DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, DETROIT DISTRICT
477 MICHIGAN AVENUE
DETROIT MI 48226-2550

Public Notice

Published: August 20, 2026
Expires: September 20, 2026

TO ALL INTERESTED AGENCIES, PUBLIC GROUPS AND CITIZENS:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Detroit District, provides notice of the availability of an
Environmental Assessment (EA) for review and comment. The EA addresses the
environmental effects of placing dredged material from the federal navigation channel into a
state-owned, bermed upland placement site. The EA includes a preliminary Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) which includes an evaluation of the anticipated effects from project
implementation. The preliminary FONSI reflects the conclusions of the EA that the project does
not have a significant effect on the quality of the human environment; therefore, we anticipate
that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is not required. The harbor dredged materials will
be temporarily stockpiled along the shoreline starting immediately north of the breakwater and
then be transferred to the state-owned upland placement site near Gay, Michigan (Enclosure).
The proposed work is being conducted pursuant to USACE'’s statutory operations and
maintenance authority for the Grand Traverse Bay Harbor Federal Navigation Project.

The EA identifies the location of the dredged material placement site. Copies of this Public
Notice, PFONSI and EA are being provided to federal, state, and local agencies, interested
federally recognized tribes, interest groups, and individuals for review and comment. All
comments are welcome and should be made within thirty (30) days from the date of this notice.
If no comments are received by the end of the thirty (30) day review period, it will be assumed
that you have no comment. Please provide all comments by email: to: LRE-
Opmaint@usace.army.mil, refer to file 2026-008 GTB. All comments received will be taken
under consideration, as applicable.

Upon completion of public review and an evaluation of the comments received, the
USACE Detroit District Engineer will make a final decision regarding the necessity of preparing
an EIS for the proposed action.

Sincerely,

Chaiboa A. Ctilanie

Charles A. Uhlarik, Chief
Environmental Analysis Section
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, DETROIT DISTRICT
477 MICHIGAN AVENUE
DETROIT MI 48226-2550

Preliminary Finding of No Significant Impact
Upland Placement of Dredged Material Near Gay, Ml for
Grand Traverse Harbor, Houghton County, Michigan

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Detroit District, has completed an
environmental analysis in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, as amended. A Public Notice dated August 20, 2026, Preliminary Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) and an Environmental Assessment (EA) address the
environmental consequences of placing dredged material, including stamp sands, from
the Grand Traverse Federal Navigation Channel upland in Gay, Keweenaw County,
Michigan. The proposed project is being completed pursuant to the USACE statutory
operations and maintenance authority for the Grand Traverse Harbor Federal
Navigation Project.

The EA analysis, incorporated herein by reference, evaluated various project
alternatives: Alternative 1: no action, Alternative 2: Upland Placement in a bermed
existing state placement site, Alternative 3: Truck the dredged material to the nearest
landfill. The preliminary selected alternative and tentatively recommended plan is
Alternative 2 which is the least impacting alternative that meets all design criteria and
project objectives as discussed in the EA. The work includes dredging the federal
navigation channel, stockpiling the dredged material immediately north of the harbor,
and transporting the material to the placement site. All practicable and appropriate
means to avoid or minimize adverse environmental effects were analyzed and
incorporated into the preliminary selected alternative and recommended plan. Best
management practices (BMPs) as detailed in the EA will be implemented, if appropriate,
to minimize impacts. No compensatory mitigation is required as a part of the
recommended plan. For all the alternatives, the potential effects were evaluated, as
appropriate. A summary assessment of the potential effects of implementing the
tentative recommended plan are listed in Table 1.

Public review of the preliminary Finding of No Significant Impact, and
Environmental Assessment (EA) was initiated on August 20, 2026. All comments
submitted during the public review period will be considered and responded to by email,
as appropriate.

Pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, the
USACE determined the proposed project as a “Not Likely to Adversely Affect”
determination on January 6, 2026, for the federally listed threatened species Canada
Lynx, and the federally listed endangered species’ the Gray Wolf, the Northern Long-
eared Bat, and the Tricolored Bat. The USFWS concurred with these determinations on
January 13, 2026.

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as
amended, USACE has preliminarily determined the recommended plan would have no



adverse effect on historic properties. As this is a federal action, USACE’s determination
was submitted to the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) and federally
recognized tribes on July 17, 2026. SHPO concurred with our determination on August
12, 2026.

Table 1: Summary of Potential Effects of Implementing the Tentative Recommended Plan

Minimal and Insignificant Resource

Insignificant effects as a unaffected by

effects result of action

mitigation

Air quality O O
Aquatic Habitat, Fisheries O
Clean Water Act O O
Hydrometeorological Conditions O O
Coastal Zone Management Act O O
Contaminant Consideration O O
Cultural Resources O O
Exotic/Invasive Species O O
Farmland O O
Federally Listed Species (T&E) O O
Floodplains O O
Groundwater/Drinking Water O O
Health and Safety O O
Topography and Soils O O
Traffic, Noise, and Aesthetics O O
Recreation O O
Socioeconomic Conditions O O
Water Quality O |
Wetlands O O
Wildlife/Habitat O O

A determination of consistency with the State of Michigan Coastal Zone
Management program was provided to the State of Michigan on February 17, 2026, with
a revised consistency determination dated March 6, 2026, pursuant to Section 307 of
the Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972. Concurrence with conditions was received
on April 23, 2026, conditions included:

1. No in-water work from November 1 through December 14 unless a waiver is
approved;



2. the resuspension of silt and other materials shall be maintained;
3. Control fugitive dust.

The proposed project complies with the Federal Executive Order on Flood Plain
Management (E.O. 11988) because the project would not cause a harmful interference
on adjacent property, will not increase the risk of flooding or related flood damage nor,
encourage floodplain development.

The proposed placement of dredged materials have been reviewed pursuant to
the following Acts and Executive Orders: Fish and Wildlife Act of 1956; Fish and
Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958; National Historic Preservation Act of 1966; National
Environmental Policy Act (1969); Clean Air Act of 1970; Executive Order 11593,
Protection and Enhancement of the Cultural Environment, May 1971; Endangered
Species Act of 1973; and Executive Order 11990, Wetland Protection, May 1977. The
proposed action has been found to be in compliance with these Acts and Executive
Orders.

All applicable environmental laws were followed in the evaluation of alternatives
and coordination with appropriate agencies undertaken. Implementing the tentative
recommended plan would not result in significant reasonable and foreseeable long-
term adverse environmental effects. The project would cause no or insignificant minor
adverse impacts to natural resources, would not adversely impact navigation, water
quality, cultural/historic/tribal resources, federally listed endangered or threatened
species and their habitat, nor be injurious to the public interest. Adverse effects would
be minor limited primarily to short term effects to health and safety, soil, and wildlife
during temporary placement, and noise and air emissions from equipment operation.
The temporary and permanent placement would be conditioned to mitigate any potential
effects to air quality, the coastal zone, and contaminants.

Based on this EA, coordination with Federal and state agencies and Tribes, and
review by my staff, it is my preliminary determination that implementing the tentative
recommended plan would not significantly affect the quality of the human environment.
Therefore, preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is not required.
Following the 30-day agency/public review period and consideration of the comments
received, a final decision will be made regarding the necessity of preparing an EIS for
the proposed action.

Date Signed Donald K. Lew
Lieutenant Colonel, U.S. Army
District Commander
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 The U.S Army Corps of Engineers, Detroit District (USACE), is proposing upland
placement of approximately 20,000-30,000 cubic yards of shoal material, including
stamp sands, dredged from the Federal Navigation Project at Grand Traverse Harbor,
Houghton County, Michigan (Figure 1-3). The proposed upland placement site is
approximately 6.5 miles north of the harbor and extends approximately 0.3 miles
northward (Figure 4).

