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USACE Response

PCCA Response

Section 11.8 of the EIS provides results of the National Marine Fisheries
Service’s Biological Opinion and Incidental Take Statement; however, does not
adequately report the results of the Service’s consultation. The EIS states that
the Service concurs with the Corps’ determination for the whooping crane and
leatherback but fails to include the Incidental Take Statement from pages 42-
50 of the Service’s January 13, 2023, Biological Opinion. To be consistent,
please add reference to the Service’s Incidental Take Statement to Section 11.8
of the EIS, as found in Appendix D3, for the Kemp’s ridley sea turtle, green sea
turtle, loggerhead sea turtle, hawksbill sea turtle, piping plover, piping plover
critical habitat, red knot, proposed red knot critical habitat, eastern black rail,
and West Indian manatee.

Thank you for your comment.

No response

The proposed Permittee Responsible Compensatory Mitigation Plan (Appendix
K of the EIS) does not include mitigation for the loss of tidal and algal flats in
Site SS1, which have developed over time in this eroded dredged material
placement area. The habitat impacted would include approximately 85 acres
of tidal flats below the high tide line and another approximately 139 acres of
habitat presumably above the high tide line. Site SS1 is known to be used by
piping plovers and red knots; therefore, dredged material placed within these
habitats would bury foraging grounds and benthic organisms important to
these listed shorebirds and convert the area to an upland protected by
armored levees. Due to the importance of tidal and algal flat habitats to ESA-
listed species and their classification as aquatic resources of national
importance, the Service recommends avoidance of tidal and algal flats. If
avoidance is not possible, off-site restoration of tidal flat habitats within the
project’s watershed should be included in the proposed mitigation.

The dominant geomorphic process forming the current mud flats is erosion. Many of the
areas identified as tide flats are above the High Tide Line and not considered waters of the
U.S. Based on surveys for threatened and endangered species, a suitable keystone species,
the mud flat sites in SS1 that are currently waters of the U.S. are minimally used. The
proposed estuarine wetlands combined with the beach nourishment that are proposed in
both the CMP and the BU will have a net positive benefit for shorebirds, no compensatory
mitigation is required.

Consultation for federally listed threatened and endangered species was completed on
January 13, 2023 when the USFWS provided the Final Conference and Biological Opinion
(BCO) for the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) Channel Deepening Project, U.S. Corps
of Engineers (USACE) Permit SWG-2019-00067, Port Aransas, Nueces County, Texas. The
consultation included the tidal flats referenced in the comment.

The Corps will condition the permit to comply with the January 13, 2023 BCO.

A Permittee Responsible Compensatory Mitigation Plan (CMP; Appendix K of FEIS) was
developed by the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) in accordance with Title 33 Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) § 332.3 to compensate for 44.63-acres of direct impacts to special
aquatic sites (SAS). This included 21.04-acres of palustrine wetlands, and 23.59-acres of
Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) including 16.61-acres of estuarine wetlands, 6.88-acres of
submerged aquatic vegetation (SAV) or seagrass, and 0.10-acres of oyster. The USACE final
Compensatory Mitigation memo dated January 03, 2023, documented the direct permanent
impacts to SAS in need of mitigation and was utilized by PCCA in developing the CMP. The
objective of the CMP is restoration through the reestablishment of 42.08-acres of palustrine
wetlands, 32.94-acres of estuarine wetlands, 6.88-acres of SAV, and 0.10-acres of oyster.
Additionally, one of the primary objectives contained in PCCA’s Beneficial Use Monitoring
Plan (BUMP; Appendix C of FEIS) is to restore substantially eroded and washed-out shorelines
at several beneficial use areas including SS1, SS2, PA4, and HI-E. Habitat restoration and
habitat protection is another very important objective of PCCA’s BUMP. At SS1, this involves
construction of an armored levee to restore the severely eroded shoreline and highly
fragmented wetland complex that has developed over time. These actions will also limit the
future loss of existing SAS at SS1 (which continues to degrade and erode at an accelerated
rate) but notably also protect vast acres of additional SAS including approximately 2,400-
acres of seagrass within the project watershed located directly adjacent in Redfish Bay.
Without armoring and protection at SS1, the erosion and loss of SAS habitats (i.e., SAV,
wetlands, tidal flat) will continue indiscriminately. In addition to PCCA’s CMP, beneficial use
(BU) placement will establish an additional 181.80-acres of estuarine wetlands and 34.30-
acres of palustrine wetlands at SS1. Similarly, BU material will be utilized at SS2 to restore
the shoreline washouts and erosion caused by Hurricane Harvey, thereby protecting
considerable critical Piping Plover and Red Knot tidal flat habitats. Further, beach
nourishment will result in approximately 803.4-acres of beneficial forebeach and backbeach,
both incredibly valuable habitats for ESA-listed species.

There are several reasons PCCA has not proposed mitigation for tidal flats. First, some of the
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PCCA has stated their mitigation plan (Appendix K of the administrative FEIS) The dominant geomorphic process forming the current mud flats is erosion. Many of the A Permittee Responsible Compensatory Mitigation Plan (CMP; Appendix K of FEIS) was
will offset the proposed EFH impacts by relocating 6.88 acres of SAV and 0.10 |areas identified as tide flats are above the High Tide Line and not considered waters of the developed by Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) in accordance with Title 33 Code of
acre of live oysters from PA-4, H1-E, and SS1 PAs. However, neither the U.S. Based on surveys for threatened and endangered species, a suitable keystone species, Federal Regulations (CFR) § 332.3 to compensate for 44.63-acres of direct impacts to special
mitigation plan, beneficial use (BU) plan, or the administrative FEIS addresses [the mud flat sites in SS1 that are currently waters of the U.S. are minimally used. The aquatic sites (SAS). This included 21.04-acres of palustrine wetlands, and 23.59-acres of
how direct impacts to tidal sand/mud flat, algal mat habitats will be adequately |proposed estuarine wetlands combined with the beach nourishment that are proposed in Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) including 16.61-acres of estuarine wetlands, 6.88-acres of
offset, and mitigation for SAV and oysters is still lacking. both the CMP and the BU will have a net positive benefit for shorebirds, no compensatory submerged aquatic vegetation (SAV) or seagrass, and 0.10-acres of oyster. The USACE final
mitigation is required. Compensatory Mitigation memo dated January 03, 2023, documented the direct permanent
impacts to SAS in need of mitigation and was utilized by PCCA in developing the CMP. The
Mitigation for oyster and seagrass is clearly described in the compensatory mitigation plan objective of the CMP is restoration through the reestablishment of 42.08-acres of palustrine
included in Appendix K of the FEIS. Mitigation for seagrass and oyster is being conducted at a |wetlands, 32.94-acres of estuarine wetlands, 6.88-acres of SAV, and 0.10-acres of oyster.
ratio of 1:1 utilizing transplants from impacted areas. The plan includes performance metrics, |Additionally, one of the primary objectives contained in the PCCA’s Beneficial Use Monitoring
monitoring requirements, reporting requirements, and identified probable risks and Plan (BUMP; Appendix C of FEIS) is to restore substantially eroded and washed-out shorelines
appropriate adaptive management procedures. at several beneficial use areas including SS1, SS2, PA4, and HI-E. Habitat restoration and
habitat protection is another very important objective of PCCA’s BUMP. At SS1, this involves
2 1 FED construction of an armored levee to restore the severely eroded shoreline and highly
fragmented wetland complex that has developed over time. These actions will also limit the
future loss of existing SAS at SS1 (which continues to degrade and erode at an accelerated
rate) but notably also protect vast acres of additional SAS including approximately 2,400-
acres of seagrass within the project watershed located directly adjacent in Redfish Bay.
Without armoring and protection at SS1, the erosion and loss of SAS habitats (i.e., SAV,
wetlands, tidal flat) will continue indiscriminately. In addition to PCCA’s CMP, beneficial use
(BU) placement will establish an additional 181.80-acres of estuarine wetlands and 34.30-
acres of palustrine wetlands at SS1. Similarly, BU material will be utilized at SS2 to restore
the shoreline washouts and erosion caused by Hurricane Harvey, thereby protecting
considerable critical Piping Plover and Red Knot tidal flat habitats. Further, beach
nourishment will result in approximately 803.4-acres of beneficial forebeach and backbeach,
both incredibly valuable habitats for ESA-listed species.
There are several reasons PCCA has not proposed mitigation for tidal flats. First, some of the
Based on the information provided in the administrative FEIS, we continue to  |The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
believe Alternative 2 is the environmentally preferable alternative, as it will not |after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
have direct impacts on EFH found in the Applicant’s preferred alternative. determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
5 5 FED documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
Based on requirements in the NOAA Fisheries implementing regulations, an Consultation with NMFS was initiated with the release of the DEIS and receipt of any The Applicant acknowledges the function and value of all habitats within the CDP footprint
EFH assessment for these activities should clearly characterize, delineate, and |comments regarding EFH impacts. An EFH Assessment was been prepared for this project and [and has coordinated extensively to avoid, minimize, and satisfactorily mitigate these impacts
quantify impacts to all EFH by habitat type, including a description of measures [was coordinated with NMFS (Appendix E). NMFS provided EFH Conservation to the maximum extent practicable. Overall, implementation of the Applicants CMP and
5 3 FED to avoid, minimize, mitigate, or offset the adverse impacts of the proposed Recommendations on the project in August 2022. Coordination with NMFS with respect to BUMP will result in a considerable net gain of beneficial habitats, including considerable
activities on EFH. The EFH assessment should include updated details the MSFCMA was concluded in November 2022 (see Appendix BS). increases in SAS.
delineating and quantifying impacts to EFH by habitat type. To date, the
applicant has not identified or quantified all impacts to EFH by habitat type.
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The EFH assessment does not identify impacts to tidal flat/algal mat habitat
either even though the BU management plan and the administrative FEIS state
these habitats will be directly impacted by placement of dredged material. The
USACE needs to identify and delineate all habitats in the EFH assessment as
tidal sand/mud flats and algal mats are considered EFH. In addition, these
impacts need to be quantified per habitat type to ensure there is no net loss of
each type of EFH to be impacted by the PCCA’s Preferred Alternative.

Consultation with NMFS was initiated with the release of the DEIS and receipt of any
comments regarding EFH impacts. An EFH Assessment was been prepared for this project and
was coordinated with NMFS (Appendix E). NMFS provided EFH Conservation
Recommendations on the project in August 2022. Coordination with NMFS with respect to
the MSFCMA was concluded in November 2022 (see Appendix BS8).

A compensatory mitigation plan was prepared by the PCCA and included in the FEIS,
Appendix K. The CDP will permanently impact 21.04 acres of palustrine wetlands, 16.61 acres
of estuarine wetlands, 6.88 acres of SAV, and 0.1 acres live oysters. The PCCA will utilize SS1
to construct the mitigation site. The objective of mitigation is restoration through the
reestablishment of 32.94 acres of estuarine wetlands, 42.08 acres of palustrine wetlands,
6.88 acres of SAV, and 0.1 acres oysters.

The Applicants Permittee Responsible CMP and BUMP were coordinated, reviewed, and
approved by the USACE.

While NOAA Fisheries generally supports the BU of dredged material for the
above mentioned purposes, unavoidable direct impacts to EFH, such as
estuarine wetlands, SAVs, tidal sand/mud flats, algal mats, and oyster reefs
from the BU construction should be avoided or adequately mitigated for to
ensure there is a no net loss of EFH. The PCCA has not demonstrated how they
will offset direct impacts to tidal sand/mud flats or algal mats through
restoration, establishment, and/or enhancement of the PAs. If the proposed
BU sites are restoring, enhancing, and/or creating additional tidal sand/mud
flats, algal mats to offset these direct losses, then the PCCA needs to provide
clarification in the BU Monitoring Plan, the administrative FEIS, the EFH
assessment, and the Compensatory Mitigation plan. In addition the PCCA’s
planned mitigation does not adequately compensate for the direct impacts to
SAV and oyster reefs.

The dominant geomorphic process forming the current mud flats is erosion. Many of the
areas identified as tide flats are above the High Tide Line and not considered waters of the
U.S. Based on surveys for threatened and endangered species, a suitable keystone species,
the mud flat sites in SS1 that are currently waters of the U.S. are minimally used. The
proposed estuarine wetlands combined with the beach nourishment that are proposed in
both the CMP and the BU will have a net positive benefit for shorebirds, no compensatory
mitigation is required.

A Permittee Responsible Compensatory Mitigation Plan (CMP; Appendix K of FEIS) was
developed by the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) in accordance with Title 33 Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) § 332.3 to compensate for 44.63-acres of direct impacts to special
aquatic sites (SAS). This included 21.04-acres of palustrine wetlands, and 23.59-acres of
Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) including 16.61-acres of estuarine wetlands, 6.88-acres of
submerged aquatic vegetation (SAV) or seagrass, and 0.10-acres of oyster. The USACE final
Compensatory Mitigation memo dated January 03, 2023, documented the direct permanent
impacts to SAS in need of mitigation and was utilized by PCCA in developing the CMP. The
objective of the CMP is restoration through the reestablishment of 42.08-acres of palustrine
wetlands, 32.94-acres of estuarine wetlands, 6.88-acres of SAV, and 0.10-acres of oyster.
Additionally, one of the primary objectives contained in the PCCA’s Beneficial Use Monitoring
Plan (BUMP; Appendix C of FEIS) is to restore substantially eroded and washed-out shorelines
at several beneficial use areas including SS1, SS2, PA4, and HI-E. Habitat restoration and
habitat protection is another very important objective of PCCA’s BUMP. At SS1, this involves
construction of an armored levee to restore the severely eroded shoreline and highly
fragmented wetland complex that has developed over time. These actions will also limit the
future loss of existing SAS at SS1 (which continues to degrade and erode at an accelerated
rate) but notably also protect vast acres of additional SAS including approximately 2,400-
acres of seagrass within the project watershed located directly adjacent in Redfish Bay.
Without armoring and protection at SS1, the erosion and loss of SAS habitats (i.e., SAV,
wetlands, tidal flat) will continue indiscriminately. In addition to PCCA’s CMP, beneficial use
(BU) placement will establish an additional 181.80-acres of estuarine wetlands and 34.30-
acres of palustrine wetlands at SS1. Similarly, BU material will be utilized at SS2 to restore
the shoreline washouts and erosion caused by Hurricane Harvey, thereby protecting
considerable critical Piping Plover and Red Knot tidal flat habitats. Further, beach
nourishment will result in approximately 803.4-acres of beneficial forebeach and backbeach,
both incredibly valuable habitats for ESA-listed species.

There are several reasons PCCA has not proposed mitigation for tidal flats. First, some of the
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The PCCA continues to state the BU placement on SS1 and PA4, which are The proposed BU plan will establish 291 acres of wetland habitat to replace the 138.61 acres |A Permittee Responsible Compensatory Mitigation Plan (CMP; Appendix K of FEIS) was
designed to protect Redfish Bay, far outweigh the impacts to other EFH. NOAA |lost, which represents a net gain in wetlands. This is in addition to the CMP. developed by the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) in accordance with Title 33 Code of
Fisheries mostly agrees with this statement; however, providing protection to Federal Regulations (CFR) § 332.3 to compensate for 44.63-acres of direct impacts to special
Redfish Bay does not offset the resources being affected by the placement of aquatic sites (SAS). This included 21.04-acres of palustrine wetlands, and 23.59-acres of
BU and will result in a net loss of EFH resources. The PCCA is currently Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) including 16.61-acres of estuarine wetlands, 6.88-acres of
proposing to construct BU SS1, where 75 acres of the BU site will be used for submerged aquatic vegetation (SAV) or seagrass, and 0.10-acres of oyster. The USACE final
wetland mitigation for all project related impacts. This would include Compensatory Mitigation memo dated January 03, 2023, documented the direct permanent
restoration through reestablishment of 32.94 acres of estuarine wetlands and impacts to SAS in need of mitigation and was utilized by PCCA in developing the CMP. The
42.08 acres of palustrine wetlands, and the relocation of 6.88 acres of SAV, and objective of the CMP is restoration through the reestablishment of 42.08-acres of palustrine
0.10 acres of oyster reef. NOAA Fisheries continues to recommend the wetlands, 32.94-acres of estuarine wetlands, 6.88-acres of SAV, and 0.10-acres of oyster.
mitigation ratio be 3:1 for SAV and 2:1 for oyster reefs to adequately address
the loss of resource functions and values provided by the existing EFH. Additionally, one of the primary objectives contained in PCCA’s Beneficial Use Monitoring
Therefore, the PCCA should be required to provide a total of 20.64 acres of Plan (BUMP; Appendix C of FEIS) is to restore substantially eroded and washed-out shorelines
seagrass and 0.20-acre of oyster reef compensation for direct impacts. at several beneficial use areas including SS1, SS2, PA4, and HI-E. Habitat restoration and
2 6 FED habitat protection is another very important objective of PCCA’s BUMP. At SS1, this involves
construction of an armored levee to restore the severely eroded shoreline and highly
fragmented wetland complex that has developed over time. These actions will also limit the
future loss of existing SAS at SS1 (which continues to degrade and erode at an accelerated
rate) but notably also protect vast acres of additional SAS including approximately 2,400-
acres of seagrass within the project watershed located directly adjacent in Redfish Bay.
Without armoring and protection at SS1, the erosion and loss of SAS habitats (i.e., SAV,
wetlands, tidal flat) will continue indiscriminately. In addition to PCCA’s CMP, beneficial use
(BU) placement will establish an additional 181.80-acres of estuarine wetlands and 34.30-
acres of palustrine wetlands at SS1. Similarly, BU material will be utilized at SS2 to restore
the shoreline washouts and erosion caused by Hurricane Harvey, thereby protecting
considerable critical Piping Plover and Red Knot tidal flat habitats. Further, beach
nourishment will result in approximately 803.4-acres of beneficial forebeach and backbeach,
both incredibly valuable habitats for ESA-listed species.
NOAA Fisheries recommends the Department of the Army not seek As stated in every public document since the initial public notice in August 2019, the No response
Congressional authorization for this project as currently proposed. proposed project is a federal project seeking a Department of the Army Permit not a
proposed Federal project seeking authorization from the Chief of Engineer and Congress.
2 7 FED
EFH Conservation Recommendations: Consultation with NMFS was initiated with the release of the DEIS and receipt of any Consultation with NMFS was initiated with the release of the DEIS and receipt of any
comments regarding EFH impacts. An EFH Assessment has been prepared for this project and [comments regarding EFH impacts. An EFH Assessment has been prepared for this project and
1) The USACE should provide a revised EFH assessment to NOAA Fisheries to was coordinated with NMFS (Appendix E). NMFS provided EFH Conservation was coordinated with NMFS (Appendix E of FEIS). NMFS provided EFH Conservation
include the delineation and quantification of tidal sand/mud flat, algal mat Recommendations on the project in August 2022. Coordination with NMFS with respect to Recommendations on the project in August 2022. Coordination with NMFS with respect to
habitats, as they are identified EFH by the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management [the MSFCMA was concluded in November 2022 (see Appendix B8). the MSFCMA was concluded in November 2022 (see Appendix B8 of FEIS).
5 8 FED Council, at each of the proposed PAs.
A compensatory mitigation plan was prepared by the PCCA and included in the FEIS,
Appendix K. The CDP will permanently impact 21.04 acres of palustrine wetlands, 16.61 acres
of estuarine wetlands, 6.88 acres of SAV, and 0.1 acres live oysters. The PCCA will utilize SS1
to construct the mitigation site. The objective of mitigation is restoration through the
reestablishment of 32.94 acres of estuarine wetlands, 42.08 acres of palustrine wetlands,
6.88 acres of SAV, and 0.1 acres oysters.
Entity Acronyms:
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2) It is unclear whether adequate benefits to EFH will be provided to offset The dominant geomorphic process forming the current mud flats is erosion. Many of the A Permittee Responsible Compensatory Mitigation Plan (CMP; Appendix K of FEIS) was
aquatic impacts as described in the Beneficial Use Management Plan (i.e., tidal |areas identified as tide flats are above the High Tide Line and not considered waters of the developed by the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) in accordance with Title 33 Code of
sand/mud flat, algal mat habitats). The PCCA needs to demonstrate how the U.S. Based on surveys for threatened and endangered species, a suitable keystone species, Federal Regulations (CFR) § 332.3 to compensate for 44.63-acres of direct impacts to special
displacement of tidal sand/mud flat and algal mat habitats will be offset (e.g., [the mud flat sites in SS1 that are currently waters of the U.S. are minimally used. The aquatic sites (SAS). This included 21.04-acres of palustrine wetlands, and 23.59-acres of
restored, created, enhanced) by the placement of BU dredge material. proposed estuarine wetlands combined with the beach nourishment that are proposed in Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) including 16.61-acres of estuarine wetlands, 6.88-acres of
both the CMP and the BU will have a net positive benefit for shorebirds, no compensatory submerged aquatic vegetation (SAV) or seagrass, and 0.10-acres of oyster. The USACE final
mitigation is required. Compensatory Mitigation memo dated January 03, 2023, documented the direct permanent
impacts to SAS in need of mitigation and was utilized by PCCA in developing the CMP. The
Consultation with NMFS was initiated with the release of the DEIS and receipt of any objective of the CMP is restoration through the reestablishment of 42.08-acres of palustrine
comments regarding EFH impacts. An EFH Assessment has been prepared for this project and |wetlands, 32.94-acres of estuarine wetlands, 6.88-acres of SAV, and 0.10-acres of oyster.
was coordinated with NMFS (Appendix E). NMFS provided EFH Conservation
Recommendations on the project in August 2022. Coordination with NMFS with respect to Additionally, one of the primary objectives contained in PCCA’s Beneficial Use Monitoring
the MSFCMA was concluded in November 2022 (see Appendix B8). Plan (BUMP; Appendix C of FEIS) is to restore substantially eroded and washed-out shorelines
at several beneficial use areas including SS1, SS2, PA4, and HI-E. Habitat restoration and
2 9 FED A compensatory mitigation plan was prepared by the PCCA and included in the FEIS, habitat protection is another very important objective of PCCA’s BUMP. At SS1, this involves
Appendix K. The CDP will permanently impact 21.04 acres of palustrine wetlands, 16.61 acres |construction of an armored levee to restore the severely eroded shoreline and highly
of estuarine wetlands, 6.88 acres of SAV, and 0.1 acres live oysters. The PCCA will utilize SS1  [fragmented wetland complex that has developed over time. These actions will also limit the
to construct the mitigation site. The objective of mitigation is restoration through the future loss of existing SAS at SS1 (which continues to degrade and erode at an accelerated
reestablishment of 32.94 acres of estuarine wetlands, 42.08 acres of palustrine wetlands, rate) but notably also protect vast acres of additional SAS including approximately 2,400-
6.88 acres of SAV, and 0.1 acres oysters. acres of seagrass within the project watershed located directly adjacent in Redfish Bay.
Without armoring and protection at SS1, the erosion and loss of SAS habitats (i.e., SAV,
wetlands, tidal flat) will continue indiscriminately. In addition to PCCA’s CMP, beneficial use
(BU) placement will establish an additional 181.80-acres of estuarine wetlands and 34.30-
acres of palustrine wetlands at SS1. Similarly, BU material will be utilized at SS2 to restore
the shoreline washouts and erosion caused by Hurricane Harvey, thereby protecting
considerable critical Piping Plover and Red Knot tidal flat habitats. Further, beach
nourishment will result in approximately 803.4-acres of beneficial forebeach and backbeach,
both incredibly valuable habitats for ESA-listed species.
Entity Acronyms:
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3) The preliminary mitigation analysis and approximate total acres of impacts  |Consultation with NMFS was initiated with the release of the DEIS and receipt of any Consultation with NMFS was initiated with the release of the DEIS and receipt of any
to EFH provided in the administrative FEIS should be refined to verify: (1) the |comments regarding EFH impacts. An EFH Assessment has been prepared for this project and [comments regarding EFH impacts. An EFH Assessment has been prepared for this project and
final assessment of acres of impacts to each EFH category (including tidal was coordinated with NMFS (Appendix E). NMFS provided EFH Conservation was coordinated with NMFS (Appendix E of FEIS). NMFS provided EFH Conservation
sand/mud flat, algal mat habitats); (2) description of the ecological assessment [Recommendations on the project in August 2022. Coordination with NMFS with respect to Recommendations on the project in August 2022. Coordination with NMFS with respect to
methodologies used and results of the impact and mitigation calculations; (3) |the MSFCMA was concluded in November 2022 (see Appendix BS). the Magnum-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (MSFCMA) was concluded
the types of mitigation required; and (4) the final mitigation project design. Fill in November 2022 (see Appendix B8 of FEIS).
in estuarine water column and estuarine mud/sand/shell bottoms EFH that A compensatory mitigation plan was prepared by the PCCA and included in the FEIS,
convert healthy bay habitats to uplands should also be included among the Appendix K. The CDP will permanently impact 21.04 acres of palustrine wetlands, 16.61 acres |A Permittee Responsible Compensatory Mitigation Plan (CMP; Appendix K of FEIS) was
habitat types assessed and requiring mitigation. Estimates of all direct and of estuarine wetlands, 6.88 acres of SAV, and 0.1 acres live oysters. The PCCA will utilize SS1 [developed by the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) in accordance with Title 33 Code of
indirect project related impacts to tidally influenced EFH should be refined for |to construct the mitigation site. The objective of mitigation is restoration through the Federal Regulations (CFR) § 332.3 to compensate for 44.63-acres of direct impacts to special
inclusion in the project’s final EIS. reestablishment of 32.94 acres of estuarine wetlands, 42.08 acres of palustrine wetlands, aquatic sites (SAS). This included 21.04-acres of palustrine wetlands, and 23.59-acres of
6.88 acres of SAV, and 0.1 acres oysters. Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) including 16.61-acres of estuarine wetlands, 6.88-acres of
submerged aquatic vegetation (SAV) or seagrass, and 0.10-acres of oyster. The USACE final
Compensatory Mitigation memo dated January 03, 2023, documented the direct permanent
2 10 FED impacts to SAS in need of mitigation and was utilized by PCCA in developing the CMP. The
objective of the CMP is restoration through the reestablishment of 42.08-acres of palustrine
wetlands, 32.94-acres of estuarine wetlands, 6.88-acres of SAV, and 0.10-acres of oyster.
Additionally, one of the primary objectives contained in the PCCA’s Beneficial Use Monitoring
Plan (BUMP; Appendix C of FEIS) is to restore substantially eroded and washed-out shorelines
at several beneficial use areas including SS1, SS2, PA4, and HI-E. Habitat restoration and
habitat protection is another very important objective of PCCA’s BUMP. At SS1, this involves
construction of an armored levee to restore the severely eroded shoreline and highly
fragmented wetland complex that has developed over time. These actions will also limit the
future loss of existing SAS at SS1 (which continues to degrade and erode at an accelerated
rate) but notably also protect vast acres of additional SAS including approximately 2,400-
acres of seagrass within the project watershed located directly adjacent in Redfish Bay.
Without armoring and protection at SS1, the erosion and loss of SAS habitats (i.e., SAV,
Entity Acronyms:
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
4) A mitigation plan which fully compensates for all EFH impacts and a Consultation with NMFS was initiated with the release of the DEIS and receipt of any Consultation with NMFS was initiated with the release of the DEIS and receipt of any
monitoring plan should be developed. We also request the EFH mitigation plan |comments regarding EFH impacts. An EFH Assessment has been prepared for this project and [comments regarding EFH impacts. An EFH Assessment has been prepared for this project and
be coordinated with NOAA Fisheries prior to issuance of the final EIS. To avoid |was coordinated with NMFS (Appendix E). NMFS provided EFH Conservation was coordinated with NMFS (Appendix E of FEIS). NMFS provided EFH Conservation
additional mitigation for temporal impacts, NOAA Fisheries also recommends |Recommendations on the project in August 2022. Coordination with NMFS with respect to Recommendations on the project in August 2022. Coordination with NMFS with respect to
the implementation of the mitigation plan concurrent with the deepening of the MSFCMA was concluded in November 2022 (see Appendix BS). the Magnum-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (MSFCMA) was concluded
the channel and placement of BU dredged material. in November 2022 (see Appendix B8 of FEIS).
The dominant geomorphic process forming the current mud flats is erosion. Many of the
areas identified as tide flats are above the High Tide Line and not considered waters of the A Permittee Responsible Compensatory Mitigation Plan (CMP; Appendix K of FEIS) was
U.S. Based on surveys for threatened and endangered species, a suitable keystone species, developed by the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) in accordance with Title 33 Code of
the mud flat sites in SS1 that are currently waters of the U.S. are minimally used. The Federal Regulations (CFR) § 332.3 to compensate for 44.63-acres of direct impacts to special
proposed estuarine wetlands combined with the beach nourishment that are proposed in aquatic sites (SAS). This included 21.04-acres of palustrine wetlands, and 23.59-acres of
both the CMP and the BU will have a net positive benefit for shorebirds, no compensatory Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) including 16.61-acres of estuarine wetlands, 6.88-acres of
mitigation is required. submerged aquatic vegetation (SAV) or seagrass, and 0.10-acres of oyster. The USACE final
Compensatory Mitigation memo dated January 03, 2023, documented the direct permanent
2 11 FED impacts to SAS in need of mitigation and was utilized by PCCA in developing the CMP. The
A compensatory mitigation plan was prepared by the PCCA and included in the FEIS, objective of the CMP is restoration through the reestablishment of 42.08-acres of palustrine
Appendix K. The CDP will permanently impact 21.04 acres of palustrine wetlands, 16.61 acres |wetlands, 32.94-acres of estuarine wetlands, 6.88-acres of SAV, and 0.10-acres of oyster.
of estuarine wetlands, 6.88 acres of SAV, and 0.1 acres live oysters. The PCCA will utilize SS1  [Construction of the permittee responsible mitigation site will commence within 60 days of
to construct the mitigation site. The objective of mitigation is restoration through the the initiation of work in SAS.
reestablishment of 32.94 acres of estuarine wetlands, 42.08 acres of palustrine wetlands,
6.88 acres of SAV, and 0.1 acres oysters. Additionally, one of the primary objectives contained in PCCA’s Beneficial Use Monitoring
Plan (BUMP; Appendix C of FEIS) is to restore substantially eroded and washed-out shorelines
at several beneficial use areas including SS1, SS2, PA4, and HI-E. Habitat restoration and
habitat protection is another very important objective of PCCA’s BUMP. At SS1, this involves
construction of an armored levee to restore the severely eroded shoreline and highly
fragmented wetland complex that has developed over time. These actions will also limit the
future loss of existing SAS at SS1 (which continues to degrade and erode at an accelerated
rate) but notably also protect vast acres of additional SAS including approximately 2,400-
Entity Acronyms:
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Letter
ID

Comment
ID

Entity

Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized)

USACE Response

PCCA Response

12

FED

5) The USACE should require the PCCA to implement in-kind compensatory
mitigation for direct and secondary EFH impacts (SAV, oyster reef, tidal
sand/mud flat, and algal mat habitats) resulting from the proposed BU
placement activities. The amount of mitigation should be based upon a
functional assessment or a mitigation compensatory ratio of 3:1 for SAV and
2:1 for oyster reef habitats.

