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San Patricio County :
The Port staff met with county officials at their County Commissioners meeting on
October 6, 1997, to discuss various projects at the Port including the deepening project.

Coastal Coordination Council
The Port made a presentation to the Coastal Coordination Council (CCC) on May 13,

1998, to inform the group of the status of the project. A letter transmitted from the CCC
regarding this meeting is included in Appendix A-3.

Corpus Christi Bay National Estuary Program

The Port made a presentation to the Corpus Christi Bay National Estuary Program
(CCBNEP) at their annual Bay Summit on April 27, 1998, to inform the group of the
status of the project. A summary of the presentation is included in Appendix A-3.

Corpus Christi Beach Association

The Port was invited to attend the April 20, 2000, meeting and discuss the project.
Approximately 25 people attended the meeting. The presentation included a description
of the effort to authorize a major navigation feature, the goals of the Port in this project,
and the beneficial uses opportunities associated with the project. The audience was
encouraged to ask questions and make comments about the project. A summary of this
meeting is included in Appendix A-3.

Gulf i i agement

The Port was invited to attend the September 19, 2000, Texas Habitat Protection
Advisory Panel meeting. Approximately 11 people attended the meeting. The
presentation included information on the existing system, the proposed improvements, an
outline of the federal project authorization process, and examples of beneficial uses of
dredged material. Attendees were encouraged to comment on possible beneficial uses of
dredged material that would result from the project.

Coastal Bend Guides Association

The Port was invited to attend the October 3, 2000, meeting and discuss the project.
Eighteen people attended the meeting. The presentation included information on the
existing system, the proposed improvements, an outline of the federal project
authorization process, and examples of beneficial uses of dredged material. Attendees
were encouraged to comment on possible beneficial uses of dredged material that would
result from the project.

The Port was invited to return for a second meeting on February 6, 2001, to update the
group on the project. Twenty-nine people attended the meeting. The presentation
included a summary of the status of the project and various studies, providing detail on
those studies related to dredged materials management. The draft Dredged Materials
Management/ Beneficial Uses (DMM/BU) plan was reviewed in detail. Attendees were
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encouraged to comment on the draft DMM/BU plan. Summaries of these meetings are
included in Appendix A-3.

Coastal Bend Bays Foundation

The Port was invited to attend the January 8, 2001, meeting and discuss the project.
Twenty-five people attended this meeting. The presentation included the project
alternatives, study results to date, and the draft Dredged Materials Management/
Beneficial Uses (DMM/BU) plan. Attendees were encouraged to comment on the draft
DMM/BU plan. A summary of this meeting is included in Appendix A-3.

Ingleside Point Conservation Commission

The Port was invited to attend the January 23, 2001, meeting and discuss the project.
Approximately 20 people attended this meeting. The presentation included a review of
the channel project, the project alternatives, and the draft Dredged Materials
Management/Beneficial Uses (DMM/BU) plan. Attendees were encouraged to comment
on the draft DMM/BU plan. A summary of this meeting is included in Appendix A-3.

Port Industries

The Port made a presentation to the Port Industries group on March 27, 2001. The
presentation included an update of the project.

Naval Station Ingleside

The Port staff met with the base commander and staff to discuss the project on October
16, 2001.

Commission of the Port of Corpus Christi

A number of presentations have been made to the Port Commission updating them on this
project. A full presentation was presented on April 10, 2001, that included background
information about the channel system, the studies that were underway, estimated

construction costs, and benefits including economic projections and transportation cost
savings.

Coastal Bend Environmental Conference

The Port made a presentation at the 9™ Annual Coastal Bend Environmental Conference
on October 26, 2001. The presentation included background information about the
existing channel system, the proposed improvements, the planning efforts undertaken to
address engineering and environmental studies performed, and the proposed Dredged
Materials Management/Beneficial Uses (DMM/BU) Plan. The overview for this
presentation is included in Appendix A-3.

Numerous other special interest group meetings have been held with various
organizations such as the Waterway Users (Fall 1999 and Spring 2001), Port Advisory
Council (January 17,2001 and May 16, 2001), Port Aransas Rotary Club (October 1999),
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Corpus Christi Downtown Rotary Club (December 1999), and the Corpus Christi Chapter
of the National Audubon Society (May 2, 2001).

Other Outreach

Various other forms of outreach were utilized during this project. They included early
regulatory agency coordination, Regulatory Agency Coordination Team (RACT)/
Workgroup meetings, individual contacts, a toll-free 800 number, Spanish voice mailbox,
web site posting, press releases, and comment forms.