1.2  Grand Traverse Harbor is a designated Harbor of Refuge on the south shore of
Lake Superior in the upper peninsula of Michigan on the eastern shore of the
Keweenaw Peninsula.

2.0 PROPOSED FEDERAL ACTION AND PURPOSE

2.1 The purpose of the proposed project is to maintenance dredge with placement of
the dredged material including stamp sands on an upland area. The harbor is dredged
every few years by either USACE, MDNR Fisheries, or the Keweenaw Bay Indian
Community. If maintenance dredging does not occur, shoaling of the channel would
continue to worsen and adversely impact navigation. The harbor of refuge is used by
recreational fishermen and tribal members for commercial fishing for whitefish and lake
trout.

3.0 PROJECT AUTHORITY

3.1 Grand Traverse Harbor was originally authorized by the 1945 River and Harbor Act,
and construction of the harbor was initiated at that time. The Grand Traverse Harbor
project was completed in 1950 and included two parallel breakwaters oriented
northwest-southeast, extending from land into Grand Traverse Bay. Maintenance
dredging is being completed pursuant to the USACE statutory operations and
maintenance authority.

4.0 PROJECT HISTORY

4.1 Grand Traverse Harbor, Michigan is located at the mouth of the Traverse River in
Schoolcraft Township, Houghton County, Michigan, on the eastern side of the
Keweenaw Peninsula, approximately 18 miles northeast of the lower entrance to the
Keweenaw Waterway. The fishing port of Traverse Bay lies along both flanks of the
harbor and along the Traverse River from the mouth to 0.3 mile upstream.

The Grand Traverse Harbor Federal Navigation Channel was last dredged by the
USACE in 2019 with approximately 25,000 cubic yards of shoal removed. Previous
dredging was covered by an IIS Agreement between the USEPA and the USACE under
the Economy Act, 31 U.S.C. § 1535. The source of accumulated sediments is



historically Lake Superior littoral drift and the northern historic stamp sand pile
deposition.

4.2 This project serves as an important harbor-of-refuge for recreational craft and
serves as a base of operations for residential and commercial fishing craft.

5.0 ALTERNATIVES

Alternatives being considered for dredged material placement are: Alternative 1, “No
Action” plan; Alternative 2, maintenance dredge and place on MDNR site; and
Alternative 3, maintenance dredge and place in landfill. The preliminarily selected
alternative and tentatively recommended plan is Alternative 2, which is the least
impacting alternative that meets all design criteria and project objectives as discussed in
the EA.

5.1  Alternative 1 — No action: No action means that the USACE would not dredge the
Grand Traverse Harbor. This is not a viable option as it does not maintain safe
navigation in the harbor. Therefore, this alternative was eliminated from further
consideration except as a baseline from which to compare the potential environmental
effects of the action.

5.2  Alternative 2 — Dredge and place on MDNR site: Maintenance dredging of the
Federal navigation channel (FNC) and transporting the dredged material to the upland
placement approximately 6.5 miles north of the harbor near Gay, Michigan. This
placement site is bermed and has been a historic placement site for MDNR and the
tribe when they dredge stamp sands from the Grand Traverse Harbor. Material may be
temporarily staged north of the harbor prior to transportation to the final placement site.

The truck traffic route between the harbor and proposed placement site would likely be
along Traverse River Road to Big Traverse Road/Rice Lake Road to Lake Linden-Gay
Road to Gay Road. A second potential route is along the stamp sand beach area, which
is utilized by the Michigan DNR. The proposed route does not go directly by the
schools. Commercial traffic currently uses the road network. It is anticipated that the
trucks hauling the dredged sediment would generally be at a rate of up to 2-4 trucks per
hour during the workday: likely using 20-ton dumps based on the short distance to the
placement site. A final decision on the type and frequency of trucks would be made by
the contractor.

