.




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Central Clty Project
Jancary 24, 2008

¢ -
| X . -

i iy &
Name: iy 1 O €3 p\{,u;éu“;, 7y

Sfa S

N * il / ; HE & 1 ) { N ,‘
Represcating: 4 Sl it Londe e g d =l P,

T A R I - I e
Maifiog Address: _ 0 Doy Joozd S ot T e lES

v o } 0 gt I
Daytime Telephone: 5/ = RTE LD

ik ! L L i
E-majt Address: Cl'i_f"r'é'{\ikﬁﬂ W L@ o Vi b G ey
&

;ﬁ: I support the Central City Project - Gateway Park Improvement Plan
W Lwish to present oral comments during the public forum (fimit: 3 minutes)
My writlen comments are on the back of this form

i uppose the Central City Project - Gateway Park Improvement Plan
& Ywish to present oral comments during the public forum (fimit: 3 minutes)
0 My writien comments are on the back of this form

o

Please note that ali comments are given equal consideration, whether in person of in writing.
Writien comments may also be submitied as follows:

Mail: Saji Alurnmuttil, CESWF-EC-D), £,0. Box 17306, Fort Worth, TX 76162
E-mail  Saji. Alumimutiiig@usace.army. mil
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Page: 116

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note

Date: 2/29/2008 2:48:23 PM -06'00'
The current City of Fort Worth Gateway Park Master plan does not include White Lake. The current plans do not

include expanding Gateway Park beyond the current master plan boundaries.




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Central City Project
Jununry 24, 2008

Name L. g SR A

Hepresenting: Din e

Mailing Address: [ o Ay i ‘N ‘
Daytime Telephone: 72 S

E-mail Address: S

3 | sappert the Central City Project ~ Gateway Park Improvement Plan
2 1 wish to present oral commenis during the public forum (Hmit: 3 minutes}
TEE My written comments are on the back of this form
3 ioppose the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvenent Plan
0 1 wish o present oral comments during the public forum (Hmit: 3 minutes)
O My written comments are on the back of this form

Pleast note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or bn writing.
Writlen conunents niay also be submitied as foliows:

Mall: Saji Alummutiil, CESWF-EC-D, F.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth, TX 76102
E-mail:  Saji, Alummuntil@@usace.army.mil







Page: 118

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/29/2008 2:49:19 PM -06'00'
White Lake was not considered for incorporation into the project plan due to its physical separation from the

Gateway Park area. Habitat development and recreational opportunities of the Gateway Park area had been
demonstrated in prior evaluations.




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fert Worth Central City Project
January 24, 2008

i

. 0 B . Ny
Name: o284 {0 S b g L

g
il

Representing: £ |

;3

S0 AT
£
Mailing Address:” &

Daytime Telephone: |

A N,
E-mail Address: N &40 §

U 1support the Central City Praject — Gateway Park Impm{;jement Plan
@3’ I wish to present oral comments during the vublic forum (limit: 3 minutes)
\. My written conmments are on the back of this form
U loppose the Central City Project - Gateway Park Improvement Plan
O I'wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit; 3 ninutes)
U My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing.
Written comments may also be submitted as follows:

Mail:  Saji Alummutil CESWF-PER-P, P.0. Box 17300, Fori Worth TX 76102
E-mail:  Saji Alummuttil@usace.army. mil
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Page: 120

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/5/2008 4:57:15 PM -06'00’
Thank you for your comment on the benefits of the project proposal.




—

COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Wortlh Central Chiv Project
January 24, 28408
MNanae: »\J;ii Qzurm&mmsfg
Representing: )E;Af Eloepdn  Eawin {3 Chuds .
Muiling Address: 029 Sldoridee S Ao o7
o
Daytime Telephone: 082~ $IS -~ YOGb§

E-mail Address: Jj""”? k2 Sbcajgbﬂ,nmf;,,, .

;/%““’T'suppart the Central City Project -~ Gateway ark lmprovement Plan
d O | wish to present oral comments during the pubiic forum (limit: 3 minutes)
& "My written comments arc on the back of this fam
3 1 oppese the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Dlan
T I wish o present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minures)
L My written comments are on the back of' this farm

Blease noie that all comments are piven equal consideration, whethar in person or in writing.
Writlen comments may also be submitted as foilows:

Mail:  Saji Alumuitit CESWF-PER-P, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth TX 76102
L-mail Sajl Alummunilgusace army. il
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Page: 122

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/5/2008 4:58:07 PM -06'00'
Your support for the recreational features of the project is noted.




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Warth Centrul City Project
Japuary 24, 2008

Nume! MQ’Q‘ M"ﬁ{) ‘Z i ngv[‘f_j_,

Representing: ﬁt’ﬂ_ﬁt_"_ C?WRC;}

Malling Address: 129 Wirsend ﬁg?/s v

E-mail Address:

ﬁ/i support the Central City Project — Gateway Park bnprovemest Plan
2 | wish to present oral comments during the public forum {limit: 3 minutes)
et~ My written commienis are on the back of this form
U [ eppuese the Central City Project -- Gateway Park Improvement Plan
O 1 wish 1o present oral comments during the public foram (limit: 3 minutes}
U My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all conwnenis are given equal consideration, whelher in person or in writing,
Wrilien conuments may also be submitied as foliows:
Maik: Saji Alummuitil, CESWF-FC-D, P.0O. Box 17300, Fort Woerth, 1X 76102
E-mail: Saji.Alummutil@usace.aomy.mil
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COMMENT RECISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Ceniral Cliy Project
Japnary 24, 2008

/ 3
wif s £ /N

Representing:

Tuns HIdhe K

Mailing Address: /7’/5/ /}:}d‘”}({’ﬁf/’
Daytime Telephone: 37/ = S5E - ST _ B

7 . ) g -
E-mull Address:  ( %{/g?“}'z,a?/z@?f/ R, ,.s*-ﬁw-@,, (j/f.,;’ il # AFLEL

& Lsuppori the Central City Project ~ Gatewsy Park inprovement Plan
O @ wish o present oral comments during the public forem (imit: 3 minutes)
& My written comments are on the back of this form

A Loppose the Cenral City Project - Gateway Park Improvement Plan
O T wish o prasent oral comments during the public forum (lavit: 3 minuies)
2 My wriiten comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comuments are given cqaal considerarion, whether in person or in writing,
Writlen cotuments may also be submitted as follows:
Wail:  Saii Alummunil CESWE-PER-P, P.O. Bax 17300, Fort Worth TX 76102
E-mail:  Saii Alwmmuiti@usace, army. mil
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COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fart Wovth Central City Project
January 24, 2008

oo g | PRorEN

Representing: W%?,, MMW&W& }\j -ﬂ’ .

Matiing Addresss 755 /ﬁj@ﬁ’?@"é_ ﬁv{fﬁ” Fld 146603

Haytime Telephone: g £3- i!‘;} '@2«?@ I
E-maf Address: FIE SO SRaLl ORNL M’ﬁ—‘

Augpart the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
= | wish to present oral comments during the public forum (Hmit 3 minutes)
@”/My wriltei: comments are on the back of this form
L1 ioppose the Central City Project - Gatewsy Park Improvement Pian
O I wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minutes)
My written comments are on the back of this form

Please node that all comiments are given equal consideration, whether in person or ip writing.
Wriiten cominenis may also be submitted as follows:
Mail:  Saji Alummuttil, CESWF-EC-D, P.O. Box 17380, Fort Worth, TX 74102
E-iaif:  Sejl Alummseitildfnsace arniy. il
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COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Werth Central Uity Project
January 24, 2048
Representioge . L e i s e s i e s e e
Msiting ddress: Y405 Dinnliak Lank, FokT okt TX Rl
Bayiime Telephons: (:5’3’ 7} CQEEITREE

Eomall Address: ke 12169 é‘kﬁiﬁé&z}*@ﬁ?

h&/ [ smpport the Gateway Park/Central City Project
G Powish to present ore! commients during the public Porum (Hmit 2 minutes)
U My written comments are on the back of this form

U i eppose the Gareway ParkeCentral City Project
U §owish to present oral comments during the pablic forum (Hmit 2 minaes}
U My wriden camments are on the back of this form

Please nete thay all comments are given equal consideration, whether in persou of in wiiting,
Writlen comunenis roay also be submiited as follows:
bMail:  Sail Alummusil, CESWEF-EC-D. PA, Box 17300, Fort Warth, TX 76142
E-mail:  Saji Alummuttil@usace aniy.mil
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Page: 130

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note

Date: 2/5/2008 5:04:08 PM -06'00'
Your comment on the benefits of the proposed project to the Gateway Park area are noted.




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Contral City Projest
January 24, 2008

= a@wﬁm K ot L " C b
Maiting Address: 1 j%lf - / f’“‘ n , —
Daytime Telephone: Eim H4 b ‘L?’M?é(l .

i-mail Address:

S Tsupport the Central City Project ~ Guteway Park Improvement Plan
Tt 1 wish to present oral comments during the public forurn (mit: 3 mimutes)
W My written eotnments are on the back of this form
2 | oppose the Central City Project ~ Gateway Park hnprovement Plan
o I wish o present oral conunents during the public forum (imit:
3 My written comments are on the back of this form

-

3 minates)

Please note that alf comuments are given equal sonsideration, whether in person sr in writing,
Writien commients may also be submitted as follows:
Mail: Sl Alumongil, CESWER-EC-D, P.0O. Box 17300, Fort Worth, TX 76102
E-mail:  SajlAluseswidli@usace.army. il




=
I ool poe (bt (i - Colioots, Pkt o puiiment Ko, 945 2

%/7 m?zzwa/b/ /Mﬂ‘ m D Il Jfﬂwmb Ao m:ﬂil? M ”/’27’ (,M?L v MZZZ,,??
WS Windafplo pak-Splomn,




Page: 132

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/5/2008 5:04:39 PM -06'00'
Your support for the project is noted.




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Faort Worth Central Chty Project
January 13, 2448

Name: e pEa 7T adnens .

Representing: 7V E/Cad fraohbowr)  dlasocus gl _ 0oV ’,5 i A LA Sl s

il Bahs e st oy e FT e P e i

Maiiing Addresst |«

Daytime Telephone: é’?fq BG L T {J) <

Fepeail Addresss

_}'{E support the Cemrai City Project - Gateway Park improvement Plan
L 2 ] wish to present oral comments during the public forum {Himit: 3 minutes}
=gk My writen comments are on the back of this form
O | sppoese the Central Civy Project — Gateway Fark Iisprovement Plan
& 1 wish to present oral comments during the public Torum {(Hmit: 3 minuies)
T My written comments are on the back of this form

Plesse note that «l compients are given egual consideration, whether in person or in writing,
Writtens commenis may aiso be submitted as follows:
Mail:  Sgji Alupmusil CESWFE-PER-P, PLO. Box 17300, Fort Wornth TX 76142

17

E-mall:  Sefi Alusmnutil@nsact army.mil
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Page: 134

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/5/2008 5:05:35 PM -06'00’
Thank your for your comment supporting the project objectives.




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Ceatral Oty Project
Japuary 24, 2008

Name: *j"-—ue:éfi\_/j /s, § e
Representing: .féfﬁ(’,é .S?k J.Zﬁ {{/J/«"/MA _ﬁ’%ﬁ 2 —’/i_ et e e
Mafiing Address: R Ted / .}Z—” U
Baytime Tetephone: &4 7= ,.:23? §56 & ’f e
Bl Adrege ,ég,@é&, (/SRS VR & M/M N

ﬁ/ ! support ihe Centrat City Project - Gateway Park impmve;mm Pla
s ish to present oral comments during the public forum (fimit: 2 minues)
a/:; writlen comments are on the back of this form

U | oppose the Central City Project - Gateway Park improvement Plan
& 1 wish o present oral commenis during the public forum (limit 2 minures)
U My written conments are on the back of this form

Please oote that gl comments are gives equal consideration, whether in person or in writing,
Written comunents may also be submitted as follows:
Sl Sajt Alummuatil, CESWE-EC-D, P02 Box 17300, Fort Wonh, TX 7862
E-mail:  Seji.Alummusilifusace. army. mil




S Bhord

Wﬁéf




COMMERT REGISTRATIOR FORM
Fart Worth Cenatral City Project

Jnnaary 24, 2008
Name: | f¥ - .
Representing: A -
Malling Address: ¢ 7 @"}Q‘Qf — . .
Daytinte Telephome: ‘{E %-Mj? L N ol :‘; OO0 v T WO )

g S T LA A

E-mait Address: ?l‘;gf;h‘i QL% "%;f'f“ L\"'“}. i(}x i “Eé")(
1 f

O §support the Gateway Park/Central City Project
L b owish 1o present oral comments during the pubiic forun (Jimit 2 mtnures)
My writien corumaents are on the back of this farm
Ut oppese the Galeway Park/Central City Project
T Ywish to present oral comiments during the public fursm (limit: 2 minutes)
3 My written commenis are of the back of this form

Plaase oty at alf comnents are given equal consideration, whether i porson o in writiog,
Written commonts may sko be submiticd as follows:
Wiail: Saji Alummutdi CESWEF-PER-D, £.O. Box 1730, Fort Worth TX 76102
Permaiis Najd Alummusiledesace srony . il
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Page: 138

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/5/2008 5:06:45 PM -06'00'
Thank you for supporting the multipurpose objectives of the project.




COMPMENT REGISTRATION FORM

Fort Worth Ceatral City Projeci
January 24, 2408

Fhae . .
%a ’_\L\WL LA

o e { B ‘ - — 3 ™
Represeasing: \ \-..)* C\ \cg{}* \\\K\:%C o &-’ﬁ‘i}ﬁm {/ ;

_:5,)

Name:

'”’\K*f v/)} (\‘«j_, -~ ( \ \,\' O
Maiting Address:s J0 \Y Ty L3 N \\ A% i\‘, 4
W fr ey ©
Daytime Telophone: o Z{ v (72~V .

A LA o
A (@ oahoo
. 5T
M/ ) . e .
[ support the Central City Project - Gateway Park Improvement Plan
@ | wish 10 present oral comments during the pubtie forum (Hmit: 2 minues)
8y written comments are on the back of this torm
3 i oppose the Centrat City Pruject - Gareway Park nprovement Flan
0 §wish to present oral comunents during the public forum (limit: 2 minules)
Ld My writtes comments are on the back of this form

F-mail Address: Yy

Ploase note that ali compents are givest equal consideration, whether in pecsen or in writing.
Wi comencnis may alse be submitied as follows:
Mail:  Saji Aluwgnil, CESWF-EC-D, P.O. Box 17300, Fori Worth, TX 76102

kmail Saji Alummutiiidusace. army. mil
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Page: 140

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/5/2008 5:07:44 PM -06'00'
Your support for the project features and benefits are noted.




COMMENT REGISTRATION FUORM
Fors Worth Central City Prajest
January I4, 2008

Nuger

Hepresoniing:

Mailing Address:

Daytime Telephone:

E-miail Address: § vy

\K i support dwe Central City Project ~ Gateway Park nprovement Plan

i & 1wish to present oral comments during the public forum (lrait: 3 minutes)
“4 My written comments are on the back of this form

2 | oppose the Cenwal City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
3§ wish to present oral comments during the public foram (imit: 3 minuies)
2 My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that aft comments are given squel consideration, whether i persen or in writing.
Wrltten commenis may also be submitted a5 follows:
Mail:  Saji Alunmudl, CESWE-EC-D, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth, TX 76102
Fmadis Saji. Alurnuitit@usace zrayy.mil
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Page: 142

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/5/2008 5:08:20 PM -06'00'
Your support for the project is noted.




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Wordh Central ity Frojeet
Jusuary 24, 2608

o

Names IR g 4T f AR e
i
Represesting: . e e {@?’_m e

R s
Malling Address: ffﬁgﬁgwf%/h&}[‘b””iﬁ/g’&“ f‘:@f_f{” &'/szlg j ‘“S j{f@f

Daytime Teiephoua:

E-mail Addresst

& /‘E’;appn vt the Certiral City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
G 1 wish to present oral comments during the public foram {imit 3 minwes)
M&y written comments are on the back of this form

3 1eppese the Central Chty Project — Gateway Park Improveinent Plan
2 | wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 3 minues)
0 My written conmients are on the back of this form

Please note that all commenss arg given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing.
Writein comnweing may also be submited as follows:
Mail:  Saii Alummatt] CESWF-PER-P, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth TX 78102
E-meil  Sajt Alumimuttil@@usace army nii
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COMBMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Warth Central City Project
Janasary 24, 2008
-~

Nawme: . 7L:> \‘{’“éJ L t“"ﬁ’ ,,,,,Q,, -
Represeating: \S“Cf“'sf{‘ UJ;;)/ §~k"\ s \L‘é CQ"’VI"- > X MQ o kt““;{ C’z
i~
L

Mailing Addresss ;i}ﬁ)f}‘ ) k‘if'\ (}ywl fwf:'\% “’W\/ -5} W?Yﬁl ‘i o "’ ;{J ;‘)

Baytime Telephone: 553 ‘. }‘“M_ ‘:I @ %% O

P

N T e

,%5\ §support the Central City Project - Gateway Park Improvemen Plan
G twish o presentoval comunents during the pubiic forum finit 2 minutes)
B My wiitten corzments are on the back of this form

W §oppose the Central City Project — Gareway Park Improvement Plan
G ¥ wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
U My wriiten conmnents are on the back of this form

Please note that all comiments are given equal consideration, whether i persen o in writing.
Writien coutioeniy may also be submitted as Toflows:
Mail: Safl Alupensil, CESWF-LC-D, PO, Hox 17300, Fort Worth, TX 76102

phmadl Syl Alummulibeiusece army mii
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Page: 146

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note

Date: 2/5/2008 5:09:57 PM -06'00’
Thank you for your comment on the aspects of linking Gateway Park to the Central City project.




COVIMERT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Central City Project
Januury 14, 2008

oy ; e - o ; g o "
Malling Address: .2 (}ig{'{ /w &l ‘;"?fﬁ’ L4 Qj ﬁiﬁ' Loy CJ }ii{. W ile L ?‘?i’" gl < .
4 ? 7

- YA 59T - _ et e e e+ e

Dayiime Telephower £ /7

};ma?_;__(j T e & e rr. Comr o

Femall Avdress: 7

J4 1 support the Central City Projeet -- Gateway Park Inprovement Plan
0 1 wish 1o present oral comments during the pablic forum (fimit: 2 mines)
M My written comments are on ihe back of this form

2 { oppose the Cenwal City Project - Gateway Park Improvement Plan
O} wish 1o present oral comments during the public forum {lmin 2 minuies)
0 My written conpnents are on the back of this form

Please smote thig all commenis are given oqual sonsideration, whother in person o7 in writing,
Wrilien conrncats may also be submitied a3 follows:
Mailr Saji Alwneont! CESWE-PER-P, P.0. Box 17308, Fort Worth TX 76142

Femull Sapl AlummuilgZusace.armmyani]
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Page: 148

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note

Date: 2/5/2008 5:11:09 PM -06'00’
Thank you for your comment on the benefits of the proposed project to the community.