Early Regulatory Agency Coordination

The Port hosted several early meetings with regulatory agencies such as U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, National Marine Fisheries Service, Texas Natural Resource
Conservation Commission, Texas Water Development Board, Texas Parks and Wildlife
Department, and Texas General Land Office. The purpose of these meetings was to allow
regulatory agencies to participate and provide guidance in project planning, to
recommend studies to evaluate environmental effects, and to assist in development of
beneficial use alternatives or mitigation plans. The first meeting was held in May 1998. A
summary of this meeting is included in Appendix A-3.

RACT/Workgroup meetings

Several technical groups were formed to assist the project managers during the Feasibility
Study phase of the project. The Regulatory Agency Coordination Team (RACT) provides
guidance and wise counsel on matters relating to the evaluation of environmental impacts
for this project. Members of the RACT include the Port, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
National Marine Fisheries Services, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Texas Parks and Wildlife Department, Texas Natural Resource
Conservation Commission, Texas Railroad Commission, Texas Water Development
Board, Texas Department of Transportation, and Texas General Land Office.

The Workgroups include Shoreline Erosion, Cumulative Assessment, Mitigation,
Hydrodynamic and Salinity Modeling, Water and Sediment Quality (Contaminants), and
Beneficial Uses. Each workgroup focuses on specific environmental issues of the project.
They have helped define the scopes of work for certain studies and have reviewed study
results. Members of these workgroups include the same state and federal regulatory and
permitting agencies as the RACT.

Thirty-eight meetings have been held with the RACT and various workgroups to date.
Summary minutes are kept of all RACT and Workgroup meetings and routinely
distributed to members for review and approval. A table of Workgroup meetings and
meeting dates is included in Appendix A-4.



1.  Public Meeting Summary Report

A total of approximately 130 people attended the public meeting, filling the
Council Chambers of the Corpus Christi City Hall. Among those attending

were:

Josephine Miller, San Patricio County Judge
Gordon Porter, San Patricio Commissioner
Kirt Emerick, Portland Councilman

Glen Martin, Port Aransas Mayor = = - -
Tommy Brooks, Port Aransas City Manager =

Elizabeth Nesbit, Coastal Coordination Council member

Bill Dodge, Port Commission Chairman
Bernard Paulsen, Port Commissioner
Ruben Bonilla, Port Commissioner

George@la, Bob Bass and Frank Garcia, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(it £

Also attending were representatives offenvironmental interest groups and

state and federal natural resource agencies. Media attending included/KIII

and KZTV representatives.

PRESENTATION

John LaRue, Port Authority executive director, opened the session noting that
the proposed project can be viewed as having four componets. The first is a
barge shelf whjch PCCA is already warking on. It %Vél}d allow the .barges to get
out of théchannel and will provide much safer in the deep
part of the channel. The second component is widening the channel across
Corpus Christi Bay which is also a safety issue because ships are getting wider
and it is important to maintain a safe distance between passing vessels. The
third element is extension of La Quinta Channel to serve the property
purchased by PCCA in early 1998 (long known as the Tenneco tract). The
fourth component is to deepen the entire channel system from 45’ to 50’ to
enhance efficiency and maintain the region’s competitive position.

Mr. LaRue said that the meeting was not being held to meet any regulatory
requirement, rather that it was a port authority effort to encourage public
involvement at the beginning of the planning process. He stressed that it
would be a listening session for the Port Authority and Corps representatives
present. He said the coming planning effort will be a very open process and
that the July 15" meeting was the first part of that process.
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Mr. LaRue noted that many of those signing in were from Ingleside-on-the-
Bay and had indicated they were present to express their concern about an
application by Mr. Kenneth Berry to the Corps of Engineers for permits
regarding an island across La Quinta Channel from Ingleside-on-the-Bay.
LaRue explained that the Port Authority has no regulatory authority
regarding Mr. Berry’s application and has no greater role than does any other
member of the public. Mr. Berry’s proposed project is not in any way a part of
the 50-Foot Project, nor does it have anything directly to do with the existing
channel.

David Krams, P.E., project engineer, and Paul Carangelo, project
environmental coordinator, presented a project overview using a series of
slides and graphics which are included as an appendix to this report. They
provided information on the history of the channel, trends in the shipping
industry, specifics of the widening, deepening and extension elements of the
50-Foot Project proposal, an outline of the federal project authorization
process, and an overview of issues which had already been identified for
inclusion in the Feasibility Study and Environmental Impact Statement.