A compensatory mitigation plan was prepared by the PCCA and included in the FEIS,
Appendix K. The CDP will permanently impact 21.04 acres of palustrine wetlands, 16.61 acres
of estuarine wetlands, 6.88 acres of SAV, and 0.1 acres live oysters. The PCCA will utilize SS1
to construct the mitigation site. The objective of mitigation is restoration through the
reestablishment of 32.94 acres of estuarine wetlands, 42.08 acres of palustrine wetlands,
6.88 acres of SAV, and 0.1 acres oysters.

In the absence of a functional assessment, the Corps requires a minimum 1:1 ratio. Temporal
loss has been addressed by requiring Seagrass mitigation prior to impact and appropriate
success criteria, monitoring criteria, and an adaptive management plan are outlined in the
compensatory mitigation plan.

A Permittee Responsible Compensatory Mitigation Plan (CMP; Appendix K of FEIS) was
developed by the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) in accordance with Title 33 Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) § 332.3 to compensate for 44.63-acres of direct impacts to special
aquatic sites (SAS). This included 21.04-acres of palustrine wetlands, and 23.59-acres of
Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) including 16.61-acres of estuarine wetlands, 6.88-acres of
submerged aquatic vegetation (SAV) or seagrass, and 0.10-acres of oyster. The USACE final
Compensatory Mitigation memo dated January 03, 2023, documented the direct permanent
impacts to SAS in need of mitigation and was utilized by PCCA in developing the CMP. The
objective of the CMP is restoration through the reestablishment of 42.08-acres of palustrine
wetlands, 32.94-acres of estuarine wetlands, 6.88-acres of SAV, and 0.10-acres of oyster.

Additionally, one of the primary objectives contained in PCCA’s Beneficial Use Monitoring
Plan (BUMP; Appendix C of FEIS) is to restore substantially eroded and washed-out shorelines
at several beneficial use areas including SS1, SS2, PA4, and HI-E. Habitat restoration and
habitat protection is another very important objective of PCCA’s BUMP. At SS1, this involves
construction of an armored levee to restore the severely eroded shoreline and highly
fragmented wetland complex that has developed over time. These actions will also limit the
future loss of existing SAS at SS1 (which continues to degrade and erode at an accelerated
rate) but notably also protect vast acres of additional SAS including approximately 2,400-
acres of seagrass within the project watershed located directly adjacent in Redfish Bay.
Without armoring and protection at SS1, the erosion and loss of SAS habitats (i.e., SAV,
wetlands, tidal flat) will continue indiscriminately. In addition to PCCA’s CMP, beneficial use
(BU) placement will establish an additional 181.80-acres of estuarine wetlands and 34.30-
acres of palustrine wetlands at SS1. Similarly, BU material will be utilized at SS2 to restore
the shoreline washouts and erosion caused by Hurricane Harvey, thereby protecting
considerable critical Piping Plover and Red Knot tidal flat habitats. Further, beach
nourishment will result in approximately 803.4-acres of beneficial forebeach and backbeach,
both incredibly valuable habitats for ESA-listed species.
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D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
6) If after three years of post-construction seagrass and oyster reef monitoring [The appropriate success criteria, monitoring criteria, and an adaptive management plan are  [Consultation with NMFS was initiated with the release of the DEIS and receipt of any
of BU placement areas reveal additional EFH impacts have occurred, then the |outlined in the compensatory mitigation plan. comments regarding EFH impacts. An EFH Assessment has been prepared for this project and
PCCA should develop a compensatory mitigation, monitoring, and contingency was coordinated with NMFS (Appendix E of FEIS). NMFS provided EFH Conservation
plan designed to offset those observed EFH losses. Recommendations on the project in August 2022. Coordination with NMFS with respect to
the Magnum-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (MSFCMA) was concluded
in November 2022 (see Appendix B8 of FEIS).
A Permittee Responsible Compensatory Mitigation Plan (CMP; Appendix K of FEIS) was
developed by the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) in accordance with Title 33 Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) § 332.3 to compensate for 44.63-acres of direct impacts to special
aquatic sites (SAS). This included 21.04-acres of palustrine wetlands, and 23.59-acres of
Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) including 16.61-acres of estuarine wetlands, 6.88-acres of
submerged aquatic vegetation (SAV) or seagrass, and 0.10-acres of oyster. The USACE final
Compensatory Mitigation memo dated January 03, 2023, documented the direct permanent
2 13 FED impacts to SAS in need of mitigation and was utilized by PCCA in developing the CMP. The
objective of the CMP is restoration through the reestablishment of 42.08-acres of palustrine
wetlands, 32.94-acres of estuarine wetlands, 6.88-acres of SAV, and 0.10-acres of oyster.
Additionally, one of the primary objectives contained in PCCA’s Beneficial Use Monitoring
Plan (BUMP; Appendix C of FEIS) is to restore substantially eroded and washed-out shorelines
at several beneficial use areas including SS1, SS2, PA4, and HI-E. Habitat restoration and
habitat protection is another very important objective of PCCA’s BUMP. At SS1, this involves
construction of an armored levee to restore the severely eroded shoreline and highly
fragmented wetland complex that has developed over time. These actions will also limit the
future loss of existing SAS at SS1 (which continues to degrade and erode at an accelerated
rate) but notably also protect vast acres of additional SAS including approximately 2,400-
acres of seagrass within the project watershed located directly adjacent in Redfish Bay.
Without armoring and protection at SS1, the erosion and loss of SAS habitats (i.e., SAV,
Endangered Species Act: Thank you for your comment. No response
1) We recommend the USACE upload historical dredging reports to Operations
5 14 FED and Dredging Endangered Species System and maintain the repository to aid
future Section 7 consultations on dredging projects.
2) We recommend the USACE require all personnel to report giant manta ray  |The Corps will condition the permit to comply with NMFS December 9, 2022 Biological No response
sightings to the giant manta ray recovery coordinator (calusa.horn@noaa.gov) |Opinion.
at SERO PRD. Giant manta ray observations should be photographed and
5 15 FED include the latitude/longitude, date, and environmental conditions at the time
of the sighting.
Entity Acronyms:
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
The storm surge impact on the bay has not been thoroughly studied. Hydrodynamic storm surge modeling using SWAN+ADCIRC was conducted by HRI using two  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA), in 2019, contracted with Texas A&M-Corpus
synthetic Category 4 storms to evaluate storm surge impacts in and around Corpus Christi Bay |Christi Harte Research Institute (HRI) to assess the potential impacts of storm surge, tidal
with “planned future conditions” representing Alternative 1. Compared to the existing hydraulics, and salinity from the various Corpus Christi Ship Channel dredging projects
channel configuration, this alternative would allow more water to enter the bay. This (proposed and ongoing). The study was completed in April 2021. As part of the development
increases the storm surge water levels, as well as slightly increases the inundation extent. of the FEIS, PCCA provided the study to the Corps of Engineers to provide relevant
There would be an increase in area inundated of between 447 to 492 acres in small areas information to the Channel Deepening Project. Prior to relying on the information, the Corps
throughout the study area. The maximum elevation gain of storm surge compared to existing |of Engineers independently reviewed the methodology and findings using a third-party
conditions is 3.5 inches for this alternative. A hotspot of increased storm surge elevation of 4 [contractor. Section 4.1.3.4.2 provides details on the hydrodynamic storm surge modeling
to 12 inches was identified adjacent to Harbor Island for this alternative however reviewers |conducted by HRI.
believe this is likely a localized model error (Subedee and Gibeaut, 2021).
3 1 PC Additional modeling and studies can be found in the FEIS:
Additional review of HRI’s modeling report was completed to validate their results (Baird, ¢ Appendix G - Sediment Transport Modeling Study
2021a). The reviewers did not find any major issues with HRI’s application of model ¢ Appendix H -Vessel Wake Analysis
parameters or inputs for the ADCIRC/SWAN models used in its study. ¢ Appendix | -Hydrodynamic and Salinity Modeling Study
¢ Appendix L -Ship Simulation Report
¢ Appendix M -Propeller Scour Study
¢ Appendix N -Underkeel Clearance Study
The proposed beneficial use sites when constructed will restore barrier islands that provide
protections to the region in the event of storms, as well as for impacts from sea level rise,
and improve and bolster the natural environment, which also provides additional protections.
The impact of increased tidal inflows and outflows on waterline erosion have [The Vessel Wake Analysis conducted by Baird (2022b; Appendix H) indicate that the CDP The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA), in 2019, contracted with Texas A&M-Corpus
not been thoroughly studied. would have minimal impacts to the shorelines along the CCSC. The Hydrodynamic and Christi Harte Research Institute (HRI) to assess the potential impacts of storm surge, tidal
Sediment Transport models (Appendix I, Baird 2022c) conducted by Baird also indicate that hydraulics, and salinity from the various Corpus Christi Ship Channel dredging projects
the changes in tidal currents and any associated sediment transport changes leading to (proposed and ongoing). The study was completed in April 2021. As part of the development
erosion are also minimal. of the FEIS, PCCA provided the study to the Corps of Engineers to provide relevant
information to the Channel Deepening Project. Prior to relying on the information, the Corps
of Engineers independently reviewed the methodology and findings using a third-party
contractor. Section 4.1.3.4.2 provides details on the hydrodynamic storm surge modeling
conducted by HRI.
3 5 pC Additional modeling and studies can be found in the FEIS:
¢ Appendix G - Sediment Transport Modeling Study
¢ Appendix H -Vessel Wake Analysis
¢ Appendix | -Hydrodynamic and Salinity Modeling Study
¢ Appendix L -Ship Simulation Report
¢ Appendix M -Propeller Scour Study
¢ Appendix N -Underkeel Clearance Study
The proposed beneficial use sites when constructed will restore barrier islands that provide
protections to the region in the event of storms, as well as for impacts from sea level rise,
and improve and bolster the natural environment, which also provides additional protections.
Entity Acronyms:
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
The impact of increased tidal inflows and outflows on the little critters that Section 4.2.2.2.2 of the FEIS acknowledges that Aransas Pass is the main route for larval The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA), in 2019, contracted with Texas A&M-Corpus
channel for life have not been thoroughly studied. transport of estuarine dependent species from the Gulf to local estuaries and that changes in |Christi Harte Research Institute (HRI) to assess the potential impacts of storm surge, tidal
hydrology due to the deepening of the channel could impact the recruitment of estuarine hydraulics, and salinity from the various Corpus Christi Ship Channel dredging projects
dependent species. A study was published in the Journal of Marine Science and Engineering [(proposed and ongoing). The study was completed in April 2021. As part of the development
in 2021 (Valseth et al., 2021) that assessed the potential impact that deepening the CCSC of the FEIS, PCCA provided the study to the Corps of Engineers to provide relevant
could have on the transport of Red Drum larvae through Aransas Pass. Their passive particle |information to the Channel Deepening Project. Prior to relying on the information, the Corps
modeling indicated a slight reduction of the maximum velocity due to channel deepening. of Engineers independently reviewed the methodology and findings using a third-party
The Corps modeling also found that under the proposed project the current speeds are contractor. Section 4.1.3.4.2 provides details on the hydrodynamic storm surge modeling
expected to decrease an average of 0.23 feet per second with the deeper entrance channel. [conducted by HRI.
The study concluded that changes in channel bathymetry (i.e. deepening) had little effect on
3 3 PC recruitment of Red Drum larvae, with the model predicting a slight increase in the number of |Additional modeling and studies can be found in the FEIS:
larvae entering the estuary with the decreased velocities. The slight decrease in velocity with |e Appendix G - Sediment Transport Modeling Study
the proposed project is not anticipated to have an impact on recruitment of estuarine ¢ Appendix H -Vessel Wake Analysis
dependent species and the impacts of channel deepening to overall larval transport at ¢ Appendix | -Hydrodynamic and Salinity Modeling Study
Aransas Pass should be minimal. ¢ Appendix L -Ship Simulation Report
¢ Appendix M -Propeller Scour Study
¢ Appendix N -Underkeel Clearance Study
The proposed beneficial use sites when constructed will restore barrier islands that provide
protections to the region in the event of storms, as well as for impacts from sea level rise,
and improve and bolster the natural environment, which also provides additional protections.
The offshore option (with vapor control) is the best option. The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared [Thank you for your comment.
after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1)
determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD
4 1 PC documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project.
Please extend the comment deadline to give the community time to receive USACE responded (3/25/24) with information on where to find the comments received The Port of Corpus Christi Authority yields to the US Army Corps of Engineers to run its
necessary documents (requested via FOIA) and to thoroughly review the during the DEIS, and responses to the comments. process for evaluation of this project in accordance with applicable rules and regulations,
massive Final Environmental Impact Statement for SWG-2019-00067. including development of the draft and final Environmental Impact Statement, scope of
Following the comments received on the DEIS, revisions were made and included in the FEIS. [analysis, consultation with appropriate Federal and State agencies, conducting public
Revisions to the DEIS included the addition of the following reports: meetings, providing opportunity for public comment, determining extensions of time for
public comment, etc.
* PCCA Dredged Material Management Plan (Appendix C1)
* PCCA Beneficial Use Monitoring Plan and Drawings (Appendix C2 and C3)
e Cultural Resources Survey Reports (Appendix F2 and F3)
5 1 PC ¢ Inshore and Offshore Sediment Reports (Appendix J2 and J3)
* PCCA 12-Step permittee Responsible Compensatory Mitigation Plan (Appendix K)
Based on the information provided in these reports, appropriate sections of the DEIS, EFH
Assessment (Appendix E), Section 404(b)(1) Evaluation (Appendix O), Coastal Zone
Management Program Consistency Determination (Appendix P), were revised to incorporate
the findings of these reports.
The USACE provided a 30-day comment period for the FEIS as a courtesy to the stakeholders
and public. NEPA regulations do not require a comment period following the release of an
FEIS.
Entity Acronyms:
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Commenter submitted a FOIA request to the USACE on 3/25/24. Following the comments received on the DEIS, revisions were made and included in the FEIS. [Noted, US Army Corps of Engineers will fulfill FOIAs received in compliance with Department
Revisions to the DEIS included the addition of the following reports: of Army procedures.
* PCCA Dredged Material Management Plan (Appendix C1)
* PCCA Beneficial Use Monitoring Plan and Drawings (Appendix C2 and C3)
o Cultural Resources Survey Reports (Appendix F2 and F3)
¢ Inshore and Offshore Sediment Reports (Appendix J2 and J3)
* PCCA 12-Step permittee Responsible Compensatory Mitigation Plan (Appendix K)
5 2 PC
Based on the information provided in these reports, appropriate sections of the DEIS, EFH
Assessment (Appendix E), Section 404(b)(1) Evaluation (Appendix O), Coastal Zone
Management Program Consistency Determination (Appendix P), were revised to incorporate
the findings of these reports.
The USACE provided a 30-day comment period for the FEIS as a courtesy to the stakeholders
and public. NEPA regulations do not require a comment period following the release of an
FEIS.
Would like to see further study of Alternative 2 as it appears to be the more The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared [The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
reasonable and viable long term solution. after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
6 1 PC documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
Concerned that this project, on the heals of the —47 foot and —54 foot dredging |Past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions in the study area are discussed in The proposed project includes dredging of 46.3 million cubic yards of material to deepen the
will negatively impact the ecosystem. Section 5.0 of the FEIS. channel to -77 feet and -75 feet MLLW from the Gulf to station 110+00 near Harbor Island,
including the approximate 10-mile extension to the entrance channel necessary to reach
sufficiently deep waters. This deepening would take place largely within the footprint of the
currently authorized -54 foot channel.
Section 2.2.3 of the FEIS provides construction details for the Channel Deepening Project.
New work dredging will include provisions to lessen disruption of ferry use, such as planning
dredging for off-peak or after-hours of typical high traffic ferry operations and avoid certain
times of the year for dredging or placement of material to protect endangered species.
Similar provisions would be carried out during maintenance dredging that occurs
6 2 PC approximately every two years for the existing channel. Dredging operations will also
incorporate numerous best management practices that are currently employed by the
industry when dredging and recommended by resource agencies, such as silt curtains to
protect against impacts from turbidity on adjacent special aquatic sites.
The potential impacts of project dredging on human and environmental resources identified
during the public interest review are addressed in detail in the following FEIS sections:
¢ 2.0 Proposed Action and Alternatives
¢ 3.0 Affected Environment
¢ 4.0 Environmental Consequences
¢ 5.0 Cumulative Impacts
Entity Acronyms:
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Concerned the project would put the local community and ecosystem at Hydrodynamic storm surge modeling using SWAN+ADCIRC was conducted by HRI using two  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA), in 2019, contracted with Texas A&M-Corpus
greater risk to storm surge from hurricane events as outlined in the FEIS. synthetic Category 4 storms to evaluate storm surge impacts in and around Corpus Christi Bay [Christi Harte Research Institute (HRI) to assess the potential impacts of storm surge, tidal
with “planned future conditions” representing Alternative 1. Compared to the existing hydraulics, and salinity from the various Corpus Christi Ship Channel dredging projects
channel configuration, this alternative would allow more water to enter the bay. This (proposed and ongoing). The study was completed in April 2021. As part of the development
increases the storm surge water levels, as well as slightly increases the inundation extent. of the FEIS, PCCA provided the study to the Corps of Engineers to provide relevant
There would be an increase in area inundated of between 447 to 492 acres in small areas information to the Channel Deepening Project. Prior to relying on the information, the Corps
throughout the study area. The maximum elevation gain of storm surge compared to existing |of Engineers independently reviewed the methodology and findings using a third-party
conditions is 3.5 inches for this alternative. A hotspot of increased storm surge elevation of 4 [contractor. Section 4.1.3.4.2 provides details on the hydrodynamic storm surge modeling
to 12 inches was identified adjacent to Harbor Island for this alternative however reviewers |conducted by HRI.
believe this is likely a localized model error (Subedee and Gibeaut, 2021).
6 3 PC Additional modeling and studies can be found in the FEIS:
Additional review of HRI’s modeling report was completed to validate their results (Baird, ¢ Appendix G - Sediment Transport Modeling Study
2021a). The reviewers did not find any major issues with HRI’s application of model ¢ Appendix H -Vessel Wake Analysis
parameters or inputs for the ADCIRC/SWAN models used in its study. ¢ Appendix | -Hydrodynamic and Salinity Modeling Study
¢ Appendix L -Ship Simulation Report
¢ Appendix M -Propeller Scour Study
e Appendix N -Underkeel Clearance Study
The proposed beneficial use sites when constructed will restore barrier islands that provide
protections to the region in the event of storms, as well as for impacts from sea level rise,
and improve and bolster the natural environment, which also provides additional protections.
Would like to see further study of Alternative 2 as it appears to be the more The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
reasonable and viable long term solution. after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
7 1 PC documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
Concerned that this project, on the heals of the —47 foot and —54 foot dredging |Past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions in the study area are discussed in The proposed project includes dredging of 46.3 million cubic yards of material to deepen the
will negatively impact the ecosystem. Section 5.0 of the FEIS. channel to -77 feet and -75 feet MLLW from the Gulf to station 110+00 near Harbor Island,
including the approximate 10-mile extension to the entrance channel necessary to reach
sufficiently deep waters. This deepening would take place largely within the footprint of the
currently authorized -54 foot channel.
Section 2.2.3 of the FEIS provides construction details for the Channel Deepening Project.
New work dredging will include provisions to lessen disruption of ferry use, such as planning
dredging for off-peak or after-hours of typical high traffic ferry operations and avoid certain
times of the year for dredging or placement of material to protect endangered species.
Similar provisions would be carried out during maintenance dredging that occurs
7 2 PC approximately every two years for the existing channel. Dredging operations will also
incorporate numerous best management practices that are currently employed by the
industry when dredging and recommended by resource agencies, such as silt curtains to
protect against impacts from turbidity on adjacent special aquatic sites.
The potential impacts of project dredging on human and environmental resources identified
during the public interest review are addressed in detail in the following FEIS sections:
* 2.0 Proposed Action and Alternatives
¢ 3.0 Affected Environment
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Concerned the project would put the local community and ecosystem at Hydrodynamic storm surge modeling using SWAN+ADCIRC was conducted by HRI using two  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA), in 2019, contracted with Texas A&M-Corpus
greater risk to storm surge from hurricane events as outlined in the FEIS. synthetic Category 4 storms to evaluate storm surge impacts in and around Corpus Christi Bay [Christi Harte Research Institute (HRI) to assess the potential impacts of storm surge, tidal
with “planned future conditions” representing Alternative 1. Compared to the existing hydraulics, and salinity from the various Corpus Christi Ship Channel dredging projects
channel configuration, this alternative would allow more water to enter the bay. This (proposed and ongoing). The study was completed in April 2021. As part of the development
increases the storm surge water levels, as well as slightly increases the inundation extent. of the FEIS, PCCA provided the study to the Corps of Engineers to provide relevant
There would be an increase in area inundated of between 447 to 492 acres in small areas information to the Channel Deepening Project. Prior to relying on the information, the Corps
throughout the study area. The maximum elevation gain of storm surge compared to existing |of Engineers independently reviewed the methodology and findings using a third-party
conditions is 3.5 inches for this alternative. A hotspot of increased storm surge elevation of 4 [contractor. Section 4.1.3.4.2 provides details on the hydrodynamic storm surge modeling
to 12 inches was identified adjacent to Harbor Island for this alternative however reviewers |conducted by HRI.
believe this is likely a localized model error (Subedee and Gibeaut, 2021).
7 3 PC Additional modeling and studies can be found in the FEIS:
Additional review of HRI’s modeling report was completed to validate their results (Baird, ¢ Appendix G - Sediment Transport Modeling Study
2021a). The reviewers did not find any major issues with HRI’s application of model ¢ Appendix H -Vessel Wake Analysis
parameters or inputs for the ADCIRC/SWAN models used in its study. ¢ Appendix | -Hydrodynamic and Salinity Modeling Study
¢ Appendix L -Ship Simulation Report
¢ Appendix M -Propeller Scour Study
e Appendix N -Underkeel Clearance Study
The proposed beneficial use sites when constructed will restore barrier islands that provide
protections to the region in the event of storms, as well as for impacts from sea level rise,
and improve and bolster the natural environment, which also provides additional protections.
Would like to see further study of Alternative 2 as it appears to be the more The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
reasonable and viable long term solution. after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
8 1 PC documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
Concerned that this project, on the heals of the —47 foot and —54 foot dredging |Past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions in the study area are discussed in The proposed project includes dredging of 46.3 million cubic yards of material to deepen the
will negatively impact the ecosystem. Section 5.0 of the FEIS. channel to -77 feet and -75 feet MLLW from the Gulf to station 110+00 near Harbor Island,
including the approximate 10-mile extension to the entrance channel necessary to reach
sufficiently deep waters. This deepening would take place largely within the footprint of the
currently authorized -54 foot channel.
Section 2.2.3 of the FEIS provides construction details for the Channel Deepening Project.
New work dredging will include provisions to lessen disruption of ferry use, such as planning
dredging for off-peak or after-hours of typical high traffic ferry operations and avoid certain
times of the year for dredging or placement of material to protect endangered species.
Similar provisions would be carried out during maintenance dredging that occurs
8 2 PC approximately every two years for the existing channel. Dredging operations will also
incorporate numerous best management practices that are currently employed by the
industry when dredging and recommended by resource agencies, such as silt curtains to
protect against impacts from turbidity on adjacent special aquatic sites.
The potential impacts of project dredging on human and environmental resources identified
during the public interest review are addressed in detail in the following FEIS sections:
* 2.0 Proposed Action and Alternatives
¢ 3.0 Affected Environment
coty Acloryms Lo e
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Concerned the project would put the local community and ecosystem at Hydrodynamic storm surge modeling using SWAN+ADCIRC was conducted by HRI using two  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA), in 2019, contracted with Texas A&M-Corpus
greater risk to storm surge from hurricane events as outlined in the FEIS. synthetic Category 4 storms to evaluate storm surge impacts in and around Corpus Christi Bay [Christi Harte Research Institute (HRI) to assess the potential impacts of storm surge, tidal
with “planned future conditions” representing Alternative 1. Compared to the existing hydraulics, and salinity from the various Corpus Christi Ship Channel dredging projects
channel configuration, this alternative would allow more water to enter the bay. This (proposed and ongoing). The study was completed in April 2021. As part of the development
increases the storm surge water levels, as well as slightly increases the inundation extent. of the FEIS, PCCA provided the study to the Corps of Engineers to provide relevant
There would be an increase in area inundated of between 447 to 492 acres in small areas information to the Channel Deepening Project. Prior to relying on the information, the Corps
throughout the study area. The maximum elevation gain of storm surge compared to existing |of Engineers independently reviewed the methodology and findings using a third-party
conditions is 3.5 inches for this alternative. A hotspot of increased storm surge elevation of 4 [contractor. Section 4.1.3.4.2 provides details on the hydrodynamic storm surge modeling
to 12 inches was identified adjacent to Harbor Island for this alternative however reviewers |conducted by HRI.
believe this is likely a localized model error (Subedee and Gibeaut, 2021).
8 3 PC Additional modeling and studies can be found in the FEIS:
Additional review of HRI’s modeling report was completed to validate their results (Baird, ¢ Appendix G - Sediment Transport Modeling Study
2021a). The reviewers did not find any major issues with HRI’s application of model ¢ Appendix H -Vessel Wake Analysis
parameters or inputs for the ADCIRC/SWAN models used in its study. ¢ Appendix | -Hydrodynamic and Salinity Modeling Study
¢ Appendix L -Ship Simulation Report
¢ Appendix M -Propeller Scour Study
e Appendix N -Underkeel Clearance Study
The proposed beneficial use sites when constructed will restore barrier islands that provide
protections to the region in the event of storms, as well as for impacts from sea level rise,
and improve and bolster the natural environment, which also provides additional protections.
Would like to see further study of Alternative 2 as it appears to be the more The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
reasonable and viable long term solution. after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
9 1 PC documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
Concerned that this project, on the heals of the —47 foot and —54 foot dredging |Past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions in the study area are discussed in The proposed project includes dredging of 46.3 million cubic yards of material to deepen the
will negatively impact the ecosystem. Section 5.0 of the FEIS. channel to -77 feet and -75 feet MLLW from the Gulf to station 110+00 near Harbor Island,
including the approximate 10-mile extension to the entrance channel necessary to reach
sufficiently deep waters. This deepening would take place largely within the footprint of the
currently authorized -54 foot channel.
Section 2.2.3 of the FEIS provides construction details for the Channel Deepening Project.
New work dredging will include provisions to lessen disruption of ferry use, such as planning
dredging for off-peak or after-hours of typical high traffic ferry operations and avoid certain
times of the year for dredging or placement of material to protect endangered species.
Similar provisions would be carried out during maintenance dredging that occurs
9 2 PC approximately every two years for the existing channel. Dredging operations will also
incorporate numerous best management practices that are currently employed by the
industry when dredging and recommended by resource agencies, such as silt curtains to
protect against impacts from turbidity on adjacent special aquatic sites.
The potential impacts of project dredging on human and environmental resources identified
during the public interest review are addressed in detail in the following FEIS sections:
* 2.0 Proposed Action and Alternatives
¢ 3.0 Affected Environment
coty Acloryms Lo e
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Concerned the project would put the local community and ecosystem at Hydrodynamic storm surge modeling using SWAN+ADCIRC was conducted by HRI using two  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA), in 2019, contracted with Texas A&M-Corpus
greater risk to storm surge from hurricane events as outlined in the FEIS. synthetic Category 4 storms to evaluate storm surge impacts in and around Corpus Christi Bay [Christi Harte Research Institute (HRI) to assess the potential impacts of storm surge, tidal
with “planned future conditions” representing Alternative 1. Compared to the existing hydraulics, and salinity from the various Corpus Christi Ship Channel dredging projects
channel configuration, this alternative would allow more water to enter the bay. This (proposed and ongoing). The study was completed in April 2021. As part of the development
increases the storm surge water levels, as well as slightly increases the inundation extent. of the FEIS, PCCA provided the study to the Corps of Engineers to provide relevant
There would be an increase in area inundated of between 447 to 492 acres in small areas information to the Channel Deepening Project. Prior to relying on the information, the Corps
throughout the study area. The maximum elevation gain of storm surge compared to existing |of Engineers independently reviewed the methodology and findings using a third-party
conditions is 3.5 inches for this alternative. A hotspot of increased storm surge elevation of 4 [contractor. Section 4.1.3.4.2 provides details on the hydrodynamic storm surge modeling
to 12 inches was identified adjacent to Harbor Island for this alternative however reviewers |conducted by HRI.
believe this is likely a localized model error (Subedee and Gibeaut, 2021).
9 3 PC Additional modeling and studies can be found in the FEIS:
Additional review of HRI’s modeling report was completed to validate their results (Baird, ¢ Appendix G - Sediment Transport Modeling Study
2021a). The reviewers did not find any major issues with HRI’s application of model ¢ Appendix H -Vessel Wake Analysis
parameters or inputs for the ADCIRC/SWAN models used in its study. ¢ Appendix | -Hydrodynamic and Salinity Modeling Study
¢ Appendix L -Ship Simulation Report
¢ Appendix M -Propeller Scour Study
e Appendix N -Underkeel Clearance Study
The proposed beneficial use sites when constructed will restore barrier islands that provide
protections to the region in the event of storms, as well as for impacts from sea level rise,
and improve and bolster the natural environment, which also provides additional protections.
Would like to see further study of Alternative 2 as it appears to be the more The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
reasonable and viable long term solution. after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
10 1 PC documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
Concerned that this project, on the heals of the —47 foot and —54 foot dredging |Past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions in the study area are discussed in The proposed project includes dredging of 46.3 million cubic yards of material to deepen the
will negatively impact the ecosystem. Section 5.0 of the FEIS. channel to -77 feet and -75 feet MLLW from the Gulf to station 110+00 near Harbor Island,
including the approximate 10-mile extension to the entrance channel necessary to reach
sufficiently deep waters. This deepening would take place largely within the footprint of the
currently authorized -54 foot channel.
Section 2.2.3 of the FEIS provides construction details for the Channel Deepening Project.
New work dredging will include provisions to lessen disruption of ferry use, such as planning
dredging for off-peak or after-hours of typical high traffic ferry operations and avoid certain
times of the year for dredging or placement of material to protect endangered species.
Similar provisions would be carried out during maintenance dredging that occurs
10 2 PC approximately every two years for the existing channel. Dredging operations will also
incorporate numerous best management practices that are currently employed by the
industry when dredging and recommended by resource agencies, such as silt curtains to
protect against impacts from turbidity on adjacent special aquatic sites.
The potential impacts of project dredging on human and environmental resources identified
during the public interest review are addressed in detail in the following FEIS sections:
* 2.0 Proposed Action and Alternatives
¢ 3.0 Affected Environment
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Concerned the project would put the local community and ecosystem at Hydrodynamic storm surge modeling using SWAN+ADCIRC was conducted by HRI using two  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA), in 2019, contracted with Texas A&M-Corpus
greater risk to storm surge from hurricane events as outlined in the FEIS. synthetic Category 4 storms to evaluate storm surge impacts in and around Corpus Christi Bay [Christi Harte Research Institute (HRI) to assess the potential impacts of storm surge, tidal
with “planned future conditions” representing Alternative 1. Compared to the existing hydraulics, and salinity from the various Corpus Christi Ship Channel dredging projects
channel configuration, this alternative would allow more water to enter the bay. This (proposed and ongoing). The study was completed in April 2021. As part of the development
increases the storm surge water levels, as well as slightly increases the inundation extent. of the FEIS, PCCA provided the study to the Corps of Engineers to provide relevant
There would be an increase in area inundated of between 447 to 492 acres in small areas information to the Channel Deepening Project. Prior to relying on the information, the Corps
throughout the study area. The maximum elevation gain of storm surge compared to existing |of Engineers independently reviewed the methodology and findings using a third-party
conditions is 3.5 inches for this alternative. A hotspot of increased storm surge elevation of 4 [contractor. Section 4.1.3.4.2 provides details on the hydrodynamic storm surge modeling
to 12 inches was identified adjacent to Harbor Island for this alternative however reviewers |conducted by HRI.
believe this is likely a localized model error (Subedee and Gibeaut, 2021).
10 3 PC Additional modeling and studies can be found in the FEIS:
Additional review of HRI’s modeling report was completed to validate their results (Baird, ¢ Appendix G - Sediment Transport Modeling Study
2021a). The reviewers did not find any major issues with HRI’s application of model ¢ Appendix H -Vessel Wake Analysis
parameters or inputs for the ADCIRC/SWAN models used in its study. ¢ Appendix | -Hydrodynamic and Salinity Modeling Study
¢ Appendix L -Ship Simulation Report
¢ Appendix M -Propeller Scour Study
e Appendix N -Underkeel Clearance Study
The proposed beneficial use sites when constructed will restore barrier islands that provide
protections to the region in the event of storms, as well as for impacts from sea level rise,
and improve and bolster the natural environment, which also provides additional protections.
There is no Need and Purpose. VLCC docks will never be built on Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
Harbor Island. Engineering and economics will not allow VLCC'’s in that economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
location. Ask the Port yourself. Corps needs to have proof from the Applicant  |Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
that VLCC Oil Export facility is funded and approved or there is a valid lease. Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Neither exists. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
1 1 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
There is not enough Oil in the Coast Bend system to support new any new Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
terminals. Past and existing new VLCC Terminals and supporting infrastructure |economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
are doing just fine at the current 57 ft depth. These are all Port of CC Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
customers and if you did your due diligence, you would find they don’t need a |Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
80 ft dredge to a ghost facility that will compete with them. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
1 5 PC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Offshore terminals as outlined in your Alternative if built are the The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared [The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
future of Oil Export infrastructure and way more efficient than after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
destructive dredging. Should be the preferred Alternative both determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
11 3 PC economically and environmentally. documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping |approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the |Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, [placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with
MPRSA. Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
11 4 PC sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work required for each beneficial use site.
material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides
information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans.  |A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
Response continues on next row. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |[severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged [requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted [Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments. Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards, material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity
such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling, Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
11 4 pPC (Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing required for each beneficial use site.
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the |Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies  |Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
Response continues on next row. collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:
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Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction.

Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling,
and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all

1 Licacore © :

11

Dredging will never end. Maintenance will be every year and who will pay for
all this? The cost for the initial dredge is estimated at $S1B.

CCSC is a federally authorized navigation channel that has been regularly dredged since 1874.
Currently, USACE civil works program maintenance dredges at least a portion of the Federal
channel annually. The CDP will also require maintenance dredging at similar intervals to the
existing conditions.

Per regulation, USACE is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The USACE has not identified a
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.

While the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) has taxing authority, it does not exercise its
taxing authority. Rather, revenues garnered from services provided by PCCA are reinvested to
fund infrastructure projects. PCCA also has the capacity to take out bonds to support large
infrastructure projects in excess of what can be supported with annual revenues or
accumulated capital reserves. The Channel Deepening Project would be funded through some
combination of PCCA and private (specifically, PCCA customers for whom incrementally
deeper channel confers operational benefit) capital.

Not all industry in the region is affiliated with PCCA, and not all PCCA customers (i.e. users of
the Ship Channel) are PCCA tenants; many own the property on which their facilities are built.
In the case of PCCA-owned property, most exists outside of the Extra-Territorial Jurisdiction
(ETJs) of local municipalities and nearly all is in an unimproved condition and/or is under a
farm/agriculture exemption and is thus generating very minimal tax revenue. Once
developed by a PCCA customer for industrial use, all improvements are subject to ad valorum
taxation thus generating orders of magnitude more in tax revenue than might have been
taken “off the tax rolls” when PCCA acquired the undeveloped property.

Entity Acronyms:

FED - Federal Agency

STATE - State Agency

NGO - Non-governmental organization
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
SWG-2016-00067 or Deep Dredge is being considered without affiliated As currently proposed, the CDP will provide access to multiple locations on Harbor Island. The single and complete project was discussed and addressed in the Draft EIS. The CDP is a
impacts from VLCC Harbor Island Terminal, Qil Pipeline, and Air Quality While these facilities are not currently constructed, two DA permit applications have been single complete project of its own merit.
emissions. It must all be combined into a single EIS as its impacts cumulative.  |submitted for the construction of two terminals on Harbor Island with =54 feet MLLW basins;
matching the current federally authorized channel depth. If the CDP is authorized, it is
reasonable to foresee that any authorized facilities at Harbor Island, whether constructed or
not, would request modification of their permit to dredge to the CDP depths. However, if the
11 6 PC CDP is not authorized and/or constructed, the proposed Harbor Island facilities would
continue to meet their stated purpose and need at the currently authorized depths of —54-
feet MLLW. Therefore, the Corps has concluded that the multiple locations and proposed
facilities on Harbor Island are independent of the CDP. The fact that it is reasonable to
foresee their construction and possible expansion requires there inclusion in the cumulative
effects analysis but not in the permit’s scope of analysis.
There is no Need and Purpose. VLCC docks will never be built on Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
Harbor Island. Engineering and economics will not allow VLCC's in that economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
location. Ask the Port yourself. Corps needs to have proof from the Applicant  |Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
that VLCC Oil Export facility is funded and approved or there is a valid lease. Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Neither exists. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
12 1 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
There is not enough QOil in the Coast Bend system to support new any new Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
terminals. Past and existing new VLCC Terminals and supporting infrastructure [economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
are doing just fine at the current 57 ft depth. These are all Port of CC Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
customers and if you did your due diligence, you would find they don’t need a |Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
80 ft dredge to a ghost facility that will compete with them. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
12 5 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Offshore terminals as outlined in your Alternative if built are the The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared [The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
future of Oil Export infrastructure and way more efficient than after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
destructive dredging. Should be the preferred Alternative both determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
12 3 PC economically and environmentally. documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
Entity Acronyms:
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping [approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the [Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, [placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with
MPRSA. Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
12 4 pC sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work required for each beneficial use site.
material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides
information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans.  |A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
Response continues on next row. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:
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D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |[severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged [requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted [Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments. Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards, material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity
such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling, Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
12 4 pPC (Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing required for each beneficial use site.
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the |Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies  |Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
Response continues on next row. collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:
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USACE Response

PCCA Response

12

Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction.

Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling,
and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all

1 Licacore © :

12

Dredging will never end. Maintenance will be every year and who will pay for
all this? The cost for the initial dredge is estimated at $S1B.

CCSC is a federally authorized navigation channel that has been regularly dredged since 1874.
Currently, USACE civil works program maintenance dredges at least a portion of the Federal
channel annually. The CDP will also require maintenance dredging at similar intervals to the
existing conditions.

Per regulation, USACE is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The USACE has not identified a
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.

While the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) has taxing authority, it does not exercise its
taxing authority. Rather, revenues garnered from services provided by PCCA are reinvested to
fund infrastructure projects. PCCA also has the capacity to take out bonds to support large
infrastructure projects in excess of what can be supported with annual revenues or
accumulated capital reserves. The Channel Deepening Project would be funded through some
combination of PCCA and private (specifically, PCCA customers for whom incrementally
deeper channel confers operational benefit) capital.

Not all industry in the region is affiliated with PCCA, and not all PCCA customers (i.e. users of
the Ship Channel) are PCCA tenants; many own the property on which their facilities are built.
In the case of PCCA-owned property, most exists outside of the Extra-Territorial Jurisdiction
(ETJs) of local municipalities and nearly all is in an unimproved condition and/or is under a
farm/agriculture exemption and is thus generating very minimal tax revenue. Once
developed by a PCCA customer for industrial use, all improvements are subject to ad valorum
taxation thus generating orders of magnitude more in tax revenue than might have been
taken “off the tax rolls” when PCCA acquired the undeveloped property.
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D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
SWG-2016-00067 or Deep Dredge is being considered without affiliated As currently proposed, the CDP will provide access to multiple locations on Harbor Island. The single and complete project was discussed and addressed in the Draft EIS. The CDP is a
impacts from VLCC Harbor Island Terminal, Qil Pipeline, and Air Quality While these facilities are not currently constructed, two DA permit applications have been single complete project of its own merit.
emissions. It must all be combined into a single EIS as its impacts cumulative.  |submitted for the construction of two terminals on Harbor Island with =54 feet MLLW basins;
matching the current federally authorized channel depth. If the CDP is authorized, it is
reasonable to foresee that any authorized facilities at Harbor Island, whether constructed or
not, would request modification of their permit to dredge to the CDP depths. However, if the
12 6 PC CDP is not authorized and/or constructed, the proposed Harbor Island facilities would
continue to meet their stated purpose and need at the currently authorized depths of —54-
feet MLLW. Therefore, the Corps has concluded that the multiple locations and proposed
facilities on Harbor Island are independent of the CDP. The fact that it is reasonable to
foresee their construction and possible expansion requires there inclusion in the cumulative
effects analysis but not in the permit’s scope of analysis.
There is no Need and Purpose. VLCC docks will never be built on Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
Harbor Island. Engineering and economics will not allow VLCC's in that economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
location. Ask the Port yourself. Corps needs to have proof from the Applicant  |Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
that VLCC Oil Export facility is funded and approved or there is a valid lease. Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Neither exists. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
13 1 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
There is not enough QOil in the Coast Bend system to support new any new Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
terminals. Past and existing new VLCC Terminals and supporting infrastructure [economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
are doing just fine at the current 57 ft depth. These are all Port of CC Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
customers and if you did your due diligence, you would find they don’t need a |Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
80 ft dredge to a ghost facility that will compete with them. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
13 5 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Offshore terminals as outlined in your Alternative if built are the The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared [The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
future of Oil Export infrastructure and way more efficient than after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
destructive dredging. Should be the preferred Alternative both determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
13 3 PC economically and environmentally. documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping [approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the [Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, [placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with
MPRSA. Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
13 4 pC sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work required for each beneficial use site.
material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides
information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans.  |A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
Response continues on next row. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |[severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged [requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted [Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments. Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards, material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity
such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling, Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
13 4 pPC (Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing required for each beneficial use site.
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the |Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies  |Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
Response continues on next row. collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:
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Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction.

Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling,
and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all

1 Licacore © :

13

Dredging will never end. Maintenance will be every year and who will pay for
all this? The cost for the initial dredge is estimated at $S1B.

CCSC is a federally authorized navigation channel that has been regularly dredged since 1874.
Currently, USACE civil works program maintenance dredges at least a portion of the Federal
channel annually. The CDP will also require maintenance dredging at similar intervals to the
existing conditions.

Per regulation, USACE is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The USACE has not identified a
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.

While the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) has taxing authority, it does not exercise its
taxing authority. Rather, revenues garnered from services provided by PCCA are reinvested to
fund infrastructure projects. PCCA also has the capacity to take out bonds to support large
infrastructure projects in excess of what can be supported with annual revenues or
accumulated capital reserves. The Channel Deepening Project would be funded through some
combination of PCCA and private (specifically, PCCA customers for whom incrementally
deeper channel confers operational benefit) capital.

Not all industry in the region is affiliated with PCCA, and not all PCCA customers (i.e. users of
the Ship Channel) are PCCA tenants; many own the property on which their facilities are built.
In the case of PCCA-owned property, most exists outside of the Extra-Territorial Jurisdiction
(ETJs) of local municipalities and nearly all is in an unimproved condition and/or is under a
farm/agriculture exemption and is thus generating very minimal tax revenue. Once
developed by a PCCA customer for industrial use, all improvements are subject to ad valorum
taxation thus generating orders of magnitude more in tax revenue than might have been
taken “off the tax rolls” when PCCA acquired the undeveloped property.
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SWG-2016-00067 or Deep Dredge is being considered without affiliated As currently proposed, the CDP will provide access to multiple locations on Harbor Island. The single and complete project was discussed and addressed in the Draft EIS. The CDP is a
impacts from VLCC Harbor Island Terminal, Qil Pipeline, and Air Quality While these facilities are not currently constructed, two DA permit applications have been single complete project of its own merit.
emissions. It must all be combined into a single EIS as its impacts cumulative.  |submitted for the construction of two terminals on Harbor Island with =54 feet MLLW basins;
matching the current federally authorized channel depth. If the CDP is authorized, it is
reasonable to foresee that any authorized facilities at Harbor Island, whether constructed or
not, would request modification of their permit to dredge to the CDP depths. However, if the
13 6 PC CDP is not authorized and/or constructed, the proposed Harbor Island facilities would
continue to meet their stated purpose and need at the currently authorized depths of —54-
feet MLLW. Therefore, the Corps has concluded that the multiple locations and proposed
facilities on Harbor Island are independent of the CDP. The fact that it is reasonable to
foresee their construction and possible expansion requires there inclusion in the cumulative
effects analysis but not in the permit’s scope of analysis.
There is no Need and Purpose. VLCC docks will never be built on Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
Harbor Island. Engineering and economics will not allow VLCC's in that economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
location. Ask the Port yourself. Corps needs to have proof from the Applicant  |Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
that VLCC Oil Export facility is funded and approved or there is a valid lease. Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Neither exists. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
14 1 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
There is not enough QOil in the Coast Bend system to support new any new Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
terminals. Past and existing new VLCC Terminals and supporting infrastructure [economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
are doing just fine at the current 57 ft depth. These are all Port of CC Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
customers and if you did your due diligence, you would find they don’t need a |Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
80 ft dredge to a ghost facility that will compete with them. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
14 5 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Offshore terminals as outlined in your Alternative if built are the The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared [The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
future of Oil Export infrastructure and way more efficient than after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
destructive dredging. Should be the preferred Alternative both determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
14 3 PC economically and environmentally. documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
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Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping [approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the [Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, [placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with
MPRSA. Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
14 4 pC sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work required for each beneficial use site.
material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides
information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans.  |A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
Response continues on next row. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |[severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged [requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted [Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments. Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards, material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity
such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling, Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
14 4 pPC (Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing required for each beneficial use site.
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the |Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies  |Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
Response continues on next row. collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction.

Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling,
and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all

1 Licacore © :

14

Dredging will never end. Maintenance will be every year and who will pay for
all this? The cost for the initial dredge is estimated at $S1B.

CCSC is a federally authorized navigation channel that has been regularly dredged since 1874.
Currently, USACE civil works program maintenance dredges at least a portion of the Federal
channel annually. The CDP will also require maintenance dredging at similar intervals to the
existing conditions.

Per regulation, USACE is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The USACE has not identified a
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.

While the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) has taxing authority, it does not exercise its
taxing authority. Rather, revenues garnered from services provided by PCCA are reinvested to
fund infrastructure projects. PCCA also has the capacity to take out bonds to support large
infrastructure projects in excess of what can be supported with annual revenues or
accumulated capital reserves. The Channel Deepening Project would be funded through some
combination of PCCA and private (specifically, PCCA customers for whom incrementally
deeper channel confers operational benefit) capital.

Not all industry in the region is affiliated with PCCA, and not all PCCA customers (i.e. users of
the Ship Channel) are PCCA tenants; many own the property on which their facilities are built.
In the case of PCCA-owned property, most exists outside of the Extra-Territorial Jurisdiction
(ETJs) of local municipalities and nearly all is in an unimproved condition and/or is under a
farm/agriculture exemption and is thus generating very minimal tax revenue. Once
developed by a PCCA customer for industrial use, all improvements are subject to ad valorum
taxation thus generating orders of magnitude more in tax revenue than might have been
taken “off the tax rolls” when PCCA acquired the undeveloped property.
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SWG-2016-00067 or Deep Dredge is being considered without affiliated As currently proposed, the CDP will provide access to multiple locations on Harbor Island. The single and complete project was discussed and addressed in the Draft EIS. The CDP is a
impacts from VLCC Harbor Island Terminal, Qil Pipeline, and Air Quality While these facilities are not currently constructed, two DA permit applications have been single complete project of its own merit.
emissions. It must all be combined into a single EIS as its impacts cumulative.  |submitted for the construction of two terminals on Harbor Island with =54 feet MLLW basins;
matching the current federally authorized channel depth. If the CDP is authorized, it is
reasonable to foresee that any authorized facilities at Harbor Island, whether constructed or
not, would request modification of their permit to dredge to the CDP depths. However, if the
14 6 PC CDP is not authorized and/or constructed, the proposed Harbor Island facilities would
continue to meet their stated purpose and need at the currently authorized depths of —54-
feet MLLW. Therefore, the Corps has concluded that the multiple locations and proposed
facilities on Harbor Island are independent of the CDP. The fact that it is reasonable to
foresee their construction and possible expansion requires there inclusion in the cumulative
effects analysis but not in the permit’s scope of analysis.
There is no Need and Purpose. VLCC docks will never be built on Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
Harbor Island. Engineering and economics will not allow VLCC's in that economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
location. Ask the Port yourself. Corps needs to have proof from the Applicant  |Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
that VLCC Oil Export facility is funded and approved or there is a valid lease. Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Neither exists. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
15 1 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
There is not enough QOil in the Coast Bend system to support new any new Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
terminals. Past and existing new VLCC Terminals and supporting infrastructure [economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
are doing just fine at the current 57 ft depth. These are all Port of CC Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
customers and if you did your due diligence, you would find they don’t need a |Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
80 ft dredge to a ghost facility that will compete with them. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
15 5 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Offshore terminals as outlined in your Alternative if built are the The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared [The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
future of Oil Export infrastructure and way more efficient than after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
destructive dredging. Should be the preferred Alternative both determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
15 3 PC economically and environmentally. documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping [approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the [Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, [placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with
MPRSA. Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
15 4 pC sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work required for each beneficial use site.
material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides
information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans.  |A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
Response continues on next row. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:
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D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |[severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged [requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted [Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments. Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards, material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity
such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling, Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
15 4 pPC (Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing required for each beneficial use site.
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the |Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies  |Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
Response continues on next row. collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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15

Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction.

Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling,
and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all

1 Licacore © :

15

Dredging will never end. Maintenance will be every year and who will pay for
all this? The cost for the initial dredge is estimated at $S1B.

CCSC is a federally authorized navigation channel that has been regularly dredged since 1874.
Currently, USACE civil works program maintenance dredges at least a portion of the Federal
channel annually. The CDP will also require maintenance dredging at similar intervals to the
existing conditions.

Per regulation, USACE is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The USACE has not identified a
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.