The contractor will need to obey all local, county, state, and federal traffic ordinances.
This evaluation is not limited to these specific pathways; rather, it accommodates
potential route modifications, hybrid transportation methods, or alternative logistics that
may arise during final engineering design or agency coordination. If applicable, a
temporary right of entry/real estate agreements for use of the placement site and
access/transfer sites will be acquired before project implementation.



5.3  Alternative 3 — Dredge and place in landfill: Maintenance dredging the harbor and
transporting the material in watertight trucks to the nearest landfill, approximately 74
miles away, K&M Landfill in Ontonagon. Costs to dispose of the material at this location
would be over $8,000,000, which would not be cost effective.

6.0 ALTERNATIVE SELECTION AND RECOMMENDED PLAN

6.1 We have tentatively selected Alternative 2 as the recommended plan. This
alternative was chosen because it is the least impacting alternative that meets all design
criteria and project objectives. Alternative 3 is considered too costly due to material
transport distance for placement and has been eliminated from further consideration;
the K&M landfill is approximately 74 miles away. The work includes dredging the
federal navigation channel, stockpiling the dredged material immediately north of the
harbor, and trucking the material to the placement site located about 6 miles northeast
of the harbor.

6.1 Miscellaneous Project Details: The proposed action may require temporary
structures or fill for the staging area. The type and location of temporary structures
and/or construction materials cannot be determined at this time, since they would be
incidental to the contractor's methods for the work being performed. Temporary
structures or fill material would be at USACE-approved locations within project
boundaries or rights-of-way, outside of any wetlands, areas containing Federal or state
protected species or their critical habitat, or properties listed on or eligible for listing on
the National Register of Historic Places or state-listed properties. Temporary activities
will include appropriate precautionary measures to prevent erosion and sedimentation
or other undesirable environmental impacts. These construction aids would be removed
when no longer needed and their sites would be restored to pre-project conditions upon
project completion. Some variation in design details may occur as a result of
unanticipated design improvements, site conditions, or cost-saving measures. Any
variations that result in a significant change to the project design or environmental
impacts would be further evaluated under the National Environmental Policy Act.

7.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

7.1  Purpose - The environmental evaluation identifies and analyzes the type and
magnitude of anticipated impacts associated with implementing the proposed
project/recommended plan. The anticipated impacts are outlined in Table 1.

7.2 Physical Setting — The Grand Traverse Harbor is located at the mouth of the
Traverse River on the south shore of Lake Superior. The Traverse River serves as a
minor tributary directly into the Lake Superior drainage basin. Lake Superior has a
surface area of about 31,700 square miles and a reported maximum depth of 1,330
feet. Grand Traverse Harbor is located within the unincorporated village of Traverse
Bay. The unincorporated village of Traverse Bay is a small community located on the
south shore of Lake Superior in Houghton County, Michigan. The unincorporated village



of Gay is located north of the town. The proposed project will have no adverse effects
on the physical setting of the project location.

7.3  Weather — Gay, M| experiences warm summers and cold, freezing winters. The
average annual high is 77 °F, the low is 10°F and the annual mean temperature is 42°F.
The hottest month of the year is July with an average of 66°F. The coldest month of the
year is January with an average of 17°F. The annual precipitation in Gay is 24.67".
Snow fall amount average over 100 inches annually. The proposed project will have no
effects on weather patterns.

7.4 Land Use — Land use in Gay, Ml includes the site of a former copper ore
stamping mill, but the surrounding area is dominated by forests, approximately 90% and
is primarily used for timber production and recreation. Historically, a significant portion
of the shoreline was classified as industrial/barren land due to the massive stamp sand
deposits from the Mohawk and Wolverine copper mills, though nature and restoration
efforts are slowly reclaiming these areas. Residential development, consisting of a small
cluster of year-round homes and seasonal camps, occupies less than 2% of the total
acreage. The remaining land is composed of wetlands and water bodies, reflecting the
region's rugged, resource-dependent character along the shores of Lake Superior. The
proposed project will have no adverse effects on land use.