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Cenral City Project
Junuary 24, 2008

— )

Name: i:?!«d: R G N UV <
[l \""- I

Representing: L ARINCAL o S

‘g‘&iﬁ \\dd}%vf;’&"uz\mi (}? vEs {2“ ‘%v M%@,}i gi

Mailing Address:

Paythme Telepbone: %{—-} BE ff) E’ﬁ e e e e
Femnil Address: b{EV L’\;_ fafe "T}i@ \&:ﬂ G\&“@éﬁ’l& 5,\‘33 S

[ suppory the Central City Project - Gateway Park §mpz‘ovemem Plan
U I wish o present oral comments during the public forwm {(limit: 2 minutes)
'ﬁi My written comments are on the back of this formn
0 §oppose the Contral City Project - Gateway Park Tinprovemant Plan
2 1 wish 10 present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
1 My written consments are on the back of this form

Please nowe that all compuents are given equal consideration, whether in person of in writing,
Written comments may afso be submitted as follows:

Maik  Raji Alwnmottl, CESWF-EC-D, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth, TX 76102
E-mail  Sajl Alummuottilégusece anny mil
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COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Central City Projeet
January 24, 2008

KE R

Representing:

Maiting Addyess:

Oayiime Telephone:

E-meail Address:

:
S g, (i O mncrs ) v Uit
};1 i support the Ceniral City Project - Gateway Park Jmprovement Plan
] wish to preseirt oral comments during the publie foram (limin 3 minutes)
5 My wrinen comunents are on the buck of this forni
[5 I (,-pxpuse the Central City Project — Gatewsy Pack Improvement Plan
0§ wish 2o present oval conunenis during the public formm (Umit 3 nunates)
O My written commenis are on the back of this form

:a%¢ note tat it comments are given equal considerstion, whether in persot or i writing.
ftien vomnuents muy also be submitted as follows:

Matk Sajl Alemmvatdl, CESWE-EC-D, B.OL Box 17300, Fort Worth, TX 76102
E-npilh SajiAlummutdlgusace.army mil
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Page: 152

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 3/10/2008 4:05:39 PM
The project team feels that the use of HEC-RAS for the computation of valley storage is an acceptable method for the

determination and comparison of valley storage within the floodway for existing and post project conditions. The majority of the
study analysis is within the Fort Worth Floodway, which is an engineered, uniform system with consistent geometry represented in
the detailed HEC-RAS model and thereby be used to confidently compute valley storage. Areas outside floodway were determined
using CAD and felt to be the most accurate method for calculating storage for areas not represented within the floodway model.

Sequence number: 2
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 3/10/2008 4:06:11 PM
Determination of valley storage impacts of the proposed project is based on impacts to the 100-year and SPF valley storage within

the entire study area, using the full width of the foodplain.




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Central City Project
January 24, 2008

— }i -
Lo f ) O

Nawe: _ TAMA

Reprosenting: e .

. [ %
Matling Address: Laxt ! 3 L e ) N

B
i

; <4 e B o f v
Draytime Telepbone: % i W b s
. Lo e L i ;
ECNE AT T L ;,;mﬁ»\ o3 AN el EE e T

Ee-mnil Address:

E &
fﬁﬁ i support rhe Central City Project - Gateway Park Improvement Plan
t 2 1 wish w present oral comunents during the public forum (Hmit: 3 minoes)
@, My writien cotnments are on the dack of tius form
O [ oppase the Ceniral Clty Project ~ Gareway Park Tmprovement Plan
0 Twishio present eral comments during the pubbic forum (limit 3 miputes)
L4 My writton comments are on the back of this form

Pleass note that all comments are glven egual consideration, whether in person or in writing,
Writlen comiments may also be submitied as Bllows:
Mailh  Saji Alumumutti] CESWE-PER-P, P.O. Box 17300, Fart Worth TX 7612
E-mails 8o Alsnmuildgusace avmy.mil







Page: 154

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/5/2008 5:42:36 PM -06'00'
Thank you for your support for the Central City project proposed modification.




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM

Fort Worth Central City Project
January 24, 2008

Name:

Representing:

Mailing Address: o

Daytime Telephone:

i
E-mail Address; =™

S,

“\n& ¢ . p . -
® Isupport the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan

. W Iwishto present oral comments during the public forum (limit; 3 ruinutes)
gy My written comments are on the back of this form
L Toppose the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
G I wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit; 3 minutes)
< My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing,
Written comments may also be submitted as follows:

Mail:  Saji Alummutti] CESWE-PER-P, P.O. Rox 17300, Fort Worth TX 76102
Eemaily  Saji Alummuttil @usace.arny, mil
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COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Ceatral Clty Projeet
Japuary Id4, 2088

Ropreseniing:

Mabing Address:

Dayvime Telephons: 737 0

Eomuil Address:

| supgont the Ceniral Cliy Project
W B wish o presest oral comments during the public forum (Hmit: 2 minutes)
o 1Y ‘wrillen comyments are on the back of this form

I L oppuse the Centrat City Project
2 1 wish i present oral cominents durng the public forum (lirit 2 minuies)
3 My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that ail comments are given egual consideration, whether in person or in writing,
Writien comuments may alsa be submited us foliows:
Mail:  Saji Alammuttil CESWF-PER-P, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Werth TX 76102
Eemail:  Safi Alurmuiti@@usace.army. mi}







COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Furt Worth Central Uity Project
January 24, 2008

= H
Namer S B O i
g 4™
Represemting: ?E’i\m\;“?;" o e S
pr b endoax /f\ ;.,/ ?" o= [ A ey m'fi e S
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3 L law T iny oy ey I
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— I i i B §*~ o i {‘}
E-mail Address: & 34 'g-w?f,i;“; Qe y T gk S et DA YT T ey S
L

H

@1 support the Central Ciiiy Project :
o Dwish o present oral comments during the public forum (it 2 minues)
O My written comments @re on the back of ihis form

2 | oppose the Central Cily Project
@ 1 wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
G My wrilien comments are ot the back of this form

Plzase nofe that alf cowannents are ghven equal consideration, whether in person or {n writing,
Writien comments may also be submitted as tollows:
Mail: Saji Anmmuit], CESWF-EC-T3, P.O), Box 17300, Fort Worth, TX 78102
Fenail:  Sgji Alummuttiig@usace. army. mil
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COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
““““ ,M}ri Worth Central City Project
January 24, 2008

Represemiing:

failing Address:

Daviige Telephone:

Femall Address: _ (08

-

5" 1 support the Central City Project

;J,_ $wish to present oral comments during the pubtc forum (limit 2 minutes)
’ L My writien comments are on the back of this form
a0 ogbpuse: the Central City Projest

G Lwish to present oral comments during the public forum (limiu 2 minates)
My wrirten comiments are on de back of this form

Please note that ail comments are given cqual consideration, whether in persor or in writing.
Written comnents may also be submitied as follows:
Mail: Sahi Alumnutell CHEWP-PER-P, P.O. Box 17300, Fon Worlh TR 10102
Eemalls  Saji Alummuttil@ussce.anmy. mil
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Page: 162

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note

Date: 2/25/2008 11:30:13 AM -06'00'
Execution of the proposed project incorporates monitoring and adaptive management to provide the habitat development described.




COMMENT BEGISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Cenfral City Project
Fanaary 24, 2008

Tl

Kame: -

Represeniing: __MW %
Mailing Address: m% m%__!;,.

Duytime Telephone: &% } %&f@ i e
Bomail Address: .uw_ﬁﬁtﬁ lE &?_%

E"’ i support ke Gateway Park/Centeal Chy Project
G | wish 1o present oral comments during he pablic forum (limic 2 misuies)
F® My writlen conmmnents are on the back of this form

G T oppese the Gateway Park/Central City Project
O [ wish to present oral comments duriag the public forum (hmic 2 minpees)
O My writien conunents are on the back of this form

Please noie that all cotmmenis are given equal consideration, whether i person or in writlog.
Writlen conmienis may also be submitted a5 follows:

e e MRSt AsmonttiL, CESWEEC D, P.O. Box E7300 Fnre Wl wowr =20
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Page: 164

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/5/2008 5:49:04 PM -06'00'
Thank you for your comment on the benefits of the proposed project modifications.




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Waorih Central Cliy Project
Japuary 24, 2008

A e
b—.j"

Mame: “;,f;

Hepresenting:

Mailing Address: _

i, :3 o
iy Lo 7

Drayiime Telephone: _ ¢

F-mgll Address:

}( ¥ support the Centeal City Project
i 2 1 wish w present oral comments during the public forum (Hmie 7 mimtes)
’% My writien commends are on the back of this form
G | oppose the Central City Project
T 1 wish to present oral commenis during the public forum (Himit: 2 minutes)
U My writien comments are on the back of this form

Please nole that all comments are givan equal consideration, whether in porson of in writing.
Wiritten cumiments may also be submited as follows:
Mail:  Saii Alumunuttil, CESWEF-EC-D, PG, Box 17300, Fort Werth, TX 76102
E-mall  Saf. Alumimattib@usace army. mit
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Page: 166

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/5/2008 5:51:13 PM -06'00'
Your comment on the proposed project modification benefits is noted.




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM

Fort Worth Central City Project
January 24, 200

Name: B(’E_TSY’ S ! CTIN R“C/g

Representing:

Mailing Address: < 370 & \54// ™M MMC/Z@)@ €0 9

Daytime Telephone: 57 7" CE c? Cf: - (% &5?

E-mail Address: /'I-Ol)( GG / 3;?/—4 09\5.6 C. C;/Ob/‘xg /Ue)L
J \

mpoﬂ the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
Q I wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
g{ My written comments are on the back of this form
0 I oppose the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
0 1 wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
O My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing.
Written comments may also be submitted as follows:

Mail:  Saji Alummuttil, CESWF-EC-D, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth, TX 76102
E-mail: Saji. Alummuttil@usace.army.mil
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Page: 168

Sequence number: 1

Author: M2PLRBKC

Subject: Sticky Note

Date: 2/25/2008 11:31:21 AM -06'00'
Thank you for your comment.




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Central City Project
January 24, 2008

~ 4 ,
e Apd IS

Name:

Représ’enting:

Mailing Address: ? 2)%%:% {g fp@ﬁig’» H ﬂ M 5 fjj;ﬂ }f{;ﬁ;ﬁ / Pff @ *7’}( Wf (?ﬂﬁ
Daytime Teleph ﬁf’j— ! {i?i& ? {}*‘C}{v?éf

E-mail Address: ’%”,ﬁ), {{ E8YEnN s i@) dvta( 30 M:Jg”
Z 1 support the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
O I wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
w My written comments are on the back of this form
QO Ioppose the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
O I wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
QO My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing,
‘Written comments may also be submitted as follows:
Mail: Saji Alummuttil, CESWF-EC-D, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth, TX 76102
BE-mail:  Saji. Alummuttil@usace.army.mil
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Page: 170

Sequence number: 1

Author: M2PLRBKC

Subject: Sticky Note

Date: 2/25/2008 11:31:48 AM -06'00'
Thank you for your comment.




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Central City Project
January 24, 2008

Name: f/zemﬁ ﬁﬁMSO/V/ #4’5115'?/

Representing:

Mailing Address: } ‘3 6 Jd 5/’;} é?’f @ ‘//@T

Daytime Telephone: gf 7 / .5? S ’é/ I F I

E-mail Address: f/(fﬂﬁ#ﬁﬁﬁé"’)/ @ T, US

JE. Tsupport the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
O I wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
8. My written comments are on the back of this form
0 I oppose the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
0O 1 wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
O My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing.
Written comments may also be submitted as follows:

Mail: Saji Alummuttil CESWF-PER-P, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth TX 76102
E-mail:  Saji Alummuttil@usace.army.mil







Page: 172

Sequence number: 1

Author: M2PLRBKC

Subject: Sticky Note

Date: 2/25/2008 11:32:09 AM -06'00'
Thank you for your comment.




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM
Fort Worth Central City Project
January 34, 2608

7,

i P . )
Name: | @é@ : 2 %Ji{} A

Representing: NIA

Mailing Address: _ 204Dl (i“g‘“f“é?%{}"?i v Woktn, T Tle(o7]

i
Daytime Telephone: { @i'{} ‘?)@Z’% - Z‘é%ﬁf)

E-mail Address:
9 1 support the Central City Project — Gateway Park lmprovement Plan
gl wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
% My written comments are on the back of this form
U | oppose the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
21 [ wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
O My written coraments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing.
Written comments may also be submitied as follows:
Maik: Saji Alummuttil, CESWF-EC-D, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth, TX 76102

E-mail:  Saji.Alummuttii@usace.army.mil
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Page: 174

Sequence number: 1

Author: M2PLRBKC

Subject: Sticky Note

Date: 2/25/2008 11:32:17 AM -06'00'
Thank you for your comment.




MENT REGISTRATION FORM

Fort Worth Central City Project
January 24, 2008

COM

Name:

Representng: o ST, W

I’Vﬁaiiiﬁgﬁddwsg:;}‘ 21?/@ f”jw?a}‘%{n‘i‘*@i ,,)ﬁuﬁ / )im Tllie
Daytime Telephone: 6? / Q? “":{ (‘zf(""? %L%' O{ <'?£"

E-mail Address: Q&%% R g{ﬁa"“wﬁw @ i ,}f ng v | {0 re

W 1 support the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
& | wish to present oral comments during the public forum (Hmit: 2 minutes)
B _ Mywritten comments are on the back of this form

O 1 oppose the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
O 1 wish o present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
& My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing.
Written comments may also be submitted as follows:
Mail: Saji Alummuttil, CESWF-EC-D, P.C. Box 17300, Fort Worth, TX 76102

E-mail:  Saji. Alummuttil@usace.army.mil
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Page: 176

Sequence number: 1

Author: M2PLRBKC

Subject: Sticky Note

Date: 2/25/2008 11:32:43 AM -06'00'
Thank you for your comment.




COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM

Fort Worth Central City Project
January 24, 2008

Name: _Potdty COx

Representing: _ Moy fest+ Tnc.

Mailing Address: _ 25 5 Ba\'!ey Avenue | Fort orth , TX 76107
Daytime Telephone: (8(7) 332-l055 x20]1

E-mail Address: a1, Cox @ mayfest . o rg

I support the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
& I wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
O My written comments are on the back of this form
O [ oppose the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
O I wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
0 My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing.
Written comments may also be submitted as follows:
Mail:  Saji Alummuttil CESWF-PER-P, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth TX 76102

E-mail: Saji Alummuttil@usace.army.mil
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Page 1 of 1

Alummuttil, Saji J SWF

Subject: FW:

From: Nancy/Geoff Sipple [mailto:gsipple@verizon.net]
Sent: Monday, January 01, 2007 8:51 AM
To: Alummuttil, Saji J SWF

Subject: g

| support the inclusion of the Riverside Oxbow in the Trinity Uptown project.

Geoffrey Sipple

2/12/2008



Page: 179

Sequence number: 1

Author: M2PLRBKC

Subject: Sticky Note

Date: 2/25/2008 11:32:56 AM -06'00'
Thank you for your comment.




Alummuttil, Saji J SWF

Subject: FW: Comment on draft supplement to the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the
Upper Trinity River, Central City Project, Fort Worth, Texas.

----- Original Message-----

From: Jason [mailto:supergirl_1@charter.net]

Sent: Monday, February 04, 2008 11:16 AM

To: Alummuttil, Saji J SWF

Subject: Re: Comment on draft supplement to the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Upper Trinity River,
Central City Project, Fort Worth, Texas.

Mr. Alummulttil,

| have previously forwarded an e-mail expressing my concerns about gas drilling in Gateway Park as part of the Final
Envioronmental Impact Statement. | still have those concerns. | alsos have objections about how the funds of the Trinity
River Vision are being spent, espercially for a multi million dollar PR contract that was awared to a political consultant.

2
| like the expansion of Fort Woof Dog Park. | also like that the proporease in flooding/water storage does not
appear to impact the current and future sites off the dog park. When implementing this plan, you should be careful to
design the dog park and horse trails in a way that is compatible with these two different kinds of animals.

Thanks,
Jason C.N. Smith

2257 College Ave
Fort Worth, TX 76110



Page: 180

Sequence number: 1

Author: M2PLRBKC

Subject: Sticky Note

Date: 2/29/2008 2:51:55 PM -06'00'
There are existing well pads located in the Riverside Oxbow area but they are outside of current park boundaries.
The Gateway Master Plan takes into consideration the existing well sites. Sufficient buffering is to occur between
park and neighborhood land uses and a proposed drill site. The City of Fort Worth Ordinance number

16986-06-2006 provides the guidelines for minimum distance requirements from public parks.

Sequence number: 2
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/25/2008 11:37:50 AM -06'00'
These considerations will be addressed during detail design of the Gateway Park..




Alummuttil, Saji J SWF

Subject: FW: Comment on draft supplement to the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the
Upper Trinity River, Central City Project, Fort Worth, Texas.

----- Original Message-----

From: Jason [mailto:jasons@artbrender.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 10, 2008 10:18 AM

To: Alummuttil, Saji J SWF

Subject: Re: Comment on draft supplement to the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Upper Trinity River,
Central City Project, Fort Worth, Texas.

Mr. Alummuttil,

| would just like to hear from the Corp about what its study says about the impact on Fort Woof Dog Ppark in Gateway
Park. Do you think | could meet with someone from the Corp for 10-15 minutes to discuss this issue.

Thanks,

Jason Smith

Alummuttil, Saji J SWF wrote:

>Mr. Smith

>

>Thank you for your email.

>

>The Corps of Engineers has not worked with the City of Fort Worth on planning
>and implementing the Woof Dog Park. | have copied Randle Harwood to this
>message. He would be manager that can best answer your questions
>regarding this park.

>

>Thank you

>

>Saji

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Jason [mailto:jasons@artbrender.com]

>Sent: Wednesday, January 09, 2008 1:30 PM

>To: Alummuttil, Saji J SWF; Jasona and Jessica

>Subject: Re: Comment on draft supplement to the Final Environmental
>Impact Statement for the Upper Trinity River, Central City Project,
>Fort Worth, Texas.

>

>Mr. Alummuittil,

>

>Do you have time to meet with me in the next 10 days for 15 minutes. |
>would like you to explain to me the impact of te proposed plan on Fort
>Woof Dog Park located in Gateway Park.

>

>Please call me to schedule a meeting at 817-721-6056.

>

>Thanks,

>

>Jason C.N. Smith

>
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The considerations about Fort Woof will be further defined during detailed design of the Gateway Park. The local

sponsors have proposed to increase the size of this park during detailed design.




>Alummuttil, Saji J SWF wrote:

>

>

>

>>Mr. Jason Smith

>>Thank you for your comment regarding the Supplement Environmental
>>Impact Statement. This email is to confirm that we are receipt of your
>>comment and will it will be considered as we complete our final
>>version of the supplement.

>>Saji Alummuittil

>>

>
>>--

>>*From:* Jasona and Jessica [mailto:supergirl_1@charter.net]

>>*Sent:* Sunday, January 06, 2008 1:48 PM

>>*To:* Alummuttil, Saji J SWF

>>*Cc:* 'Jason Smith'; 'Jasona and Jessica'

>>*Subject:* RE: Comment on draft supplement to the Final Environmental
>>Impact Statement for the Upper Trinity River, Central City Project,
>>Fort Worth, Texas.