While the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) has taxing authority, it does not exercise its
taxing authority. Rather, revenues garnered from services provided by PCCA are reinvested to
fund infrastructure projects. PCCA also has the capacity to take out bonds to support large
infrastructure projects in excess of what can be supported with annual revenues or
accumulated capital reserves. The Channel Deepening Project would be funded through some
combination of PCCA and private (specifically, PCCA customers for whom incrementally
deeper channel confers operational benefit) capital.

Not all industry in the region is affiliated with PCCA, and not all PCCA customers (i.e. users of
the Ship Channel) are PCCA tenants; many own the property on which their facilities are built.
In the case of PCCA-owned property, most exists outside of the Extra-Territorial Jurisdiction
(ETJs) of local municipalities and nearly all is in an unimproved condition and/or is under a
farm/agriculture exemption and is thus generating very minimal tax revenue. Once
developed by a PCCA customer for industrial use, all improvements are subject to ad valorum
taxation thus generating orders of magnitude more in tax revenue than might have been
taken “off the tax rolls” when PCCA acquired the undeveloped property.
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D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
SWG-2016-00067 or Deep Dredge is being considered without affiliated As currently proposed, the CDP will provide access to multiple locations on Harbor Island. The single and complete project was discussed and addressed in the Draft EIS. The CDP is a
impacts from VLCC Harbor Island Terminal, Qil Pipeline, and Air Quality While these facilities are not currently constructed, two DA permit applications have been single complete project of its own merit.
emissions. It must all be combined into a single EIS as its impacts cumulative.  |submitted for the construction of two terminals on Harbor Island with =54 feet MLLW basins;
matching the current federally authorized channel depth. If the CDP is authorized, it is
reasonable to foresee that any authorized facilities at Harbor Island, whether constructed or
not, would request modification of their permit to dredge to the CDP depths. However, if the
15 6 PC CDP is not authorized and/or constructed, the proposed Harbor Island facilities would
continue to meet their stated purpose and need at the currently authorized depths of —54-
feet MLLW. Therefore, the Corps has concluded that the multiple locations and proposed
facilities on Harbor Island are independent of the CDP. The fact that it is reasonable to
foresee their construction and possible expansion requires there inclusion in the cumulative
effects analysis but not in the permit’s scope of analysis.
There is no Need and Purpose. VLCC docks will never be built on Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
Harbor Island. Engineering and economics will not allow VLCC's in that economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
location. Ask the Port yourself. Corps needs to have proof from the Applicant  |Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
that VLCC Oil Export facility is funded and approved or there is a valid lease. Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Neither exists. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
16 1 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
There is not enough QOil in the Coast Bend system to support new any new Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
terminals. Past and existing new VLCC Terminals and supporting infrastructure [economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
are doing just fine at the current 57 ft depth. These are all Port of CC Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
customers and if you did your due diligence, you would find they don’t need a |Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
80 ft dredge to a ghost facility that will compete with them. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
16 5 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Offshore terminals as outlined in your Alternative if built are the The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared [The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
future of Oil Export infrastructure and way more efficient than after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
destructive dredging. Should be the preferred Alternative both determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
16 3 PC economically and environmentally. documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping [approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the [Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, [placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with
MPRSA. Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
16 4 pC sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work required for each beneficial use site.
material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides
information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans.  |A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
Response continues on next row. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |[severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged [requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted [Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments. Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards, material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity
such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling, Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
16 4 pPC (Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing required for each beneficial use site.
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the |Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies  |Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
Response continues on next row. collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction.

Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling,
and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all

1 Licacore © :
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Dredging will never end. Maintenance will be every year and who will pay for
all this? The cost for the initial dredge is estimated at $S1B.

CCSC is a federally authorized navigation channel that has been regularly dredged since 1874.
Currently, USACE civil works program maintenance dredges at least a portion of the Federal
channel annually. The CDP will also require maintenance dredging at similar intervals to the
existing conditions.

Per regulation, USACE is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The USACE has not identified a
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.

While the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) has taxing authority, it does not exercise its
taxing authority. Rather, revenues garnered from services provided by PCCA are reinvested to
fund infrastructure projects. PCCA also has the capacity to take out bonds to support large
infrastructure projects in excess of what can be supported with annual revenues or
accumulated capital reserves. The Channel Deepening Project would be funded through some
combination of PCCA and private (specifically, PCCA customers for whom incrementally
deeper channel confers operational benefit) capital.

Not all industry in the region is affiliated with PCCA, and not all PCCA customers (i.e. users of
the Ship Channel) are PCCA tenants; many own the property on which their facilities are built.
In the case of PCCA-owned property, most exists outside of the Extra-Territorial Jurisdiction
(ETJs) of local municipalities and nearly all is in an unimproved condition and/or is under a
farm/agriculture exemption and is thus generating very minimal tax revenue. Once
developed by a PCCA customer for industrial use, all improvements are subject to ad valorum
taxation thus generating orders of magnitude more in tax revenue than might have been
taken “off the tax rolls” when PCCA acquired the undeveloped property.

Entity Acronyms:

FED - Federal Agency

STATE - State Agency

NGO - Non-governmental organization
PC - Public Commentor

40




Record of Decision - Appendix A

SWG-2019-00067

Port of Corpus Christi Authority

Page 41 of 334

Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
SWG-2016-00067 or Deep Dredge is being considered without affiliated As currently proposed, the CDP will provide access to multiple locations on Harbor Island. The single and complete project was discussed and addressed in the Draft EIS. The CDP is a
impacts from VLCC Harbor Island Terminal, Qil Pipeline, and Air Quality While these facilities are not currently constructed, two DA permit applications have been single complete project of its own merit.
emissions. It must all be combined into a single EIS as its impacts cumulative.  |submitted for the construction of two terminals on Harbor Island with =54 feet MLLW basins;
matching the current federally authorized channel depth. If the CDP is authorized, it is
reasonable to foresee that any authorized facilities at Harbor Island, whether constructed or
not, would request modification of their permit to dredge to the CDP depths. However, if the
16 6 PC CDP is not authorized and/or constructed, the proposed Harbor Island facilities would
continue to meet their stated purpose and need at the currently authorized depths of —54-
feet MLLW. Therefore, the Corps has concluded that the multiple locations and proposed
facilities on Harbor Island are independent of the CDP. The fact that it is reasonable to
foresee their construction and possible expansion requires there inclusion in the cumulative
effects analysis but not in the permit’s scope of analysis.
There is no Need and Purpose. VLCC docks will never be built on Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
Harbor Island. Engineering and economics will not allow VLCC's in that economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
location. Ask the Port yourself. Corps needs to have proof from the Applicant  |Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
that VLCC Oil Export facility is funded and approved or there is a valid lease. Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Neither exists. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
17 1 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
There is not enough QOil in the Coast Bend system to support new any new Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
terminals. Past and existing new VLCC Terminals and supporting infrastructure [economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
are doing just fine at the current 57 ft depth. These are all Port of CC Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
customers and if you did your due diligence, you would find they don’t need a |Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
80 ft dredge to a ghost facility that will compete with them. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
17 5 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Offshore terminals as outlined in your Alternative if built are the The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared [The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
future of Oil Export infrastructure and way more efficient than after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
destructive dredging. Should be the preferred Alternative both determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
17 3 PC economically and environmentally. documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
Entity Acronyms:
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping [approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the [Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, [placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with
MPRSA. Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
17 4 pC sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work required for each beneficial use site.
material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides
information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans.  |A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
Response continues on next row. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:
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D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |[severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged [requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted [Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments. Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards, material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity
such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling, Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
17 4 pPC (Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing required for each beneficial use site.
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the |Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies  |Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
Response continues on next row. collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:
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USACE Response

PCCA Response

17

Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction.

Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling,
and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all

1 Licacore © :

17

Dredging will never end. Maintenance will be every year and who will pay for
all this? The cost for the initial dredge is estimated at $S1B.

CCSC is a federally authorized navigation channel that has been regularly dredged since 1874.
Currently, USACE civil works program maintenance dredges at least a portion of the Federal
channel annually. The CDP will also require maintenance dredging at similar intervals to the
existing conditions.

Per regulation, USACE is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The USACE has not identified a
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.

While the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) has taxing authority, it does not exercise its
taxing authority. Rather, revenues garnered from services provided by PCCA are reinvested to
fund infrastructure projects. PCCA also has the capacity to take out bonds to support large
infrastructure projects in excess of what can be supported with annual revenues or
accumulated capital reserves. The Channel Deepening Project would be funded through some
combination of PCCA and private (specifically, PCCA customers for whom incrementally
deeper channel confers operational benefit) capital.

Not all industry in the region is affiliated with PCCA, and not all PCCA customers (i.e. users of
the Ship Channel) are PCCA tenants; many own the property on which their facilities are built.
In the case of PCCA-owned property, most exists outside of the Extra-Territorial Jurisdiction
(ETJs) of local municipalities and nearly all is in an unimproved condition and/or is under a
farm/agriculture exemption and is thus generating very minimal tax revenue. Once
developed by a PCCA customer for industrial use, all improvements are subject to ad valorum
taxation thus generating orders of magnitude more in tax revenue than might have been
taken “off the tax rolls” when PCCA acquired the undeveloped property.
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SWG-2016-00067 or Deep Dredge is being considered without affiliated
impacts from VLCC Harbor Island Terminal, Qil Pipeline, and Air Quality
emissions. It must all be combined into a single EIS as its impacts cumulative.

As currently proposed, the CDP will provide access to multiple locations on Harbor Island.
While these facilities are not currently constructed, two DA permit applications have been
submitted for the construction of two terminals on Harbor Island with =54 feet MLLW basins;
matching the current federally authorized channel depth. If the CDP is authorized, it is
reasonable to foresee that any authorized facilities at Harbor Island, whether constructed or
not, would request modification of their permit to dredge to the CDP depths. However, if the
CDP is not authorized and/or constructed, the proposed Harbor Island facilities would
continue to meet their stated purpose and need at the currently authorized depths of —54-
feet MLLW. Therefore, the Corps has concluded that the multiple locations and proposed
facilities on Harbor Island are independent of the CDP. The fact that it is reasonable to
foresee their construction and possible expansion requires there inclusion in the cumulative
effects analysis but not in the permit’s scope of analysis.

The single and complete project was discussed and addressed in the Draft EIS. The CDP is a
single complete project of its own merit.

18

Concerned about the impact of the project to the environment and habitats,
does not support.

Impacts associated with the Applicant's Preferred Alternative are addressed in Section 4.2
Ecological and Biological Resources, Section 4.4 Socioeconomics, Appendix D (Biological
Assessment), and Appendix E (EFH Assessment). The impacts to larval transport of estuarine
dependent species are discussed in Section 4.2.2.2.2 in the FEIS.

Section 5.0 of the FEIS discusses the potential cumulative effect of the project when
combined with impacts that have already occurred, or are still occurring, in the project area
due to past, present, and reasonable foreseeable projects or actions.

19

Concerned about the project impacts to sea life that live or migrate through
the channel. And how maintenance dredging will have similar effects.

Impacts associated with the Applicant's Preferred Alternative are addressed in Section 4.2
Ecological and Biological Resources, Section 4.4 Socioeconomics, Appendix D (Biological
Assessment), and Appendix E (EFH Assessment). The impacts to larval transport of estuarine
dependent species are discussed in Section 4.2.2.2.2 in the FEIS.

Estuarine habitats and fauna would be directly affected due to dredging and placement
activities. Dredging and placement of sediments for BU would have temporary impacts
associated with burial of nearby benthic communities and increase turbidity near those sites.
Beneficial use of dredged material is expected to have a long-term positive benefit by
improving and protecting habitat and building resistance to rising sea levels. Beneficial use
would also create protective barriers along the Gulf shorelines and the eroding shores of
Harbor Island and Dagger Island.

Section 4.2.2.2.2 of the FEIS acknowledges that Aransas Pass is the main route for larval
transport of estuarine dependent species from the Gulf to local estuaries and that changes in
hydrology due to the deepening of the channel could impact the recruitment of estuarine
dependent species. A study was published in the Journal of Marine Science and Engineering
in 2021 (Valseth et al., 2021) that assessed the potential impact that deepening the CCSC
could have on the transport of Red Drum larvae through Aransas Pass. Their passive particle
modeling indicated a slight reduction of the maximum velocity due to channel deepening.
The Corps modeling also found that under the proposed project the current speeds are
expected to decrease an average of 0.23 feet per second with the deeper entrance channel.
The study concluded that changes in channel bathymetry (i.e. deepening) had little effect on
recruitment of Red Drum larvae, with the model predicting a slight increase in the number of
larvae entering the estuary with the decreased velocities. The slight decrease in velocity with
the proposed project is not anticipated to have an impact on recruitment of estuarine
dependent species and the impacts of channel deepening to overall larval transport at
Aransas Pass should be minimal.

In accordance with the Magnum-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act
(MSFCMA), an Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) Assessment was prepared to analyze and disclose
the potential impacts of the proposed project. The information from the assessment
informed Sections 4.2.2.2.2 and 4.2.5.3.2 of the FEIS which discuss the impacts of larval
transport and provide information on EFH. Appendix E of the FEIS provides the EFH
Assessment. Section 4.0 of Appendix E discusses the studies for larval transport. Appendix B8
provides the agency correspondence.

The Draft EIS initiated the EFH consultation under the MSFCMA. NMFS provided EFH
conservation recommendations for the project in August 2022. Coordination with NMFS with
respect to the MSFCMA was concluded in November 2022. NMFS provided additional EFH
Conservation Recommendations on the project in February 2024, which will be addressed in
the Record of Decision (see Appendix B8).

19

Ently Acfonyifis:

FED - Federal Agsd

Concerned this would facilitate a much larger port project that has no prospect
of being built at this time, and that this project would be used to leverage to
nustify the larger project.

Thank you for your comment.

No response
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There is no Need and Purpose. VLCC docks will never be built on Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate The Draft EIS initiated the EFH consultation under the MSFCMA. NMFS provided EFH
Harbor Island. Engineering and economics will not allow VLCC’s in that economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of conservation recommendations for the project in August 2022. Coordination with NMFS with
location. Ask the Port yourself. Corps needs to have proof from the Applicant  [Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a respect to the MSFCMA was concluded in November 2022. NMFS provided additional EFH
20 1 PC that VLCC Oil Export facility is funded and approved or there is a valid lease. Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Conservation Recommendations on the project in February 2024, which will be addressed in
Neither exists. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a the Record of Decision (see Appendix B8).
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.
There is not enough Oil in the Coast Bend system to support new any new Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
terminals. Past and existing new VLCC Terminals and supporting infrastructure [economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
are doing just fine at the current 57 ft depth. These are all Port of CC Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
customers and if you did your due diligence, you would find they don’t need a |Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
80 ft dredge to a ghost facility that will compete with them. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
20 5 PC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 1701in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Offshore terminals as outlined in your Alternative if built are the The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
future of Oil Export infrastructure and way more efficient than after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
destructive dredging. Should be the preferred Alternative both determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
20 3 PC economically and environmentally. documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
Entity Acronyms:
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping [approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the [Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, [placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with
MPRSA. Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
20 4 pC sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work required for each beneficial use site.
material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides
information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans.  |A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
Response continues on next row. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:
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D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |[severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged [requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted [Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments. Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards, material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity
such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling, Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
20 4 pPC (Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing required for each beneficial use site.
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the |Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies  |Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
Response continues on next row. collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:
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Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction.

Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling,
and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all

1 Licacore © :

20

Dredging will never end. Maintenance will be every year and who will pay for
all this? The cost for the initial dredge is estimated at $S1B.

CCSC is a federally authorized navigation channel that has been regularly dredged since 1874.
Currently, USACE civil works program maintenance dredges at least a portion of the Federal
channel annually. The CDP will also require maintenance dredging at similar intervals to the
existing conditions.

Per regulation, USACE is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The USACE has not identified a
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.

While the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) has taxing authority, it does not exercise its
taxing authority. Rather, revenues garnered from services provided by PCCA are reinvested to
fund infrastructure projects. PCCA also has the capacity to take out bonds to support large
infrastructure projects in excess of what can be supported with annual revenues or
accumulated capital reserves. The Channel Deepening Project would be funded through some
combination of PCCA and private (specifically, PCCA customers for whom incrementally
deeper channel confers operational benefit) capital.

Not all industry in the region is affiliated with PCCA, and not all PCCA customers (i.e. users of
the Ship Channel) are PCCA tenants; many own the property on which their facilities are built.
In the case of PCCA-owned property, most exists outside of the Extra-Territorial Jurisdiction
(ETJs) of local municipalities and nearly all is in an unimproved condition and/or is under a
farm/agriculture exemption and is thus generating very minimal tax revenue. Once
developed by a PCCA customer for industrial use, all improvements are subject to ad valorum
taxation thus generating orders of magnitude more in tax revenue than might have been
taken “off the tax rolls” when PCCA acquired the undeveloped property.

Entity Acronyms:
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Letter | Comment . .
D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
SWG-2016-00067 or Deep Dredge is being considered without affiliated As currently proposed, the CDP will provide access to multiple locations on Harbor Island. The single and complete project was discussed and addressed in the Draft EIS. The CDP is a
impacts from VLCC Harbor Island Terminal, Qil Pipeline, and Air Quality While these facilities are not currently constructed, two DA permit applications have been single complete project of its own merit.
emissions. It must all be combined into a single EIS as its impacts cumulative.  |submitted for the construction of two terminals on Harbor Island with =54 feet MLLW basins;
matching the current federally authorized channel depth. If the CDP is authorized, it is
reasonable to foresee that any authorized facilities at Harbor Island, whether constructed or
not, would request modification of their permit to dredge to the CDP depths. However, if the
20 6 PC CDP is not authorized and/or constructed, the proposed Harbor Island facilities would
continue to meet their stated purpose and need at the currently authorized depths of —54-
feet MLLW. Therefore, the Corps has concluded that the multiple locations and proposed
facilities on Harbor Island are independent of the CDP. The fact that it is reasonable to
foresee their construction and possible expansion requires there inclusion in the cumulative
effects analysis but not in the permit’s scope of analysis.
There is no Need and Purpose. VLCC docks will never be built on Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
Harbor Island. Engineering and economics will not allow VLCC's in that economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
location. Ask the Port yourself. Corps needs to have proof from the Applicant  |Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
that VLCC Oil Export facility is funded and approved or there is a valid lease. Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Neither exists. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
21 1 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
There is not enough QOil in the Coast Bend system to support new any new Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
terminals. Past and existing new VLCC Terminals and supporting infrastructure [economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
are doing just fine at the current 57 ft depth. These are all Port of CC Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
customers and if you did your due diligence, you would find they don’t need a |Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
80 ft dredge to a ghost facility that will compete with them. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
21 5 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Offshore terminals as outlined in your Alternative if built are the The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared [The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
future of Oil Export infrastructure and way more efficient than after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
destructive dredging. Should be the preferred Alternative both determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
21 3 PC economically and environmentally. documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
Entity Acronyms:
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping [approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the [Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, [placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with
MPRSA. Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
21 4 pC sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work required for each beneficial use site.
material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides
information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans.  |A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
Response continues on next row. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |[severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged [requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted [Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments. Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards, material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity
such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling, Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
21 4 pPC (Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing required for each beneficial use site.
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the |Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies  |Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
Response continues on next row. collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:
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Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction.

Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling,
and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all

1 Licacore © :
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Dredging will never end. Maintenance will be every year and who will pay for
all this? The cost for the initial dredge is estimated at $S1B.

CCSC is a federally authorized navigation channel that has been regularly dredged since 1874.
Currently, USACE civil works program maintenance dredges at least a portion of the Federal
channel annually. The CDP will also require maintenance dredging at similar intervals to the
existing conditions.

Per regulation, USACE is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The USACE has not identified a
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.

While the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) has taxing authority, it does not exercise its
taxing authority. Rather, revenues garnered from services provided by PCCA are reinvested to
fund infrastructure projects. PCCA also has the capacity to take out bonds to support large
infrastructure projects in excess of what can be supported with annual revenues or
accumulated capital reserves. The Channel Deepening Project would be funded through some
combination of PCCA and private (specifically, PCCA customers for whom incrementally
deeper channel confers operational benefit) capital.

Not all industry in the region is affiliated with PCCA, and not all PCCA customers (i.e. users of
the Ship Channel) are PCCA tenants; many own the property on which their facilities are built.
In the case of PCCA-owned property, most exists outside of the Extra-Territorial Jurisdiction
(ETJs) of local municipalities and nearly all is in an unimproved condition and/or is under a
farm/agriculture exemption and is thus generating very minimal tax revenue. Once
developed by a PCCA customer for industrial use, all improvements are subject to ad valorum
taxation thus generating orders of magnitude more in tax revenue than might have been
taken “off the tax rolls” when PCCA acquired the undeveloped property.
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D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
SWG-2016-00067 or Deep Dredge is being considered without affiliated As currently proposed, the CDP will provide access to multiple locations on Harbor Island. The single and complete project was discussed and addressed in the Draft EIS. The CDP is a
impacts from VLCC Harbor Island Terminal, Qil Pipeline, and Air Quality While these facilities are not currently constructed, two DA permit applications have been single complete project of its own merit.
emissions. It must all be combined into a single EIS as its impacts cumulative.  |submitted for the construction of two terminals on Harbor Island with =54 feet MLLW basins;
matching the current federally authorized channel depth. If the CDP is authorized, it is
reasonable to foresee that any authorized facilities at Harbor Island, whether constructed or
not, would request modification of their permit to dredge to the CDP depths. However, if the
21 6 PC CDP is not authorized and/or constructed, the proposed Harbor Island facilities would
continue to meet their stated purpose and need at the currently authorized depths of —54-
feet MLLW. Therefore, the Corps has concluded that the multiple locations and proposed
facilities on Harbor Island are independent of the CDP. The fact that it is reasonable to
foresee their construction and possible expansion requires there inclusion in the cumulative
effects analysis but not in the permit’s scope of analysis.
Requests a 60-90 day comment extension. Following the comments received on the DEIS, revisions were made and included in the FEIS. |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority yields to the US Army Corps of Engineers to run its
Revisions to the DEIS included the addition of the following reports: process for evaluation of this project in accordance with applicable rules and regulations,
including development of the draft and final Environmental Impact Statement, scope of
* PCCA Dredged Material Management Plan (Appendix C1) analysis, consultation with appropriate Federal and State agencies, conducting public
* PCCA Beneficial Use Monitoring Plan and Drawings (Appendix C2 and C3) meetings, providing opportunity for public comment, determining extensions of time for
e Cultural Resources Survey Reports (Appendix F2 and F3) public comment, etc.
¢ Inshore and Offshore Sediment Reports (Appendix J2 and J3)
* PCCA 12-Step permittee Responsible Compensatory Mitigation Plan (Appendix K)
22 1 PC
Based on the information provided in these reports, appropriate sections of the DEIS, EFH
Assessment (Appendix E), Section 404(b)(1) Evaluation (Appendix O), Coastal Zone
Management Program Consistency Determination (Appendix P), were revised to incorporate
the findings of these reports.
The USACE provided a 30-day comment period for the FEIS as a courtesy to the stakeholders
and public. NEPA regulations do not require a comment period following the release of an
FEIS.
There is no Need and Purpose. VLCC docks will never be built on Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
Harbor Island. Engineering and economics will not allow VLCC's in that economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
location. Ask the Port yourself. Corps needs to have proof from the Applicant  |Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
that VLCC Oil Export facility is funded and approved or there is a valid lease. Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Neither exists. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
29 5 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Entity Acronyms:
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D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
There is not enough Qil in the Coast Bend system to support new any new Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
terminals. Past and existing new VLCC Terminals and supporting infrastructure [economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
are doing just fine at the current 57 ft depth. These are all Port of CC Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
customers and if you did your due diligence, you would find they don’t need a |Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
80 ft dredge to a ghost facility that will compete with them. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
29 3 PC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (911in 2021, 1701in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Offshore terminals as outlined in your Alternative if built are the The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
future of Qil Export infrastructure and way more efficient than after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
destructive dredging. Should be the preferred Alternative both determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
22 4 PC economically and environmentally. documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping |approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the [Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, [placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with
MPRSA. Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
22 > pC sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work required for each beneficial use site.
material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides
information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans.  |A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
Response continues on next row. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |[severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged [requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted [Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments. Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards, material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity
such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling, Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
22 5 pPC (Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing required for each beneficial use site.
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the |Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies  |Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
Response continues on next row. collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction.

Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling,
and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all

1 Licacore © :
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Dredging will never end. Maintenance will be every year and who will pay for
all this? The cost for the initial dredge is estimated at $S1B.

CCSC is a federally authorized navigation channel that has been regularly dredged since 1874.
Currently, USACE civil works program maintenance dredges at least a portion of the Federal
channel annually. The CDP will also require maintenance dredging at similar intervals to the
existing conditions.

Per regulation, USACE is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The USACE has not identified a
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.

While the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) has taxing authority, it does not exercise its
taxing authority. Rather, revenues garnered from services provided by PCCA are reinvested to
fund infrastructure projects. PCCA also has the capacity to take out bonds to support large
infrastructure projects in excess of what can be supported with annual revenues or
accumulated capital reserves. The Channel Deepening Project would be funded through some
combination of PCCA and private (specifically, PCCA customers for whom incrementally
deeper channel confers operational benefit) capital.