7.5 Topography and Soils — The elevations in the immediate vicinity range from a
minimum of 600 feet at the Lake Superior shoreline to a maximum of approximately 764
feet as the terrain rises toward the inland ridges. The region is predominantly covered
by the Gay soil series, which consists of poorly drained, loamy glacial till that is
extremely acidic and often found in depressions or ground moraines. These moist,
acidic conditions support a robust mix of northern hardwoods and swamp hardwoods,
specifically dominant species like sugar maple, red maple, and northern white cedar,
alongside balsam fir and black ash in the wetter lowlands. The proposed project will
have no adverse effects on topography and soils.

7.6  Air Quality — Affects from placing stamp sand materials would be short term and
minor, consisting of airborne effects from transportation and storage, as well as exhaust
emissions from equipment necessary to complete the work. The contractor is required
to prevent fugitive dust from leaving the dredging placement sites and adhering to State
requirements including stockpiling, tarping transportation vehicles, and opacity
requirements. Dredge material placement impacts are considered short term. Houghton
County meets the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). Thus, the project
impacts are minimal and meet the Conformity Requirements under section 176 (c) of
the Clean Air Act and 40 C.F.R.93.153.

7.7  Aquatic Habitat and Fish — The aquatic habitat around Gay is nearby Buffalo
Reef, a critical 2,200-acre cobble and bedrock feature in Lake Superior that serves as a
primary spawning ground for lake trout and lake whitefish. Vital freshwater input comes
from the Tobacco River, which flows directly through Gay, and the nearby Traverse
River to the south; both serve as essential corridors for seasonal migrations of species
like steelhead (rainbow trout) and smelt. Additionally, the surrounding coastal waters



and river mouths support diverse populations of coho salmon, walleye, and yellow
perch, making the region a cornerstone for both recreational and tribal commercial
fishing. According to the State of Michigan’s dredging window restrictions no dredging
will occur in the harbor in November 1- December 15. Some disturbance of fish or
macroinvertebrates may occur; however, since the stamp sands are toxic to aquatic life
at 30% concentrations few benthic invertebrates will be affected by dredging and upland
placement. As fish are mobile, the percentage of the fish that would be impacted is
considered small. Displaced fish would find temporary habitat in nearby waters and
would be expected to return after completion of the dredging.

7.8 Clean Water and Water Quality — A Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 401 water
quality certification (WQC) is not required as there will be no discharge of fill into waters
of the United States (WOTUS).

7.9 Hydrometeorological Conditions — Global hydrometeorological conditions are
expected to lead to six major types of (physical) changes in the Great Lakes basin: (1)
increased annual averages in air and surface water temperatures (with greater
extremes in hottest temperatures), (2) increased duration of the stratified (thermocline)
period, (3) changes in the direction and strength of wind and water currents, (4) flashier
precipitation (increases in the intensity of storms and drier periods in between) and river
flows, (5) greater variation in annual ice cover/greater water surface evaporation/larger
lake effect snow events, and (6) greater variation in lake levels.

7.9.1 Implementing the proposed project will not impact the above possible changes
and therefore will not affect hydrometeorological conditions. The impacts from
conducting the proposed work on any measurable hydrometeorological conditions
criteria are considered insignificant. Although the actual hydrometeorological effects that
may occur at any given project site are largely uncertain, some general assumptions
can be made based on long-term global hydrometeorological trends, which vary
between warming and cooling over periods typically measurable in hundreds of years.
As we are currently in a warming trend, effects of a warming climate on weather
patterns can be anticipated in general.

7.9.2 Modeling of global atmospheric circulation patterns indicate that under a
continuing global warming trend, air mass differences would become greater in the
Great Lakes and upper Midwest regions during the fall and spring (transition) seasons,
with stronger resultant atmospheric disturbances. This suggests future precipitation
events in the project region would be more frequent and more intense. As such, there is
a possibility that river and stream systems in the Great Lakes region could experience
more frequent events of intense rain falling during a short time, which would increase
the potential for stream bank erosion, stream sediment loading, and flashiness of flood
flows. The summer seasons are anticipated to be hotter and drier in this region over the
years to come; less arctic air in the region would mean less winter snowfall and milder
winter temperatures.