>>

>>**Mr. Saji Alummuttil**

>>CESWF-EC-D

>>U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

>>Fort Worth District

>>P.0. Box 17300-0300

>>819 Taylor Street

>>Fort Worth TX, 76102-0300

>>Phone: 817-886-1764

>>

>>Dear Mr. Alummuttil,

>>

>>Please let this serve as my comment on the draft supplement to the
>>Final Environmental Impact Statement fo 't Upper Trinity River,
>>Central City Project, Fort Worth, Texas. ve Serious concerns about
>>the impact of existing and planned gas well operations in and around
>>the Oxbow and Gateway Park that threaten the safe use of recreational
>>facilities by Fort Worth families. This is especially worrisome
>>pecause, according to media accounts, the Tarrant Water Board proposes
>>to help pay for these changes with revenues from its gas well leases.

>>

>>Natural gas well operations have greatly increased due to the
>>exploration of the Barnett Shale. While revenues from gas well
>>pperations are helpful to the local economy, such gas well operations
>>pose safety risks to families near such operations. In 2007, a gas
>>well worker was killed by an explosion at a gas well in Forest Hill.
>>There are many other instances in which gas wells have injured or
>>killed others and disrupted major activities.

>>

>>The Tarrant Water Board recently granted a waiver for a high impact
>>gas well near a park in owns with the City of Fort Worth, the Trinity
>>Trail System, near where University South crosses the Trinity River.
>>Apparently the Tarrant Water Board does not see dangers and nuisances

>>posed by gas well operations only 200 fe a park area used by

>>tens of thousands of Fort Worth resident fear that the Tarrant
>>\Water Board will fail to protect park users in this area just as they
>>failed to protect park users on the Trinity Trails, especially because

>>jt hopes to realize more gas revenue to help pay for the Trinity River
>>Vision.

>>

>>There are gas well operations that appear to be in the Ox Bow or at
>>|east very close to it. Check out
>>http://thecaravanofdreams.blogspot.com/2007/12/what-was-that-fire-in-s

2
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There are existing well pads located in the Riverside Oxbow area but they are outside of current park boundaries.

The Gateway Master Plan takes into consideration the existing well sites. Sufficient buffering is to occur between
park and neighborhood land uses and a proposed drill site.
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City rules (Ordinance 16986-06-2006) preclude it from occurring within current public parks and that sufficient

buffering occurs between park and neighborhood land uses and a proposed drill site.




>>ky.html | fear that the Tarrant Water Board's effort to bring
>>recreational improvements to the Ox Bow and Gateway will be threatened
>>by the dangers to families posed by ear by gas well operations.

>> 1

>>Such gas well operations also cose a threat to the wet lands and
>>water areas proposed around the Ox Bow. | fear that such operations
>>will adversely affect the drinking water in Fort Worth.

>>

>>No gas well operations c§~ allowed within a half a mile of the
>>0xbow and Gateway Park Ifrorder to protect the users of any
>>recreational facilities, hopefully in industrial areas or other areas
>>|ike airports.

>>

>>Thank you for taking the time to read this and hopefully you will take
>>action to protect Fort Worth families from the nuisances and dangers
>>posed by gas drilling activities in and near the Ox Bow.

>>

>>Sincerely,

>>

>>Jason C.N. Smith

>>

>>2257 College Ave

>>

>>Fort Worth, TX 76110

>>

>>817-924-5539



Page: 183

Sequence number: 1
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/25/2008 11:43:03 AM -06'00'
Effects of activities by others, including petroleum exploration in the geographic area have been considered in the cumulative

impacts assessment of the SEIS and this site specific activity will be further evaluated for its potential impacts to the proposed
project during the processing of the Final Supplemental EIS. Surface water is protected by state and federal laws and any
pollution coming from offsite of any well is reported and will be required to be cleaned up.

Sequence number: 2
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/29/2008 2:56:34 PM -06'00'
Comment is acknowledged but is outside of the jurisdiction of the Corps of Engineers. The City of Fort Worth gas

drilling ordinance (Ordinance 16986-06-2006) covers these activities related to gas extraction.




Re: Comments for 1/24/08 public forum Page 1 of 1

Alummuttil, Saji J SWF

Subject: FW: Comments for 1/24/08 public forum
Attachments: Comment Registration Form.doc

From: Daniel.C.Villegas@wellsfargo.com [mailto:Daniel.C.Villegas@wellsfargo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2008 2:14 PM

To: Alummuttil, Saji J SWF

Cc: rosa.navejar@fwhcc.org; JDGranger@trinityrivervision.org

Subject: Re: Comments for 1/24/08 public forum

Saji,

| have attached my comments in support of the Gateway Park Improvement Plan. | hope they will be included in
the public forum being held tomorrow evening. If you have any questions for me, please call me at 817-937-9535.

Sincerely,
Dan Villegas

Past Chairman, Fort Worth Hispanic Chamber of Commerce
<<Comment Registration Form.doc>>

Dan Villegas, Vice President

Sr. Business Relationship Manager

Wells Fargo Business Banking

2315 N. Main Street, Floor 1

Fort Worth, TX 76164-8573
817-624-5007 phone 817-624-5040 fax
email: Daniel.C.Villegas@wellsfargo.com

2/12/2008



COMMENT REGISTRATION FORM

Fort Worth Central City Project
January 24, 2008

Name: Dan Villegas

Representing:  Fort Worth Hispanic Chamber of Commerce

Mailing Address: 2315 N. Main St., Fort Worth, TX 76164

Daytime Telephone: _ 817-937-9535

E-mail Address:
__dcvconsulting@yahoo.com

v I support the Central City Project - Gateway Park Improvement Plan
O I wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
v' My written comments are on the back of this form

O I oppose the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan
O I wish to present oral comments during the public forum (limit: 2 minutes)
O My written comments are on the back of this form

Please note that all comments are given equal consideration, whether in person or in writing.
Written comments may also be submitted as follows:

Mail: Saji Alummuttil, CESWF-EC-D, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth, TX 76102
E-mail: Saji. Alummuttil@usace.army.mil

Comments:

My name is Dan Villegas, and I am the Immediate Past Chairman of the Fort Worth Hispanic
Chamber of Commerce. I am writing to you today in support of the Gateway Park Improvement
Plan which will compliment the Trinity Uptown project. The planned improvements to Gateway
Park will really add to the natural landscape of our city and will be yet another enhancement to the
quality of life that we enjoy here in Fort Worth, TX. Gateway Park is an underutilized resource in
our community and these plans will give it new life and will provide additional flood control to
protect our citizens.

As a Chamber of Commerce, we support projects that stimulate economic development and provide
business opportunities for our membership. The Hispanic business community in Fort Worth is
ready to work on this project We will continue working with the Trinity River Vision Authority to
see that local companies are given the first opportunity to participate in this project.

I support Gateway Park Improvement Plan asmt only enhances the quality of life in Fort Worth,
but it also provides business opportunities for the membership of the Fort Worth Hispanic Chamber
of Commerce. The Gateway Park Improvement Plan is another “win-win” proposition for Fort
Worth. I thank the U.S. Army Corp of Engineers for holding this forum and for their work on this
project thus far. I also encourage them to continue moving this project forward as we are ready to
make it happen.

Cc:  Rosa Navejar (Fort Worth Hispanic Chamber of Commerce)
J. D. Granger (Trinity River Vision Authority)
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Alummuttil, Saji J SWF

Subject: FW: Comments to the draft supplement to the EIS
Attachments: Lehrer-Brey, Catrine.vcf; January 24 Uptown Statement.doc

From: Lehrer-Brey, Catrine [mailto:CLehrer-Brey@gideontoal.com]
Sent: Friday, January 25, 2008 11:44 AM

To: Alummuttil, Saji J SWF

Cc: SCate@trinityrivervision.org

Subject: Comments to the draft supplement to the EIS

Hello Saiji,

Attached are written comments for the draft supplement to the EIS. These are submitted on behalf of James Toal
as presented at the public meeting last night.

Thanks!

Catrine Lehrer-Brey

500 West Seventh Street Suite 1400
Fort Worth, TX 76102

Tel 817.335.4991

Fax 817.877.1861
www.gideontoal.com

2/12/2008



January 24, 2008
Statement from James Toal
Extending the Central City Project to Include Gateway Park

I commend the United States Army Corps of Engineers, the Tarrant Regional Water
District, City of Fort Worth, the Streams and Valleys Committee, and the other partners
for their comprehensive approach to flood control, environmental restoration, recreation,
and economic development of our central city. Shifting much of the ecosystem
restoration and recreation improvements to the Gateway Park area is the final element
that assures that all residents of our City will greatly benefit from the Trinity River
Vision.

I’ve been working in the profession of open space and recreation planning, city planning,
and urban redevelopment for over 30 years. | know of no other project in North America
that combines these things in such a positivav ay for the benefit of so many people.

Some cynics have said it may be too costly. Well, the opposite is actually true. The
combined project, as now envisioned, will assure a long term high quality of life,
environmental quality, and a sustainable economy for the central city. This means the
project will more than pay for itself in a short time.

We cannot afford not to do this project. And, we have to do it now.
Thank you,

James Toal

341 Nursery Lane (76114) (home)

500 West 7" Street (76102) (work) (Gideon Toal)
Fort Worth, Texas

817-335-4991
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Thank you for your comments on the multipurpose benefits of the proposed project modifications to the community.
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January 24. 2008

Saji Alummuil
USACE CESWF-EC-D
PO Box 17300

Fort Worth, TX 76120

Dear Mr. Alummuttil,

The Fort Worth Chamber of Commerce wishes to confirm unwavering support of the Trinity
River Vision. We fully endorse enhancing the boundaries of Trinity Uptown. This would
include incorporating approximately 1,000 acres that are currently designated as the Riverside
Oxbow restoration project and/or the Gateway Park expansion. We realize that an increase in
cost is associated with the proposed expansion. The Chamber feels that this unique enhancement
is critical to the economic development of the area.

The Trinity Uptown plan is a much needed flood control project which would trigger the
revitalization of an aging commercial and industrial area adjacent to downtown. It is designed to
be a critical neighborhood link between downtown, the Cultural District, the Stockyards, and
now a vital recreation area, Gateway Park.

This project has the potential to attract over 10,000 households and an additional 3,000,000 sq.
ft. of commercial, educational, office, and civic space. Moreover, it will add in excess of $2.1
billion dollars to the city of Fort Worth’s local property tax base over the estimated 50 year
build-out period.

The Trinity River Vision, with the Gateway Park component, is critical to Fort Worth’s future. It

will insure our continued recognition as being one of our nation’s most lible cities.
1

Your consideration of the Fort Worth Chamber’s position on this important matter is greatly
appreciated.

Sincerely,

[ / e /\f’w’@

Brian Barnard Ben Loughry 111 Thornton
Chairman Vice Chairman President & CEO
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Downtown

January 24, 2008 EOY[W)fth, Inc.

Saji Alummutiil
CESWEF-EC-D

P.O. Box 17300

Fort Worth, TX 76102

Dear Mr. Alummuttil:

At today’s Downtown Fort Worth, Inc. board meeting, unanimous support was given to
the Gateway Park expansion of the Fort Worth Central City project. This project is not
only an important and ecologically sound downstream valley storage solution, it
represents an opportunity for citizens of the entire region to accelerate enjoyment of
Gateway Park.

Recreational and park facilities are needed in this part of the city, and we fully endorse
this project as a means of fulfilling those needs, as well as the technical requirements of
the Trinity River Vision.

As you know, Downtown Fort Worth, Inc. is on record as supporting the Trinity River
Vision. We believe it is a model for how the Corps ineers and cities can address
flood control while at the same time leveraging natu sets, restoring ecologically
sensitive wetlands and creating an economic base for funding these objectives. The
Gateway Park component is another example of how important community priorities that
have been talked about for decades can be addressed through cooperation and visionary

leadership.

We urge you to consider the Gateway project favorably as you continue fo evaluate the
Trinity River program.

Sincerely,
Andrew M/ Tafft, President Randy Gideon, Chairman
Downtown Fort Worth, Inc. Dowantown Fort Worth, Inc.

777 TAYLOR STREET, SUITE 100 FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76102-4908 (Bi7) 870-1692 FAX (817) 335-3113 \W\WW.DFWIL.ORG
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Thank you for your comments on the benefits of the proposed project modification to the community.
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Thank you for your comments on the benefits to the community of providing valley storage in a manner conducive to providing

additional multipurpose benefits.




FORT WORTH CATS BASEBALL CLUB

Corp of Engineering
Public Hearing
January 24, 2008

Re: Riverside Oxbow

To Whom It May Concern:

The effort to cleanup the Trinity began 30 years ago. The river twists and turns from the
west through the Central District, the Riverside Oxbow, and to our eastern neighbor.

We support any and all developments that will enhance the Trinity and make access
easier for recreation and enjoyment. We trust the Corp of Engineers to bring value to this
project and make the vision a reality.

The Fort Worth Cats have always opened our gates to the river and access from LaGrave
Field where people can come enjoy our outdoor venue and the bike and hike trails behind

the field.

We are proud to be a pioneer in this effort in the Central District and fully support the
funding efforts for the Riverside Oxbow and any enhancements to bring the Trinity back
to the people of Fort Worth.

Sincerely,

'~ Carl Bell
President Fort Worth Cats Baseball Club
BLG Development, LLC

IR
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Thank you for your comments noting the benefits of the proposed project modification to the community.
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January 23, 2608
Mr. Saji Alummuttil
USACE, CESWF-EC-D
P.O. Box 17300
Fort Worth, TX 76102

Dear Mr. Alummuttil

I am writing to offer my strong support for the Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement
Plan. I appreciate your holding the Public Meeting, and regret that I will not be able to attend in person. 1
believe it is important for our community to understand the benefits of this project, and I welcome the
opportunity to express my strong support.

As the residents of Fort Worth know, revitalization of Gateway Park on the East Side is long
overdue. Although the park has some amenities, it also has gravel pits, a landfill, and an abandoned
sewage treatment center. This is certainly not what our citizens want for a “gateway” for the city. The
Central City Project — Gateway Park Improvement Plan allows construction to begin this year on
improvements to the park, including building athletic fields, expanding the trail system, planting
thousands of trees, and many other improvements.

Beyond the aesthetic and recreational improvements the Project will provide, there are other
equally important benefits that are important to note. An estimated 80 percent of levees in the project
area are inadequate. The Project improves flood protection by replacing those levees. There are also
strong ecosystem restoration and environmental cleanup improvements included in the plan. In addition,
this revitalization will result in an estimated 16,000 jobs, and a $1 billion increase in tax base for schools,
roads, and other community priorities.

it is important to note that federal tax dollars are being used only for public infrastructure, such as
the bypass channel and bridges. There has also been a significant investment by private industries in the
area; in fact, over a billion dollars of private investment has already broken ground, including Radio
Shack, Pier 1, Trinity Bluffs, LaGrave Development, and Tarrant Community College (TCC). Itis clear
that the Project has already spurred economic development in the surrounding area, and it is reasonable to
expect that this is only the beginning.

Again, thank you for holding this important meeting. I look forward to continuing to work with
all of the stakeholders to advance this project that will transform our city.

Sincerely,

Kay Gefinger
Member of Congress
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January 23, 2008

Mr. Sajt Alummutil
USACE, CESWE-EC-D
P.O. Box 17300

Fort Worth, TX 76102

Dear Mr. Alummuttil:

I write in support of the US. Army Corps of Engineers Draft Supplement for the Central City
Project, Upper Trinity River, Texas. As you know, I represent East and Southeast Fort Worth in
the U.S. House of Representatives. In the past, residents in this community have expressed their
concerns that the original plan to contain occasional flooding in the Riverside Oxbow area of the
Trinity River on the west edge of Gateway Park could put homes and lives at risk during periodic
flooding and discourage future economic growth. After numerous conversations with the Army
Corps of Engineers and local residents, 1 believe that the amended plan will address many of the
concerns previously expressed about the Central City Project. However, I believe that the Army
Corps of Engineers must continue to demonstrate through ongoing hydrologic studies that the
changes proposed in this amended in the plan will indeed ensure the protection of life and

property.

By joining the Uptown project with ecosystem restoration in the Oxbow area, as well as
developing the recreational facilities in Gateway Park, the flood risk north of the Oxbow [
understand will be mitigated. Representing the largest planned urban park improvement in the
country, I believe this project, while spurring development on the North side of Fort Worth, will
equally benefit economically depressed East and Southeast Fort Worth.

Because the original plan would have taken at least 40 years to complete and did not adequately
address basic safety issues, | am pleased the amended plan takes this into account and would also
bring these improvements to a conclusion within 10 years. The added recreational and ecosystem
improvements will be a source of pride for the neighborhoods in this area and truly become a
community asset. 1 commend the Army Corps of Engineers for their exhaustive study of this
project and I am confident that the Corps will maintain a dialogue with the communities affected
throughout all phases of this project. Ithank you for your consideration.

Sincereiy,

aF
‘ﬁ& «r"“ﬁw“" ‘g‘;y&(&v,u

‘fy Mic 1ael C. Burgess
Member of Congress
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P.O. BOX 101373

January 31, 2008

Mr. Saji Alummuittil

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Fort Worth District

P.O. Box 17300

Fort Worth, TX 76102-0300

Dear Mr. Alummittil,

On behalf of the board of Streams and Valleys, Inc. We applaud
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for considering the Riverside
Oxbow as a valley storage site for the Central City Project. The
positive impact of the resulting parkland is immeasurable in terms
of improved quality of life for both the citizens of Fort Worth and
the entire North Texas region. It is accompanied by a funding
strategy that lessens the burden locally and expedites the
construction of improvements by decades.

Upon reviewing the Draft Supplemental No. 1to the Final
Environmental Impact Statement (DSEIS), | submit the following
comments for your review and consideration:

e Chapter 1-2; Purpose and Need — The Trinity River
Vision (TRV) Master Plan covers 88L%lles of stream
corridor including the West and Clea Im~ rks of the Trinity
River in addition to three tributaries: Marine Creek, Mary’s
Creek and Sycaf—jre Creek. The text states “8 miles” and
does not referenhe tributaries.

s« Chapter 2-4; Wildiife — It is our privilege to note that
Easter Bluebirds are now regularly spotted along the Clear
Fork of the Trinity River. This species was not noted.

e Chapter 3-15; Marine Creek Low Water Dam — As stated
in the TRV Master Plan, improving navigability of the river
corridor for non-motorized boats (kayaks, canoes, rafts,
etc.) is a key objectilN] The lock system for the Samuels
Avenue Dam will pro}|||;e this however, the description of
the Marine Creek Dam requires no such accommodation.
We ask that this dam’s design incorporate a chute as well

FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76185 PHONE 817.926.0006

FAX 817.878.5782
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Thank you for providing information on recently identified bird species utilizing the Upper Trinity River Basin.
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Comment is acknowledged and will be reviewed in detailed design of the Marine Creek Low Water Dam. Portage
around this low water dam will be provided if the north bank of Marine Creek can be designed to accommodate
this feature and will allow safe use. In addition, the opportunity for including a chute in this dam will be reviewed

and incorporated if the hydraulic and structural design will allow and can be accommodated in a safe manner.