The public meeting was held to gather public input on issues that should be
addressed in the Feasibility Study/EIS, and to hear opinions on which issues

may be more important to the public.

Issues and ideas raised in comments during the public input session include
the following:

* Comprehensive chemical analysis of dredge material constituents.

* Open water material placement alternatives including containment and
stabilization.

* DPossible creation of bird nesting islands at open water placement sites.

 Future private or industrial use of dredge material placement sites,
particularly islands.

* Impacts of material placement on access to oil and gas wells.
* Beneficial uses of dredge material.

e Wakes and other affects of increased ship traffic.
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* Use of interdisciplinary teams in study of issues. Involvement and ?
participation of those conducting studies. The weight and consideration

gi\fg\ agency input. '

* Public participation in the study process. Providing forums to deliver
information to interested private citizens.

* Geographical boundaries of the study area and risk assessments.

» Safety criteria and levels in ship traffic evaluation. Comparisons for off- 7
shore lightering and other liquid cargo delivery systems. S\Pﬂ .

» Traffic controls on ship and barge traffic. Importance and priority of
separating barge and ship traffic.

* Dotential increases in storm surge.

* Shoreline erosion.

* Environmental damage to fishery resources, seagrass beds, other habitats.
* Other ports with 50-foot channels and their problems.

* The need to include the cost of the proposed La Quinta Channel extension
in estimating cost benefit.

* A geological fault near La Quinta Channel.

* Additienal groject cost of mitigation projects:

e Impacts of primary and secondary growth encouraged by the proje‘ct.

* Industrialization of area and conflict with residential or natural areas.
. Procedures\(or handling toxic waste and hazardous materials.

* Current and future Liquid Natural Gas cargoes.
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Summary of Beneficial Uses Public Forums
Corpus Christi Ship Channel - Channel Improvement Project

Monday, May 15, 2000
Texas A&M University — Corpus Christi
Blucher Institute

Attendees were:

Dana Cheney, JFK Group

J.W. Howell, Nueces River
Authority

Brooke Sween-McGloin,
McGloin & Sween

Patrick McGloin, McGloin &
Sween

Jim Shiner, Shiner, Moseley &
Associates

Robert Corrigan, Coastal Bend
Bays & Estuaries Program
Nolan Rhodes, Resident

Bryan Davis, Parsons
Brinkerhoff

Danny Garcia, Coastal Refining
& Marketing

Frank Garcia, US Army Corps of
Engineers

Johnny French, US Fish &
Wildlife Services

Paula Sales, Texas Department
of Transportation

Pat Suter, Resident

Bob Wallace, Coastal Bend Bays
& Estuaries Program

Manuel Freytes, Texas General
Land Office

Alan Mategoursky, Parsons
Brinkerhoff

Ajmer Kular, Govind &
Associates

Jim Bonner, CBI, Texas A&M
University, Corpus Christi
Frank Brogan, Port of Corpus
Christi Authority
Commissioner Gordon Porter,
San Patricio County

Leah Olivarr, Olivarri &
Associates

Kelly Billington, Olivarri &
Associates

David Krams, Port of Corpus
Christi Authority

Greg Brubeck, Port of Corpus
Christi Authority

Paul Carangelo, Port of Corpus
Christi Authority

Mary Perez, Texas Department
of Transportation

Pat Veteto, RVE Engineering
Ray Allen, Coastal Bend Bays &
Estuaries Program

Jim Tolan, Texas Parks &
Wildlife Department

The meeting began at 6:00 P.M. with Paul Carangelo from the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (Port) greeting attendees and expressing his thanks for their attendance. Mr.
Carangelo introduced other Port staff Greg Brubeck, Frank Brogan, and David Krams,
Frank Garcia from the US Army Corps of Engineers, and San Patricio County
Commissioner Gordon Porter.

Mr.Carangelo reviewed the agenda for the evening and informed the audience that the
Port and the Coastal Bend Bays and Estuaries Program (CBBEP) had joined forces to

make the identification of beneficial uses a joint effort.
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Mr. Carangelo asked Ray Allen of the CBBEP to speak briefly on the joint venture. Mr.
Allen said that the CBBEP and the Port had the same objective and that it was only
natural for them to join together. The joint effort project has a little bit larger scope, but it
will lead to an outcome that will be applicable to both CBBEP and the Port.