7.9.3 The dredged material upland placement project would not result in direct, indirect,
or reasonable and foreseeable impacts on the climate. Nor would the proposed action,
in conjunction with long-term climatic variances, result in adverse effects such as
induced flooding or erosion. The impacts from conducting the proposed work are
considered minimal and insignificant.

7.10 Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) — The project is within the coastal zone
as defined by the Michigan Coastal Management Program. The project will provide safe
navigation within the harbor, comply with state water quality standards, would not cause
a significant adverse environmental effect on the coastal zone, and reduce erosion in
the nearshore placement area. A CZMA federal consistency determination was
submitted to the Michigan Coastal Management Program on February 10, 2026, with
revisions on March 6, 2026. CZMA consistency concurrence with conditions was
received on April 23, 2026, conditions included:

1. No in-water work from November 1 through December 14 unless a waiver is
approved;

2. the resuspension of silt and other materials shall be maintained by careful equipment
operation and, if necessary, the use of an environmental bucket or hydraulic dredge,
floating booms, silt curtains or screens, and other suitable means;

3. Control fugitive dust by stockpiling material, material wetted to an opacity of 5%,
covered if wind speeds exceed 25 miles per hour (mph), trucks lined and covered to
prevent escaping material.

711 Contaminants — The dredge material contains stamp sands, due to a stamp
sand pile north of the harbor. As the stamp sands contain heavy metals, particularly
copper, the stamp sands are toxic to aquatic life that reside within the stamp sands and
EGLE has determined the dredged sediments are not suitable for open lake disposal.
The proposed project will not increase contaminants within the harbor nor at the existing
placement site.

7.12 Cultural Resources — Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, USACE has preliminarily determined the
recommended plan would have no adverse effect on historic properties. As this is a
federal action, USACE’s determination was submitted to the State Historic Preservation
Office (SHPO) and federally recognized tribes on July 17, 2026. SHPO concurred with
our determination on August 12, 2026.

7.13 Exotic and Invasive Species — A variety of invasive exotic species have
entered the Great Lakes. A number of invasive exotic plant species have become
established in Michigan along the Lake Superior shoreline, in some cases displacing
native plant species and resulting in diminished wildlife habitat values. Some of the
more aggressive invasive species include invasive phragmites, Eurasian milfoil, and
glossy buckthorn. Rocky shoreline and breakwaters provide habitat for the invasive
exotic zebra and quagga mussels, the round goby, and sea lampreys. The impact of
these exotic animal species in the colder waters of Lake Superior has been limited to



date. The proposed project will not increase amounts of exotic of invasive species within
the project area.

714 Farmlands — The Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) is intended to
minimize the impact Federal programs have on the unnecessary and irreversible
conversion of farmland to non-agricultural uses. The work site contains no active
farmlands and therefore the project would have no effect on farmlands.

7.15 Federally Listed Threatened and Endangered Species — A consistency letter
was generated using United States Fish and Wildlife Services (FWS) online Information
for Planning and Consultation (IPaC), Michigan DKey on January 6, 2026. The FWS
determined a “no effect” for the Monarch Butterfly and the Rufa Red Knot. The USACE
determined the proposed project as a “Not Likely to Adversely Affect” determination on
January 6, 2026, for the federally listed threatened species Canada Lynx, and the
federally listed endangered species’ the Gray Wolf, the Northern Long-eared Bat, and
the Tricolored Bat. The USFWS concurred with these determinations on January 13,
2026.

7.16 Floodplain and Hydrology — Lake Superior is defined as being located within
the 100-year floodplain. However, the maintenance dredging and placement of dredged
material does not cause a harmful interference to flood flows and does not create an
increase in harmful backwater. The proposed project will have no adverse effects on the
floodplain.