Sequence number: 3
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/22/2008 5:05:55 PM -06'00'
The relationship between the Central City study and the TRV Master plan will be clarified in the Final SEIS.
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portage capabilities around this dam along one bank for a
connection to th[—Nest Fork during low flow periods.

e Chapter 4-15; R eation — In listing Gateway Park’s
current recreational facilities, the Fort Worth Rowing Club
headquarters was omitted. As an amenity of the park
since 2003, the Rowing Club has added an athletic and
elegant presence to our river corridor. Each fall the club
participates in the Trinity Trash Bash in preparation for the
Steerhead Regatta which involves 75 participants from
across the metroplex. Additionally, the club provides
monthly introductory lessons to interested individuals.
Established on the Trinity River in the mid-80’s, with a club
membership nearing 100 and nearly $50,000 invested in
clubhouse improvements, it i critical importance that the
FSEIS note its presence. ltis even greater importance
that participating sponsors provide for replacement of the
improvements to ensure future operations despite impacts
from excavation of fill activities.

In closing, please contact me or our Executive Director, Adelaide
Leavens at 817-926-0006 or adelaide@streamsandvalleys.org
with any questions. Thank you in advance for your thoughtful
consideration. :

Z

Urbin McKeever
Chairman
817-420-5071

Sincerely,

P.O. BOX 101373 FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76185 PHONE 817.926.0006 FAX 817.878.5782
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The Fort Worth Rowing Club headquarters was recognized in the assessment of the facilities but was not

specifically identified in the DSEIS. The FSEIS will be revised to identify it as an existing structure within Gateway
Park.
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It was determined that this structure would be replaced or accommodated during detailed design of the Valley
Storage excavation in the vicinity of the existing structure. The cost identified in the SEIS for implementation of the
Modified Central City Project includes the replacement of this structure as well as dock facilities on the Trinity

River.




OAKHURST NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION
’ P.O. BOX 7430
FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76111

February 12, 2008

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Fort Worth District

ATTN: CESWF-EC-D (Mr. Saji Alummuttil)
P.0O. Box 17300

Fort Worth, Texas 76102-0300

Dear Mr. Alummuttil,

The following are the comments of the Executive Committee of the Oakhurst
Neighborhood Association on behalf of the organization on the “Draft Supplement No. 1
to the Final Environment Impact Statement for the Central City Project, Upper Trinity
River, Texas.”

Our organization declines to endorse the flood se plan as proposed in
the Medified Central City alternative which includes flood storage in Riverside
Park because we do not have enough information about the project. We endorse the
proposal to exclude flood storage in Riverside Park and put flood storage proposed
for Riverside Park on publicly owned land other than park land.

The following are specific comments questions on the draft supplement:
N

1. Our organization was never notified th lln neighborhood was within the
boundaries of the study area of the draft supplement. The draft says 2,000 letters
were mailed by the Corps of Engineers in June 2007 notifying interested parties
of the intent to complete the study. We did not receive such a letter and were
therefore unaware of any proposals to include Riverside Park in the proposed
flood storage plan until after the draﬂlement was released in January 2008.

2. The draft supplement does not take in lm‘- count the aesthetic, historic, and
cultural significance of Oakhurst Scenic Drive, part of which is immediately
adjacent to Riverside Park and the proposed flood storage area. Oakhurst Scenic
Drive, from Belknap on the south to Watauga Road on the north, was constructed
as a park by the Works Progress Administration Project with Tarrant County in
1936. It was designed by S. Herbert Hare, a partner in the nationally known
Kansas City landscape architecture firm Hare and Hare. ‘
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Oakhurst Scenic Drive will be added to the Area of Potential Effect and discussion effects to this road will be included in the FSEIS.
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We apologize that you were not aware of proposed modifications to the Central City project prior to receiving the notice of

availability. Although we strive to provide a Notice of Intent through the U.S. Postal Service to all known interested parties, we
occasionally omit some like yourself with interest in the project. However, the notice of intent to prepare this Supplemental EIS was
published in the Federal Register in February 2007 on the Corps of Engineers web page and there was a news release announcing
the study was underway and requested interested citizen scoping input. The release of the Draft Supplemental EIS was conducted
in the same manner of the NOI and we are pleased that you have received the information regarding the proposal to allow you to
provide your concerns through written comment .

Sequence number: 3

Author: M2PLRBKC

Subject: Sticky Note

Date: 2/25/2008 12:01:19 PM -06'00'
Comment is noted. Many options for flood storage were evaluated during the planning process for the original EIS and during
development of this Supplemental EIS. This site was favored because of its low impact to existing environmental resources,
publicly owned land, and economic cost.




Oakhurst Scenic Drive has been listed as a scenic corridor by the City of Fort
Worth for more than 15 years. It is an important historic, cultural, recreational,
and aesthetic resource to the citizens of Oakhurst and all citizens of Riverside and
Fort Worth.

The draft supplement does not take into account the impact of flood storage in
Riverside Park — either preparing for it or maintaining it — on Oakhurst Scenic
Drive. We find this to be a deficiency of the document.

. The proposal for flood storage in Riverside Park does not take into account the
desire of residential property owners'1Dakhurst and elsewhere in Riverside to
have a Riverside Park master plan pr u"ﬂ‘ ed which would take into consideration
opportunities to make the park a neighborhood rather than a regional park serving

several neighborhoods. The proposed flood storage plan also does not take into
account new opportunities to develop the park as a pedestrian destination closely
linked to the new Six Points Urban Village and to other Riverside neighborhoods.
. We are aware of the Texas Departmen Im Transportation’s plans to double the
existing capacity on Interstate 35, immediately adjacent to Riverside Park and
Oakhurst. What impact would flood storage in Riverside Park (and other nearby
contingency flood storage sites) have on I-35 expansion? The draft supplement
does not take into account the impact of its proposal for Riverside Park flood
storage on TXDOT’s plans. @

. There may be now or may in the future be gas drilling under Riverside Park. The
draft supplement does not take into account the impact of the proposal for
Riverside Park flood storage on currer pr future gas drilling in or near the park or
vice versa.

. The draft supplement does not take into account the impact of proposed flood
storage for Riverside Park on the nearby East Belknap Street Bridge, a historic
ource identified in the Historic Resources Survey for Tarrant County, Texas
m also eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places.

. Specific questions on the proposed flood storage in Riverside Park include:

How deep is the proposed excavation cut in Riverside Park?

How often is flooding expected in Riverside Park?

How long will the park be unavailable to citizens for use during flooding?
How long will Oakhurst Scenic Drive be closed to citizens while the
sanitary sewer line, the storm water box and the power lines are moved to
prepare Riverside Park for flood storage?

. The draft supplement is by its own admission a “planning level” document.
Detailed design is yet to be completed for the proposed flood storage plan for the
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a. Proposed excavation depths are shown in Appendix C- Volume Il and indicate a maximum cut of approximately 20-25 ft from the

existing ground surface, see Appendix C- Volume I, Sheet CG-10 and CG-11.

b. Flooding frequency varies widely across the park. The existing park has a 10-yr to 25-yr reoccurrence interval. Under the
proposed project, portions of the park would be lowered to allow flood storage on a 2-yr to 5-yr reoccurrence interval, flooding
frequencies would not change in other areas within the park . To clarify a 2-yr reoccurrence interval would mean that the excavated
areas on average would be inundated once every 2years. As an example, this could mean these areas would be inundated twice in
one year and not again for another four years.

c. The duration in which portions of the park would be unavailable during flooding is highly variable and impossible to predict with
certainty in the future. A USGS stream gauge does not exist within the Riverside Park river reach. Some general conclusions
however can be drawn based on historical flows at USGS gauging stations at Nutt Dam and Beach Street. A historical examination
of a 30 year period of record (1977-2007) found the 2-yr reoccurrence interval was exceeded 11 times under mean flow for a total
of 48 days or on average 1.6 days per year. It is important to note that in the case of Riverside Park portions of the park would still
be available to citizens under these 2-yr reoccurrence events.

d. The relocation of storm sewer, sanitary sewer, and power lines will necessitate some temporary street closures. These closures
would be minor with the most significant impact during relocation of the sanitary sewer. The exact sequencing of work will be
determined in detailed design and that information will be communicated to the neighborhood associations that have expressed a
desire to be kept up to date on design and engineering changes. Efforts will be made during subsequent design efforts to minimize
traffic impacts.
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The size and location of Riverside Park preclude it from being a neighborhood park by classification. The City

currently classifies the park as a Community Park. Community Parks are close to home parks designed to service
the recreation needs of 18,000-36,000 or approximately 6 neighborhoods. Riverside Park also serves as a
trailhead on the Trinity River Trail system which will not be altered by the proposed plan. The proposed plan does
not preclude the further development or alternative development of the park as a pedestrian destination linked to
the adjacent neighborhoods and neighborhood commercial areas. As presently planned the proposed project
includes the relocation of existing parking facilities and connection to the recreational trail to be adjacent to Race
Street thereby providing a better linkage to the Six Points Urban Village and Riverside neighborhoods. The City
has committed to a Master Plan process to determine the recreational facilities within the park. The neighborhoods
that are served by the park are not all opposed to the proposed plan. The Scenic Bluff Neighborhood, the
neighborhood adjacent to Riverside Park, has endorsed the plan.
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The bridge is a historic resource that spans an active floodway and the floodway width is not affected near the bridge. Therefore,

there is no physical or visual effect on the bridge by the proposed undertaking as the bridge continues to serve its historic purpose
of spanning a floodway. No adverse effects due to the haul routes are anticipated to the resource. Reference Appendix C- Volume
Il, Sheet CG-10 for proposed grading work.
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The proposed flood storage improvements in Riverside Park are not adjacent to 1-35 and will not be impacted by TxDOT plans for

the 1-35 corridor; see Appendix C- Volume Il, Sheet CG-10. The contingency sites if required would be coordinated with TxDOT and

Comments from page 196 continued on next page



Oakhurst Scenic Drive has been listed as a scenic corridor by the City of Fort
Worth for more than 15 years. It is an important historic, cultural, recreational,
and aesthetic resource to the citizens of Oakhurst and all citizens of Riverside and
Fort Worth.

The draft supplement does not take into account the impact of flood storage in
Riverside Park — either preparing for it or maintaining it — on Oakhurst Scenic
Drive. We find this to be a deficiency of the document.

. The proposal for flood storage in Riverside Park does not take into account the
desire of residential property owners y—Dakhurst and elsewhere in Riverside to
have a Riverside Park master plan pr ed which would take into consideration
opportunities to make the park a neighborhood rather than a regional park serving
several neighborhoods. The proposed flood storage plan also does not take into
account new opportunities to develop the park as a pedestrian destination closely
linked to the new Six Points Urban Village and to other Riverside neighborhoods.

. We are aware of the Texas Deparunen@Transportaﬁon’s plans to double the
existing capacity on Interstate 35, immediately adjacent to Riverside Park and
Oakhurst. What impact would flood storage in Riverside Park (and other nearby
contingency flood storage sites) have on I-35 expansion? The draft supplement
does not take into account the impact oflits proposal for Riverside Park flood

'Y @
storage on TXDOT’s plans. m

. There may be now or may in the future be gas drilling under Riverside Park. The
draft supplement does not take into account the impact of the proposal for
Riverside Park flood storage on currey;pr future gas drilling in or near the park or
vice versa.

. The draft supplement does not take into account the impact of proposed flood

storage for Riverside Park on the nearby East Belknap Street Bridge, a historic
urce identified in the Historic Resources Survey for Tarrant County, Texas
also eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places.

. Specific questions on the proposed flood storage in Riverside Park include:

How deep is the proposed excavation cut in Riverside Park?

How often is flooding expected in Riverside Park?

How long will the park be unavailable to citizens for use during flooding?
How long will Oakhurst Scenic Drive be closed to citizens while the
sanitary sewer line, the storm water box and the power lines are moved to
prepare Riverside Park for flood storage?

. The draft supplement is by its own admission a “planning level” document.
Detailed design is yet to be completed for the proposed flood storage plan for the




configured in a manner that will not impact I-35 expansion.
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The use of Riverside Park as Valley Storage requires relocation of impacted infrastructure and temporary disturbance of existing
recreational amenities. Excavation work as proposed avoids areas of existing woodlands within the park and along Oakhurst Scenic
Drive. The City of Fort Worth is responsible for the current maintenance of the park and will continue in this role under the
proposed project. As the overall footprint of the park will not be altered increased maintenance costs on an annual basis will not be
greatly affected. As is the case with other City parks and Riverside Park, which are within the floodway, maintenance costs as a
result of flood events will be handled from contingency funds as required as they are not an annual event. Oakhurst Scenic Drive

would be repaired as necessary to a standard consistent with the needs and desires of the community.

Sequence number: 6
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Date: 2/25/2008 12:42:41 PM -06'00'
At this time a surface drill site has not been identified but City rules preclude it from occurring on the park site and that sufficient
buffering occur between park and neighborhood land uses and a proposed drill site.




Modified Central City Alternative. It seems possible that detailed design will
yield changes to the plan for Riverside Park flood storage just as more detailed
studies revealed that the proposed Samuels Avenue dam needed modifications.

How are we to know what the import could be of potential design changes in
flood storage for Riverside Park?

9. The Modified Central City Alternative was formulated with the specific goal of
assembling flood storage area not on p: [ Slke Jand and that is the justification for
identifying public land for the flood sto: lln plan.

-- However, why is it not just as feasible to excavate other publicly owned
land in the 100 year flood plain for this project rather than use park land,
particularly Riverside Park?

B Why interfere with an amenity — Riverside’s neighborhood park — which
is available to the public on a daily basis?

B The City of Fort Worth has recently spent many thousands of dollars to
upgrade the lights and the ball field in Riverside Park. Other dollars have
gone into creating the trail ng==he park. The proposal for Riverside Park
flood storage proposes that th|| } features be removed and then put back.
How can we justify spending waxpayer money for such major expenditures
when we have just spent money on these items?

B How can we justify compromising the Trinity River green belt with major
excavation in Riverside Park?

B The Modified Central City Alternative would create 187 acre-feet of flood
storage in Riverside Park. This represents 3.4% of the total amount of
needed flood storage for the whole plan. Land for this relatively small
amount of flood storage relative to the whole plan could surely be found
on public land outside the park rather than compromise the park land.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the draft supplement to the FEIS on
the Central City Project, Upper Trinity River, Texas. We look forward to receiving your
response to our comments.

Sincerely,
<%»{,/»é :
Elizabeth B. Willis
President
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The justification for considering options that would require initial damage to and replacement of these facilities is that it would assist

in the integration of substantial multipurpose project benefits including flood damage reduction, ecosystem improvements overall
recreational opportunities and it enables the economic revitalization of the Trinity Uptown Area and Gateway Park. Some estimates
of economic benefits to the community — 1.6 Billion (2005 dollars) are estimated for the entire City. Increases in taxable value of a
now slow growth area will change from 129 Million to 1.3 Billion over the build out period. Furthermore as detailed design is
advanced efforts can be made to reuse/ recycle existing park features to reduce overall project expenditures.
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Many options for valley storage have been evaluated during the planning process for the original EIS and during development of
this Supplemental EIS. Through this process the most advantageous sites in terms of availability, environmental impact,
constructibility, cost, storage benefit, and land ownership were determined. This site was favored because of its low impact to
existing environmental resources, public ownership, availability, cost, and storage benefit.

Riverside Park is a Community park and even with the proposed changes it will remain accessible to the community. The proposed
changes would replace the existing facilities with better newer facilities. The greenbelt is not compromised by excavation. The
green belt would still remain in tact. In fact the proposed grading scheme would make the river more accessible to a diverse range
of potential recreational uses originating from Riverside Park. It could also serve to help reduce overcrowding and overuse of the
park by allowing more natural features to evolve. Since the project has not been fully designed or master planned by the City of Fort
Worth there are a range of potential opportunities to enhance the park.
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Over 40 valley storage sites were evaluated, as shown on Figure 6 in the supplement, as part of the planning

process for the original EIS and during development of this Supplemental EIS. Through this process the most
advantageous sites in terms of availability, environmental impact, constructability, cost, storage benefit, and land
ownership were determined. This site was favored because of its low impact to existing environmental resources,
public ownership, availability, cost, and storage benefit.

Riverside Park is a Community park and even with the proposed changes it will remain accessible to the
community. The proposed changes would replace the existing facilities with better newer facilities. The greenbelt
is not compromised by excavation. The green belt would still remain in tact. In fact the proposed grading scheme
would make the river more accessible to a diverse range of potential recreational uses originating from Riverside
Park. It could also serve to help reduce overcrowding and overuse of the park by allowing more natural features to
evolve. Since the project has not been fully designed or master planned by the City of Fort Worth, there are a
range of potential opportunities to enhance the park.




February 19, 2008

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Fort Worth District

Aftn: Project Manager, Mr, Saji Alnmmutnl o
CESWF-EC-D o

- P.Q.Box 17300

Fort Worth, Texas 76102-0300

Re: Draft Supplement No.1 to the Final EIS for Central City

the boundaries of the Trinity Up(|| In Project yet again, the truth is still evident. This truth is .
that placing the mitigation area berdw and outside the Trinity Uptown area proves that the
by-pass channel proposal is madequate to serve its flood control function. Why is valley
sterage volume needed below the project loca The use of Gateway Park seems to be

- Regardless of the expensive 'mag efforts and political spin put forth to justify changing

nothing more than a stop-gap measure meant {|| \revent flood water from innndating
downstream cities that you are not allowed by Izw to flood. Your Project is suppose to
handle its own water flow problems AND not raise the down stream flows or velocities. It
seems that your project can do neither and needs a downstream park to provide relief.

It is obvious that since the Gateway Parkwas not in the original study area, that it IS an
afterthought and nothing more than s lat lm nd-aid for a projeet that has ereated hydranlic
problems with its design. Problems that were big encugh that you needed to enlarge the
project area to the west to try and solve the hydraulic problems in the Riverbend area. When
Riverbend proved too expeasive to solve yonr problems, you selected another location, again
outside the project area, to accommodate the flood waters that could not be handled by the .
original project design of shertening of the river channel and its capacity to carry a standard ..
project flood. '

The CEQ’s written statement in the December 21, 2007 notification letter of s Draft
Supplement No. 1 to the Final DSEIS for Central City project on the Upper Trinity River in
Fort Worth stated. “Al matxvu considered i de the No Action Plan, which assumes that

i ently g pproved, and s modified Central City
Pro;ect alternative.” How can t]ns be a true s ment when it has been reported that the
carrent Central City Project — Trinity Uptown_Beeds mitigation and a replacement area for
its lost of valley storage. Without Riverbend - without Gateway Park, how could the COE
allow the Central City Project to “proceed separately” without mitigation some where?
Without a designated valley storage replacement area, there would seem to be mo Central
City project.

¢'d 7909 oM Nd80:01 800¢ "61° 984
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The by-pass channel provides necessary level of flood protection within the Trinity Uptown area however hydraulic mitigation can

occur upstream or downstream of by-pass channel to meet the criteria contained in the 1988 Record of Decision on the Trinity
Regional Environmental Impact Statement . The Supplemental EIS compares utilizing the Riverbend area to the Gateway Park as
the primary location to provide the necessary mitigation.

