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Appendix I 
 

CAR Recommendations and USACE Responses 
 

USFWS CAR 
Recommendations 

Adopt, 
Partial 

Adopt or 
Non-Adopt 

USACE Response 

1. Adopt a standard policy 
to use 75% of 
maintenance and new 
work material 
beneficially, and for this 
study, reevaluate the 
DMMP to include 
beneficial use. 

Non-adopt USFWS recommends that USACE adopt a 
standard policy to use 75% of maintenance and 
new work material beneficially, and to include the 
beneficial use of the dredge material in the TSP. 
Adoption of a standard policy regarding the 
beneficial use of new work and maintenance 
material is beyond the purview of this study. 
However, in accordance with existing policy and 
guidance, USACE has reviewed the potential for 
beneficial use of the limited quantity of new work 
material that will be generated by construction of 
the GRR features, and the additional maintenance 
material associated with these features.  The 
amount of additional maintenance material 
associated with the GRR features is negligible; 
therefore, the BU analysis presented here is 
focused on the limited amount of new work 
material from the GRR features (1,730,000 cubic 
yards – primarily soft sandy clay). The GRR 
features would be constructed prior to the 
authorized deepening of the navigation channel; 
consequently, the analysis is limited to the quantity 
associated with the GRR features. Based on review 
of aerial photography, the nearest potential marsh 
restoration area is a small degraded marsh area in 
the southern Oyster Creek watershed, adjacent to 
the GIWW and just east of the project area.  The 
pumping distance to this area from the Bend 
Easing feature is about 3.1 miles. The Bend Easing 
is the GRR feature closest to the BU area and 
contains the largest amount of new work material. 
It is possible that approximately 8 acres of marsh 
could be constructed with the available material.  
The pumping distance from the Bend Easing 
feature to PA 1 (the upland, confined placement 
area identified for material from this area) is about 
2.3 miles.  The PAs or BU areas selected in the 
DMMP are those which provide the needed 



capacity at the lowest cost per cubic yard.  Based 
solely on pumping distance, the least-cost disposal 
option would be PA 1 since the closest potential 
BU site is about 30 percent farther than the 
proposed upland site (PA 1).  The National 
Economic Development (NED) placement area 
selection is based upon the least-cost option.  
However, the BU plan could be recommended if 
the non-Federal sponsor elects to fund the 
difference (increase) in placement cost.     

2. Develop and construct a 
2-12 acre bird island, 
located at least 0.5 mile 
offshore in a nearby 
bay. 

Non-Adopt Construction of a bird island as part of this project 
could only be accomplished as mitigation as the 
study authorization does not include ecosystem 
restoration. The USACE environmental impact 
analysis has determined that the project would 
result in no wildlife impacts requiring mitigation, 
and USFWS has concurred in this determination.  
Thus, construction of a bird island in conjunction 
with the TSP is not required nor is it authorized.    

3. Work with Freeport 
Harbor Channel tenants 
and operators to 
beneficially use dredged 
material. 

Partial 
Adopt 

USACE has no direct relationship with the Port 
Freeport tenants or operators. USACE will 
encourage Port Freeport to work with tenants and 
operators to beneficially use dredged material 
where feasible. 

4. Adopt specific best 
management practices to 
avoid inadvertent 
impacts to wildlife 
during construction (i.e. 
avoiding contact; daily 
trash removal; slower 
vessel speeds within the 
harbor, and education of 
construction staff on 
presence of wildlife in 
the project area). 

Adopt USACE will incorporate BMPs into construction 
strategies contracts as described in Appendix B, 
Section 5.   

5. Initiate coordination 
with NMFS regarding 
EFH impacts and 
mitigation in the project 
area. 

Adopt Due to negligible anticipated impacts, USACE will 
initiate EFH coordination with NMFS with release 
of the DIFR-EIS. 

6. Test all new work and 
maintenance material 
for contaminants; should 
toxic levels of 
contaminants be 

Partial 
Adopt 

Testing of Dow Thumb bench sediments has found 
no significant contamination and HTRW 
assessments have determined that the GRR 
features are unlikely to contain contaminated 
sediments; therefore, further sediment testing of 



identified, dispose 
material in an approved 
landfill site.  

dredged material is not currently planned. Should 
contaminated materials be identified during 
construction, those materials would be placed in an 
approved landfill site in accordance with 
applicable regulations. Maintenance material is 
tested for contaminants, and results are 
coordinated with EPA. 

7. While no wetland 
impacts are anticipated, 
the USFWS 
recommends that 
USACE fully 
compensate for any 
unavoidable losses 
should the project scope 
change in the final 
design phase. 

Adopt If the proposed project design changes such that 
impacts to wetlands could occur, USACE would 
initiate coordination and provide mitigation as 
appropriate. 

8. Reevaluate project 
effects and initiate 
consultation pursuant to 
Section 7 of the ESA if 
the proposed project 
design changes during 
the final design phase or 
if status of species 
change within the next 
three years.  

Adopt If the proposed project design changes or the status 
of protected species change within three years of 
the CAR (October 31, 2016), USACE would 
reevaluate the project’s effects to protected species 
pursuant to Section 7 of the ESA and initiate 
consultation as needed. 

 