717 Health and Safety — Potential safety and health issues are limited during the
construction period. Safety will be ensured for civilians recreating as well as contract
employees working the project through using best management practices. The
proposed project will have minimal effects on health and safety within project area.

7.18 Noise and Traffic — Noise, traffic and other aesthetic impacts from the
proposed construction activity would be temporary and minor. The contractor would be
required to comply with U.S. Coast Guard (USCG) regulations applicable to marine
work.

The truck traffic route between the harbor and proposed placement site would likely be
along Traverse River Road to Big Traverse Road/Rice Lake Road to Lake Linden-Gay
Road to Gay Road. A second potential route is along the stamp sand beach area, which
is utilized by the Michigan DNR. The proposed routes do not go directly by schools.
Commercial traffic currently uses the road network. It is anticipated that the trucks
hauling the dredged sediment would generally be at a rate of up to 2-4 trucks per

hour during the workday: likely using 20-ton dumps based on the short distance to the
placement site. A final decision on the type and frequency of trucks would be made by
the contractor.

The contractor will need to obey all local, county, state, and federal traffic ordinances,
and obtain the appropriate permit(s), if necessary. If applicable, a temporary right of
entry/real estate agreements for use of the placement site and access/transfer sites will
be acquired before project implementation.



The use of the proposed upland placement site would result in temporary short-term
noise and traffic impacts. The contractor would be required to maintain construction
equipment in accordance with manufacturer’s specifications to keep unnecessary noise
impacts to a minimum.

Maintenance dredging and placement activities would have some short-term effect on
local traffic but would not have significant long-term effects. Boat traffic in the project
area is mostly made up of leisure and recreational crafts. Project operations would be
conducted to minimize interference with boat traffic, but at times may result in some
congestion and temporary vessel delays; however, the completed project would provide
a safe harbor of refuge. The temporary truck traffic transporting dredged material from
the transfer site to the proposed placement site would cause general traffic in the area
to be heavier than normal but would have no long-term effect.

Project implementation would cause temporary and minor noise and vessel
disturbances from the presence and operation of heavy equipment from the barge(s)
and truck transport. The disturbances would be localized and not be significant or long-
term. Temporary construction related noise and traffic impacts would end once
construction is complete.

7.19 Recreation — Recreation and tourism is an important part of the local economy
during summer months in Gay. There is a museum, historical restaurants, and the town
is known as a “Ghost Town”. The proposed project will have short term effects around
the placement site due to visual and noise impacts. Project activities within the water
would not have significant adverse effects on recreation. The maintenance dredging will
help to maintain a safer harbor that is useable for recreational activities, including
fishing.

7.20 Socioeconomic Conditions — The dredging and disposal will occur on state
lands though trucks will haul the material on county roads. Impacts from the proposed
work are expected to be minimal in scope and would not be expected to have any
disadvantaged community impacts.

7.21 Wetlands — According to the Michigan DNR Surface Water Data Viewer, there
are part 303 poorly drained marshes near the placement site (MDNR, 2015). The stamp
sands area used as a placement site by MDNR, and others has seasonally pocketed
waters but since the open water ponds are devoid of aquatic life, they are not
considered wetlands.

7.22 Wildlife Habitat and Wildlife — Keweenaw County is consistent with habitat
defined as pine barrens. Pine barrens range structurally from grasslands to forests.
Wildlife in the area includes whitetail deer, turkey, bear, migratory waterfowl and various
small game species. Wildlife would avoid the upland areas during placement activities.
The proposed project will have no long term adverse effects on wildlife habitat and
wildlife.

7.23 Reasonable and Foreseeable Effects — These impacts are defined as the
aggregate effects of the past, present and reasonably foreseeable future actions. The



current condition within the Grand Traverse Harbor and southern Lake Superior is a
result from past activities and practices and no measurable changes to the overall
condition of either of these systems is expected due to implementing the proposed
action. Since the proposed action includes placement of dredge material in an existing
stamp sand placement site, the overall effects are temporary and minor in nature,
adverse impacts are not anticipated there are no reasonably foreseeable future actions
within the project area or in the neighboring vicinity that would result in effects that differ

from those already disclosed.