Sequence number: 2
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 3/10/2008 4:07:22 PM
During plan formulation for the original Central City project, the Gateway Park area had been studied for

ecosystem restoration and a report submitted and approved by the Secretary of Army for recommendation for
authorization. That project authorization has not occurred and the concept that the Gateway Park and Riverside
Oxbow area could be incorporated into the project to provide a similar or larger level of environmental benefits,
and required hydraulic mitigation on a reasonable time scale evolved from additional study and review. The
Supplemental EIS was conducted to evaluate that potential.
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Subject: Sticky Note

Date: 2/25/2008 3:25:09 PM -06'00'
The no action plan included the authorized Central City and Assistant Secretary of Army, Civil Works approved Riverside Oxbow
projects. The Central City and Riverside Oxbow projects could proceed separately with their respective identified mitigation areas.

Riverside Oxbow could proceed subsequent to Congressional authorization.
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The complete project accomplishes this objective.




February 19, 2008

U.8. Army Corps of Engineers
Fort Worth District
Atin: Project Manager, Mr. Saji Alommuttii

Re: Draft Supplement No.1 to the Final EIS for Central City
Page -2~

Gateway Park has had several Master Plans but failed to secure the political will to
implement them until now when Downtown Ft. Worth now needs this land in order to try to
solve the hydraulic work. Gateway Park should be improved on its own as it was promised
and not have to spent ifs funds to shore up Triptowu’s hydraulic problems.

Why is the COE resisting accepting the failure of the current Trinity Uptown design? Ism’t it
time to take another look at improving the existing levees and solving the nptown
development proposals with more creative design that incorporates the existing levees and
avoid creating new hydraulic problems? A group of citizens made s suggestion for such an
approach, what is the harm in considering a workable hydraulic solution within the project
area as you are sappose to do?

It is unfortunate that politics seems to get in the way currently of sound engineering practices
and scientific, intellectnal thinking. Thank you in advance for your consideration.

Judith Crowder
2112 College Ave.
FITW, TX 76110

£ d  79¢9°ON Nd80:01 800¢ "61-92d
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The Corps of Engineers has been authorized to construct the Central City project contingent upon finding the project as developed

by the local sponsors to be environmentally acceptable and technically feasible. The engineering studies conducted to date have
been for that purpose. The original Central City and Modified Central City projects are required to meet the Corridor Development
Certificate (CDC) and 1988 Record of Decision which established a set of common permit criteria and procedures for development
within the Upper Trinity River Corridor. The previous Central City project and Modified Central City project as defined in the
Supplement to the FEIS meet the CDC requirements. Hence, if the modified project is not carried forward the original project can be
implemented as previously authorized and approved by the 2006 ROD received for the Central City project.




BOWEN PROPERTTES

Established in 1925

RDENTINITS o,
February 19, 2008 FER 19 2008 B

Mr. Saji Alummuttil

Project Manager
CESWF-EC-D

US Army Corps of Engineers
Fort Worth District

P.0. Box 17300

Fort Worth, TX 76102-0300

Dear Sir,

This letter is to provide the comments of Bowen Properties on the Draft
Supplement No. 1 to the Final Environmental Impact Statement Upper Trinity River
Central City Fort Worth Texas (“DSEIS™) dated December 21, 2007.

Bowen Properties consists of ten common law trusts and five LLC’s, which own
land as tenants in common inherited from the estate of the late R.C. Bowen.

Included in the sites owned by Bowen Properties are a number of tracts of vacant
land east of Downtown Fort Worth. In particular Bowen Properties is the owner of sites
numbered 10, 16a, 16b and 18b in Figure 9 of the DSEIS.

First, the environmental, sociarynd economic impacts of moving the valley flood water
storage required by the Fort Trinity River project from the West side of
Downtown Fort Worth to the East side of Downtown have not been identified and
evaluated adequately or completely. Second, alternatives to the recommended revised
plan have not adequately been identified and evaluated adequately or completely.

We have reviewed thIS and find it to be lacking in two major respects:
0t

Bowen Properties has a long history of ownership on the Eastside. During the
1940°s, 1950’s and 1960’s Bowen Properties tracts along Beach Street (including sites
16a and 16b) were operated as gravel pits. Shortly after the death of Ramah Bowen,
R.C. Bowen’s widow, in 1970, the City of Fort Worth approached Bowen Properties to
request the end of gravel mining along Beach Street and the adoption of reclamation plan.
We worked with the City and the US Army Corps of Engineers to develop a reclamation
plan; and a plan was approved and implemented voluntarily pursuant to a Section 404
permit issued by the Corps (City fill permitting requirements came much later).

PO Box 1715 Telephone: 817-336-8590
Fort Worth, TX 76101-1715 Fax: 817-336-0177
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We disagree with this conclusion. Direct, indirect and cumulative impacts of the project including environmental, social and

economic impacts have been considered. Two alternatives were identified in the Supplemental EIS and were addressed.




Under thé Section 404 permit, Bowen properties brought in between 700,000 and
800,000 yards of clean fill to reclaim the frontage area along both sides of Beach Street
by filling to a level above what was then the 100 year flood plane elevation. In
accordance with the 404 permit and reclamation plan, we created wetland areas and small
lakes both east and west of Beach Street. Starting in the mid 1970’s, this reclamation
took about twenty-five years to complete. The Corps was active in supervision for the
whole time with participation from the City Parks Department in later years after a
significant portion of Bowen Properties acreage was incorporated into Gateway Park.

During the whole time of the reclamation project Bowen Properties paid taxes on
the land and was diligent in creating what was contemplated by all parties to be (1) a
large reclaimed area above the flood plain which would provide the City and it’s citizens
with tax base and commercial development location together with (2) wetlands and lakes
to mitigate the filling of the old gravel pits and to provide buffer between the
development areas and Gateway Park. George Frost, the youngest grandchild of R.C.
Bowen, managed Bowen Properties and was primarily responsible for this reclamation
and wildlife habitat project until his untimely death in April 2003.

As things stand now, the wetlands and the lakes created by Bowen Properties
provide exceptional habitat teeming with a wide variety of plagsjand wild life. We
believe that these lakes are these only place between Fort Wow Dallas where Sand
Hill Cranes winter-over. The Supplemental proposal to move vatley storage from West
to East will overturn and undo Bowen Properties generation long reclamation effort and
potentially eliminate both the public and private benefits which were and worked for and
paid for by Bowen Properties for such a long period of time in reliance on the Section
404 Permit and reclamation plan.

With this history of Bowen Properties on the Fort Worth East Side in mind, we
now turn to some, but not all, of the details of the failures of the DSEIS described more
generally above:

A. Failure of the DSEIS to Evaluate Imp

1. There is no adequate analysis or description of the adequacy of the flood
protection and floodwater storage provided in the DSEIS. Doesn’t moving the
floodwater storage downstream leave upstream areas unprotected? How
much floodwater storage is required? Where? How have these requirements
been derived?

2. The analysis of the impact of the DSEIS in specific areas is inadequate in a
number of respects. Apparently the plan will require massive excavation and
removal of soil in the Oxbow and East of Beach Street areas. There is no
analysis of the costs or impacts of this excavation in terms of noise, dust, truck
traffic, dollars and disruption of wetlands and habitat.
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Technical studies for air, General Conformity Analysis, Fort Worth Central City, Riverside Oxbow/ Gateway Park Site (10/4/2007)
and noise, Noise Impacts Review for the Modified Fort Worth Central City, Riverside/ Gateway Area (10/8/2007) were prepared by
Trinity Consultants, are available. These studies investigated noise, dust, air quality parameters, traffic routing and effects of
excavation on existing and proposed future environmental conditions. No significant effects to air quality would occur and noise
and traffic levels would be minimized due to the distance from housing and other receptors. Detailed analysis of impacts on
wetlands and other habitats was given priority and were thoroughly documented in the SEIS. The Riverside Oxbow Gateway Park
area, as you have noted contains existing valuable resources and a Feasibility Report completed in 2005 has shown that these
values could be substantially improved through careful management. Results indicate that riparian woodlands and wetlands would
be improved through implementation of the Modified Alternative.
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The Supplemental EIS indicates the valley storage needed and how the primary and contingent sites were identified and evaluated.

Subsequent modeling has shown that the storage identified is adequate and that upstream areas are not adversely impacted by the
project. Adequacy and analysis of the flood protection and floodwater storage are provided in Technical Appendix A - Hydrology
and Hydraulics of the DSEIS. The project is required to meet the requirements of the Corridor Development Certificate (CDC)
process.

Sequence number: 3
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/21/2008 2:27:53 PM -06'00'
The Corps of Engineers along with Texas Parks and Wildlife Department and the US Fish and Wildlife Service has conducted

studies over several years within the Riverside Oxbow and Gateway Park areas to determine existing and future without a project
habitat conditions. The same three agencies also developed early in the planning process site specific information that was utilized
to avoid significant environmental resources like the higher quality resources you have identified. Subsequently the plans for valley
storage and environmental improvements were combined to provide higher quality fish and wildlife habitat than would occur without
the project or even with the project proposed in the Secretary of the Army approved plan for Riverside Oxbow Restoration. This
plan as indicated takes advantage of the efforts previously done by Bowen Properties and provides additional future habitat benefits
that would be maintained by public resources.
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3. There is no identification of soil disposalfi—fations or analysis of the impact of
the soil dumping on such locations. Iln

4. There is no evaluation of the specific adverse impacts of the excavation and
construction program on the wetlands an{colkes created by Bowen Properties
pursuant to the reclamation plan and Sec 404 Permit described above.

5. There is no discussion or evaluation of [i5] loss of commercial locations and
tax base along Beach Street to the local Ilnu munity and the City.

6. Environmental justice issues are not considered adequately. As distinct from
the West Side, residents on the East side near the planned excavation and
storage sites are to a significant extent African American, Hispanic and Asian
in ethnicity. The modified plan contemplates replacing valley storage on the
West with upscale development. On the East side the residents will lose
commercial development (jobs and possibly shopping) along Beach Street in
parcels 16a and 16b, and a potential site for a local community organic garden
in parcel 18b. In exchange they will get an Equestrian trail and wooded
habitat. Clearly there are environmental justice issues yet to be considered.

‘

7. There is a hazardous waste site in the s lln ea yet to be evaluated. Site 18a
covers the location of what used to be a water filled gravel pit known as the
Frying Pan Lake. During the 1970’s and early 1980’s when Bowen
Properties was reclaiming it’s tracts with clean fill pursuant to a supervised
404 Permit, Frying Pan Lake was filled to a level above the flood plain as an
uncontrolled, unregulated and unpermitted industrial waste disposal site.
Closure pursuant to RCRA closure regulations is required, but has not been
done. Frying Pan Lake is a large site with a significant potential for releasing
hazardous substances into the environment during a flood. No consideration
has been given in the DSEIS to the existence of this waste site in the study
much less compliance with RCRA.

B. Failure to Consider Alternatives: “n

1. The DSEIS lacks any overall evaluation of the original plan, which locates
most of the valley storage on the West side in comparison to the modified plan
which moves valley storage to the East. The basic rational for the change, as
stated in the DSEIS, is that the ownraspf the Riverbend Ecosystem Storage
Site on the West has developme (and implicitly has the political and
economical clout to push the valley swirage downstream). Nowhere in the
DSEIS is there a coherent and factual comparison of the two alternatives from
an environmental, flood control, cdand social and economic cost/benefit
point of view. tn

2. Ttis not at all clear from the DSEIS that all potential alternative storage sites
have been considered. Thus, there may be no basis for asserting a valid
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Disposal sites are identified and their impacts discussed within Appendix F of the Draft Supplemental EIS and the impacts on land
vegetation and habitat are included within impact analysis within Chapter 4- Environmental Consequences. Figure 10 of the SEIS

also indicates the areas where fill will be placed (Valley Storage Site-Fill and Valley Storage Site-Potential Fill Site).
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Within the bounds of the project authorization, practical valley storage sites were identified and assessed in chapter 3 of the draft
SEIS. Tables 3-1 through 3-4 present the process that was followed in determining the sites that were ultimately recommended in

the Modified Alternative as primary or contingency sites.
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The original plan is a component of the no action alternative and is sufficiently evaluated. All these factors other than cost/benefit
were addressed in Chapter 4 and presented in table 2 of the SEIS. The Central City project was authorized without a requirement

for a federal economic cost/benefit ratio but provides strict limitations on the total federal involvement in the project.
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The intent of the Supplemental EIS was to develop and evaluate an additional alternative to provide valley storage mitigation other

than what was approved by the 2006 Record of Decision for the original Central City Project and to re-evaluate the approved
location of the Samuels Avenue Dam. During development of the supplement, multiple valley storage sites and differing
relocations for the dam were screened. The Modified Central City Alternative compared the aspects of the the proposal that
differed from the original EIS and compared the impacts and benefits not only of that project but to the aspects of the Riverside
Oxbow Restoration project.
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Additional discussion and clarification of project impacts on environmental justice issues has been provided in the SEIS and

appendix D.

Sequence number: 6
Author: M2PLRBKC
Subject: Sticky Note
Date: 2/21/2008 6:44:04 PM -06'00'
Contaminant conditions within Valley Storage Site 18a have not been investigated to date. Three geotechnical borings were drilled

approximately 400 feet west of this site. No environmental sampling was done in Site 18a because prior to the public meeting as
confirmed by the subsequent receipt of this letter, we were unaware that an illegal industrial disposal may exist at this site. Prior to
excavation of the site we will conduct environmental investigations to validate the concerns raised in your letter. If contamination is
identified the Corps will insure that this site is appropriately addressed under applicable federal and state law.
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The Corps of Engineers has coordinated with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to document and evaluate impacts to the wetlands
noted. Our evaluation indicates that the project would provide positive benefits to the wetlands within the study reach identified as

Gateway Beach in the SDEIS and is disclosed within Chapter 4 and within Appendix E.
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Comments from page 202 continued on next page
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There is no identification of soil disposal locations or analysis of the impact of
the soil dumping on such locations.

There is no evaluation of the specific adverse impacts of the excavation and
construction program on the wetlands and lakes created by Bowen Properties
pursuant to the reclamation plan and Secti|||\404 Permit described above.

There is no discussion or evaluation of the loss of commercial locations and
tax base along Beach Street to the local @}pmunity and the City.

Environmental justice issues are not considered adequately. As distinct from
the West Side, residents on the East side near the planned excavation and
storage sites are to a significant extent African American, Hispanic and Asian
in ethnicity. The modified plan contemplates replacing valley storage on the
West with upscale development. On the East side the residents will lose
commercial development (jobs and possibly shopping) along Beach Street in
parcels 16a and 16b, and a potential site for a local community organic garden
in parcel 18b. In exchange they will get an Equestrian trail and wooded
habitat. Clearly there are environmental justice issues yet to be considered,

There is a hazardous waste site in the sm@}mea yet to be evaluated. Site 18a
covers the location of what used to be a water filled gravel pit known as the
Frying Pan Lake. During the 1970’s and early 1980°s when Bowen
Properties was reclaiming it’s tracts with clean fill pursuant to a supervised
404 Permit, Frying Pan Lake was filled to a level above the flood plain as an
uncontrolled, unregulated and unpermitted industrial waste disposal site.
Closure pursuant to RCRA closure regulations is required, but has not been
done. Frying Pan Lake is a large site with a significant potential for releasing
hazardous substances into the environment during a flood. No consideration
has been given in the DSEIS to the existence of this waste site in the study
much less compliance with RCRA.

B. Failure to Consider Alternatives: @

1.

The DSEIS lacks any overall evaluation of the original plan, which locates
most of the valley storage on the West side in comparison to the modified plan
which moves valley storage to the East. The basic rational for the change, as
stated in the DSEIS, is that the owner of the Riverbend Ecosystem Storage
Site on the West has development p[|| 5 (and implicitly has the political and
economical clout to push the valley Swrage downstream). Nowhere in the
DSEIS is there a coherent and factual comparison of the two alternatives from
an environmental, flood control, cost. and social and economic cost/benefit
point of view.

It is not at all clear from the DSEIS that all potential alternative storage sites
have been considered. Thus, there may be no basis for asserting a valid
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As early as 2004, City of Fort Worth identified in its Gateway Park Master Plan the proposal to incorporate these

sites into the existing park. As such the economic changes along Beach Street would have occurred with or
without the Modified Central City alternative.




publfc purpose in tprivate property such as sites 16a and 16b for valley
storage of floodwate

3. There has been no consideration in the DSEIS of alternatives which would
preserve the city tax base represented in parcels like 16a and 16b together
with uses of these tracts which would be of more benefit to the local
community.

In conclusion, the DSEIS needs to be reworked so that it provides a workable basis for
evaluating the merits, fairness, and advisability of moving valley storage from the upper-
class West side neighborhood to the diverse East side neighborhood in order to facilitate
development by a private owner on the West side.
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The Central City project provides the stimulus to preserve and to increase the city tax base. Parcels within sites

16a and 16b are a part of the Gateway Park Master Plan and have been intended by the City of Fort Worth to
become a part of the park. As such no change to the City tax base than was previously planned by the City master

plan will result from the alternative presented in the DSEIS.
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DeAnn McKinley
6728 Fortune Road
Fort Werth, Texas 76116

U.8. Army Corps of Engineers
Fort Worth District
ATTN: CESWF-EC-D

Mr. Saji Alvrromuttil
P.0. Box 17300
Fort Worth, Texas 76102-0200

Affected Jurisdiction: Upper Trinity Basin, Trinity River, Texas

Re: Response to the Final EIS for Central City Project

The Trinity Uptown project has been expanded. Gateway Park now has tg solve the flood
control and problems that bas been created by the New Flood Control Prt—Tnmty
Uptown. 1 thought part of the criteria of a project design would have been olve any
problems within the project area and not create new ones outside the area.

These major design problems seern to bel multiplying as the project area is expanded. The
concerns for flooding in Gateway Park seem 1o be coming from the NEW By-Pass Flood
Control Project. Doesn’t this seem strange?

The Gateway Park shouid be able to be improved without having to take on the hydraulic
probiemos of Trinity Uptown. Tt seems that Gateway Park is having to be redesiened in order
for it t0 bear the burden of Trinity Uptown s inadequate valley storage problem and still tmay
be flooded.