Not all industry in the region is affiliated with PCCA, and not all PCCA customers (i.e. users of
the Ship Channel) are PCCA tenants; many own the property on which their facilities are built.
In the case of PCCA-owned property, most exists outside of the Extra-Territorial Jurisdiction
(ETJs) of local municipalities and nearly all is in an unimproved condition and/or is under a
farm/agriculture exemption and is thus generating very minimal tax revenue. Once
developed by a PCCA customer for industrial use, all improvements are subject to ad valorum
taxation thus generating orders of magnitude more in tax revenue than might have been
taken “off the tax rolls” when PCCA acquired the undeveloped property.
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D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
SWG-2016-00067 or Deep Dredge is being considered without affiliated As currently proposed, the CDP will provide access to multiple locations on Harbor Island. The single and complete project was discussed and addressed in the Draft EIS. The CDP is a
impacts from VLCC Harbor Island Terminal, Qil Pipeline, and Air Quality While these facilities are not currently constructed, two DA permit applications have been single complete project of its own merit.
emissions. It must all be combined into a single EIS as its impacts cumulative.  |submitted for the construction of two terminals on Harbor Island with =54 feet MLLW basins;
matching the current federally authorized channel depth. If the CDP is authorized, it is
reasonable to foresee that any authorized facilities at Harbor Island, whether constructed or
not, would request modification of their permit to dredge to the CDP depths. However, if the
22 7 PC CDP is not authorized and/or constructed, the proposed Harbor Island facilities would
continue to meet their stated purpose and need at the currently authorized depths of —54-
feet MLLW. Therefore, the Corps has concluded that the multiple locations and proposed
facilities on Harbor Island are independent of the CDP. The fact that it is reasonable to
foresee their construction and possible expansion requires there inclusion in the cumulative
effects analysis but not in the permit’s scope of analysis.
Please consult with Texas Parks and Wildlife, Coastal Bend Bays and Estuaries, [The USACE and PCCA involved the public through public meetings and other outreach Section 5.0 of the FEIS discusses the potential cumulative effect of the project when
and other environmental and fisheries organizations with expertise concerning |throughout the history of the project. A proactive approach was taken to inform and involve |combined with impacts that have already occurred, or are still occurring, in the project area
22 8 PC the negative impact that the dredging and increase depth of the channel will the public, resource agencies, industry, local government, and other interested parties about |due to past, present, and reasonable foreseeable projects or actions.
have on the flora and fauna in the bay system. the project and to identify any public concerns. Appendix B provided all information on Public
and Agency Coordination.
There is no Need and Purpose. VLCC docks will never be built on Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
Harbor Island. Engineering and economics will not allow VLCC's in that economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
location. Ask the Port yourself. Corps needs to have proof from the Applicant  |Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
that VLCC Oil Export facility is funded and approved or there is a valid lease. Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Neither exists. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
23 1 PC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
There is not enough Oil in the Coast Bend system to support new any new Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
terminals. Past and existing new VLCC Terminals and supporting infrastructure [economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
are doing just fine at the current 57 ft depth. These are all Port of CC Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
customers and if you did your due diligence, you would find they don’t need a |Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
80 ft dredge to a ghost facility that will compete with them. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
23 5 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
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D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Offshore terminals as outlined in your Alternative if built are the The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared [The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
future of Oil Export infrastructure and way more efficient than after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
destructive dredging. Should be the preferred Alternative both determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
23 3 PC economically and environmentally. documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping |approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the |Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, [placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with
MPRSA. Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
23 4 PC sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work required for each beneficial use site.
material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides
information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans.  |A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
Response continues on next row. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |[severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged [requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted [Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments. Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards, material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity
such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling, Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
23 4 pPC (Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing required for each beneficial use site.
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the |Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies  |Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
Response continues on next row. collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction.

Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling,
and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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Dredging will never end. Maintenance will be every year and who will pay for
all this? The cost for the initial dredge is estimated at $S1B.

CCSC is a federally authorized navigation channel that has been regularly dredged since 1874.
Currently, USACE civil works program maintenance dredges at least a portion of the Federal
channel annually. The CDP will also require maintenance dredging at similar intervals to the
existing conditions.

Per regulation, USACE is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The USACE has not identified a
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.

While the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) has taxing authority, it does not exercise its
taxing authority. Rather, revenues garnered from services provided by PCCA are reinvested to
fund infrastructure projects. PCCA also has the capacity to take out bonds to support large
infrastructure projects in excess of what can be supported with annual revenues or
accumulated capital reserves. The Channel Deepening Project would be funded through some
combination of PCCA and private (specifically, PCCA customers for whom incrementally
deeper channel confers operational benefit) capital.

Not all industry in the region is affiliated with PCCA, and not all PCCA customers (i.e. users of
the Ship Channel) are PCCA tenants; many own the property on which their facilities are built.
In the case of PCCA-owned property, most exists outside of the Extra-Territorial Jurisdiction
(ETJs) of local municipalities and nearly all is in an unimproved condition and/or is under a
farm/agriculture exemption and is thus generating very minimal tax revenue. Once
developed by a PCCA customer for industrial use, all improvements are subject to ad valorum
taxation thus generating orders of magnitude more in tax revenue than might have been
taken “off the tax rolls” when PCCA acquired the undeveloped property.
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
SWG-2016-00067 or Deep Dredge is being considered without affiliated As currently proposed, the CDP will provide access to multiple locations on Harbor Island. The single and complete project was discussed and addressed in the Draft EIS. The CDP is a
impacts from VLCC Harbor Island Terminal, Qil Pipeline, and Air Quality While these facilities are not currently constructed, two DA permit applications have been single complete project of its own merit.
emissions. It must all be combined into a single EIS as its impacts cumulative.  |submitted for the construction of two terminals on Harbor Island with =54 feet MLLW basins;
matching the current federally authorized channel depth. If the CDP is authorized, it is
reasonable to foresee that any authorized facilities at Harbor Island, whether constructed or
not, would request modification of their permit to dredge to the CDP depths. However, if the
23 6 PC CDP is not authorized and/or constructed, the proposed Harbor Island facilities would
continue to meet their stated purpose and need at the currently authorized depths of —54-
feet MLLW. Therefore, the Corps has concluded that the multiple locations and proposed
facilities on Harbor Island are independent of the CDP. The fact that it is reasonable to
foresee their construction and possible expansion requires there inclusion in the cumulative
effects analysis but not in the permit’s scope of analysis.
There is no Need and Purpose. VLCC docks will never be built on Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
Harbor Island. Engineering and economics will not allow VLCC's in that economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
location. Ask the Port yourself. Corps needs to have proof from the Applicant  |Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
that VLCC Oil Export facility is funded and approved or there is a valid lease. Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Neither exists. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
24 1 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
There is not enough QOil in the Coast Bend system to support new any new Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
terminals. Past and existing new VLCC Terminals and supporting infrastructure [economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
are doing just fine at the current 57 ft depth. These are all Port of CC Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
customers and if you did your due diligence, you would find they don’t need a |Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
80 ft dredge to a ghost facility that will compete with them. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
24 5 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Offshore terminals as outlined in your Alternative if built are the The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared [The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
future of Oil Export infrastructure and way more efficient than after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
destructive dredging. Should be the preferred Alternative both determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
24 3 PC economically and environmentally. documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping [approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the [Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, [placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with
MPRSA. Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
24 4 pC sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work required for each beneficial use site.
material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides
information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans.  |A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
Response continues on next row. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |[severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged [requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted [Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments. Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards, material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity
such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling, Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
24 4 pPC (Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing required for each beneficial use site.
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the |Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies  |Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
Response continues on next row. collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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USACE Response

PCCA Response

24

Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction.

Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling,
and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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Dredging will never end. Maintenance will be every year and who will pay for
all this? The cost for the initial dredge is estimated at $S1B.

CCSC is a federally authorized navigation channel that has been regularly dredged since 1874.
Currently, USACE civil works program maintenance dredges at least a portion of the Federal
channel annually. The CDP will also require maintenance dredging at similar intervals to the
existing conditions.

Per regulation, USACE is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The USACE has not identified a
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.

While the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) has taxing authority, it does not exercise its
taxing authority. Rather, revenues garnered from services provided by PCCA are reinvested to
fund infrastructure projects. PCCA also has the capacity to take out bonds to support large
infrastructure projects in excess of what can be supported with annual revenues or
accumulated capital reserves. The Channel Deepening Project would be funded through some
combination of PCCA and private (specifically, PCCA customers for whom incrementally
deeper channel confers operational benefit) capital.

Not all industry in the region is affiliated with PCCA, and not all PCCA customers (i.e. users of
the Ship Channel) are PCCA tenants; many own the property on which their facilities are built.
In the case of PCCA-owned property, most exists outside of the Extra-Territorial Jurisdiction
(ETJs) of local municipalities and nearly all is in an unimproved condition and/or is under a
farm/agriculture exemption and is thus generating very minimal tax revenue. Once
developed by a PCCA customer for industrial use, all improvements are subject to ad valorum
taxation thus generating orders of magnitude more in tax revenue than might have been
taken “off the tax rolls” when PCCA acquired the undeveloped property.
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D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
SWG-2016-00067 or Deep Dredge is being considered without affiliated As currently proposed, the CDP will provide access to multiple locations on Harbor Island. The single and complete project was discussed and addressed in the Draft EIS. The CDP is a
impacts from VLCC Harbor Island Terminal, Qil Pipeline, and Air Quality While these facilities are not currently constructed, two DA permit applications have been single complete project of its own merit.
emissions. It must all be combined into a single EIS as its impacts cumulative.  |submitted for the construction of two terminals on Harbor Island with =54 feet MLLW basins;
matching the current federally authorized channel depth. If the CDP is authorized, it is
reasonable to foresee that any authorized facilities at Harbor Island, whether constructed or
not, would request modification of their permit to dredge to the CDP depths. However, if the
24 6 PC CDP is not authorized and/or constructed, the proposed Harbor Island facilities would
continue to meet their stated purpose and need at the currently authorized depths of —54-
feet MLLW. Therefore, the Corps has concluded that the multiple locations and proposed
facilities on Harbor Island are independent of the CDP. The fact that it is reasonable to
foresee their construction and possible expansion requires there inclusion in the cumulative
effects analysis but not in the permit’s scope of analysis.
Not enough oil in the Coastal Bend to support any new terminals. Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
55 1 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
The Port of Corpus Christi has no lease to build oil terminals on this channel, Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
therefore no deepening needed. economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
95 5 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Would offer up offshore terminals away from such a unique Ecosystem that The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
would be effected by the deepening. after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
25 3 PC documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
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D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material will be placed where and to what cost of destruction to Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
existing islands and or beaches. material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping |approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the [Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, |placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with
MPRSA. Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
25 4 pC sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work required for each beneficial use site.
material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides
information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans.  |A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
Response continues on next row. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material will be placed where and to what cost of destruction to Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
existing islands and or beaches. severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged [requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted [Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments. Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards, material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity
such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling, Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
25 4 pPC (Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing required for each beneficial use site.
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the |Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies  |Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
Response continues on next row. collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:

FED - Federal Agency

STATE - State Agency
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Dredge material will be placed where and to what cost of destruction to Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
existing islands and or beaches. and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
25 4 pC required for each beneficial use site.
A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Please consider the overall impacts both environmental and financially of the |Impacts specific to socioeconomics associated with the Applicant's Proposed Action Section 5.0 of the FEIS discusses the potential cumulative effect of the project when
town of Port Aransas and its survival as a fishing and tourist town. Alternative are addressed in Section 4.4.2. The section discusses the potential for short-term |combined with impacts that have already occurred, or are still occurring, in the project area
adverse impacts to recreational activities (e.g. boating, fishing, beach visitation) including due to past, present, and reasonable foreseeable projects or actions.
those impacts likely to occur in Port Aransas and Mustang Island from the construction of the
project. Long-term adverse impacts to recreation and tourism are expected to be minor given
that the vast majority of activities associated with the Port will continue in the future and will
continue to co-exist with recreational activities and general tourism. Impacts associated with
25 5 PC marine resources are addressed in Section 4.2.2.2 and Appendix E (EFH Assessment). EFH
consultation with NMFS was initiated with the release of the DEIS. NMFS provided EFH
Conservation Recommendations to the USACE in an August 9, 2022 letter.
The USACE has reviewed the public interest factors, and those relevant to the CDP are
discussed in Section 8.1 of the ROD. The CDP's effects on economics was found to be
beneficial.
Entity Acronyms:
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Concerned the emissions just to have it dredged would be significant. Impacts to Air Quality during construction are discussed in detail in Section 4.1.9.2.2 in the Section 4.1.9 of the FEIS addresses air emissions associated with the various alternatives
FEIS. The analysis showed that due to the magnitude and temporary nature of the during both construction and operation, or use of the channel following construction.
construction dredging emissions, Alternative 1 would not be expected to jeopardize
attainment. Given the small percentage of regional emissions, and their temporary nature, Air emissions associated with operations from proposed adjacent operations are evaluated in
the construction dredging emissions under Alternative 1 are not expected to have adverse Section 5.4.5 of the FEIS. Furthermore, any proposed projects will be required to obtain State
long-term impacts to air quality in the area. and Federal permits prior to construction, including permits authorizing air emissions.

55 6 PC The Project has been analyzed for conformity applicability pursuant to regulations The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA), with participation from its customers, develops
implementing Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act. No air quality permits are anticipated to be |an emission inventory for PCCA operations, including lightering operations and greenhouse
required for this project. Because the CDP is located in Aransas, San Patricio, and Nueces gas emissions, every three years. The PCCA emission inventory looks at all operations
counties, and these counties have been designated in attainment or unclassifiable with the occurring within the Port area. Prior reports can be found on the PCCA's web page at
2015 8-hour ozone standard, the General Conformity requirements are not applicable, and a |https://portofcc.com/about/port/environmental-planning-compliance/. This information
General Conformity Determination is not required. assists PCCA in meeting our voluntary targets for reducing air emissions from PCCA

operations associated with the Air Quality and Climate Action precepts of our Environmental
Policy.

Concerned about the impact on the environment. Impacts associated with the Applicant's Preferred Alternative are addressed in Section 4.2 Section 5.0 of the FEIS discusses the potential cumulative effect of the project when
Ecological and Biological Resources, Section 4.4 Socioeconomics, Appendix D (Biological combined with impacts that have already occurred, or are still occurring, in the project area
Assessment), and Appendix E (EFH Assessment). The impacts to larval transport of estuarine |due to past, present, and reasonable foreseeable projects or actions.

25 7 PC dependent species are discussed in Section 4.2.2.2.2 in the FEIS.

Requests a the comment period be extended due to the large amount of Following the comments received on the DEIS, revisions were made and included in the FEIS. |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority yields to the US Army Corps of Engineers to run its

material in the FEIS to be reviewed. Revisions to the DEIS included the addition of the following reports: process for evaluation of this project in accordance with applicable rules and regulations,

including development of the draft and final Environmental Impact Statement, scope of
* PCCA Dredged Material Management Plan (Appendix C1) analysis, consultation with appropriate Federal and State agencies, conducting public
* PCCA Beneficial Use Monitoring Plan and Drawings (Appendix C2 and C3) meetings, providing opportunity for public comment, determining extensions of time for
¢ Cultural Resources Survey Reports (Appendix F2 and F3) public comment, etc.
¢ Inshore and Offshore Sediment Reports (Appendix J2 and J3)
* PCCA 12-Step permittee Responsible Compensatory Mitigation Plan (Appendix K)

26 1 PC
Based on the information provided in these reports, appropriate sections of the DEIS, EFH
Assessment (Appendix E), Section 404(b)(1) Evaluation (Appendix O), Coastal Zone
Management Program Consistency Determination (Appendix P), were revised to incorporate
the findings of these reports.

The USACE provided a 30-day comment period for the FEIS as a courtesy to the stakeholders
and public. NEPA regulations do not require a comment period following the release of an
FEIS.

Previous comments were ignored that support Alternative 2. The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed

26 2 PC documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Concerned the impacts to larval fish have not been addressed. The impacts to larval transport of estuarine dependent species are discussed in Section In accordance with the Magnum-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act
4.2.2.2.2 in the FEIS. (MSFCMA), an Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) Assessment was prepared to analyze and disclose
the potential impacts of the proposed project. The information from the assessment
Section 4.2.2.2.2 of the FEIS acknowledges that Aransas Pass is the main route for larval informed Sections 4.2.2.2.2 and 4.2.5.3.2 of the FEIS which discuss the impacts of larval
transport of estuarine dependent species from the Gulf to local estuaries and that changes in [transport and provide information on EFH. Appendix E of the FEIS provides the EFH
hydrology due to the deepening of the channel could impact the recruitment of estuarine Assessment. Section 4.0 of Appendix E discusses the studies for larval transport. Appendix B8
dependent species. A study was published in the Journal of Marine Science and Engineering [provides the agency correspondence.
in 2021 (Valseth et al., 2021) that assessed the potential impact that deepening the CCSC
could have on the transport of Red Drum larvae through Aransas Pass. Their passive particle [The Draft EIS initiated the EFH consultation under the MSFCMA. NMFS provided EFH
26 3 PC modeling indicated a slight reduction of the maximum velocity due to channel deepening. conservation recommendations for the project in August 2022. Coordination with NMFS with
The Corps modeling also found that under the proposed project the current speeds are respect to the MSFCMA was concluded in November 2022. NMFS provided additional EFH
expected to decrease an average of 0.23 feet per second with the deeper entrance channel. [Conservation Recommendations on the project in February 2024, which will be addressed in
The study concluded that changes in channel bathymetry (i.e. deepening) had little effect on |the Record of Decision (see Appendix BS).
recruitment of Red Drum larvae, with the model predicting a slight increase in the number of
larvae entering the estuary with the decreased velocities. The slight decrease in velocity with
the proposed project is not anticipated to have an impact on recruitment of estuarine
dependent species and the impacts of channel deepening to overall larval transport at
Aransas Pass should be minimal.
Concerned that the other projects in the area were not considered one project. |As currently proposed, the CDP will provide access to multiple locations on Harbor Island. The single and complete project was discussed and addressed in the Draft EIS. The CDP is a
While these facilities are not currently constructed, two DA permit applications have been single complete project of its own merit.
submitted for the construction of two terminals on Harbor Island with =54 feet MLLW basins;
matching the current federally authorized channel depth. If the CDP is authorized, it is
reasonable to foresee that any authorized facilities at Harbor Island, whether constructed or
not, would request modification of their permit to dredge to the CDP depths. However, if the
26 4 PC CDP is not authorized and/or constructed, the proposed Harbor Island facilities would
continue to meet their stated purpose and need at the currently authorized depths of —54-
feet MLLW. Therefore, the Corps has concluded that the multiple locations and proposed
facilities on Harbor Island are independent of the CDP. The fact that it is reasonable to
foresee their construction and possible expansion requires there inclusion in the cumulative
effects analysis but not in the permit’s scope of analysis.
Commenter states that the USACE is not adhering to the standards required by |Thank you for your comment. The Port of Corpus Christi Authority yields to the US Army Corps of Engineers to run its
33 CFR 320-340 and other chapters. process for evaluation of this project in accordance with applicable rules and regulations,

26 5 pC including development of the draft and final Environmental Impact Statement, scope of
analysis, consultation with appropriate Federal and State agencies, conducting public
meetings, providing opportunity for public comment, determining extensions of time for
public comment, etc.

There is no Need and Purpose. VLCC docks will never be built on Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
Harbor Island. Engineering and economics will not allow VLCC's in that economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
location. Ask the Port yourself. Corps needs to have proof from the Applicant  |Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
that VLCC Oil Export facility is funded and approved or there is a valid lease. Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Neither exists. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.

national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s

27 1 PC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary

. resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
Entity Acfonyms: . . . :
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
There is not enough Qil in the Coast Bend system to support new any new Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
terminals. Past and existing new VLCC Terminals and supporting infrastructure [economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
are doing just fine at the current 57 ft depth. These are all Port of CC Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
customers and if you did your due diligence, you would find they don’t need a |Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
80 ft dredge to a ghost facility that will compete with them. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
27 5 PC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (911in 2021, 1701in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Offshore terminals as outlined in your Alternative if built are the The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
future of Qil Export infrastructure and way more efficient than after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
destructive dredging. Should be the preferred Alternative both determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
27 3 PC economically and environmentally. documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping |approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the [Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, [placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with
MPRSA. Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
27 4 pC sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work required for each beneficial use site.
material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides
information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans.  |A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
Response continues on next row. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:
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Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |[severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged [requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted [Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments. Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards, material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity
such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling, Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
27 4 pPC (Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing required for each beneficial use site.
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the |Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies  |Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
Response continues on next row. collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:
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Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction.

Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling,
and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all

Licacore ©

27

Dredging will never end. Maintenance will be every year and who will pay for
all this? The cost for the initial dredge is estimated at $S1B.

CCSC is a federally authorized navigation channel that has been regularly dredged since 1874.
Currently, USACE civil works program maintenance dredges at least a portion of the Federal
channel annually. The CDP will also require maintenance dredging at similar intervals to the
existing conditions.

Per regulation, USACE is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The USACE has not identified a
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.

While the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) has taxing authority, it does not exercise its
taxing authority. Rather, revenues garnered from services provided by PCCA are reinvested to
fund infrastructure projects. PCCA also has the capacity to take out bonds to support large
infrastructure projects in excess of what can be supported with annual revenues or
accumulated capital reserves. The Channel Deepening Project would be funded through some
combination of PCCA and private (specifically, PCCA customers for whom incrementally
deeper channel confers operational benefit) capital.

Not all industry in the region is affiliated with PCCA, and not all PCCA customers (i.e. users of
the Ship Channel) are PCCA tenants; many own the property on which their facilities are built.
In the case of PCCA-owned property, most exists outside of the Extra-Territorial Jurisdiction
(ETJs) of local municipalities and nearly all is in an unimproved condition and/or is under a
farm/agriculture exemption and is thus generating very minimal tax revenue. Once
developed by a PCCA customer for industrial use, all improvements are subject to ad valorum
taxation thus generating orders of magnitude more in tax revenue than might have been
taken “off the tax rolls” when PCCA acquired the undeveloped property.

Entity Acronyms:

FED - Federal Agency

STATE - State Agency

NGO - Non-governmental organization
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
SWG-2016-00067 or Deep Dredge is being considered without affiliated As currently proposed, the CDP will provide access to multiple locations on Harbor Island. The single and complete project was discussed and addressed in the Draft EIS. The CDP is a
impacts from VLCC Harbor Island Terminal, Qil Pipeline, and Air Quality While these facilities are not currently constructed, two DA permit applications have been single complete project of its own merit.
emissions. It must all be combined into a single EIS as its impacts cumulative.  |submitted for the construction of two terminals on Harbor Island with =54 feet MLLW basins;
matching the current federally authorized channel depth. If the CDP is authorized, it is
reasonable to foresee that any authorized facilities at Harbor Island, whether constructed or
not, would request modification of their permit to dredge to the CDP depths. However, if the
27 6 PC CDP is not authorized and/or constructed, the proposed Harbor Island facilities would
continue to meet their stated purpose and need at the currently authorized depths of —54-
feet MLLW. Therefore, the Corps has concluded that the multiple locations and proposed
facilities on Harbor Island are independent of the CDP. The fact that it is reasonable to
foresee their construction and possible expansion requires there inclusion in the cumulative
effects analysis but not in the permit’s scope of analysis.
States the Port has no intention of operating this project as it has no lease. The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared |Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
MODA would be in direct competition with you. Other terminals have permits |after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
for developing their offshore terminals that would be a partner. Offshore is the |determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
preferred alternative. documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all include areas outside of this defined footprint.
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project.
)8 1 pC Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Requests an extension of the comment period. Following the comments received on the DEIS, revisions were made and included in the FEIS. |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority yields to the US Army Corps of Engineers to run its
Revisions to the DEIS included the addition of the following reports: process for evaluation of this project in accordance with applicable rules and regulations,
including development of the draft and final Environmental Impact Statement, scope of
* PCCA Dredged Material Management Plan (Appendix C1) analysis, consultation with appropriate Federal and State agencies, conducting public
* PCCA Beneficial Use Monitoring Plan and Drawings (Appendix C2 and C3) meetings, providing opportunity for public comment, determining extensions of time for
¢ Cultural Resources Survey Reports (Appendix F2 and F3) public comment, etc.
¢ Inshore and Offshore Sediment Reports (Appendix J2 and J3)
* PCCA 12-Step permittee Responsible Compensatory Mitigation Plan (Appendix K)
29 1 PC
Based on the information provided in these reports, appropriate sections of the DEIS, EFH
Assessment (Appendix E), Section 404(b)(1) Evaluation (Appendix O), Coastal Zone
Management Program Consistency Determination (Appendix P), were revised to incorporate
the findings of these reports.
The USACE provided a 30-day comment period for the FEIS as a courtesy to the stakeholders
and public. NEPA regulations do not require a comment period following the release of an
FEIS.
Entity Acronyms:
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There is no need to dredge the channel to 80 feet for VLCC docks that cannot  [Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
be built at this location on Harbor Island. Engineering and economics will not  |economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
allow them to function properly and safely. Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
29 5 PC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
There is not enough oil projected to come to the Coastal Bend system to Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
support new terminals needing an 80ft depth. Existing VLCC terminals and economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
supporting infrastructure are doing just fine at the current 57ft depth. Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
29 3 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Offshore terminals, as outlined in your Alternative, if built, are the future of Qil [The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared [The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
Export infrastructure and more efficient, economical, and environmentally after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
sound than dredging in a critical marine ecosystem. determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
29 4 PC documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
The disposal of the sheer volume of dredge material created by this project will [Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the Beneficial use is defined by the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) as the productive and
cause major environmental harm to the local and migratory flora and fauna, material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of positives uses of dredge material (https://budm.el.erdc.dren.mil/). Further, USACE identifies
both marine and terrestrial, during the dredging activity. In my mind, thereis |dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using seven categories of beneficial use, which among other things also includes habitat
no such thing as beneficial dredge material. Wherever it is placed, it will do biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |[restoration/creation and development and beach nourishment—the beneficial uses
damage and alter the natural environment, and possibly the economy of the dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping [identified for this project through stakeholder outreach.
surrounding towns. criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the
evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, |One of the primary objectives contained in the Port of Corpus Christi Authority’s (PCCA)
testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental Beneficial Use Monitoring Plan (BUMP; Appendix C of FEIS) is to restore substantially eroded
acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the and washed-out shorelines at several beneficial use sites including SS1, SS2, PA4, and HI-E.
29 5 PC USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, [Habitat restoration/creation and habitat protection are very important objectives of PCCAs
to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with [BUMP. At SS1, this involves construction of an armored levee to restore the severely eroded
MPRSA. shoreline and highly fragmented wetland complex that has developed over time. These
actions will also limit the future loss of existing SAS at SS1 (which continues to degrade and
The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of erode at an accelerated rate) but notably also protect vast acres of additional SAS including
sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work approximately 2,400-acres of seagrass within the project watershed located directly adjacent
material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides |in Redfish Bay. Without armoring and protection at SS1, the erosion and loss of SAS habitats
information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans. (i.e., SAV, wetlands, tidal flat) will continue indiscriminately.
Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.
Response continues on next row.
The disposal of the sheer volume of dredge material created by this project will [Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or  |The proposed project includes dredging of 46.3 million cubic yards of material to deepen the
cause major environmental harm to the local and migratory flora and fauna, severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged [channel to -77 feet and -75 feet MLLW from the Gulf to station 110+00 near Harbor Island,
both marine and terrestrial, during the dredging activity. In my mind, there is  |material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management including the approximate 10-mile extension to the entrance channel necessary to reach
no such thing as beneficial dredge material. Wherever it is placed, it will do conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted [sufficiently deep waters. This deepening would take place largely within the footprint of the
damage and alter the natural environment, and possibly the economy of the by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no currently authorized -54 foot channel.
surrounding towns. potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments.
Section 2.2.3 of the FEIS provides construction details for the Channel Deepening Project.
Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the New work dredging will include provisions to lessen disruption of ferry use, such as planning
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards, dredging for off-peak or after-hours of typical high traffic ferry operations and avoid certain
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material [times of the year for dredging or placement of material to protect endangered species.
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity Similar provisions would be carried out during maintenance dredging that occurs
29 5 PC such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling, approximately every two years for the existing channel. Dredging operations will also
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental incorporate numerous best management practices that are currently employed by the
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area industry when dredging and recommended by resource agencies, such as silt curtains to
(Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing protect against impacts from turbidity on adjacent special aquatic sites.
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and The potential impacts of project dredging on human and environmental resources identified
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the |during the public interest review are addressed in detail in the following FEIS sections:
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies | 2.0 Proposed Action and Alternatives
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228. ¢ 3.0 Affected Environment
¢ 4.0 Environmental Consequences
Response continues on next row. ¢ 5.0 Cumulative Impacts
Entity Acronyms:
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29

The disposal of the sheer volume of dredge material created by this project will
cause major environmental harm to the local and migratory flora and fauna,
both marine and terrestrial, during the dredging activity. In my mind, there is
no such thing as beneficial dredge material. Wherever it is placed, it will do
damage and alter the natural environment, and possibly the economy of the
surrounding towns.

Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling,
and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.

Beneficial use is defined by the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) as the productive and
positives uses of dredge material (https://budm.el.erdc.dren.mil/). Further, USACE identifies
seven categories of beneficial use, which among other things also includes habitat
restoration/creation and development and beach nourishment—the beneficial uses
identified for this project through stakeholder outreach.

One of the primary objectives contained in the Port of Corpus Christi Authority’s (PCCA)
Beneficial Use Monitoring Plan (BUMP; Appendix C of FEIS) is to restore substantially eroded
and washed-out shorelines at several beneficial use sites including SS1, SS2, PA4, and HI-E.
Habitat restoration/creation and habitat protection are very important objectives of PCCAs
BUMP. At SS1, this involves construction of an armored levee to restore the severely eroded
shoreline and highly fragmented wetland complex that has developed over time. These
actions will also limit the future loss of existing SAS at SS1 (which continues to degrade and
erode at an accelerated rate) but notably also protect vast acres of additional SAS including
approximately 2,400-acres of seagrass within the project watershed located directly adjacent
in Redfish Bay. Without armoring and protection at SS1, the erosion and loss of SAS habitats
(i.e., SAV, wetlands, tidal flat) will continue indiscriminately.

29

The act of dredging will severely impact the surrounding seagrass beds by
increasing the amount of sediment suspended in the water column, thus
effectively blocking sunlight and killing, or at the very least severely damaging,
the vegetation. This will, in turn, destroy the nursery areas for hundreds of
species of marine creatures. These seagrass beds are also critical to the
survival of hundreds of species of mature marine and bird life. Their
destruction will be a death warrant for all of these animals.

Impacts associated with the Applicant's Preferred Alternative are addressed in Section 4.2
Ecological and Biological Resources, Section 4.4 Socioeconomics, Appendix D (Biological
Assessment), and Appendix E (EFH Assessment). The impacts to larval transport of estuarine
dependent species are discussed in Section 4.2.2.2.2 in the FEIS.

The proposed project includes dredging of 46.3 million cubic yards of material to deepen the
channel to -77 feet and -75 feet MLLW from the Gulf to station 110+00 near Harbor Island,
including the approximate 10-mile extension to the entrance channel necessary to reach
sufficiently deep waters. This deepening would take place largely within the footprint of the
currently authorized -54 foot channel.

Section 2.2.3 of the FEIS provides construction details for the Channel Deepening Project.
New work dredging will include provisions to lessen disruption of ferry use, such as planning
dredging for off-peak or after-hours of typical high traffic ferry operations and avoid certain
times of the year for dredging or placement of material to protect endangered species.
Similar provisions would be carried out during maintenance dredging that occurs
approximately every two years for the existing channel. Dredging operations will also
incorporate numerous best management practices that are currently employed by the
industry when dredging and recommended by resource agencies, such as silt curtains to
protect against impacts from turbidity on adjacent special aquatic sites.

The potential impacts of project dredging on human and environmental resources identified
during the public interest review are addressed in detail in the following FEIS sections:

® 2.0 Proposed Action and Alternatives

¢ 3.0 Affected Environment

¢ 4.0 Environmental Consequences

¢ 5.0 Cumulative Impacts
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The dredging operation will seriously interfere with the movement of larvae Impacts associated with the Applicant's Preferred Alternative are addressed in Section 4.2 In accordance with the Magnum-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act
through this critical pass. It will also seriously interfere with the spawning Ecological and Biological Resources, Section 4.4 Socioeconomics, Appendix D (Biological (MSFCMA), an Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) Assessment was prepared to analyze and disclose
activity of any and all marine life that uses the pass as a spawning area. Assessment), and Appendix E (EFH Assessment). The impacts to larval transport of estuarine |the potential impacts of the proposed project. The information from the assessment
dependent species are discussed in Section 4.2.2.2.2 in the FEIS. informed Sections 4.2.2.2.2 and 4.2.5.3.2 of the FEIS which discuss the impacts of larval
transport and provide information on EFH. Appendix E of the FEIS provides the EFH
Section 4.2.2.2.2 of the FEIS acknowledges that Aransas Pass is the main route for larval Assessment. Section 4.0 of Appendix E discusses the studies for larval transport. Appendix B8
transport of estuarine dependent species from the Gulf to local estuaries and that changes in |provides the agency correspondence.
hydrology due to the deepening of the channel could impact the recruitment of estuarine
dependent species. A study was published in the Journal of Marine Science and Engineering  [The Draft EIS initiated the EFH consultation under the MSFCMA. NMFS provided EFH
in 2021 (Valseth et al., 2021) that assessed the potential impact that deepening the CCSC conservation recommendations for the project in August 2022. Coordination with NMFS with
29 7 PC could have on the transport of Red Drum larvae through Aransas Pass. Their passive particle [respect to the MSFCMA was concluded in November 2022. NMFS provided additional EFH
modeling indicated a slight reduction of the maximum velocity due to channel deepening. Conservation Recommendations on the project in February 2024, which will be addressed in
The Corps modeling also found that under the proposed project the current speeds are the Record of Decision (see Appendix B8).
expected to decrease an average of 0.23 feet per second with the deeper entrance channel.
The study concluded that changes in channel bathymetry (i.e. deepening) had little effect on
recruitment of Red Drum larvae, with the model predicting a slight increase in the number of
larvae entering the estuary with the decreased velocities. The slight decrease in velocity with
the proposed project is not anticipated to have an impact on recruitment of estuarine
dependent species and the impacts of channel deepening to overall larval transport at
Aransas Pass should be minimal.
Dredging this channel to 80 ft is not a one-shot job. Maintenance will be an CCSC is a federally authorized navigation channel that has been regularly dredged since 1874. [The proposed project includes dredging of 46.3 million cubic yards of material to deepen the
expensive and continuous nightmare given that it abuts up to a 57 ft channel  |Currently, USACE civil works program maintenance dredges at least a portion of the Federal |channel to -77 feet and -75 feet MLLW from the Gulf to station 110+00 near Harbor Island,
on one end and extends out into a shallow shelf in the nearshore waters of the |channel annually. The CDP will also require maintenance dredging at similar intervals to the |including the approximate 10-mile extension to the entrance channel necessary to reach
Gulf of Mexico. What will keep sediment from constantly filling the 80ft hole |existing conditions. sufficiently deep waters. This deepening would take place largely within the footprint of the
(even as its being dug)? Everyone knows nature abhors a vacuum, that's not currently authorized -54 foot channel.
rocket science! The cost for the initial dredge is estimated at $1B, what will The modeling indicate that shoaling rates for the inner channel were comparable to the
the cost of maintaining it be and who will carry that burden? The taxpayers existing condition, both the 2D and 3D model results indicate that project impact on Section 2.2.3 of the FEIS provides construction details for the Channel Deepening Project.
most likely! sedimentation rates is limited to less than 10%. New work dredging will include provisions to lessen disruption of ferry use, such as planning
dredging for off-peak or after-hours of typical high traffic ferry operations and avoid certain
Per regulation, USACE is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate times of the year for dredging or placement of material to protect endangered species.
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Similar provisions would be carried out during maintenance dredging that occurs
29 8 PC Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a approximately every two years for the existing channel. Dredging operations will also
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a incorporate numerous best management practices that are currently employed by the
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The USACE has not identified a industry when dredging and recommended by resource agencies, such as silt curtains to
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s |protect against impacts from turbidity on adjacent special aquatic sites.
stated need for the project in the marketplace.
The potential impacts of project dredging on human and environmental resources identified
during the public interest review are addressed in detail in the following FEIS sections:
® 2.0 Proposed Action and Alternatives
¢ 3.0 Affected Environment
¢ 4.0 Environmental Consequences
¢ 5.0 Cumulative Impacts
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The constant dredging and associated activity will be an extreme safety hazard |Impacts specific to socioeconomics associated with the Applicant's Proposed Action The proposed project includes dredging of 46.3 million cubic yards of material to deepen the
for small boats, thus destroying an important recreational activity and Alternative are addressed in Section 4.4.2. The section discusses the potential for short-term |channel to -77 feet and -75 feet MLLW from the Gulf to station 110+00 near Harbor Island,
therefore the economy of Port Aransas. adverse impacts to recreational activities (e.g. boating, fishing, beach visitation) including including the approximate 10-mile extension to the entrance channel necessary to reach
those impacts likely to occur in Port Aransas and Mustang Island from the construction of the |sufficiently deep waters. This deepening would take place largely within the footprint of the
project, including impacts to small businesses. Long-term adverse impacts to recreation and |currently authorized -54 foot channel.
tourism are expected to be minor given that the vast majority of activities associated with the
Port will continue in the future and will continue to co-exist with recreational activities and Section 2.2.3 of the FEIS provides construction details for the Channel Deepening Project.
general tourism. New work dredging will include provisions to lessen disruption of ferry use, such as planning
dredging for off-peak or after-hours of typical high traffic ferry operations and avoid certain
The USACE has reviewed the public interest factors, and those relevant to the CDP are times of the year for dredging or placement of material to protect endangered species.
discussed in Section 8.1 of the ROD. The CDP's effects on economics was found to be Similar provisions would be carried out during maintenance dredging that occurs
29 9 PC beneficial. Effects to recreation were found to be negligible. approximately every two years for the existing channel. Dredging operations will also
incorporate numerous best management practices that are currently employed by the
industry when dredging and recommended by resource agencies, such as silt curtains to
protect against impacts from turbidity on adjacent special aquatic sites.
The potential impacts of project dredging on human and environmental resources identified
during the public interest review are addressed in detail in the following FEIS sections:
¢ 2.0 Proposed Action and Alternatives
¢ 3.0 Affected Environment
® 4.0 Environmental Consequences
¢ 5.0 Cumulative Impacts
How will the Texas Dept of Transportation Ferry System work with this The proposed Harbor Island (HI) Terminal and associated VLCC turning circle do not intrude  |The existing channel is a deep draft navigation channel constructed and maintained for
continuous dredging in the ship channel? Not safely, me thinks, if at all. Thisin |into the ferry crossing lanes, therefore disruption to ferry operations or increases to ferry commercial vessel traffic. Vessels move at slow speeds in the channel, and are unable to turn
turn will create an economic disaster for the city of Port Aransas. wait times are not expected to be induced by inbound/outbound HI VLCCs. Under the sharply; therefore, tugs are needed to provide safe navigation and to avoid the risk of
proposed CDP, the inbound/ outbound Ingleside VLCCs will continue to transit past the ferry |[collision. Dredging operations will include provisions to lessen disruption of ferry use, such as
crossing lanes at their current operational speeds, therefore, additional disruption to ferry planning dredging for off-peak or after-hours of typical high traffic ferry operations. VLCCs
operations or increases to ferry wait times are not expected. Under the No-Action will continue transiting with one-way traffic restrictions, the same as they do under the No-
Alternative, the Axis Terminal’s inbound/outbound (partially-laden) VLCCs will transit past the |Action Alternative.
ferry crossing landings at speeds approximately four times slower than current Ingleside VLCC
operational speeds, therefore temporary disruption to ferry operations and increases to ferry [Compared to the No-Action Alternative, the proposed project would eliminate the need for
wait times are expected to be induced by the inbound/outbound Axis VLCCs. Under the reverse lightering traffic and thereby:
proposed project, it anticipated Axis Terminal’s inbound/outbound (fully-laden) VLCCs will e Reduce vessel transits by 140 and 230 transits for Suezmax vessels
transit past the ferry landing crossings at the same speeds as under the No-Action ¢ Increase channel availability
Alternative. As a result of fully-laden VLCCs utilizing the proposed deepen channel, there will | Reduce ferry operating time impacts compared to a no-action alternative
29 10 pC be a decrease in tanker vessel traffic, through a reduction in the number of Suezmax and/or
Aframax class vessels required to carry out reverse lightering operations. Therefore, it is Section 4.5 of the FEIS describes the impacts of navigation on existing commercial and
anticipated that there will be a net reduction of disruptions to ferry crossing operations. recreational navigation uses. A vessel wake analysis included in Appendix H of the FEIS
indicates that vessel induced wakes associated with the project would minimally impact
Vessel traffic is managed by a combination of USCG who enforces navigation rules, directs future evolution of shoreline along the ship channel. Ship simulations included in Appendix L
traffic routing measures, permits marine events, creates limited access areas, manages of the FEIS concluded that the project's channel configurations and underlying environmental
anchorages, and provides mariners information about hazards to navigation and the conditions would be acceptable for safely operating fully loaded VLCCs.
Harbormaster’s office who coordinates and tracks ship and barge movements in the Port.
USACE does not regulate vessel movements.
By electronic mail dated February 23, 2023, TxDOT, as the non-federal sponsor of the GIWW,
notified the Corps that they have not encountered any major obstacles what would prevent
the 408 application and plans for the Port of Corpus Christi to deepen the CCSC.
Entity Acfonyms:
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Department of the Army Permit SWG-2019-00067 must be considered along |As currently proposed, the CDP will provide access to multiple locations on Harbor Island. The single and complete project was discussed and addressed in the Draft EIS. The CDP is a
with the impacts from any VLCC Harbor Island Terminal, oil pipeline, and Air While these facilities are not currently constructed, two DA permit applications have been single complete project of its own merit.
Quiality emission concerns. It must all be combined into a single EIS as the submitted for the construction of two terminals on Harbor Island with =54 feet MLLW basins;
impacts from these projects are gross and cumulative. matching the current federally authorized channel depth. If the CDP is authorized, it is
reasonable to foresee that any authorized facilities at Harbor Island, whether constructed or
not, would request modification of their permit to dredge to the CDP depths. However, if the
29 11 PC CDP is not authorized and/or constructed, the proposed Harbor Island facilities would
continue to meet their stated purpose and need at the currently authorized depths of —54-
feet MLLW. Therefore, the Corps has concluded that the multiple locations and proposed
facilities on Harbor Island are independent of the CDP. The fact that it is reasonable to
foresee their construction and possible expansion requires there inclusion in the cumulative
effects analysis but not in the permit’s scope of analysis.
There is no Need and Purpose. VLCC docks will never be built on Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
Harbor Island. Engineering and economics will not allow VLCC'’s in that economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
location. Ask the Port yourself. Corps needs to have proof from the Applicant |Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
that VLCC Oil Export facility is funded and approved or there is a valid lease. Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Neither exists. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
30 1 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
There is not enough QOil in the Coast Bend system to support new any new Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
terminals. Past and existing new VLCC Terminals and supporting infrastructure [economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
are doing just fine at the current 57 ft depth. These are all Port of CC Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
customers and if you did your due diligence, you would find they don’t need a |Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
80 ft dredge to a ghost facility that will compete with them. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
30 5 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Offshore terminals as outlined in your Alternative if built are the The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared [The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
future of Oil Export infrastructure and way more efficient than after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
destructive dredging. Should be the preferred Alternative both determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
30 3 PC economically and environmentally. documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
Entity Acronyms:

FED - Federal Agency
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Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping [approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the [Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, [placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with
MPRSA. Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
30 4 pC sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work required for each beneficial use site.
material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides
information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans.  |A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
Response continues on next row. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:
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Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |[severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged [requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted [Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments. Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards, material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity
such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling, Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
30 4 pPC (Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing required for each beneficial use site.
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the |Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies  |Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
Response continues on next row. collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:
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Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction.

Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling,
and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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Dredging will never end. Maintenance will be every year and who will pay for
all this? The cost for the initial dredge is estimated at $1B.

ncy

CCSC is a federally authorized navigation channel that has been regularly dredged since 1874.
Currently, USACE civil works program maintenance dredges at least a portion of the Federal
channel annually. The CDP will also require maintenance dredging at similar intervals to the
existing conditions.

Per regulation, USACE is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The USACE has not identified a
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.

The proposed project includes dredging of 46.3 million cubic yards of material to deepen the
channel to -77 feet and -75 feet MLLW from the Gulf to station 110+00 near Harbor Island,
including the approximate 10-mile extension to the entrance channel necessary to reach
sufficiently deep waters. This deepening would take place largely within the footprint of the
currently authorized -54 foot channel.

Section 2.2.3 of the FEIS provides construction details for the Channel Deepening Project.
New work dredging will include provisions to lessen disruption of ferry use, such as planning
dredging for off-peak or after-hours of typical high traffic ferry operations and avoid certain
times of the year for dredging or placement of material to protect endangered species.
Similar provisions would be carried out during maintenance dredging that occurs
approximately every two years for the existing channel. Dredging operations will also
incorporate numerous best management practices that are currently employed by the
industry when dredging and recommended by resource agencies, such as silt curtains to
protect against impacts from turbidity on adjacent special aquatic sites.

The potential impacts of project dredging on human and environmental resources identified
during the public interest review are addressed in detail in the following FEIS sections:

* 2.0 Proposed Action and Alternatives

¢ 3.0 Affected Environment

¢ 4.0 Environmental Consequences

¢ 5.0 Cumulative Impacts

STATE - State Agency
NGO - Non-governmental organization
PC - Public Commentor
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
SWG-2016-00067 or Deep Dredge is being considered without affiliated As currently proposed, the CDP will provide access to multiple locations on Harbor Island. The single and complete project was discussed and addressed in the Draft EIS. The CDP is a
impacts from VLCC Harbor Island Terminal, Qil Pipeline, and Air Quality While these facilities are not currently constructed, two DA permit applications have been single complete project of its own merit.
emissions. It must all be combined into a single EIS as its impacts cumulative.  |submitted for the construction of two terminals on Harbor Island with =54 feet MLLW basins;
matching the current federally authorized channel depth. If the CDP is authorized, it is
reasonable to foresee that any authorized facilities at Harbor Island, whether constructed or
not, would request modification of their permit to dredge to the CDP depths. However, if the
30 6 PC CDP is not authorized and/or constructed, the proposed Harbor Island facilities would
continue to meet their stated purpose and need at the currently authorized depths of —54-
feet MLLW. Therefore, the Corps has concluded that the multiple locations and proposed
facilities on Harbor Island are independent of the CDP. The fact that it is reasonable to
foresee their construction and possible expansion requires there inclusion in the cumulative
effects analysis but not in the permit’s scope of analysis.
31 1 pC Does not support the project. Thank you for your comment. Thank you for your comment.
The proposed VLCC docks on Harbor Island lack feasibility both from Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
engineering and economic standpoints. Verification from the Port itself would |economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
confirm the absence of funding, approval, or valid lease for a VLCC Oil Export  |Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
facility. Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
32 1 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 1701in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
The Coast Bend system does not possess adequate oil reserves to justify the Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
construction of new terminals. Existing VLCC terminals operate efficiently at economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
the current depth of 57 ft, rendering the proposed 80 ft dredging unnecessary. |[Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
32 5 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Offshore terminals as outlined in your Alternative if built are the The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared [The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
future of Oil Export infrastructure and way more efficient than after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
destructive dredging. Should be the preferred Alternative both determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
32 3 PC economically and environmentally. documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
EI Itity Ab Ul Iyl 1S,
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping [approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the [Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, [placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with
MPRSA. Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
32 4 pC sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work required for each beneficial use site.
material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides
information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans.  |A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
Response continues on next row. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:
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Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |[severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged [requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted [Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments. Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards, material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity
such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling, Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
32 4 pPC (Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing required for each beneficial use site.
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the |Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies  |Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
Response continues on next row. collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:
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Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction.

Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling,
and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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Dredging will never end. Maintenance will be every year and who will pay for
all this? The cost for the initial dredge is estimated at $1B.

ncy

CCSC is a federally authorized navigation channel that has been regularly dredged since 1874.
Currently, USACE civil works program maintenance dredges at least a portion of the Federal
channel annually. The CDP will also require maintenance dredging at similar intervals to the
existing conditions.

Per regulation, USACE is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The USACE has not identified a
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.

The proposed project includes dredging of 46.3 million cubic yards of material to deepen the
channel to -77 feet and -75 feet MLLW from the Gulf to station 110+00 near Harbor Island,
including the approximate 10-mile extension to the entrance channel necessary to reach
sufficiently deep waters. This deepening would take place largely within the footprint of the
currently authorized -54 foot channel.

Section 2.2.3 of the FEIS provides construction details for the Channel Deepening Project.
New work dredging will include provisions to lessen disruption of ferry use, such as planning
dredging for off-peak or after-hours of typical high traffic ferry operations and avoid certain
times of the year for dredging or placement of material to protect endangered species.
Similar provisions would be carried out during maintenance dredging that occurs
approximately every two years for the existing channel. Dredging operations will also
incorporate numerous best management practices that are currently employed by the
industry when dredging and recommended by resource agencies, such as silt curtains to
protect against impacts from turbidity on adjacent special aquatic sites.

The potential impacts of project dredging on human and environmental resources identified
during the public interest review are addressed in detail in the following FEIS sections:

* 2.0 Proposed Action and Alternatives

¢ 3.0 Affected Environment

¢ 4.0 Environmental Consequences

¢ 5.0 Cumulative Impacts

STATE - State Agency
NGO - Non-governmental organization
PC - Public Commentor
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D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
SWG-2016-00067 or Deep Dredge is being considered without affiliated As currently proposed, the CDP will provide access to multiple locations on Harbor Island. The single and complete project was discussed and addressed in the Draft EIS. The CDP is a
impacts from VLCC Harbor Island Terminal, Qil Pipeline, and Air Quality While these facilities are not currently constructed, two DA permit applications have been single complete project of its own merit.
emissions. It must all be combined into a single EIS as its impacts cumulative.  |submitted for the construction of two terminals on Harbor Island with =54 feet MLLW basins;
matching the current federally authorized channel depth. If the CDP is authorized, it is
reasonable to foresee that any authorized facilities at Harbor Island, whether constructed or
not, would request modification of their permit to dredge to the CDP depths. However, if the
32 6 PC CDP is not authorized and/or constructed, the proposed Harbor Island facilities would
continue to meet their stated purpose and need at the currently authorized depths of —54-
feet MLLW. Therefore, the Corps has concluded that the multiple locations and proposed
facilities on Harbor Island are independent of the CDP. The fact that it is reasonable to
foresee their construction and possible expansion requires there inclusion in the cumulative
effects analysis but not in the permit’s scope of analysis.
Does not support the project. Thank you for your comment. Thank you for your comment.
33 1 PC
Does not support the project. Thank you for your comment. Thank you for your comment.
34 1 PC
Does not support the project. Thank you for your comment. Thank you for your comment.
35 1 PC
Does not support the project. Thank you for your comment. Thank you for your comment.
36 1 PC
States the Port has no intention of operating this project as it has no lease. Thank you for your comment. The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
MODA would be in direct competition with you. Other terminals have permits 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
for developing their offshore terminals that would be a partner. Offshore is the under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
37 1 PC preferred alternative. and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
Concerned that the project would affect the fishing industry in this town. Impacts specific to socioeconomics associated with the Applicant's Proposed Action In accordance with the Magnum-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act
Alternative are addressed in Section 4.4.2. The section discusses the potential for short-term [(MSFCMA), an Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) Assessment was prepared to analyze and disclose
adverse impacts to recreational activities (e.g. boating, fishing, beach visitation) including the potential impacts of the proposed project. The information from the assessment
those impacts likely to occur in Port Aransas and Mustang Island from the construction of the |informed Sections 4.2.2.2.2 and 4.2.5.3.2 of the FEIS which discuss the impacts of larval
project. Long-term adverse impacts to recreation and tourism are expected to be minor given [transport and provide information on EFH. Appendix E of the FEIS provides the EFH
that the vast majority of activities associated with the Port will continue in the future and will |Assessment. Section 4.0 of Appendix E discusses the studies for larval transport. Appendix B8
continue to co-exist with recreational activities and general tourism. Impacts associated with [provides the agency correspondence.
38 1 PC marine resources are addressed in Section 4.2.2.2 and Appendix E (EFH Assessment). EFH
consultation with NMFS was initiated with the release of the DEIS. NMFS provided EFH The Draft EIS initiated the EFH consultation under the MSFCMA. NMFS provided EFH
Conservation Recommendations to the USACE in an August 9, 2022 letter. conservation recommendations for the project in August 2022. Coordination with NMFS with
respect to the MSFCMA was concluded in November 2022. NMFS provided additional EFH
The USACE has reviewed the public interest factors, and those relevant to the CDP are Conservation Recommendations on the project in February 2024, which will be addressed in
discussed in Section 8.1 of the ROD. The CDP's effects on fish and wildlife values was found to [the Record of Decision (see Appendix BS8).
be neutral (mitigated).
Entity Acronyms:

FED - Federal Agency

STATE - State Agency

NGO - Non-governmental organization
PC - Public Commentor
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Letter | Comment . .
D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Does not want dredged material in Aransas county waters. Thank you for your comment. Thank you for your comment.
39 1 PC
40 1 pC Does not want dredged material in Aransas county waters. Thank you for your comment. Thank you for your comment.
There is no Need and Purpose. VLCC docks will never be built on Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
Harbor Island. Engineering and economics will not allow VLCC's in that economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
location. Ask the Port yourself. Corps needs to have proof from the Applicant  |Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
that VLCC Oil Export facility is funded and approved or there is a valid lease. Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Neither exists. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
a1 1 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
There is not enough QOil in the Coast Bend system to support new any new Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
terminals. Past and existing new VLCC Terminals and supporting infrastructure [economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
are doing just fine at the current 57 ft depth. These are all Port of CC Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
customers and if you did your due diligence, you would find they don’t need a |Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
80 ft dredge to a ghost facility that will compete with them. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
a1 5 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 1701in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Offshore terminals as outlined in your Alternative if built are the The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared [The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
future of Oil Export infrastructure and way more efficient than after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
destructive dredging. Should be the preferred Alternative both determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
41 3 PC economically and environmentally. documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
Entity Acronyms:
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping [approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the [Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, [placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with
MPRSA. Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
41 4 pC sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work required for each beneficial use site.
material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides
information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans.  |A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
Response continues on next row. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:

FED - Federal Agency

STATE - State Agency
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |[severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged [requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted [Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments. Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards, material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity
such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling, Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
41 4 pPC (Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing required for each beneficial use site.
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the |Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies  |Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
Response continues on next row. collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:
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Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction.

Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling,
and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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Dredging will never end. Maintenance will be every year and who will pay for
all this? The cost for the initial dredge is estimated at $1B.
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CCSC is a federally authorized navigation channel that has been regularly dredged since 1874.
Currently, USACE civil works program maintenance dredges at least a portion of the Federal
channel annually. The CDP will also require maintenance dredging at similar intervals to the
existing conditions.

Per regulation, USACE is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The USACE has not identified a
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.

The proposed project includes dredging of 46.3 million cubic yards of material to deepen the
channel to -77 feet and -75 feet MLLW from the Gulf to station 110+00 near Harbor Island,
including the approximate 10-mile extension to the entrance channel necessary to reach
sufficiently deep waters. This deepening would take place largely within the footprint of the
currently authorized -54 foot channel.