Table 1: Summary of Potential Effects of the Implementing the Tentative Recommended

Plan

Minimal and Insignificant Resource

Insignificant effects as a unaffected by

effects result of action

mitigation

Air quality O O
Aquatic Habitat, Fisheries O
Clean Water Act O O
Hydrometeorological Conditions O O
Coastal Zone Management Act O O
Contaminant Consideration O O
Cultural Resources O O
Exotic/Invasive Species O O
Farmland O O
Federally Listed Species (T&E) O O
Floodplains O O
Groundwater/Drinking Water O O
Health and Safety | O
Topography and Soils | O
Traffic, Noise, and Aesthetics O O
Recreation O O
Socioeconomic Conditions O O
Water Quality O O
Wetlands O O
Wildlife/Habitat | O

8.0 MAJOR FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

8.1  The proposed project has been reviewed pursuant to the following Acts and
Executive Orders: National Environmental Policy Act (1969), Fish and Wildlife Act of




1956, Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958, Endangered Species Act of 1973,
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act of 2007, National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, Clean Water Act of 1977, Coastal Zone Management
act of 1972, Coastal Barrier Resources Act (CBRA) OF 1982, Clean Air Act of 1970,
Executive Order 11514, Protection and Enhancement of the Cultural Environment, May
1971, Executive Order 11988, Flood Plain Management, May 1977, Executive Order
11990, Wetland Protection, May 1977, Executive Order 12898, and Executive Order
13690, Establishing Flood Risk Management Standard and a Process for Further
Soliciting and Considering Stakeholder Input, January 2015.

8.2  The Environmental Assessment (EA) evaluation concludes that the proposed
project is in compliance with the acts and executive orders listed above. The USACE’s
preliminary environmental analysis indicates that implementing the recommended plan
would not result in significant reasonable and foreseeable long-term adverse
environmental effects. The project would cause no or insignificant minor adverse
impacts to natural resources, would not adversely impact navigation, water quality,
cultural/historic resources, federally listed endangered or threatened species and their
critical habitat, nor be injurious to the public interest. Adverse effects would be minor,
limited primarily to short-term noise impacts, temporary and localized disruption of
recreational users’ access around the dredging areas within the harbor, air emissions
from dredging and placement equipment, and minor short-term turbidity increases.

9.0 PUBLIC REVIEW

Electronic copies of the Preliminary Findings of No Significant Impact, and EA are being
sent to federal, state, and local agencies, Tribes, interested groups, and individuals. In
addition, the documents may be viewed online. All comments are invited, including
those of historical or cultural concern. If no comments are received by the end of the
thirty (30) day review period, which begins with the date of this notice, it will be assumed
that no comments are forthcoming. Please provide all comments by email to LRE-
Opmaint@usace.army.mil, refer to the file 2026-008 GTB . All comments received will be
taken under consideration, as appropriate.

Following the comment period and a review of the comments received, the USACE
Detroit District Engineer will make a final decision regarding the necessity of preparing
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed project. Based on the
preliminary conclusions of the EA and early coordination with other Federal and State
agencies and Tribes, it appears that preparation of an EIS may not be required.
Therefore, a Preliminary Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) is included at the
beginning of this EA. If, after public review of this EA, the District Engineer determines
that an EIS is not necessary, the Preliminary FONSI would be finalized and signed.
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Figure 1. Project Location
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Figure 2: Maintained Federal Navigation Channel

14



Dredged material will be temporarily
staged within the yellow box area. This
700 foot section is where other material
has been stored in the past until winter
trucking. Evenly spaced ramps will be
pushed through the pile to allow home
‘owners water access. :

Figure 3. Figure shows temporary staging area for dredged material designated for upland
placement.
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Figure 4. Figure showing the dredging and placement areas
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