1 had heard that the COE is waiting on results o od design studies that have not been
concluded to date. The COE said that the project area may change again — once the results
from various studies have beer finished.' T have also heard that the project (Trinity Uptown) is
on track and going forwgedy But, I have ntot heard when these problems under study will or
will not be completed. W Would the COE approve a request from the City of Fort Worth to
expand the project to Gateway Fark when studies had not heen completed? Why does the
Riverside Oxbow Restoration Project have to be delayed and expanded just to preserve the
Trinity Uptown design for economic dﬁv'mopment while inadequately addressing flood
control in it’s area?
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From a Federal and local sponsor perspective, the Modified Central City alternative will accelerate features and additional

restoration values of the original Riverside Oxbow Restoration project. Both the with or without project condition alternatives
adequately address flood control requirements established in the 1988 Record of Decision and Corridor Development Certificate
criteria.
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The Corps of Engineers has completed adequate flood design studies to determine environmentally acceptability and technical

sufficiency of the Modified Central City project alternative. The original Central City and Modified Central City projects are required
to meet the Corridor Development Certificate (CDC) and 1988 Record of Decision which established a set of common permit
criteria and procedures for development within the Upper Trinity River Corridor. The previous Central City project and Modified
Central City project as defined in the Supplement to the FEIS meet the CDC requirements. Hence, if the modified project is not
carried forward the original project can be implemented as previously authorized and approved by the 2006 ROD received for the
Central City project. As part of on-going design efforts as part of the authorized Central City project additional engineering studies
will be conducted to complete the detailed design.
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The Gateway Park area was only considered after the City of Fort Worth formally requested the Corps of Engineers to explore the
concept of combining the original Fort Worth Central City project with the previously authorized Riverside Oxbow Ecosystem

Restoration project is contained within the Upper Trinity River Study Area.
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It 15 illegal to flood to vour neighbor, Why should downtown Fort Worth flood Gateway Park
to aveid flooding Arlington? Why should downtown Fort Worth’s economic development
(Trinity Uptown) be allowed to compromise the fiall use and enjoyment of Gateway Park™s
improvements? It may 5ot be as illegal as flooding your neighbor (Askington), but it does not
maice it right. :

T don’t understand spending money to make a flood — I don’t understand why people would
not be respectful of other areas of Fort Worth. Evidently, a few want to spend OUR Federal,
State and City Tax dollays (which are in the MILLIONS) o build a poorly design project
which will flood another area downstream rather than revisiting the design of Trinity Uptown
in order 1o solve its problems within the project area.

DeAnn McKinley
6728 Fortune Road
Fort Worth Texas 76116
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Bonnie Brae N.A. *Carter Riverside N.A. *Gateway N.A. * Highcrest N.A. *Oakhurst N.A.
Scenic Bluff N.A. *Springdale N.A. *Sylvan Heighis West N.A. *United Riverside N.A.

February 8, 2008

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Fort Worth District

ATTN: CESWF-EC-D (Mr. Saji Alummuttil)
P.O. Box 17300

Fort Worth, Texas 76102-0300

Dear Mr. Alummuttil,

On February 7, 2008 the delegates to the Riverside Alliance voted to convey to our
position on the proposed flood storage in Riverside Park as proposed in the “Draft
Supplement No. 1 to the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Central City
Project, Upper Trinity River, Texas.”

The Alliance position is as follows on sed flood storage in Riverside Park:

Our organization declines to endorse the floodLlrage plan as proposed in the
Modified Central City Alternative which inclu «m ood storage in Riverside Park
because we do not currently have enough information about the project. We
support using City of Fort Worth gas lease bonus monies for Riverside Park to fund
a Riverside Park Master Plan.

The following are specific comments and tions on the draft supplement:

1. The draft supplement does not take into acco e aesthetic, historic, and cultural
significance of Oakhurst Scenic Drive, part of which is immediately adjacent to
Riverside Park and the proposed flood storage area. Oakhurst Scenic Drive, from
Belknap on the south to Watauga Road on the north, was constructed as a park by the
Works Progress Administration Project with Tarrant County in 1936. It was designed
by S. Herbert Hare, a partner in the nationally known Kansas City landscape
architecture firm Hare and Hare.

Oakhurst Scenic Drive has been listed as a scenic corridor by the City of Fort
Worth for more than 15 years. It is an important historic, cultural, recreational,
and aesthetic resource to the citizens of Oakhurst and all citizens of Riverside and
Fort Worth.

Founded & Organized for Change ‘N’ the 21% Century

Richard (Rick) Herring, Founder 2/1995
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Comment is noted. Many options for flood storage were evaluated during the planning process for the original EIS and during
development of this Supplemental EIS. This site was favored because of its low impact to existing environmental resources,

publicly owned land, and economic cost.
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Oakhurst Scenic Drive will be added to the Area of Potential Effect and discussion effects to this road will be included in the FSEIS.
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City of Fort Worth is a sponsor of the Central City project and has endorsed use of Riverside Park as a Valley Storage Site.
According to the City the proposed plan of reconstruction of the site will provide amenities that equal or exceed recreational and

environmental features of the existing park area including facilitating use of the Trinity River.




The draft supplement does not take into account the impact of flood storage in
Riverside Park — either preparing for it or maintaining it Oakhurst Scenic
Drive. We find this to be a deficiency of the document. Iln

2. The proposal for flood storage in Riverside Park does not take into account the desire
of residential property owners in Riverside to have a Riverside Park master plan
produced which would take into consideration opportunities to make the park a
neighborhood rather than a regional park serving several neighborhoods. The
proposed flood storage plan also does not take into account new opportunities to
develop the park as a pedestrian destination ¢lasely linked to the new Six Points
Urban Village and to other Riverside neighbods.

3. We are aware of the Texas Department of Transportation’s plans to double the
existing capacity on Interstate 35, immediately adjacent to Riverside Park and the
Scenic Bluff and Oakhurst neighborhoods. What impact would flood storage in
Riverside Park (and other nearby contingency flood storage sites) have on I-35
expansion? The draft supplement does not take into account the impact of its
proposal for Riverside Park flood storage oXDOT’s plans.

4. There may be now or may in the future be gas drilling under Riverside Park. The
draft supplement does not take into acc punt the impact of the proposal for Riverside
Park flood storage on current or future drilling in or near the park or vice versa.

5. The draft supplement does not take into account the impact of proposed flood storage
for Riverside Park on the nearby East Belknap Street Bridge, a historic resource
identified in the Historic Resources Survey for Tarrant County, Texas and also
eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the draft supplement to the FEIS on
the Central City Project, Upper Trinity River, Texas. We look forward to receiving your
response to our comments.

Sinc

ah Walker -
Moderator

cc: Sal Espino, City Council member, District 2, Fort Worth City Council
Danny Scarth, City Council member, District 4, Fort Worth City Council
Kathleen Hicks, Mayor Pro Tem, District 8, Fort Worth City Council
Mayor Mike Moncrief, City of Fort Worth
City Council members, City of Fort Worth
U.S. Rep. Michael Burgess, District 26
U.S. Rep. Kay Granger, District 12
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The use of Riverside Park as Valley Storage requires relocation of impacted infrastructure and temporary disturbance of existing

recreational amenities. Excavation work as proposed avoids areas of existing woodlands within the park and along Oakhurst Scenic
Drive. The City of Fort Worth is responsible for the current maintenance of the park and will continue in this role under the
proposed project. As the overall footprint of the park will not be altered increased maintenance costs on an annual basis will not be
greatly affected. As is the case with other City parks and Riverside Park, which are within the floodway, maintenance costs as a
result of flood events will be handled from contingency funds as required as they are not an annual event. Oakhurst Scenic Drive
would be repaired as necessary to a standard consistent with the needs and desires of the community.
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The bridge is a historic resource that spans an active floodway and the floodway width is not affected near the bridge. Therefore,
there is no physical or visual effect on the bridge by the proposed undertaking as the bridge continues to serve its historic purpose
of spanning a floodway. No adverse effects due to the haul routes are anticipated to the resource. Reference Appendix C- Volume
Il, Sheet CG-10 for proposed grading work.
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At this time a surface drill site has not been identified but City rules preclude it from occurring on the park site and that sufficient

buffering occur between park and neighborhood land uses and a proposed drill site.
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The proposed flood storage improvements in Riverside Park are not adjacent to 1-35 and will not be impacted by TxDOT plans for
the 1-35 corridor; see Appendix C- Volume I, Sheet CG-10. The contingency sites if required would be coordinated with TxDOT and
configured in a manner that will not impact I-35 expansion.
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The size and location of Riverside Park preclude it from being a neighborhood park by classification. The City

currently classifies the park as a Community Park. Community Parks are close to home parks designed to service
the recreation needs of 18,000-36,000 or approximately 6 neighborhoods. Riverside Park also serves as a
trailhead on the Trinity River Trail system which will not be altered by the proposed plan. The proposed plan does
not preclude the further development or alternative development of the park as a pedestrian destination linked to
the adjacent neighborhoods and neighborhood commercial areas. As presently planned the proposed project
includes the relocation of existing parking facilities and connection to the recreational trail to be adjacent to Race
Street thereby providing a better linkage to the Six Points Urban Village and Riverside neighborhoods. The City
has committed to a Master Plan process to determine the recreational facilities within the park. The neighborhoods
that are served by the park are not all opposed to the proposed plan. The Scenic Bluff Neighborhood, adjacent to
Riverside Park, has endorsed the plan.
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February 8, 2008

Saji Alummuttil

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Attn: CESWF-EC-D

P.O. Box 17300

Fort Worth, TX 76102-0300

RE:  Draft Supplement No. 1 to Final Environmental Impact Statement for the
Upper Trinity River Central City Project (Tarrant County)

Dear Mr. Alummuttil:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) has conducted a Draft Supplement
No. 1 to the previously approved Final Environmental Impact Statement (DSEIS)
for the Upper Trinity River Central City Project. The DSEIS has been provided
to address a proposed alternative that would integrate the Central City Project
with the Riverside Oxbow Ecosystem Restoration Project, two separate projects
along the West Fork Trinity River in Tarrant County. The integrated project
would be called the Modified Central City Alternative and would involve 1)
providing valley storage, as required to mitigate for hydraulic impacts of the
Central City Project, within the downstream Riverside Oxbow area rather than at
the originally proposed upstream Riverbend site, 2) relocating the approved
Samuels Avenue dam on the West Fork Trinity River from its original location
downstream of Marine and Lebow Creeks to a location upstream of both creeks,
3) constructing a low water dam in the southern portions of Marine Creek, and 4)
creating a boat channel and lock structure between the Trinity River
impoundment and Marine Creek to allow for boat access between the two
systems.

The Texas Parks and Wildlife Department (TPWD) offers the following
comments and recommendations regarding the Modified Central City Alternative:

Valley Storage Sites

Figure 7 shows Essential Restoration Lands bounded along the old river oxbow
and Figures 8 and 9 indicate potential valley storage sites, specifically Site ID 10
and 14a, within the Riverside Oxbow area that would avoid the Essential
Restoration Lands. Figure 10, on the other hand, indicates Recommended Valley

To manage and conserve the natural and cultural resources of Texas and to provide bunting, fishing

and outdeor recreatd

opportunities for the use and enjoyment of present and future generations.
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Storage — Cut locations for Site ID 10 and 14a that are not of similar size as those
identified in Figures 8 and 9 and thus encroach on the Essential Restoration
Lands. The Central City Habitat Development Plan for the Riverside Oxbow
Area, Figure 12, shows a reduced amount of restored buffer along the Oxbow
than was originally proposed in the Approved Riverside Oxbow Ecosystem

Restoration Project, Figure 2. The new plan h[|‘turf grass” planting proposed in
the Essential Restoration Land area along oxbo m ‘

Comment. The proposed “turf grass” plantings that encroach on the
Essential Restoration Lands should be changed to native tallgrass
plantings or riparian woodlands.

Comment: The proposed native grass habitats of the Essential
Restoration Lands should include tallgrass species that are not continually
mowed. A mowing plan should be established that reduces mowing to
every 3 years or when woody encroachment is evident. Some woody
species within the native prairies may need individual plant applications of
herbicide because mowing some woody species only creates multiple stem
re-sprouting.

Over time, valley storage basins can accumulate sediment that settle out when
flood waters enter the basins. Chapter 4 page 14 provided a short paragraph on
the potential for approximately 3.5 inches of sediment to occur over a 30 year
period. The DSEIS indicated that this amount of sediment would not have a
detrimental effect on the proposed habitat developments within the excavated
areas.

The DSEIS did not clearly indicate if the amount of sediment accumulation would
affect the volume of valley storage that is needed, and whether any potential
sediment dredging would be needed to account for valley storage losses. If
dredging ever becomes necessary, those basins planted with riparian woodland
vegetation would be impacted. The riparian areas would then need to be
replanted. In order to prevent having to clear riparian vegetation for dredging, the
USACE should consider planting early succession vegetation communities in
those basins rather than later succession woodland communities. Incorporating an
emergent wetland community within the basins would make reclamation
following dredging more feasible.

Comment. The potential need for sediment removal to meet valley storage
requirements and associated habitat mitigation impacts should be
addressed in the DSEIS.
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Sedimentation transport studies conducted indicate that sedimentation within the valley storage areas will not be a significant

impact to valley storage and therefore will not need to be removed. The threat to the perpetuation of riparian forests within these
areas during the 50-yr study period was evaluated. The Corps and local sponsor acknowledged that there was some risk and
consequently estimated future riparian values than if done on non-excavated areas. In addition, a long term monitoring and
adaptive management program will be utilized to adapt to conditions that may affect future benefits.
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Turf grass plantings have been proposed in areas of forecasted high pedestrian use or other factors that preclude the use of native
tallgrasses. During subsequent detailed design, each site will be further evaluated and if turf grasses areas can be replaced or

reduced with native tallgrass, that action will be implemented.
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An Operations and Maintenance Manual for all ecosystem improvements will be developed during detailed plans and specifications
prior to completion of construction. The sponsor will be responsible for O&M. This information will be useful in consideration of

species to use and development of that plan.
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The original Riverside Oxbow project report findings were utilized along with recent field investigations and review of existing

imagery to determine environmentally sensitive areas for establishing boundaries on the figure to promote a planning objective of
minimizing impacts to existing high quality resources and those high quality resources that would be established should Riverside
Oxbow Project ever be authorized for construction (essential restoration lands). As you have noted all impacts could not be
avoided, however through planning discussions between hydraulic, civil and environmental planners, the impacts were minimized to
the extent possible within the accuracy of information available.
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Habitat Development Plan at Riverside Oxbow Area

The native grasses proposed within the Savannah habitats for the Central City
Habitat Development Plan were not clearly described in the DSEIS.

Recommendation. The herbaceous Veion planted for the Savannah
habitats should consist of native grass"Md forbs species that create a
diverse community. As described above, these areas should be protected
from continual mowing.

There has been a dramatic increase in water demand across North Texas, thus
water conservation is essential to this area. Native vegetation is adapted to the
soil and climate of the area and usually requires less maintenance and watering
than introduced species. The disease tolerance of native vegetation provides
longevity to the landscape without high cost. Native landscapes provide an
enjoyable outdoor space for the public while also bdfiting wildlife such as birds
and butterflies. ‘ t

Recommendation. To enhance the value of the proposed “turf grass”
planting areas to both wildlife and the public and to reduce irrigation use,
the native turf grass, buffalograss (Buchloe dactyloides) should be planted.

Thank you for consideration of these recommendations. Please contact me at
(903) 675-4447 if you have any questions.

Befprdy

Karen B. Hardin
Wildlife Habitat Assessment Program
Wildlife Division

Sincerely,

kbh/12900(12329, 11137, 11132, and 11032)
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The intent is to establish the savannahs utilizing species that would provide the results recommended. Fish and Wildlife Service
has provided some recommendations and further coordination with state, local and federal resources agencies and groups will be

conducted to determine the appropriate species mix on a site by site basis during detailed plans and specifications development.
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To the extent possible buffalograss will be utilized for the reasons mentioned.




United States Department of the Interior

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY T, Sy
Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance TAKE PRIDE
P.O. Box 26567 (MC-9) INAMERICA
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87125-6567
[N REPLY REFER TO:
ER 08/51
File 9043.1

February 14, 2008

Saji Alummuttil, Project Manager
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Fort Worth District, CESWF-EC-D
P.0.Box 17300

Fort Worth, Texas 76102-0300

Subject:  Review of the Draft Supplement No. 1 to the Final Environmental Impact Statement
(DSEIS), for Upper Trinity River Central City, Fort Worth, Texas

Dear Mr. Alummuttil:

The U.S. Department of the Interior has reviewed the subject DSEIS and has the following
comments. Since 2001, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has been evaluating various
alternatives for flood damage reduction, mitigation, and reestablishment of fish and wildlife
habitats, recreational opportunities, and other allied projects along the West and Clear Forks of
the Upper Trinity River and its tributaries in Tarrant County, Texas. These studies are being
conducted at the request of the non-federal sponsor, Tarrant Regional Water District (TRWD),
and under the Corps’ June 2000 Upper Trinity River Basin Study authority.

The Riverside Oxbow Ecosystem Restoration and the Central City Multi-Purpose projects were
the first two studies being conducted as part of the comprehensive Clear Fork and West Fork of
the Trinity River Interim Feasibility Study. The Corps’ Riverside Oxbow Report and Integrated
Environmental Assessment were completed in April 2003 and some aspects of the plan have
already been implemented. In December 2004, the United States Congress authorized the Corps
to undertake the Central City project as generally described in the April 2003 Trinity River
Vision Master Plan, a cooperative initiative between the TRWD, Streams and Valleys (a local
non-profit parks organization), and the City of Fort Worth (City). The Upper Trinity River
Central City plan and Environmental Impact Statement were completed in Janunary 2006.

-The Central City Project Plan, as described in the January 2006 EIS, includes a flood bypass
channel and floodgates to divert flood flow around a segment of the existing Trinity River
adjacent to downtown Fort Worth, In addition, project plans consist of a dam located
downstream of Samuels Avenue to create a small lake extending up the river to approximately
Rockwood Park, ecological restoration areas, and 5,250 acre-feet of valley storage mitigation
sites. Much of the proposed valley storage was to be located in the Riverbend Park area to
compensate for the loss of valley storage associated with the construction of the proposed dam
and bypass channel on the Trinity River. Habitat improvement, restoration, and enhancement
were also planned for the Riverbend Park area to compensate for project impacts,




The April 2003 Riverside Oxbow Interim Feasibility Report and Integrated Environmental
Assessment contains plans for the Riverside Oxbow ecosystem restoration project located just
east of the downtown area on the West Fork of the Trinity River downstream of Riverside Drive.
It consists of habitat restoration on 512.2 acres of floodplain lands, approximately 2 miles of
oxbow river channel, 56.5 acres of wetlands, 112 acres of riparian habitat and upland native
grassland, and 25,700 feet of compatible mixed surface linear recreational trails.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service assisted the Corps in assessing both projects. That involved
attending team meetings, conducting site visits, completing baseline habitat assessments, and
evaluating alternative plans.

On June 22, 2006, the City requested that the Corps conduct an evaluation and analysis to
consider the potential benefits of merging the Central City and the Riverside Oxbow project
areas. Significant changes in land use and development activities within the project areas have
occurred since the National Environmental Policy Act documents were completed, such as the
recent gas well drilling near the Riverside Oxbow.

The current study proposal contains two alternatives. The “No Action” Alternative would be the
separate implementation of both the Central City and the Riverside Oxbow Ecosystem
Restoration projects as they are currently approved and the Modified Central City Alternative
would combine both projects. The modified project proposes the major attributes contained in

.. the original plan, such as the bypass channel, isolation gates, the Samuels Avenue Dam, valley

storage mitigation, and wildlife habitat mitigation. The Samuels Avenue Dam location is
proposed to be relocated upstream of Marine Creek. The modified plan would minimize
acquisition of private lands by locating the valley storage sites on public lands and concentrating
wildlife habitat mitigation in the Riverside Oxbow project area. Aquatic habitat mitigation for
impacts to Marine Creek resulting from construction of the dam, the proposed lock and channel
located west of the dam, and the Marine Creek low water dam are still proposed for Ham
Branch, but now includes restoration of Sycamore Creek within the Riverside Oxbow area. The
modified project proposes to exclude Riverbend Park from the project for habitat mitigation but
includes it as a contingency valley storage site if additional storage is necessary. The modified
plan would require compensation for loss of about 18.3 acres of riparian woodlands, 59 acres of
upland woodlands, 2.3 acres of aquatic habitat, and less than an acre of emergent wetlands.
However, it includes establishing 58 acres of wetlands, restoration of 10.9 acres of stream and
oxbow habitat, developing of 137.6 acres of riparian woodland, enhancement of 263.6 acres of
existing riparian woodland, development of 87 acres of native grassland/savannah, and
enhancement of 53.3 acres of native grasslands.