Section 2.2.3 of the FEIS provides construction details for the Channel Deepening Project.
New work dredging will include provisions to lessen disruption of ferry use, such as planning
dredging for off-peak or after-hours of typical high traffic ferry operations and avoid certain
times of the year for dredging or placement of material to protect endangered species.
Similar provisions would be carried out during maintenance dredging that occurs
approximately every two years for the existing channel. Dredging operations will also
incorporate numerous best management practices that are currently employed by the
industry when dredging and recommended by resource agencies, such as silt curtains to
protect against impacts from turbidity on adjacent special aquatic sites.

The potential impacts of project dredging on human and environmental resources identified
during the public interest review are addressed in detail in the following FEIS sections:

* 2.0 Proposed Action and Alternatives

¢ 3.0 Affected Environment

¢ 4.0 Environmental Consequences

¢ 5.0 Cumulative Impacts

STATE - State Agency
NGO - Non-governmental organization
PC - Public Commentor
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Letter | Comment . .
D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
SWG-2016-00067 or Deep Dredge is being considered without affiliated As currently proposed, the CDP will provide access to multiple locations on Harbor Island. The single and complete project was discussed and addressed in the Draft EIS. The CDP is a
impacts from VLCC Harbor Island Terminal, Qil Pipeline, and Air Quality While these facilities are not currently constructed, two DA permit applications have been single complete project of its own merit.
emissions. It must all be combined into a single EIS as its impacts cumulative.  |submitted for the construction of two terminals on Harbor Island with =54 feet MLLW basins;
matching the current federally authorized channel depth. If the CDP is authorized, it is
reasonable to foresee that any authorized facilities at Harbor Island, whether constructed or
not, would request modification of their permit to dredge to the CDP depths. However, if the
41 6 PC CDP is not authorized and/or constructed, the proposed Harbor Island facilities would
continue to meet their stated purpose and need at the currently authorized depths of —54-
feet MLLW. Therefore, the Corps has concluded that the multiple locations and proposed
facilities on Harbor Island are independent of the CDP. The fact that it is reasonable to
foresee their construction and possible expansion requires there inclusion in the cumulative
effects analysis but not in the permit’s scope of analysis.
Would like to see further study of Alternative 2 as it appears to be the more The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared [The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
reasonable and viable long term solution. after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
42 1 PC documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
Concerned that this project, on the heals of the —47 foot and —54 foot dredging |Past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions in the study area are discussed in The proposed project includes dredging of 46.3 million cubic yards of material to deepen the
will negatively impact the ecosystem. Section 5.0 of the FEIS. channel to -77 feet and -75 feet MLLW from the Gulf to station 110+00 near Harbor Island,
including the approximate 10-mile extension to the entrance channel necessary to reach
sufficiently deep waters. This deepening would take place largely within the footprint of the
currently authorized -54 foot channel.
Section 2.2.3 of the FEIS provides construction details for the Channel Deepening Project.
New work dredging will include provisions to lessen disruption of ferry use, such as planning
dredging for off-peak or after-hours of typical high traffic ferry operations and avoid certain
times of the year for dredging or placement of material to protect endangered species.
Similar provisions would be carried out during maintenance dredging that occurs
42 2 PC approximately every two years for the existing channel. Dredging operations will also
incorporate numerous best management practices that are currently employed by the
industry when dredging and recommended by resource agencies, such as silt curtains to
protect against impacts from turbidity on adjacent special aquatic sites.
The potential impacts of project dredging on human and environmental resources identified
during the public interest review are addressed in detail in the following FEIS sections:
¢ 2.0 Proposed Action and Alternatives
¢ 3.0 Affected Environment
¢ 4.0 Environmental Consequences
¢ 5.0 Cumulative Impacts
Entity Acronyms:
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Letter | Comment . .
D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Concerned the project would put the local community and ecosystem at Hydrodynamic storm surge modeling using SWAN+ADCIRC was conducted by HRI using two  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA), in 2019, contracted with Texas A&M-Corpus
greater risk to storm surge from hurricane events as outlined in the FEIS. synthetic Category 4 storms to evaluate storm surge impacts in and around Corpus Christi Bay [Christi Harte Research Institute (HRI) to assess the potential impacts of storm surge, tidal
with “planned future conditions” representing Alternative 1. Compared to the existing hydraulics, and salinity from the various Corpus Christi Ship Channel dredging projects
channel configuration, this alternative would allow more water to enter the bay. This (proposed and ongoing). The study was completed in April 2021. As part of the development
increases the storm surge water levels, as well as slightly increases the inundation extent. of the FEIS, PCCA provided the study to the Corps of Engineers to provide relevant
There would be an increase in area inundated of between 447 to 492 acres in small areas information to the Channel Deepening Project. Prior to relying on the information, the Corps
throughout the study area. The maximum elevation gain of storm surge compared to existing |of Engineers independently reviewed the methodology and findings using a third-party
conditions is 3.5 inches for this alternative. A hotspot of increased storm surge elevation of 4 [contractor. Section 4.1.3.4.2 provides details on the hydrodynamic storm surge modeling
to 12 inches was identified adjacent to Harbor Island for this alternative however reviewers |conducted by HRI.
believe this is likely a localized model error (Subedee and Gibeaut, 2021).
4 3 PC Additional modeling and studies can be found in the FEIS:
Additional review of HRI’s modeling report was completed to validate their results (Baird, ¢ Appendix G - Sediment Transport Modeling Study
2021a). The reviewers did not find any major issues with HRI’s application of model ¢ Appendix H -Vessel Wake Analysis
parameters or inputs for the ADCIRC/SWAN models used in its study. ¢ Appendix | -Hydrodynamic and Salinity Modeling Study
¢ Appendix L -Ship Simulation Report
¢ Appendix M -Propeller Scour Study
e Appendix N -Underkeel Clearance Study
The proposed beneficial use sites when constructed will restore barrier islands that provide
protections to the region in the event of storms, as well as for impacts from sea level rise,
and improve and bolster the natural environment, which also provides additional protections.
Would like to see further study of Alternative 2 as it appears to be the more The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
reasonable and viable long term solution. after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
43 1 PC documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
Concerned that this project, on the heals of the —47 foot and —54 foot dredging |Past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions in the study area are discussed in The proposed project includes dredging of 46.3 million cubic yards of material to deepen the
will negatively impact the ecosystem. Section 5.0 of the FEIS. channel to -77 feet and -75 feet MLLW from the Gulf to station 110+00 near Harbor Island,
including the approximate 10-mile extension to the entrance channel necessary to reach
sufficiently deep waters. This deepening would take place largely within the footprint of the
currently authorized -54 foot channel.
Section 2.2.3 of the FEIS provides construction details for the Channel Deepening Project.
New work dredging will include provisions to lessen disruption of ferry use, such as planning
dredging for off-peak or after-hours of typical high traffic ferry operations and avoid certain
times of the year for dredging or placement of material to protect endangered species.
Similar provisions would be carried out during maintenance dredging that occurs
43 2 PC approximately every two years for the existing channel. Dredging operations will also
incorporate numerous best management practices that are currently employed by the
industry when dredging and recommended by resource agencies, such as silt curtains to
protect against impacts from turbidity on adjacent special aquatic sites.
The potential impacts of project dredging on human and environmental resources identified
during the public interest review are addressed in detail in the following FEIS sections:
* 2.0 Proposed Action and Alternatives
¢ 3.0 Affected Environment
coty Acloryms Lo e
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D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Concerned the project would put the local community and ecosystem at Hydrodynamic storm surge modeling using SWAN+ADCIRC was conducted by HRI using two  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA), in 2019, contracted with Texas A&M-Corpus
greater risk to storm surge from hurricane events as outlined in the FEIS. synthetic Category 4 storms to evaluate storm surge impacts in and around Corpus Christi Bay [Christi Harte Research Institute (HRI) to assess the potential impacts of storm surge, tidal
with “planned future conditions” representing Alternative 1. Compared to the existing hydraulics, and salinity from the various Corpus Christi Ship Channel dredging projects
channel configuration, this alternative would allow more water to enter the bay. This (proposed and ongoing). The study was completed in April 2021. As part of the development
increases the storm surge water levels, as well as slightly increases the inundation extent. of the FEIS, PCCA provided the study to the Corps of Engineers to provide relevant
There would be an increase in area inundated of between 447 to 492 acres in small areas information to the Channel Deepening Project. Prior to relying on the information, the Corps
throughout the study area. The maximum elevation gain of storm surge compared to existing |of Engineers independently reviewed the methodology and findings using a third-party
conditions is 3.5 inches for this alternative. A hotspot of increased storm surge elevation of 4 [contractor. Section 4.1.3.4.2 provides details on the hydrodynamic storm surge modeling
to 12 inches was identified adjacent to Harbor Island for this alternative however reviewers |conducted by HRI.
believe this is likely a localized model error (Subedee and Gibeaut, 2021).
43 3 PC Additional modeling and studies can be found in the FEIS:
Additional review of HRI’s modeling report was completed to validate their results (Baird, ¢ Appendix G - Sediment Transport Modeling Study
2021a). The reviewers did not find any major issues with HRI’s application of model ¢ Appendix H -Vessel Wake Analysis
parameters or inputs for the ADCIRC/SWAN models used in its study. ¢ Appendix | -Hydrodynamic and Salinity Modeling Study
¢ Appendix L -Ship Simulation Report
¢ Appendix M -Propeller Scour Study
e Appendix N -Underkeel Clearance Study
The proposed beneficial use sites when constructed will restore barrier islands that provide
protections to the region in the event of storms, as well as for impacts from sea level rise,
and improve and bolster the natural environment, which also provides additional protections.
Even if the Port had an 80-foot-deep channel coming in from the Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
Gulf, there are no docks on Harbor Island in which to berth thousand foot-long |economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
VLCCs. Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
a4 1 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Entity Acronyms:
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The amount of dredge spoil the Corps would have to dispose of would The project requires a Department of the Army permit but is not proposed by the Corps asa |The proposed project includes dredging of 46.3 million cubic yards of material to deepen the
overwhelm both northern Mustang Island and southern San Jose Island, and Federal project requiring Congressional approval. The modeling indicate that shoaling rates  |channel to -77 feet and -75 feet MLLW from the Gulf to station 110+00 near Harbor Island,
would make a mess offshore as it filtered around and got settled. That would |for the inner channel were comparable to the existing condition, both the 2D and 3D model |including the approximate 10-mile extension to the entrance channel necessary to reach
only be the initial amount of dredge spoil. The channel would have to be in a results indicate that project impact on sedimentation rates is limited to less than 10%. sufficiently deep waters. This deepening would take place largely within the footprint of the
constant state of being dredged since it would have to extend out into the Gulf currently authorized -54 foot channel.
some 15 miles for VLCCs to approach land. CCSC is a federally authorized navigation channel that has been regularly dredged since 1874.
Currently, USACE civil works program maintenance dredges at least a portion of the Federal |Section 2.2.3 of the FEIS provides construction details for the Channel Deepening Project.
channel annually. The CDP will also require maintenance dredging at similar intervals to the  [New work dredging will include provisions to lessen disruption of ferry use, such as planning
existing conditions. dredging for off-peak or after-hours of typical high traffic ferry operations and avoid certain
times of the year for dredging or placement of material to protect endangered species.
Similar provisions would be carried out during maintenance dredging that occurs
44 2 PC approximately every two years for the existing channel. Dredging operations will also
incorporate numerous best management practices that are currently employed by the
industry when dredging and recommended by resource agencies, such as silt curtains to
protect against impacts from turbidity on adjacent special aquatic sites.
The potential impacts of project dredging on human and environmental resources identified
during the public interest review are addressed in detail in the following FEIS sections:
¢ 2.0 Proposed Action and Alternatives
¢ 3.0 Affected Environment
¢ 4.0 Environmental Consequences
¢ 5.0 Cumulative Impacts
Everyone has pointed out to the POCC, and now the Corps has also done so in  [The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared [Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
this EIS, that the environmental wreckage done by dredging could be obviated |after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
by using an offshore monobuoy for lightering product off VLCCs. Has the POCC |determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD |southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
come to its senses? If so, why are we even still arguing? documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all include areas outside of this defined footprint.
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project.
a4 3 PC Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
This dredging idea is dead. It won't work, it will make an unholy mess of our Thank you for your comment. Thank you for your comment.
a4 4 pC environment, and it will cost more than the POCC could rustle up in three
lifetimes. Corps, close the file and let us get on with our lives.
Entity Acronyms:

FED - Federal Agency

STATE - State Agency
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D D Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Requests an extension of the comment period to allow the public time to read |Following the comments received on the DEIS, revisions were made and included in the FEIS. [The Port of Corpus Christi Authority yields to the US Army Corps of Engineers to run its
through all the FEIS documents. Revisions to the DEIS included the addition of the following reports: process for evaluation of this project in accordance with applicable rules and regulations,
including development of the draft and final Environmental Impact Statement, scope of
* PCCA Dredged Material Management Plan (Appendix C1) analysis, consultation with appropriate Federal and State agencies, conducting public
* PCCA Beneficial Use Monitoring Plan and Drawings (Appendix C2 and C3) meetings, providing opportunity for public comment, determining extensions of time for
e Cultural Resources Survey Reports (Appendix F2 and F3) public comment, etc.
¢ Inshore and Offshore Sediment Reports (Appendix J2 and J3)
* PCCA 12-Step permittee Responsible Compensatory Mitigation Plan (Appendix K)
45 1 PC
Based on the information provided in these reports, appropriate sections of the DEIS, EFH
Assessment (Appendix E), Section 404(b)(1) Evaluation (Appendix O), Coastal Zone
Management Program Consistency Determination (Appendix P), were revised to incorporate
the findings of these reports.
The USACE provided a 30-day comment period for the FEIS as a courtesy to the stakeholders
and public. NEPA regulations do not require a comment period following the release of an
FEIS.
Commenter attached previous comment letters from the NMFS, TPWD and Thank you for your comment. Thank you for providing previous comment letters, we have received and have addressed
46 1 PC states the comments were still not addressed in the FEIS. comments directly.
Most of the participating agencies picked the alternative for offshore Alternatives 2 and 3 are both clearly offshore alternatives. The Record of Decision, or ROD, is [The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
monobuoy(s), AKA, single-point mooring system (SPM). There is confusion the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared after the FEIS. The ROD had 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
even in the FEIS whether the offshore option is Alternative 2 or Alternative 3. |identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) determination the Least under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
46 2 PC The reasons given for picking the offshore SPM is obvious, it's has least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD documented the and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
environmental impacts to Essential Fish Habitat (EFH), spawning & larval decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final decision on both the [least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
transport, Redfish Bay, recreational use and the City of Port Aransas. LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all mitigation measures, including |PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project.
After several extensions in the FAST41 timeline, the actual release of FEIS for Following the comments received on the DEIS, revisions were made and included in the FEIS. |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority yields to the US Army Corps of Engineers to run its
review was supposed to be around April 14, 2024 (or so), followed by another [Revisions to the DEIS included the addition of the following reports: process for evaluation of this project in accordance with applicable rules and regulations,
public comment period. As it stands the FEIS was released March 20, 2024 and including development of the draft and final Environmental Impact Statement, scope of
close of comments is April 21, 2024. The Final EIS is just shy of or over 10,000 [e PCCA Dredged Material Management Plan (Appendix C1) analysis, consultation with appropriate Federal and State agencies, conducting public
pages! AT THE VERY LEAST, THE POCCA SHOULD REQUEST AN EXTENSION TO | PCCA Beneficial Use Monitoring Plan and Drawings (Appendix C2 and C3) meetings, providing opportunity for public comment, determining extensions of time for
COMMENT PERIOD. An extension to comment period isn't going to throw ¢ Cultural Resources Survey Reports (Appendix F2 and F3) public comment, etc.
USACE off schedule because the previous schedule had comments closing on  |e Inshore and Offshore Sediment Reports (Appendix J2 and J3)
May 15th. * PCCA 12-Step permittee Responsible Compensatory Mitigation Plan (Appendix K)
46 3 PC
Based on the information provided in these reports, appropriate sections of the DEIS, EFH
Assessment (Appendix E), Section 404(b)(1) Evaluation (Appendix O), Coastal Zone
Management Program Consistency Determination (Appendix P), were revised to incorporate
the findings of these reports.
The USACE provided a 30-day comment period for the FEIS as a courtesy to the stakeholders
and public. NEPA regulations do not require a comment period following the release of an
FEIS.
Entity Acronyms:
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Concerned about the impacts to the economy. Impacts specific to socioeconomics associated with the Applicant's Proposed Action Section 5.0 of the FEIS discusses the potential cumulative effect of the project when
Alternative are addressed in Section 4.4.2. The section discusses the potential for short-term |combined with impacts that have already occurred, or are still occurring, in the project area
adverse impacts to recreational activities (e.g. boating, fishing, beach visitation) including due to past, present, and reasonable foreseeable projects or actions.
those impacts likely to occur in Port Aransas and Mustang Island from the construction of the
project, including impacts to small businesses. Long-term adverse impacts to recreation and
tourism are expected to be minor given that the vast majority of activities associated with the
46 4 PC Port will continue in the future and will continue to co-exist with recreational activities and
general tourism.
The USACE has reviewed the public interest factors, and those relevant to the CDP are
discussed in Section 8.1 of the ROD. The CDP's effects on economics was found to be
beneficial. Effects to recreation were found to be negligible.
Concerned about the impacts to the ferry operations. The proposed Harbor Island (HI) Terminal and associated VLCC turning circle do not intrude  |The existing channel is a deep draft navigation channel constructed and maintained for
into the ferry crossing lanes, therefore disruption to ferry operations or increases to ferry commercial vessel traffic. Vessels move at slow speeds in the channel, and are unable to turn
wait times are not expected to be induced by inbound/outbound HI VLCCs. Under the sharply; therefore, tugs are needed to provide safe navigation and to avoid the risk of
proposed CDP, the inbound/ outbound Ingleside VLCCs will continue to transit past the ferry [collision. Dredging operations will include provisions to lessen disruption of ferry use, such as
crossing lanes at their current operational speeds, therefore, additional disruption to ferry planning dredging for off-peak or after-hours of typical high traffic ferry operations. VLCCs
operations or increases to ferry wait times are not expected. Under the No-Action will continue transiting with one-way traffic restrictions, the same as they do under the No-
Alternative, the Axis Terminal’s inbound/outbound (partially-laden) VLCCs will transit past the |Action Alternative.
ferry crossing landings at speeds approximately four times slower than current Ingleside VLCC
operational speeds, therefore temporary disruption to ferry operations and increases to ferry [Compared to the No-Action Alternative, the proposed project would eliminate the need for
wait times are expected to be induced by the inbound/outbound Axis VLCCs. Under the reverse lightering traffic and thereby:
proposed project, it anticipated Axis Terminal’s inbound/outbound (fully-laden) VLCCs will * Reduce vessel transits by 140 and 230 transits for Suezmax vessels
transit past the ferry landing crossings at the same speeds as under the No-Action ¢ Increase channel availability
Alternative. As a result of fully-laden VLCCs utilizing the proposed deepen channel, there will | Reduce ferry operating time impacts compared to a no-action alternative
46 5 pC be a decrease in tanker vessel traffic, through a reduction in the number of Suezmax and/or
Aframax class vessels required to carry out reverse lightering operations. Therefore, it is Section 4.5 of the FEIS describes the impacts of navigation on existing commercial and
anticipated that there will be a net reduction of disruptions to ferry crossing operations. recreational navigation uses. A vessel wake analysis included in Appendix H of the FEIS
indicates that vessel induced wakes associated with the project would minimally impact
Vessel traffic is managed by a combination of USCG who enforces navigation rules, directs future evolution of shoreline along the ship channel. Ship simulations included in Appendix L
traffic routing measures, permits marine events, creates limited access areas, manages of the FEIS concluded that the project's channel configurations and underlying environmental
anchorages, and provides mariners information about hazards to navigation and the conditions would be acceptable for safely operating fully loaded VLCCs.
Harbormaster’s office who coordinates and tracks ship and barge movements in the Port.
USACE does not regulate vessel movements.
By electronic mail dated February 23, 2023, TxDOT, as the non-federal sponsor of the GIWW,
notified the Corps that they have not encountered any major obstacles what would prevent
the 408 application and plans for the Port of Corpus Christi to deepen the CCSC.
Entity Acronyms:
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Concerned about the impacts to marine traffic safety. Several studies relevant to navigation were included in the appendices of the FEIS. A Vessel |The existing channel is a deep draft navigation channel constructed and maintained for
Wake Study was included in Appendix H, A Ship Simulation Report was included in Appendix [commercial vessel traffic. Vessels move at slow speeds in the channel, and are unable to turn
L, a Propeller Scour Study was included in Appendix M, and an Under Keel Clearance Study sharply; therefore, tugs are needed to provide safe navigation and to avoid the risk of
was included in Appendix N. The conclusions in these studies were presented in multiple collision. Dredging operations will include provisions to lessen disruption of ferry use, such as
sections in Chapters 4 and 5. planning dredging for off-peak or after-hours of typical high traffic ferry operations. VLCCs
will continue transiting with one-way traffic restrictions, the same as they do under the No-
Vessel traffic during operations of these facilities are managed by a combination of USCG Action Alternative.
who enforces navigation rules, directs traffic routing measures, permits marine events,
creates limited access areas, manages anchorages, and provides mariners information about [Compared to the No-Action Alternative, the proposed project would eliminate the need for
46 6 PC hazards to navigation and the Harbormaster’s office who coordinates and tracks ship and reverse lightering traffic and thereby:
barge movements in the Port. USACE does not regulate vessel movements. e Reduce vessel transits by 140 and 230 transits for Suezmax vessels
¢ Increase channel availability
* Reduce ferry operating time impacts compared to a no-action alternative
Section 4.5 of the FEIS describes the impacts of navigation on existing commercial and
recreational navigation uses. A vessel wake analysis included in Appendix H of the FEIS
indicates that vessel induced wakes associated with the project would minimally impact
future evolution of shoreline along the ship channel. Ship simulations included in Appendix L
of the FEIS concluded that the project's channel configurations and underlying environmental
conditions would be acceptable for safely operating fully loaded VLCCs.
Concerned about the impacts to the entire marine ecosystem and associated Impacts associated with the Applicant's Preferred Alternative are addressed in Section 4.2 Section 5.0 of the FEIS discusses the potential cumulative effect of the project when
environment. Ecological and Biological Resources, Section 4.4 Socioeconomics, Appendix D (Biological combined with impacts that have already occurred, or are still occurring, in the project area
Assessment), and Appendix E (EFH Assessment). The impacts to larval transport of estuarine |due to past, present, and reasonable foreseeable projects or actions.
46 7 PC dependent species are discussed in Section 4.2.2.2.2 in the FEIS.
A possible 36% increase in tidal amplitude will have significant direct impacts  [The potential for cumulative impacts due to the tidal range change is identified in Section The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA), in 2019, contracted with Texas A&M-Corpus
to Port Aransas businesses and parks along the ship channel. There is no real 5.4.2. Christi Harte Research Institute (HRI) to assess the potential impacts of storm surge, tidal
discussion about how the increase in tidal amplitude will impact seagrasses at hydraulics, and salinity from the various Corpus Christi Ship Channel dredging projects
the mouth of Lydia Ann Channel or what will happen to salt - mud flats and so |The Lydia Ann Lighthouse is a cultural resource, USACE and SHPO determined the lighthouse [(proposed and ongoing). The study was completed in April 2021. As part of the development
on. will not be affected by the project. BU site HI-E would involve restoration of an eroded bluff |of the FEIS, PCCA provided the study to the Corps of Engineers to provide relevant
at the junction of CCSC and Lydia Ann Channel, across from Harbor Island and therefore information to the Channel Deepening Project. Prior to relying on the information, the Corps
would not be impacted by any increases in tidal amplitude or storm surge. of Engineers independently reviewed the methodology and findings using a third-party
contractor. Section 4.1.3.4.2 provides details on the hydrodynamic storm surge modeling
The modeling of the future with project does indicate the greatest increase of tidal conducted by HRI.
amplitudes (about 17%) in the Corpus Christi Channel near Humble Basin, the overall impact
46 8 pC of the CDP on water level is insignificant. The cumulative impacts for the CDP show a 36% Additional modeling and studies can be found in the FEIS:
increase in tidal amplitude at the Inner Channel. The lighthouse is not located on this section |® Appendix G - Sediment Transport Modeling Study
of the channel and therefore no impacts are anticipated. See Section 4.1.2.1 in the FEISand [e Appendix H -Vessel Wake Analysis
Appendix I. ¢ Appendix | -Hydrodynamic and Salinity Modeling Study
¢ Appendix L -Ship Simulation Report
¢ Appendix M -Propeller Scour Study
¢ Appendix N -Underkeel Clearance Study
The proposed beneficial use sites when constructed will restore barrier islands that provide
protections to the region in the event of storms, as well as for impacts from sea level rise,
and improve and bolster the natural environment, which also provides additional protections.
47 Entity Acfonytes: Supports the comments provided by Cathy Fulton on April 3, 2024 (see Letter |Thank you for your comment. Thank you for your comment.
rrn_r A D 46)'
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USACE Response

PCCA Response

48

1

PC

**Note: There was no attachment to this email.

**Note: There was no attachment to this email.

Not enough information to respond to this comment.

49

PC

The proposed channel deepening involves 2 turning basins. The turning basin
adjacent to the ferry landing will require dredging into the southern portion of
old crude oil tank farm with known existing contamination. No boring samples
were collected outside of the existing shipping lane. Dredge material from or
on the edge of Harbor Island must be tested. A few incidences of releases
along the south shore of Harbor Island have occurred in recent years. Zoom in
on the picture. That release was report by the POCCA as new areas of concern
back in 2019.

Deepening of water bottoms from Harbor Island to the PCCA North Bulkhead Lines will be
accomplished as separable permit actions, and therefore are outside the scope of analysis of
the CDP permit action. These deepened water bottom areas were included in the future with
project scenarios to provide the geometries for the turning basin footprints for analysis when
combined with the proposed CDP project.

The sediments in these location are being evaluated in accordance with MPRSA criteria
specific to their permit application which was disclosed in their public notices.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) acquired Harbor Island from ExxonMobil Pipeline
Company and Fina in 1995. Prior to the purchase of the property, the sites were operated as
terminals for the storage of crude oil from about the 1920’s until 1993.

Between 1994 and 2003, several investigations and remediation activities were conducted by
both Responsible Parties (ExxonMobil and Fina) and PCCA. A cleanup level of 10,000 mg/kg
was established for both properties by the Texas Railroad Commission (RRC). Under the
direction of RRC, the Fina property was cleaned up to this level and deed recorded to prevent
the future use of shallow groundwater. Also under the direction of RRC, the Exxon property
was cleaned up to the same level except for six areas that had utility or building obstructions.
The six areas exceeding the established clean up level were then deed recorded.

In 2019 in anticipation of developments on the site, PCCA began demolishing dilapidated
structures and removing utilities. This opened access to the six deed recorded areas.
Therefore, PCCA undertook additional investigation and remediation actions to address the
six “hot spots”. Additionally, during demolition activities, a sheen developed on the
shoreline, and two areas of unknown contamination were discovered upland and reported to
the State and National Emergency Response Centers. It was determined they were historical
in nature and investigated and remediated with the six “hot spots”. All investigation and
remediation work was done in coordination with the RRC.