Mr. Carangelo then asked David Krams to describe the existing system and explain the
proposed improvements. Mr. Krams said most people in the audience had a pretty good
idea of the current system and so reviewed the system very quickly. The Entrance
Channel is 47’ deep and 700" wide. The Corpus Christi Ship Channel is 45’ deep and
400’ wide. La Quinta Channel is 45’ deep and 400° wide, and the Corpus Christi Inner
Harbor is 45’ deep.

Mr. Krams also noted that the proposed Channel Improvement Project is a Federal
Project, with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) as lead and the Port as local
sponsor. The project began with the local sponsor’s decision to pursue the project. It was
then sent to Congress for approval to investigate. After Congressional approval, the first
part of a two-phase planning process began with a Reconnaissance Study by the Corps.
That study was completed in 1994. The second phase, Feasibility Study and
Environmental Impact Statement, is currently underway. It began with a cost sharing
agreement signed in June 1999. If the results of the Feasibility Study find there is no
national benefit or interest, then the project is dead. On the other hand, if the results show
there is national interest or benefit, then it is sent to Congress for authorization and
funding, then to engineering and design, construction, and finally operation and
maintenance. The Feasibility Study is expected to be completed within three years.

Mr. Krams said there were three basic elements to the proposed Channel Improvement
Project — widening the channel across the Corpus Christt Bay and adding barge shelves,
deepening the entire ship channel system to 50- or 52-feet, and extending the La Quinta
Ship Channel and adding a turning basin for the proposed container terminal facility.

Mr. Carangelo thanked Mr. Krams and stated that this was an open process. The Port is
interested in public comment and input and they have sought and continue to urge early
participation. In addition, there has been intensive state and federal regulatory agency
involvement since 1999.

Mr. Carangelo then identified the existing Dredge Material Placement Areas (DPMAs)
east of the Inner Harbor. These DMPAs are located along both sides of the main channel
in the open water of the Corpus Christi Bay and on the islands just south of the main
channel between Live Oak Peninsula and Port Aransas. There are also DMPAs in the
Inner Harbor Reach along both sides of the Inner Harbor.
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Mr. Carangelo explained that seen from a global approach, the beneficial uses of dredged
material include engineered, agricultural, and environmental applications. Examples of
engineered uses include land creation and land development uses such as levees, landfill
capping, and strip mine reclamation, as well as dredged material reuse like construction
quality materials, manufactured soils (building products), and commercial and industrial
facilities. Examples of agricultural uses of dredged material include aquaculture use of
confined placement sites and topsoil.

Mr. Carangelo said the most popularly recognized of the three types of beneficial uses of
dredged materials were environmental uses. Examples of environmental uses include
marsh wetland creation and restoration, aquatic and marine habitat enhancement (reef
structures, seagrass beds, unvegetated shallow water habitat, and emergent mudflats
habitat), gulf beach and bay beach nourishment, terrestrial habitats (rookery islands and
recreational destinations and parks), shoreline erosion control, near shore sediment
management (underwater berms/capping), and thin layering (ecological stimulation).

Mr. Carangelo then turned the meeting over to Leah Olivarri, who introduced the
guidelines for the public input. She said that the purpose of the meeting was to solicit
ideas and perceptions on Beneficial Uses of Dredged Materials. The Port wanted to know
how the public would like to see the dredged material used beneficially. She also asked
that the focus of comments be on potential beneficial uses of dredged material. All input
will be fully considered and greatly appreciated. Ultimately, there would be formal public
and agency scrutiny through the NEPA process.

Ms. Olivarr asked the audience to literally take markers to paper and come to the front to
draw on the map, exactly what they wanted to see. She also noted that comment forms
were handed out and the public was encouraged to write their comments down on those
as well. Comments could be submitted now or mailed in later.

Jim Shiner noted there was an ongoing need for sand on the south end of the north side of
Shamrock Island and suggested that the Port consider using dredged material for beach
renourishment of Shamrock Island.

Commissioner Gordon Porter asked if there was a cost analysis going on along with this
part of the study. Mr. Carangelo said yes, there was, but they were still looking for all
ideas no matter how large or small. Commissioner Porter then suggested dredged
material be used as shoreline protection at Conn Brown Harbor and for commercial
development enhancement north of Conn Brown Harbor.

Pat Suter noted the shoreline erosion that is happening at Ingleside On The Bay and
asked about open water placement areas and how much dredged material was slipping
back down. Mr. Carangelo spoke about the benthic recovery study and a sister study on
the fate of dredged materials placed in open water. The benthic recovery study indicates
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