The FWS’s Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA) report the Central City and the
Riverside Oxbow Ecosystem Restoration projects contain our as ment of the existing
environmental conditions of the project area and habitat restoration recommendations for the
“No Action” alternative. The information contained in these reports and most of our
recommendations have been incorporated into the Modified Central City alternative. -
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US Fish and Wildlife Service provided valuable and much appreciated technical assistance during the formulation of the Central

City and Riverside Oxbow Projects and Modified Central City Alternative.




General Cdmmentg
Samuels Avenue Dam and Marine Creek I.ow Water Dam

The fisheries survey conducted by the FWS in 2005 on Marine Creek demonstrated that the
shallow riffle-pool sequences currently support an exceptional and high valued fish community.
The FWS has designated the aquatic habitats within Marine Creek as Resource Category 3.
Category 3 habitat is of high to medium value for the evaluation species and is relatively
abundant on a national basis. The mitigation goal for this category is no net loss of habitat value
while minimizing loss of in-kind values. Impacts to these aquatic resources should be avoided,
minimized, and/or compensated.

The FWS expressed concerns in our October 5, 2003, Central City FWCA report that the aquatic
habitat in these reaches would be totally lost due to inundation caused by the proposed Samuels
Avenue Dam included in the proposed Community Based Alternative in the 2006 Central City
Muiti-Purpose project. The Modified Central City Alternative proposes to relocate the Samuels
Avenue Dam to approximately 1,750 feet downstream of Northside Drive on the main stem of
the Trinity River, immediately upstream from the confluence of Marine Creek. This new
loeation would eliminate impacts to Lebow Creek. During normal dry weather, the dam will
maintain the normal water-pool level elevation of 524.3 National Geodetic Vertical Datum
(NGVD). The pool level of 516.5 NGVD within proposed channel and lock structure that would
connect the Trinity River with Marine Creek and the fixed low water dam proposed on Marine
Creck, approximately 300 feet upstream of the confluence with the main stem of the river, is
much lower than the original project pool level. This lower level would reduce the backwater
impacts to Marine Creek, but would still result in the inundation of shallow riffle and run fishery
habitat. Therefore, mitigation would be required.

Aquatic Mitigation Plan

The FWS supports the proposed Modified Central City Alternative aquatics mitigation plan that
proposes developing additional stream mitigation features in Sycamore Creek and Ham Branch.
This mitigation would include construction of a series of riffle pool sequences with a stable
streambed supported by stable banks and a riparian corridor in both streams. The streams should -
have a sufficient longitudinal profile (slope) to maintain adequate flow regimes. Substrate
composition should be similar to the habitat in Marine Creek. These mitigation measures would
fully compensate for the adverse impacts to the aquatic habitat in Marine Creek caused by the
construction of Samuels Avenue dam and the low water dam.

We support restoring the old remnant of Sycamore Creek between Riverside Oxbow and the
river. Providing a reliable water source and restoring the aquatic function of this segment of
Sycamore Creck would benefit aquatic species and contribute to the mitigation requirement for
the impacts associated with inundating Marine Creek. Habitat restoration benefits would not be
fully realized for several years, but the newly planted aquatic vegetation proposed in the
mitigation plan would probably be well established within 1 year. Habitat values for ducks,
wading birds, and fish would still be low until woody debris and overhangs required for good
wood duck, green heron, and raccoon habitat are established and the invertebrate numbers
increase. Food availability would be greatly improved by the 10" year, but the woody debris and
overhangs for perching and shelter would still be lacking. By the 50" year, it is assumed that




woody debris and overhangs would be available along the edge of the wetland, yielding optimum
habitat for all the wetland indicator species.

The proposed valley storage site located in Harmon Field|||| tk contains the proposed Ham
Branch restoration project area. Ham Branch is also being proposed for aquatic habitat
restoration to mitigate for impacts to the aquatic environments associated with inundation of
Marine Creek due to the proposed Samuels Avenue dam. The FWS supports the proposed
aquatic and riparian habitat restoration of Ham Branch.

Specific Comments

Valley Storage Sites

Site 1: This site is located within Riverbend Park that receives a significant level of seasonal
public use. Our October 5, 2005, report contained information regarding the high quality of
habitat located within this area. The park contains a diversity of habitats; grasslands, riparian
woodlands, upland woodlands, and wetlands. The upland woodlands contain the highest overall
wildlife habitat values that were measured in the project area. We recommend that this area not
be considered for excavation for valley storage, but as possible habitat mitigation if additional
habitat mitigation is necessary.

Site Sa: Appendix E, page 6, states, “Negative mmpacts to Lebow Creek would be totally
eliminated...” Figure CG-06 in Appendix C, Volume II indicates that the lower east bank of
Lebow Creek would be excavated as part of the proposed valley storage Site 5a.” The DSEIS
does not address this impact. We recommend that excavation of Lebow Creek be avoided and
the boundary of the proposed valley storage Site 5a be located further east as to not cause
adverse impacts to the creek.

upland woodlands. The project area receives ificant level of seasonal public use. All the
habitats in this project area have great potential.J? improvement; however, this area currently
has a high habitat value per acre. The existing small stream at the south end with its narrow
riparian woodland corridor on each bank and a stand of mature pecans are important to local
mast producers. With a change in the management of the ground cover, this site could become
high quality riparian habitat. We recommend mg Site 8 further south.

I}

Site 8: This site located within Riverside Parains grasslands, riparian woodlands, and

Site 9: This site is the location of the proposed Hw.A Branch restoration project, which was
selected for environmental mitigation to compensate for impacts to the aquatic environments
associated with inundation of Marine Creek. The FWS looks forward to assisting the Corps in
the habitat restoration planning of Ham Branch. [©]

- Sites 12 and 14a: Proposed valley storage sites 12 and 14b appear to encroach into the
bottomland hardwood riparian corridor along the Riverside Oxbow, removing mature trees and
shrubs. The purpose of the approved Riverside Oxbow habitat restoration project is to restore

the riparian forest within the Riverside Oxbow area and Gateway Park. Figure 7 depicts the
“essential restoration lands” that were recommended by FWS, Corps, and state biologists that are
known to contain quality riparian bottomland hardwood habitat. Bottomland hardwood habitat is
becoming more scarce within Texas, especially within urban areas. The narrow bottomland
hardwood habitat corridor within the Riverside Oxbow area is predominately composed of
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The portion of overall Site 8 (figure 10) that would be used as a contingency site is on private lands adjacent to IH-35. It was

formerly used as a farmland and has mixed vegetation regrowth, mostly forbland and early successional grassland and shrubs.
Moving site 8 further south would put it into the forested area or into a primary valley storage site (Site 21). Site 21 avoids impacts
to the stream and forested areas of Riverside Park.
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The scale of the referenced drawing results in the appearance that excavation would occur down into Lebow Creek. Lebow Creek

is deeply incised at the confluence and the excavation depth would not extend into the channel. Only the upper most part of the
bank which is currently vegetated by seasonal growth of non-native forbs, would be disturbed. Appropriate controls will be utilized
during construction to manage storm water runoff from the disturbed soils.
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The Corps will continue its coordination with the FWS as plans and specifications continue on Ham Branch.
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The area of proposed for valley storage if utilized as a contingency site would impact upland savannah primarily. No priorities have

been established for use of contingency sites, however, should one or more of the sites be needed the design will be modified to
the extent possible to minimize impacts to any high quality resources. While the Modified Central City Alternative as proposed
would provide adequate mitigation should this site need to be ultimately impacted, revegetation of the impacted area would be
necessary and to the extent possible, tree plantings and native grasslands would be utilized.
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Support for the aquatic mitigation and restoration at Ham Branch and Sycamore Creek and Riverside Oxbow is appreciated.
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The original Riverside Oxbow project report findings were utilized along with recent field investigations and review of existing

imagery to determine environmentally sensitive areas for establishing boundaries on Figure 7 to promote a planning objective of
minimizing impacts to existing high quality resources and those high quality resources that would have been established should
Riverside Oxbow Restoration Project be authorized for construction (essential restoration lands). As you have noted all impacts
could not be avoided, however through planning discussions between hydraulic, civil and environmental planners, the impacts were
minimized to the extent possible within the accuracy of information available.




mature pecan, oaks, and elms. It provides food, cover, nesting habitat, and living space for forest
dependent species. Large trees are important as nesting habitat for the fox squirrel (Sciurus
niger) and red-tailed hawk (Buteo jamaicensis) and important escape cover for raccoons
(Procyon lotor) and migratory birds. Brush piles and snags provide necessary food, cover, and
shelter for small mammals and birds. Riparian forest habitats are essential in maintaining
biodiversity and providing important wildlife travel corridors.

The proposed plan includes[=lInting trees and shrubs to establish more riparian woodlands in this
area, but it would take years the trees to mature and the habitat to become quality
bottomland-hardwood habitat. We recommend that trees within the riparian corridor be
preserved as much as possible and that they be protected from excavation, construction, and
erosion damage. Excavation for the proposed valley storage sites 12 and 14b should be relocated
outside the designated “environmental sensitive area.”

The project plans indicate that excan would occur around the existing mature pecan trees
along the Sycamore Creek remnant. "n avating around a tree to preserve it will not assure its
survival if the roots are damaged or the moisture in the soil is changed due to such activities.
Excavation around the trees along the Sycamore Creek remnant should not be closer to the tree
trunks than the distance between the trunk and drip line plus 25 percent of the same distance to
maintain their health. Any exposed roots should be reburied.

Site 16a and 18a: The wetlands located bevalley storage sites 16a and 18a were included
in the environmentally sensitive areas designi--d by the interagency biologist team. The FWS is
concerned that the excavation of proposed valley stotage sites 16a and 18a may adversely alter
the hydrology of these wetlands. Drainage from the surrounding land contributes to the water
level in these wetlands. We recommend that the Final Supplemental to the Final EIS include an
analysis of how the proposed excavation sites will affect the emergent wetlands within the
project area and how these wetlands will be maintained.

which portions appear to be located along the banks e wetlands in Gateway Park.
Trampling by horses generally causes compaction o litter and soil much greater than by
hikers. Nutrient enrichment from horse manure and urine is also a likely factor that could favor
invasion of weedy species along horse trails. Horse manure may contain viable seeds of exotic
species. We recommend that the equestrian trail be located at least 30 feet from the shoreline of
wetlands and other water bodies. We recommend that monitoring for and removal of horse
manure and exotic plants continue as standard park maintenance.

.
Chapter 3, Marine Creek L.ow Water Dam, Pll 5. second paragraph - The DSEIS states that
bank stabilization would be accomplished through the use of compacted concrete with rip-rap at
the turnaround basin just upstream of 23" Street. Hard bank protectlon could reflect wave
energy aga_mst other unprotected soft banks. We recommend usmg more natural, soft
engineering for bank stabilization.

The proposed project (Figures 13 and 14) includes 7kfeet of wood mulch equestrian trail of

Chapter 4, page 20, Habitat OQutputs - The DSEIS states rassland types included in the plans
are turf grasses, managed (mowed) grasses for stabilizatiorrun channel and levee slopes, and

. planted, managed, and improved native grasslands. We recommend planting native Buffalo
grass, Buchloe dactyloides, in the parks and on the levees, instead of Bermuda grass.
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Subsequent detailed plans and specifications will include evaluations to reduce the amount of encroachment into the

environmentally sensitive areas identified per the Department's recommendation.
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Existing design provides for bulkheads and other structures outside of the drip line of these valuable mature trees to provide
protection against soil erosion and groundwater losses. As these trees provide valuable support to the entire Sycamore Creek

aquatic habitat development, precautions recommended will be utilized to the extent practicable.
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Wetlands within this site will be modified slightly by the project, however the intent is to provide an increase in size of the wetlands

by contouring non-forested areas to provide a more gradual slope, placement of some fill in deeper waters, and proactively plant
the wetland with native wetland plants to maximize habitat value gain and reduce invasion by non-native or less desirable native
wetland plants. The excavations on either side will not shunt water away from the wetland areas and should not negatively impact
the existing or proposed improved wetlands values.
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We also prefer soft treatments where practicable, however Marine Creek carries significant flood flows at times from a large

drainage area of North Fort Worth. In addition as small recreational/commercial water taxi type boat traffic will be accommodated in
the future, some hard bank may be needed. This recommendation for utilizing softer banks where possible will be carried forward
for further consideration during detail plans and specifications development.
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We concur and agree that riparian forest habitat is essential to maintaining important wildlife habitat. Valley storage sites within the
proposed Modified Central City Alternative in the Riverside Oxbow area allow for greater development of riparian forest within this

area.
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Concur, this recommendation will be carried further into plans and specifications. The trails will be located a sufficient distance
from sensitive areas to minimize disturbance to wildlife utilizing the areas. The other reasons mentioned are also valid with regard

to maintaining a sufficient distance between visitors and the wildlife habitat.
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Buffalo grass will be utilized where site and use conditions are conducive.




,
;
Table 4-1, page 4-13 - The figures do not reflect the figures in the first table in Attachment 1 to

Appendix E titled, “Without Project Versus roject Conditions Modified Central City
Project.” ‘

First Table in Attachment 1 to Appendix E. Without Project Versus With Project Conditions
Modified Central City Project - The figures in thfhble under the Upland Forest column are
incorrect. They appear to be off one line down.

Appendix E. page 10 - These habitat development and improvement acres do not match the ones
given on page 4-18.

Summary

After reviewing information provided in the DSEIS, we have determined that the Corps’
recommended plan, if the recommendations discussed above are included, would sufficiently
mitigate the adverse impacts resulting from implementation of the modified project alternative.
The mitigation plan would provide for habitat diversity, quality, and quantity, benefiting a
variety of resident and migratory wildlife specw%:vould not adversely affect any threatened
and endangered species. Reforestation and impro “Il ent of the riparian corridor would
substantially increase the amount of vital reproductive and neotropical bird habitat, thus,
furthering the goals and objectives of the North American Waterfowl Management Plan and the
Partners in Flight program. For these reasons, we suppon 1mplementat10n of the proposed
Modlﬁed Central City Alternatl,ve

Thank you for allowing us to comment on the DSEIS. If you have any questions or comments,
please contact Ms. Carol Hale, FWS Ecological Services Field Office, Arlington, Texas, at 817-
277-1100.

Sincerely,

Stephen R. Spencer
Regional Environmental Officer
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Concur, an error in formatting occurred during preparation of the draft report for printing to CD, however the correct version with

non-shifted lines was used during writing of the technical appendix and Draft SEIS. This error has been corrected.
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The acreages shown on page 4-18 are composite numbers from the entire Central City project, whereas the acreages identified on
Appendix E, page 10 are limited to those areas preserved, improved, or developed solely with the Riverside Oxbow-Gateway Park

study reaches.
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To the extent practicable the Services recommendations have been adopted and future efforts will be coordinated with the Service
and other resource agencies to minimize adverse impacts to key resources. The proposed habitat development plans will provide

substantially more wetlands, riparian woodlands and stream habitat than unavoidably impacted by the project.
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The numbers in Attachment 1 do not reflect additional residual impacts caused by Central City project implementation that are
included in Table 4-1. Some impacts attributable to the project occur in areas outside of the areas that we analyzed in attachment

1, but were added to Table 4-1 from the original Central City EIS data.




E. G. Rod Pittman, Chairman Jack Hunt, Vice Chairman

William W. Meadows, Member J. Kevin Ward Thomas Weir Labatt ITI, Member
Dario Vidal Guerra, Jr., Member Executive Administrator James E. Herring, Member
January 25, 2008

Mr. Saji Alummuttil, Project Manager
CESWF-EC-D

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Fort Worth District
P.O. Box 17300

Fort Worth, Texas 76102-0300

Re: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Joint Public Notice
Upper Trinity River Central City Project

Dear Mr. Alummuttil:

This is in response to the December 21, 2007 L—ler from William Fickel, Jr. concerning the.
referenced project. Our findings indicate that ag||| participant in the National Flood Insurance
Program (NFIP), the City of Fort Worth has review responsibility and approval authority for
projects within the City. Since a change is the water surface elevation is anticipated, a Letter of
Map Revision may be needed.

Please note that as of September 1, 2007, the Texas Water Development Board became the State
Coordinating Agency for the National Flood Insurance Program. Please send all future
correspondence to:

Texas Water Development Board
Water Resources Planning Division
P. 0. Box 13231

Austin, Texas 78711-3231

Thank you for bringing this matter to our attention. If you have any additional questions, please
contact me at (512) 463-4350.

Sincerely,

v (i

Rachel Andrews, EIT, CFM
Assistant NFIP State Coordinator

Our Mission
To provide leadership, planning, financial assistance, information, and education for the conservation and responsible development of water for Texas.
P.O. Box 13231 = 1700 N. Congress Avenue * Austin, Texas 78711-3231 o
Telephone (512) 463-7847 = Fax (512) 475-2053 » 1-800-RELAYTX (for the hearing impaired)
www.twdb.state.tx.us ¢ info@twdb.state.tx.us E&Jwﬁ 5’5
TNRIS - Texas Natural Resources Information System ¢ www.tnris.state.tx.us
A Member of the Texas Geographic Information Council (TGIC)
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Corps and local sponsor will coordinate with the City of Fort Worth in developing and submitting a Letter of Map Revision as the

design and implementation of the modifications progresses.
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William Fickel, Jr.

Chief. Planning. Environmental, and
Regulatory Division

Department of the Army

Corps of Engineers

Fort Worth District

P.0. Box 17300

Fort Worth, TX 76102-0300

Dear Mr. Fickel:

We have reviewed the Dralt Supplemer gl I to the Final Environmental
Statement, for the Upper Trinity River Central Ofty, Fort Worth, Texas. EPA reviewed
the Final EIS on February 21, 2006. and had no further comments or objections to the

proposed action. EPA has no additional comments to offer on the supplemental
document.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment.

Respectiully yours.

Michael Jansky, P.E.
Regional EIS Coordinator.

NSRBIV
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Thank you for reviewing and commenting on the project modification proposal.




' ' ' League of Women Voters of Tarrant County
¢ 3212 Collinsworth Street, Fort Worth, TX 76107

Phone: 817-348-VOTE (8683) FAX: 817-348-8683
Email : wvtarrantcounty@sbcglobal.net

Web Site: www.lwvtarrantcounty.org

February 18, 2008

Mr. Saji Alummuttil
CESWF-EC-D

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Fort Worth District

P.O. Box 17300-0300

819 Taylor Street

Fort Worth, TX 76102-0300

Subject: Comments and Questions concerning the Draft Supplement No. 1 to Final EIS for the Central
City Project, Upper Trinity River, Texas

e According to the EIS, the Trinity Uptown Project was fundeection 116 of Public Law 108-
447. The Federal share was capped at $110 million. It is our "Rerstanding that the funds were
authorized, but only $10 million has been appropriated. Since the project was not included in the
2008 fiscal year Water Resources Development Act, what is the process for appropriating the
remaining $100 mil[=] that has been authorized?

e The Old Water treat |||t plant off Beach will be used for storing excavation material. What
types of materials are expected to be stored‘? will the area be screened from surrounding
land uses? What measures will be taken to e “n that pollutants from the excavation materials
do not flow into the Trinity River.