On August 3, 2022, RRC sent a concurrence letter accepting the remediation work and
directing PCCA to revise the prior deed recordation. In December 2023, a revised deed
record signed by PCCA and RRC was filed with the county and on December 20, 2023, RRC
issued a No Further Action letter for the Exxon property, which also included the spills
discovered during the demolition activities.

Entity Acronyms:

FED - Federal Agency

STATE - State Agency

NGO - Non-governmental organization
PC - Public Commentor

101




Record of Decision - Appendix A

SWG-2019-00067

Port of Corpus Christi Authority

Page 102 of 334

Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response

Concerned that the USACE did not properly conduct assessments for suitability [Since testing and evaluation for dredged material in accordance with MPRSA criteria is more [A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi

for disposal in 404/Section 10 waters, as per the Inland Testing Manual. While |stringent than for 404 Guidelines, sediments within the extent of the proposed project Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation

the dredged material appears to have been adequately tested for disposal footprint were tested and evaluated for suitability for ocean disposal, with the recognition Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)

(contaminants, etc.) at the ODMDS or in any of the 404/Section 10 waters, | that some of the material may placed in inshore waters. This decision complies with 33 CFR  |and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental

can find no indication of any samples having been analyzed from these 336.0(c. The EPA concurred the new work dredged material is suitable for ocean disposal Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample

404/Section 10 waters (for comparison with dredged material) nor any and therefore the proposed new work material is also suitable for placement in 404 waters. |collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within

reference samples collected for any of these areas. Clearly the focus is on the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the

suitability of disposal at the ODMDS, even though there is much dredged The BU plan included in Appendix C2 described the size, quality, mineralogy, and other Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence

material proposed for disposal in several other locations. As such, the analysis [requirements of the sediment for specific BU uses. that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis

is incomplete, yet the Corps seems to have concluded anyway, that disposal at Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the

these other sites is acceptable. sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
sampling activities conducted was provided to USACE for review and concurrence on
November 6, 2023. The report can be found in Appendix J of the FEIS.

50 1 PC
On February 7, 2024, USACE received a concurrence letter from USEPA on the suitability for
ocean disposal of dredge material from the Channel Deepening Project. Ocean dumping has
more stringent levels for determining the presence of contaminants and having met these
levels, the material is also suitable for beneficial use.
While not in the project footprint and a separate project, dredge material characterization
was also completed concurrently for the adjacent Harbor Island Berths (SWG-2019-00245).
The dredge material characterization for the footprint of the proposed Harbor Island Berths
was conducted in accordance with the Sampling and Analysis Plan prepared by the Port of
Corpus Christi and dated August 2021. USACE and USEPA again provided concurrence that
the SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. Terracon performed the sampling
activities beginning in early 2022 and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment
report documenting all sampling activities conducted was provided to USACE for review and
Entity Acronyms:
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Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized)

USACE Response

PCCA Response

50

PC

Have not yet found any discussion regarding suitability of dredge material for
beach nourishment. There is information regarding grain sizes but it is highly
aggregated. It indicates that some dredged material may be appropriate for
beach nourishment while some definitely is not. However, there is no
commitment to avoid placing dredged material with relatively low percentages
of sand on the beaches. Obviously, this is not adequate disclosure for NEPA. It
seems likely the Port will just discharge any dredged material it wants to on the
beaches and call it good.

The size, quality, mineralogy, and other requirements of the Texas Administrative Code are
included in the BU Plan (Appendix C2) to ensure compliance with the GLO’s parameters for
nourishing State-owned beaches. In addition, the beach nourishment activities were included
in the consultation for federally listed threatened and endangered species. In addition, the
January 2023 Biological and Conference Opinion from the USFWS, included in Appendix D3 of
the FEIS, outlines the sea turtle conservation measures necessary for placement of beach
nourishment material.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all

1o 1 1 PR Licacore © 1
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USACE Response

PCCA Response

50

The document seems to assert that most dredged material is suitable for
disposal in nearshore berms, including some silt and clay, but | could find no
detailed argument defending the assertion. Given the predominance of sand
on the beaches and the linkages between such berms and the beach, |
question whether it is appropriate to assert so cavalierly that this is
appropriate. But even more than that, depending on the percent sand of
dredged material proposed for disposal here, there may be a need for
assessment of contaminant issues as per the Inland Testing Manual.

The nearshore berms will reduce the amount of material removed from the littoral system
through dredging and reintroduces them to an adjacent littoral region preserving the
sediment resources that would have otherwise been lost to the nearshore system. A detailed
study of the nearshore berm proposal is in Appendix C5 of the DEIS and FEIS.

In summary, the berms attenuate waves in frequent, small storms, trap sediment in the
depth of closure assuring it remains in the transport system, and has been demonstrated in
modeling to provide measurable stability to the beach face. The nearshore berms are
beneficial.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all

1 1 1 PR Licacore © 1

50

| raised these issues for the DEIS, but apparently they were dismissed? | can’t
understand how the Corps and the Port of Corpus Christi get away with this.

Thank you for your comment.

Thank you for your comment.

51

Does not support the project.

Thank you for your comment.

Thank you for your comment.

52

There is no Need and Purpose. VLCC docks will never be built on

Harbor Island. Engineering and economics will not allow VLCC’s in that
location. Ask the Port yourself. Corps needs to have proof from the Applicant
that VLCC Oil Export facility is funded and approved or there is a valid lease.
Neither exists.

Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.

Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
include areas outside of this defined footprint.

Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
There is not enough Qil in the Coast Bend system to support new any new Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
terminals. Past and existing new VLCC Terminals and supporting infrastructure [economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
are doing just fine at the current 57 ft depth. These are all Port of CC Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
customers and if you did your due diligence, you would find they don’t need a |Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
80 ft dredge to a ghost facility that will compete with them. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
52 5 PC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (911in 2021, 1701in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Offshore terminals as outlined in your Alternative if built are the The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
future of Qil Export infrastructure and way more efficient than after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
destructive dredging. Should be the preferred Alternative both determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
52 3 PC economically and environmentally. documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping |approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the [Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, [placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with
MPRSA. Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
52 4 pC sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work required for each beneficial use site.
material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides
information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans.  |A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
Response continues on next row. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |[severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged [requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted [Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments. Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards, material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity
such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling, Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
52 4 pPC (Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing required for each beneficial use site.
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the |Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies  |Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
Response continues on next row. collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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USACE Response

PCCA Response

52

PC

Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction.

Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling,
and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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Dredging will never end. Maintenance will be every year and who will pay for
all this? The cost for the initial dredge is estimated at $1B.

ncy

CCSC is a federally authorized navigation channel that has been regularly dredged since 1874.
Currently, USACE civil works program maintenance dredges at least a portion of the Federal
channel annually. The CDP will also require maintenance dredging at similar intervals to the
existing conditions.

Per regulation, USACE is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The USACE has not identified a
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.

The proposed project includes dredging of 46.3 million cubic yards of material to deepen the
channel to -77 feet and -75 feet MLLW from the Gulf to station 110+00 near Harbor Island,
including the approximate 10-mile extension to the entrance channel necessary to reach
sufficiently deep waters. This deepening would take place largely within the footprint of the
currently authorized -54 foot channel.

Section 2.2.3 of the FEIS provides construction details for the Channel Deepening Project.
New work dredging will include provisions to lessen disruption of ferry use, such as planning
dredging for off-peak or after-hours of typical high traffic ferry operations and avoid certain
times of the year for dredging or placement of material to protect endangered species.
Similar provisions would be carried out during maintenance dredging that occurs
approximately every two years for the existing channel. Dredging operations will also
incorporate numerous best management practices that are currently employed by the
industry when dredging and recommended by resource agencies, such as silt curtains to
protect against impacts from turbidity on adjacent special aquatic sites.

The potential impacts of project dredging on human and environmental resources identified
during the public interest review are addressed in detail in the following FEIS sections:

* 2.0 Proposed Action and Alternatives

¢ 3.0 Affected Environment

¢ 4.0 Environmental Consequences

¢ 5.0 Cumulative Impacts
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
SWG-2016-00067 or Deep Dredge is being considered without affiliated As currently proposed, the CDP will provide access to multiple locations on Harbor Island. The single and complete project was discussed and addressed in the Draft EIS. The CDP is a
impacts from VLCC Harbor Island Terminal, Qil Pipeline, and Air Quality While these facilities are not currently constructed, two DA permit applications have been single complete project of its own merit.
emissions. It must all be combined into a single EIS as its impacts cumulative.  |submitted for the construction of two terminals on Harbor Island with =54 feet MLLW basins;
matching the current federally authorized channel depth. If the CDP is authorized, it is
reasonable to foresee that any authorized facilities at Harbor Island, whether constructed or
not, would request modification of their permit to dredge to the CDP depths. However, if the
52 6 PC CDP is not authorized and/or constructed, the proposed Harbor Island facilities would
continue to meet their stated purpose and need at the currently authorized depths of —54-
feet MLLW. Therefore, the Corps has concluded that the multiple locations and proposed
facilities on Harbor Island are independent of the CDP. The fact that it is reasonable to
foresee their construction and possible expansion requires there inclusion in the cumulative
effects analysis but not in the permit’s scope of analysis.
There is no Need and Purpose. VLCC docks will never be built on Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
Harbor Island. Engineering and economics will not allow VLCC's in that economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
location. Ask the Port yourself. Corps needs to have proof from the Applicant  |Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
that VLCC Oil Export facility is funded and approved or there is a valid lease. Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
Neither exists. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
53 1 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
There is not enough QOil in the Coast Bend system to support new any new Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate Section 1.3 of the FEIS defines the extent of the project that the Port of Corpus Christi
terminals. Past and existing new VLCC Terminals and supporting infrastructure [economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of Authority (PCCA) is seeking authorization for and includes a 13.8-mile span from the
are doing just fine at the current 57 ft depth. These are all Port of CC Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a southeast side of Harbor Island to the -80-ft MLLW bathymetric contour in the Gulf of
customers and if you did your due diligence, you would find they don’t need a |Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a Mexico. The US Army Corps of Engineers final decision will pertain only to this reach and not
80 ft dredge to a ghost facility that will compete with them. Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a include areas outside of this defined footprint.
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
53 5 pC stated need for the project in the marketplace. Section 1.5 of the FEIS defines the purpose and need of the project, which is to accommodate
fully loaded VLCCs. The number of VLCCs calling at PCCA has increased year over year since
2021 (91in 2021, 170in 2022, and 302 in 2023). Under current conditions, none of these
vessels can be fully loaded, requiring accessory vessel trips and reverse lightering offshore.
This partial loading translates into operational/economic inefficiency and unnecessary
resource consumption and emissions. PCCA's website (https://portofcc.com/outbound-crude-
oil/) provides an overview of the outbound crude oil export markets from 2016 through 2024.
Offshore terminals as outlined in your Alternative if built are the The Record of Decision, or ROD, is the conclusion of the NEPA EIS process and was prepared [The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) prepared an Alternatives Analysis (AA) under the
future of Oil Export infrastructure and way more efficient than after the FEIS. The ROD had identified the preferred alternative, or for a 404(b)(1) 404(b)(1) guidelines, associated with the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Federal Register
destructive dredging. Should be the preferred Alternative both determination the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). The ROD [under 40 CFR Part 230. Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, were reviewed
53 3 PC economically and environmentally. documented the decision of all factors of the public interest review and the USACE’s final and verified by USACE. The process requires a substantive USACE evaluation to determine the
decision on both the LEDPA and the preferred alternative. The ROD also includes all least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA). USACE determined the
mitigation measures, including avoidance and minimization, incorporated into the project. PCCA's preferred alternative to be the LEDPA for the project's purpose and need.
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping [approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the [Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, [placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with
MPRSA. Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
53 4 pC sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work required for each beneficial use site.
material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides
information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans.  |A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
Response continues on next row. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
Entity Acronyms:
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge |[severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged [requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as |material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction. conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted [Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments. Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards, material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity
such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling, Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
53 4 pPC (Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing required for each beneficial use site.
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the |Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies  |Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
Response continues on next row. collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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Dredge material volume is staggering and unprecedented. More than all the
dredge ever produced in this segment since the 1920’s. Plan is to place dredge
material on and just offshore of Mustang Island and St Jose of nourishment as
EIS describes is nothing short of beach destruction.

Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling,
and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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Dredging will never end. Maintenance will be every year and who will pay for
all this? The cost for the initial dredge is estimated at $1B.

ncy

CCSC is a federally authorized navigation channel that has been regularly dredged since 1874.
Currently, USACE civil works program maintenance dredges at least a portion of the Federal
channel annually. The CDP will also require maintenance dredging at similar intervals to the
existing conditions.

Per regulation, USACE is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The USACE has not identified a
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.

The proposed project includes dredging of 46.3 million cubic yards of material to deepen the
channel to -77 feet and -75 feet MLLW from the Gulf to station 110+00 near Harbor Island,
including the approximate 10-mile extension to the entrance channel necessary to reach
sufficiently deep waters. This deepening would take place largely within the footprint of the
currently authorized -54 foot channel.

Section 2.2.3 of the FEIS provides construction details for the Channel Deepening Project.
New work dredging will include provisions to lessen disruption of ferry use, such as planning
dredging for off-peak or after-hours of typical high traffic ferry operations and avoid certain
times of the year for dredging or placement of material to protect endangered species.
Similar provisions would be carried out during maintenance dredging that occurs
approximately every two years for the existing channel. Dredging operations will also
incorporate numerous best management practices that are currently employed by the
industry when dredging and recommended by resource agencies, such as silt curtains to
protect against impacts from turbidity on adjacent special aquatic sites.

The potential impacts of project dredging on human and environmental resources identified
during the public interest review are addressed in detail in the following FEIS sections:

* 2.0 Proposed Action and Alternatives

¢ 3.0 Affected Environment

¢ 4.0 Environmental Consequences

¢ 5.0 Cumulative Impacts
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
SWG-2016-00067 or Deep Dredge is being considered without affiliated As currently proposed, the CDP will provide access to multiple locations on Harbor Island. The single and complete project was discussed and addressed in the Draft EIS. The CDP is a
impacts from VLCC Harbor Island Terminal, Qil Pipeline, and Air Quality While these facilities are not currently constructed, two DA permit applications have been single complete project of its own merit.
emissions. It must all be combined into a single EIS as its impacts cumulative.  |submitted for the construction of two terminals on Harbor Island with =54 feet MLLW basins;
matching the current federally authorized channel depth. If the CDP is authorized, it is
reasonable to foresee that any authorized facilities at Harbor Island, whether constructed or
not, would request modification of their permit to dredge to the CDP depths. However, if the
53 6 PC CDP is not authorized and/or constructed, the proposed Harbor Island facilities would
continue to meet their stated purpose and need at the currently authorized depths of —54-
feet MLLW. Therefore, the Corps has concluded that the multiple locations and proposed
facilities on Harbor Island are independent of the CDP. The fact that it is reasonable to
foresee their construction and possible expansion requires there inclusion in the cumulative
effects analysis but not in the permit’s scope of analysis.
54 1 PC Does not support the project. Thank you for your comment. Thank you for your comment.
No money has been set aside to nearly constantly dredge the Packery Channel [Past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions in the study area are discussed in While the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) has taxing authority, it does not exercise its
which will certainly fill in soon as water goes to the lowest point for miles Section 5.0 of the FEIS. taxing authority. Rather, revenues garnered from services provided by PCCA are reinvested to
around and the dredging in both channels is harmful to all wildlife. fund infrastructure projects. PCCA also has the capacity to take out bonds to support large
infrastructure projects in excess of what can be supported with annual revenues or
accumulated capital reserves. The Channel Deepening Project would be funded through some
combination of PCCA and private (specifically, PCCA customers for whom incrementally
deeper channel confers operational benefit) capital.
55 1 PC Not all industry in the region is affiliated with PCCA, and not all PCCA customers (i.e. users of
the Ship Channel) are PCCA tenants; many own the property on which their facilities are built.
In the case of PCCA-owned property, most exists outside of the Extra-Territorial Jurisdiction
(ETJs) of local municipalities and nearly all is in an unimproved condition and/or is under a
farm/agriculture exemption and is thus generating very minimal tax revenue. Once
developed by a PCCA customer for industrial use, all improvements are subject to ad valorum
taxation thus generating orders of magnitude more in tax revenue than might have been
taken “off the tax rolls” when PCCA acquired the undeveloped property.
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
Deeper water in the channel means more water will rush in violently during Hydrodynamic storm surge modeling using SWAN+ADCIRC was conducted by HRI using two  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA), in 2019, contracted with Texas A&M-Corpus
storms and even high tides, thus flooding shallow bay waters that are very synthetic Category 4 storms to evaluate storm surge impacts in and around Corpus Christi Bay |Christi Harte Research Institute (HRI) to assess the potential impacts of storm surge, tidal
fragile and contain the larva, seagrass, beds, potholes and many other things with “planned future conditions” representing Alternative 1. Compared to the existing hydraulics, and salinity from the various Corpus Christi Ship Channel dredging projects
required to keep our populations of fish, turtles, birds and all sea life viable / channel configuration, this alternative would allow more water to enter the bay. This (proposed and ongoing). The study was completed in April 2021. As part of the development
living / thriving. increases the storm surge water levels, as well as slightly increases the inundation extent. of the FEIS, PCCA provided the study to the Corps of Engineers to provide relevant
There would be an increase in area inundated of between 447 to 492 acres in small areas information to the Channel Deepening Project. Prior to relying on the information, the Corps
throughout the study area. The maximum elevation gain of storm surge compared to existing |of Engineers independently reviewed the methodology and findings using a third-party
conditions is 3.5 inches for this alternative. A hotspot of increased storm surge elevation of 4 [contractor. Section 4.1.3.4.2 provides details on the hydrodynamic storm surge modeling
to 12 inches was identified adjacent to Harbor Island for this alternative however reviewers  |conducted by HRI.
believe this is likely a localized model error (Subedee and Gibeaut, 2021).
55 5 PC Additional modeling and studies can be found in the FEIS:
Additional review of HRI’s modeling report was completed to validate their results (Baird, ¢ Appendix G - Sediment Transport Modeling Study
2021a). The reviewers did not find any major issues with HRI’s application of model ¢ Appendix H -Vessel Wake Analysis
parameters or inputs for the ADCIRC/SWAN models used in its study. ¢ Appendix | -Hydrodynamic and Salinity Modeling Study
¢ Appendix L -Ship Simulation Report
¢ Appendix M -Propeller Scour Study
¢ Appendix N -Underkeel Clearance Study
The proposed beneficial use sites when constructed will restore barrier islands that provide
protections to the region in the event of storms, as well as for impacts from sea level rise,
and improve and bolster the natural environment, which also provides additional protections.
Storm surges during high wind events, especially hurricanes, will push water Hydrodynamic storm surge modeling using SWAN+ADCIRC was conducted by HRI using two  |The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA), in 2019, contracted with Texas A&M-Corpus
much further inland. They recently dredged the channel to 55 feet. The synthetic Category 4 storms to evaluate storm surge impacts in and around Corpus Christi Bay Christi Harte Research Institute (HRI) to assess the potential impacts of storm surge, tidal
proposed 77 feet will be the deepest in the nation! Do we want to be the test |with “planned future conditions” representing Alternative 1. Compared to the existing hydraulics, and salinity from the various Corpus Christi Ship Channel dredging projects
case for what can and will go wrong?! channel configuration, this alternative would allow more water to enter the bay. This (proposed and ongoing). The study was completed in April 2021. As part of the development
increases the storm surge water levels, as well as slightly increases the inundation extent. of the FEIS, PCCA provided the study to the Corps of Engineers to provide relevant
There would be an increase in area inundated of between 447 to 492 acres in small areas information to the Channel Deepening Project. Prior to relying on the information, the Corps
throughout the study area. The maximum elevation gain of storm surge compared to existing |of Engineers independently reviewed the methodology and findings using a third-party
conditions is 3.5 inches for this alternative. A hotspot of increased storm surge elevation of 4 [contractor. Section 4.1.3.4.2 provides details on the hydrodynamic storm surge modeling
to 12 inches was identified adjacent to Harbor Island for this alternative however reviewers |conducted by HRI.
believe this is likely a localized model error (Subedee and Gibeaut, 2021).
55 3 pC Additional modeling and studies can be found in the FEIS:
Additional review of HRI’s modeling report was completed to validate their results (Baird, ¢ Appendix G - Sediment Transport Modeling Study
2021a). The reviewers did not find any major issues with HRI’s application of model ¢ Appendix H -Vessel Wake Analysis
parameters or inputs for the ADCIRC/SWAN models used in its study. ¢ Appendix | -Hydrodynamic and Salinity Modeling Study
¢ Appendix L -Ship Simulation Report
¢ Appendix M -Propeller Scour Study
e Appendix N -Underkeel Clearance Study
The proposed beneficial use sites when constructed will restore barrier islands that provide
protections to the region in the event of storms, as well as for impacts from sea level rise,
and improve and bolster the natural environment, which also provides additional protections.
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Le;clt)er Comlr;ent Entity Comment (may be paraphrased or summarized) USACE Response PCCA Response
The idea of putting dredge materials on our beaches is unsightly and has the Dredged material proposed for ocean disposal is evaluated and tested to ensure that the The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
potential to be harmful to wildlife and humans alike. material will not adversely affect human health and the marine environment. Evaluation of requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and

dredged material for ocean disposal under the MPRSA relies on standardized testing using construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal

biological organisms (bioassays). Under section 103 of the MPRSA, any proposed dumping of |Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and

dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated through use of EPA’s ocean dumping |approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.

criteria (40 CFR 220-229). The Ocean Testing Manual (OTM), a national testing manual for the [Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to

evaluation of dredged material proposed for ocean dumping, provides guidance for sampling, [placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA

testing, and analysis of water, sediment, and tissue to evaluate the environmental will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the

acceptability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. In addition to the OTM, the material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will

USACE and EPA have cooperatively prepared the Reginal Implementation Agreement, or RIA, |also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

to adapt the national procedures of the OTM to regional situations to ensure compliance with

MPRSA. Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of

The RIA requires a project-specific Sampling Analysis Plan (SAP) for the evaluation of near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material

55 4 pC sediment. The SAP was approved by the USACE and EPA to determine if the new work required for each beneficial use site.

material sediments proposed to be dredged are acceptable for disposal. Appendix C provides

information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling, and monitoring plans.  |A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi

Appendix J provides information on sediment testing. Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)

Response continues on next row. and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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The idea of putting dredge materials on our beaches is unsightly and has the
potential to be harmful to wildlife and humans alike.

Historical testing of the CCSC was included in the FEIS to demonstrates that no extensive or
severe contamination has been identified in the sediments within the CCSC, and that dredged
material has been historically suitable for offshore placement without special management
conditions (EPA and USACE, 2008; USACE, 2003).The most recent sediment testing conducted
by Montgomery and Bourne (2018) for the CCACIP also concluded that there was no
potential for adverse bioaccumulation effects from the dredged project sediments.

Although PCCA is not proposing to dispose of all of the dredge material offshore, all of the
material was tested to the more rigorous standards of MPRSA. Additional standards,
including ecological and engineering, are applied to the inshore placement of dredge material
to determine the appropriateness and/or suitability of the material for the specific activity
such as beach nourishment or levee construction. Based on the results of the sampling,
testing, and evaluation of sediment, analysis concluded that no adverse environmental
effects would be expected from dredging or placement of sediment from the project area
(Terracon Consultants, Inc., 2023a and 2023b). The USACE reviewed the sediment testing
reports from the Applicant and concluded that the appropriate criteria for evaluating the
disposal of the maintenance dredged material into the New Work ODMDS was utilized and
the material is suitable or ocean disposal. The EPA reviewed the information provided by the
USACE and concurred with the determination, concluding that the work described complies
with the applicable subparts of 40 CFR Parts 225-228.

Response continues on next row.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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The idea of putting dredge materials on our beaches is unsightly and has the
potential to be harmful to wildlife and humans alike.

Appendix C provides information on placement of dredged materials, locations, modeling,
and monitoring plans. Appendix J provides information on sediment testing.

The Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) will comply with Texas General Land Office
requirements (31 TAC 15) for beach nourishment, including permitting, sand sourcing, and
construction. Additionally, PCCA will comply with applicable site-specific Coastal
Management Plans. Placement of material will occur only after appropriate permits and
approval of material meeting "beach quality sand" requirements designs are obtained.
Further, beach nourishment will require an agreement with the landowner prior to
placement, and such agreement will stipulate any additional site-specific details that PCCA
will be required to comply with when placing material and regarding the quality of the
material to be placed. A full design of the placement of material at any beneficial use site will
also be required prior to placement and approved by the landowner prior to placement.

Appendix C of the FEIS provides the studies related to the placement of dredge materials, the
beneficial use monitoring plan, the dredge material placement matrix, and the summary of
near-shore berm modeling. Refer to Appendix C for additional details on the material
required for each beneficial use site.

A sampling and analysis plan (SAP) was prepared on behalf of the Port of Corpus Christi
Authority (PCCA) in accordance with the Green Book and the Regional Implementation
Agreement for testing and reporting requirements for ocean disposal of dredge material (RIA)
and submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the US Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) for their concurrence. The SAP provided details of sample
collection locations and analysis methodology to fully characterize the dredge material within
the project footprint for both beneficial use and placement of dredged material in the
Offshore Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS). USACE and USEPA provided concurrence
that the prepared SAP complied with the Green Book and the RIA. The Sampling and Analysis
Plan dated July 2021 was put out for bid, and PCCA contracted with Terracon to complete the
sediment characterization as per the SAP. In early 2022, Terracon began the sampling
activities, and a full sampling, chemical analysis, and bioassessment report documenting all
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The PCCA originally proposed the dredging would be privately funded, then
went back on it and now want we taxpayers to foot the bill.

Per regulation, Corps is directed to assume that an applicant has made the appropriate
economic evaluations and the proposal is economically viable. The applicant, the Port of
Corpus Christi Authority, is a political subdivision of the State of Texas incorporated as a
Navigation District in 1926 in accordance with the Texas Constitution and is governed by a
Port Commission in accordance with the Texas Water Code. The Corps has not identified a
national interest that would compel an independent, federal review of a navigation district’s
stated need for the project in the marketplace.

While the Port of Corpus Christi Authority (PCCA) has taxing authority, it does not exercise its
taxing authority. Rather, revenues garnered from services provided by PCCA are reinvested to
fund infrastructure projects. PCCA also has the capacity to take out bonds to support large
infrastructure projects in excess of what can be supported with annual revenues or
accumulated capital reserves. The Channel Deepening Project would be funded through some
combination of PCCA and private (specifically, PCCA customers for whom incrementally
deeper channel confers operational benefit) capital.

Not all industry in the region is affiliated with PCCA, and not all PCCA customers (i.e. users of
the Ship Channel) are PCCA tenants; many own the property on which their facilities are built.
In the case of PCCA-owned property, most exists outside of the Extra-Territorial Jurisdiction
(ETJs) of local municipalities and nearly all is in an unimproved condition and/or is under a
farm/agriculture exem