»  We are concerned about the loss of approxim 26 acres of scarce Upland Woodland. This
type of forest takes a long time to develop. We unsatisfied with the vague plans to plant trees
elsewhere.

e If this revised project is superior to the original plan to store water on the West side of downtown
Fort Worth, why wasn’t this plan put forth first?

s The contemplated Waterfront Drive alo aihe base of the bluff is unnecessary and would
decrease park acreage and detract from tential local serenity of the water’s edge.

e Under water quality, what is the anticipatU_Nimpact of the project on the aquatic vegetation and
marine composition in the Trinity River %

e How will the river flow changes, which it increase erosion or river om disturbance, be
mitigated so they don’t negatively impact-® amenities of the project?

» How is the project going to be maintained during inevitahle dry periods without taking water
from other necessary uses? The problem with ground w4 usage is that the ground water in the
project area is said to be polluted.

o Page 4-3, second paragraph talks about operational strategies. We recommend solar powered
pumps to jet water into the air thereby increasing the dissolved oxygen improving water quality.

e The second bullet in Chapter 4-4 talks about incread ©impervious surfaces usage. We know that
impervious surfaces quicken water run off. Why not ||| ive for use of water permeable surfaces
that would greatly ease the run off condition

® This project seems to greatly increase the surface area of the water. This increase produces
greater quantities of evaporated water. This water vapor will increase humidity during very hot
days thus exacerbating the comfort index, and making the outside usage of the various amenities
far less desirable.
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Materials that will be excavated include clays, sands, gravels and silts. At this point in time we do not expect any excavated

materials to be contaminated. If any are found during subsequent investigations, the materials will be managed in accordance with
State and federal requirements. During construction erosion control measures will be implemented to prevent migration of
excavated materials offsite. After construction, the site surface will be stabilized against erosion with turf or other hard surfaces.
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Depending on the planned land use the proposed landscaping will incorporate native plantings which require
less water to maintain. Reparian woodlands would be sufficiently established so that long term irrigation will
not be required. The use of ground water in not envisioned.
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Water quality changes (mostly associated with dissolve oxygen and sedimentation) are not anticipated to significantly affect

aquatic flora and fauna composition. Water quality impacts are discussed in Chapter 4-11 and 4-12.
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The plans to mitigate upland forest include first minimization of impacts, and compensation for unavoidable impacts. Upland
resources have been identified as a resource category by the USFWS that may be mitigated in kind or out of kind. As this project
deals with floodplains, a decision has been made to compensate for upland losses primarily through development of riparian forest.
The plan has been coordinated with the USFWS and the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department.
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When the Central City original EIS was being prepared, the Riverside Oxbow Ecosystem Restoration Project had been approved
and was awaiting authorization for implementation. The City of Fort Worth asked that the area be considered with expectations that
it could result in expediting the restoration and provide the valley storage at the same location. After evaluation of the Modified
Central City alternative is was determined to the be technical sound and environmentally acceptable.
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The modified project as proposed does not significantly increase the water surface area in the Riverside
Oxbow/ Gateway Park area.
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Recommendation noted. Applicable energy saving devices will be incorporated into water quality enhancement features.
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Comments from page 219 continued on next page



' ' ' League of Women Voters of Tarrant County
¢ 3212 Collinsworth Street, Fort Worth, TX 76107

Phone: 817-348-VOTE (8683) FAX: 817-348-8683
Email : wvtarrantcounty@sbcglobal.net

Web Site: www.lwvtarrantcounty.org

February 18, 2008

Mr. Saji Alummuttil
CESWF-EC-D

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Fort Worth District

P.O. Box 17300-0300

819 Taylor Street

Fort Worth, TX 76102-0300

Subject: Comments and Questions concerning the Draft Supplement No. 1 to Final EIS for the Central
City Project, Upper Trinity River, Texas

e According to the EIS, the Trinity Uptown Project was funde Section 116 of Public Law 108-
447. The Federal share was capped at $110 million. It is our rstanding that the funds were
authorized, but only $10 million has been appropriated. Since the project was not included in the
2008 fiscal year Water Resources Development Act, what is the process for appropriating the
remaining $100 million that has been authorized?

e The Old Water treatr ||| ¢t plant off Beach will be used for storing excavation material. What
types of materials are 8xpected to be stored? will the area be screened from surrounding
land uses? What measures will be taken to e that pollutants from the excavation materials
do not flow into the Trinity River.

e  We are concerned about the loss of approximately 26 acres of scarce Upland Woodland. This
type of forest takes a long time to develop. Wq|||le unsatisfied with the vague plans to plant trees
elsewhere.

e If this revised project is superior to the original plan to store water on the West side of d \ town
Fort Worth, why wasn’t this plan put forth first?

» The contemplated Waterfront Drive along the base of the bluff is unnecessary and would
decrease park acreage and detract from thyotential local serenity of the water’s edge.

e Under water quality, what is the anticipa mpact of the project on tifgypuatic vegetation and
marine composition in the Trinity River? 1

e How will the river flow changes, which t increase erosion or river vottom disturbance, be
mitigated so they don’t negatively impac amenities of the project?

» How is the project going to be maintained during inevitable dry periods without taking water
from other necessary uses? The problem with ground wafjusage is that the ground water in the
project area is said to be polluted. @

o Page 4-3, second paragraph talks about operational strategies. We recommend solar powered
pumps to jet water into the air thereby increasing the dissolved oxygen improving water quality.

e The second bullet in Chapter 4-4 talks about increased impervious surfaces usage. We know that
impervious surfaces quicken water run off. Why nomve for use of water permeable surfaces
that would greatly ease the run off condition

® This project seems to greatly increase the surface area of the water. This increase produces
greater quantities of evaporated water. This water vapor will increase humidity during very hot
days thus exacerbating the comfort index, and making the outside usage of the various amenities
far less desirable.




Money is appropriated for civil works projects by the Congress through future appropriation bills.
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Flow velocities were reviewed during development of the project alternative to ensure that velocities were
maintained within an acceptable range. Hydraulic modeling has shown no significant increase in velocities.

During detailed design erosion concerns will be controlled similar to existing conditions through harden channel bottom surfaces
and in-channel energy dissipation structures.
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Waterfront Drive was discussed and analyzed in the original Central City EIS and is not within the scope of the Supplemental EIS.




s The plan should mention the existing and planned gas wells in the area and any associated land
uses.

e  Water Storage needs — 5,250 acres (p 42-53) Water[oFage will require at least seasonal
flooding in parts of Rockwood Park, Harman Park side Park, Oxbow area, and Gateway
Park. In Gateway Park the critical features will be above only the two year flood level.
Recreational uses in Gateway Park will be flood compatible (p. 66). The Oxbow area will be
reduced in elevation by about 10-14 feet. Other storage areas may also be needed. How many
park usage days per year will be lost in each result of the new flooding caused by the
subject project. Other water storage issues are af{||, llows:

o Chapter 3-6 addresses Valley Storage sitbo The Riverside Oxbow in the table
potentially includes seven separate storage areas and the Riverside Gateway North
potentially includes four sites. This is vague and really needs to be discussed as an
example of the Table 3-1 intent.

o Chapter 3-7 last paragraph states in ast sentence that: “the Water District plans to
acquire all properties which may not v included in the potential valley storage sites, but
which are essential to the purpose of the approved Riverside Oxbow project.” Is this an
eminent domain solution or is it a negotiated solution for acquiring the particular

property.

o In Chapter 3-9 it appears that the ﬁed sites would “marginally” meetthe 5,250
acre-feet valley storage requiremet~. Problem almost solved, it seems. t states
that storage values could not be achieved without significant modiﬁcationhe sites.

How severe is the disturbance and what is the proposed solution?
o Last paragraph of 3-9 presents a Recommended Valley Storage Plan. It sounds good.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this plan.
Sincerely,

Dolores Ruhs, President
League of Women Voters of Tarrant County
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Chapter 3 page 9 is a continuation of the discussion on plan formulation which led to the development of the
recommended plan as later discussed and presented in Table 3-4 and Figure 10. The proposed solution was
to reconfigure several of the previously presented sites, add several additional sites 5¢, 13, and 18b and
provide additional contingency sites in the event additional storage was required during detailed design.
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The statement on Chapter 3 page 7 was not intended as the method of acquiring property but rather that the
local sponsor (TRWD) supported the implementation of the full context of the original Riverside Oxbow
Ecosystem Restoration Plan and not solely the portions that were going to be required for valley storage
proposes.
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The effects of existing and future gas wells and distribution system were considered, primarily in the habitat appendix and within the

cumulative impact assessment.
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Chapter 3 page 6 is supported by Figure 6 and table 3-1 is intended to describe the process in which the
team formulated the recommended plan as presented on Figure 10 and Table 3-4. The text adequately
describes the early formulation process.
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The duration in which portions of the mentioned parks would be unavailable during flooding is highly variable and impossible to
predict with certainty in the future. Some general conclusions however can be drawn based on historical flows at USGS gauging
stations at Nutt Dam and Beach Street. A historical examination of a 30 year period of record (1977-2007) found the 2-yr
reoccurrence interval was exceeded 11 times under mean flow for a total of 48 days or on average 1.6 days per year.
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Thank you for supporting the Recommended plan.




RICK PERRY, GOVERNOR

JOHN LNAU, T, CHAIRMAN

FoOLAWERENCE OQAKS, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR . @f{

The State Agency for Historic Preservation

EC
January 24, 2008

William Fickel, Jr.

Chief, Planning, Environmental and Regulatory Division
CESWF-EV-EC

Dept. of the Army

Ft. Worth District, Coips of Engineers

P.0. Box 17300

Fort Worth, Texas 76162-G300
Attention: Saji Alummuttil )

Re:  Review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
Upper Trinity River, Central City, Fort Worth, Texas
Draft Supplement No.1 to the Final Environmental impact Statement
(COE-FWD)

Dear Mr. Fickel:

Thank you for allowing us to review the draft suppleinent referenced above. This leiter serves as
comment on the document from the State Hisioric Preservation Officer, the Executive Director of
the Texas Historical Commission.

The review staff, led by Bill Martin, has completed ifs resiew. We believe that this supplement
requires reworking. Please note that the only mentiouitural resources occurs on page 2-8.
There is no discussion of the potential for adverse effects on cultural resources under any or the
alternatives discussed in Chapter 4. Please add a discussion of cultural resources for each
alternative.

Thank you for your cooperation in this federal review process, and for your efforts to preserve the
irreplaceable heritage of Texas. If we may be of further assistance, please contact Bill Martin
at 512/463-5867.

Sincerely, .

A : §
“ n ; ;

for
F. Lawerence Oaks, State Historic Preservation Officer

FLO/wam

P BOY 12276 « AUSTIN, TX TR711-2276 » 312/463-6100 « FAX S12/475-4872 « TDD 1-804/735-2989
wyvw the. state tus
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The document has been modified to include the discussion of potential impacts to resources for each alternative and other

information requested.




Buddy Garcia, Chairman
Larry R. Soward, Commissioner
Bryan W. Shaw, Ph.D., Commissioner

Glenn Shankle, Executive Director

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

February 28, 2008

Mr. William Fickel, Jr., Chief

Planning, Environmental, and Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Regulatory Branch CESWF-EV-R

P.O. Box 17300

Fort Worth, Texas 76102-0300

Re:  Central City Project, Upper Trinity River-SEIS
Dear Mr. Fickél:

As described in your letter dated December 21, 2007 the proposed draft Supplement to the Final
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) includes modifications to the Central City Project. The
Central City project was finalized in January 2006 and a Record of Decision was signed on April 7,
2006. The project included construction of a flood bypass channel and flood gates to divert flood
flows around a segment of the Trinity River channel adjacent to downtown Fort Worth; Samuels
Avenue Dam to create an interior water feature; with the hydraulic and habitat mitigation and habitat
improvement areas principally located within the Riverbend area adjacent to the West Fork of the -
Trinity River in west Fort Worth. In the Final EIS, Samuels Avenue Dam would be located
downstream of Samuels Avenue on the West Fork and would raise the normal water surface
elevation of the West Fork and Marine Creek to 524.5 feet mean sea level. This would create a lake
extending up the West Fork to approximately Rockwood Park and up Marine Creek to the Stockyard
area. The project initially required creation of about 5,250 acre-feet of valley storage to compensate
for the loss of valley storage caused by the bypass channel’s increased hydraulic capacity during
flood events. Stream habitat mitigation was provided by modification of stream flows and provision
of additional stream habitat within Lebow Creek and by development of riparian vegetation and riffle
pool sequences within Ham Branch.

By letter dated June 22, 2006, the City of Fort Worth requested that the Corps conduct an evaluation
of the potential benefits of modifying the Central City Project to incorporate the Riverside Oxbow
Restoration Project (RORP) area to accommodate valley storage requirements. The Riverside
Oxbow Restoration Project is located just east of downtown Fort Worth on the West Fork of the
Trinity River. The RORP consists of reconnecting the old river channel of the West Fork;
replacement of the Beach Street bridge; creation of emergent wetlands, open water, and vegetative
fringe habitat; habitat improvement on existing forest tracts including establishment of a riparian m
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Mr. William Fickel, Jr., Chief
Central City Project, Upper Trinity R1ver-SEIS
Page 2

February 28, 2008

buffer along the West Fork from Riverside Drive to East 1** Street; and various other ecosystem
restoration and recreation features. An Interim Feasibility Report with Integrated Environmental
Assessment (and Finding of No Significant Impact) with Addendum dated April 2005 were
previously approved by the Corps.

The SEIS proposes two alternatives. The No Action Plan, which assumes that each project would .
proceed separately as currently approved, and a modified Central City Project alternative. The
Central City alternative would integrate features of the RORP and include areas within the project
area for valley storage mitigation in lieu of the Riverbend valley storage site which would have
required substantial mitigation.

‘These modifications include the relocation of the Samuels Avenue dam upstream of the Marine
Creek confluence, a low water dam on lower Marine Creek and lock system to connect the Trinity
River to Marine Creek, the original proposed upstream diversion channel in the vicinity of the Clear

- Fork confluence area, addition of excavation areas for valley storage in upstream and downstream

areas, new fill placement areas, and removal of proposed work in the vicinity of the Lebow Creek
confluence area.

In addition to the information contained in the SEIS, the following information is needed for review
of the proposed project. Responses to this letter may raise other questions that will need to be
addressed before a water quality certification dete ation can be made.

1. Please have the applicant provide additional details including diagrams of the design, and
monitoring and success criteria regarding the Ham Branch mitigation site. Please have the
applicant explain in detail the effects of the levee modifications on the Ham Branch mitigation
site and whether, if any, changes to hydroperiod or hydrology will affect the mitigation.

2. Please have the applicant describe theanism of ingress and egress of fish into Ham
Branch and Marine Creek with the respective barriers of a weir and low water dam. While the
proposed project is designed to directly impact Marine Creek, the TCEQ encourages the
applicant to further evaluate designs of the low water dam to facilitate the movement of
aquatic life'between Marine Creek and the Trinity River, and therefore minimize the direct
impact from the dam. |

3. In Chapter 3 of the SEIS: Alternatives, tis a discussion in the determination of the
relocation of the Samuel Avenue Dam. In one paragraph, there is an expressed concern that
moving the dam immediately upstream of the confluence with Marine Creek may cause
scouring at the Samuel Avenue bridge. Is scouring still a concern regarding the ultimate
location of the dam or is there some other data that indicated it would not be a problem? If
scouring will be an issue, how will it be addressed?
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Additional detailed information developed since May 2006 will be provided to TCEQ including success criteria developed with

assistance from USFWS and our ERDC. ERDC submitted a report in August 2006 that included additional diagrams.

The levee modifications adjacent to Ham Branch would result in infrequent minor alterations to the Ham Branch floodplain. This
area currently serves as a interior drainage area for the Fort Worth levee system and floods much more frequently that would occur
from use of the area as valley storage. The Corps does not believe that the hydroperiod or hydrology changes will negatively impact
the proposed mitigation.
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The issue was considered during initial plans to utilize the Ham Branch floodplain for developing valley storage. For the valley

storage to be effective, the area must receive floodwaters from the West Fork but at a rate that doesn’t cause scouring or induce
damages to existing transportation elements nearby. As design continues, additional investigation of providing a less restrictive
fisheries passage through the existing levee and flood gate will be evaluated.

While relocation of the dam removed the impact to aquatic movement on Lebow Creek it is acknowledged that movement is
restricted on Marine Creek. Further evaluations to facilitate aquatic life movement between Marine Creek and West Fork Trinity will
be conducted.
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A physical model study of the Samuels Avenue Dam and Marine Creek Low Water Dam have been recommended as part of the

final design to fully evaluate scour concerns (see Appendix C- pg. 1-28, 2nd para). Scour is a concern but the placement and
orientation of the dam was specifically set in manner to lessen this concern. Precast concrete slope protection has been shown on
the conceptual plans to protect the banks from scour. Should a scour concern be determined beneath the existing bridge a similar
application would be proposed. All effort will be made to minimize hardening of the embankments.




Mr. William Fickel, Jr., Chief
Central City Project, Upper Trinity River-SEIS
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. February 28, 2008

’

4. Please have the applicant provide addition4l details on the design of the riffle/pool complexes
using rock weirs and how their placement will be determined regarding the Sycamore Creek
and Riverside Oxbow mitigation sites.

:

5. The TCEQ recommends the use of the TCEQ’ogical methods including the Index of
Biological Integrity (available at: '
http://www.tceq.state.tx.us/comm_exec/forms_pubs/pubs/rg/rg-416/index.html) as the
success criteria endpoint for all stream mitigation efforts.

If you require additional information or further assistance, please contact Ms. Lili Lytle, Water
Quality Assessment Section, Water Quality Division (MC-150), at (512) 239-4596.

Sincerely,

L'Oreal W. Stepney, P.E., Director
Water Quality Division

LWS/LL/jp

cc:  Mr. Woody Frossard, Tarrant Regional Water District, 800 East Northside Drive, Fort Worth,
Texas 76102
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Placement and final design will be accomplished as studies progress. Sufficient control will need to be established to alleviate

adverse effects to elevation of the mainstem impoundment caused by the Beach Street Dam. It is currently estimated that about 10
cubic feet per second will be diverted through the re-established Sycamore Creek and the initial riffle design has been made to
provide a minimum one foot depth flow of water over a minimal 10 foot - wide cross section. Final length and substrate components
of the riffles/rock weirs will be accomplished along with placement based upon final H&H investigations, refined survey data and
locations and design of other project features. Removal of the Beach Street crossing culvert and relocation of the primary park
entrance will also influence final riffle design.
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Thank you for this information. We intend to use known habitat requirements of several fish species to design riffle-pool sequences
and will utilize Index of Biological Integrity to assess effectiveness of the system. We have proposed to utilize a ten year monitoring

and adaptive management program to provide an effective means to respond to habitat development requirements.
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