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DRAFT FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
 

Grayson Dam Water Control Plan Update 
Carter County, Kentucky 

 
 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Huntington District (Corps) has conducted an 
environmental analysis in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as 
amended. The Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) dated August 2026, for the Grayson Dam 
Water Control Plan Update Project addresses the existing water control plan (WCP) for 
operations at Grayson Dam in Carter County, Kentucky. The update would benefit both flood 
control and recreation purposes at Grayson Lake.   

 
The Draft EA, incorporated herein by reference, evaluated various alternatives. The 

recommended plan is the Proposed Action Alternative and includes: 
 
• Updating the WCP to increase the rate of change at the dam’s outflow from 0.5ft/hr to 

1ft/hr which would allow for one (1) foot of change per hour at the outflow as a result of 
the dam’s operations. This would reflect previous operations at Grayson Lake (11 March 
2014 – 20 February 2017).  

 
In addition to a “no action” plan, one (1) alternative was evaluated. This alternative involved 

updating the WCP as described above. Section 2.0 of the Draft EA discusses the proposed 
action and alternatives. 
 
SUMMARY OF POTENTIAL EFFECTS:  
 
 For all alternatives, the potential effects were evaluated, as appropriate.  A summary 
assessment of the potential effects of the recommended plan are listed in Table 1:   
 
Table 1: Summary of Potential Effects of the Recommended Plan 
 
Resource  Insignificant 

effects 
Insignificant 
effects as a 
result of 
mitigation 

No effect 

Flood Control ☒ ☐ ☐ 
Recreation ☒ ☐ ☐ 
Land Use ☐ ☐ ☒ 
Aquatic Habitat ☐ ☐ ☒ 
Water Quality ☐ ☐ ☒ 
Wild and Scenic Rivers ☐ ☐ ☒ 
Cultural Resources ☐ ☐ ☒ 
Tribal Trust Resources ☐ ☐ ☒ 
Threatened and Endangered Species ☐ ☐ ☒ 
Socioeconomics ☐ ☐ ☒ 
Aesthetics ☐ ☐ ☒ 
Health and Safety ☒ ☐ ☐ 

 
All practical means to avoid or minimize adverse environmental effects were analyzed and 

incorporated into the recommended plan.  
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No compensatory mitigation is required as part of the recommended plan. 
 
Public, state, and agency review of the Draft EA and FONSI will be completed on 23 

October 2026. All comments submitted during the review period will be responded to in the Final 
EA and FONSI. 

 
Pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, the Corps 

determined that the recommended plan would have no effect on the following Federally listed 
species: gray bat, Indiana bat, northern long-eared bat, tricolored bat, and Virginia big-eared 
bat. Additionally, the Corps has determined the project will not jeopardize the continued 
existence of the following proposed species: eastern hellbender, salamander mussel, and 
monarch butterfly. No further coordination under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act is 
required.  

 
 Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, as 
amended, the Corps determined that the recommended plan is an activity that has no potential 
to affect historic properties, should any exist, and no potential to cause effect to cultural 
resources. Therefore, no Tribal consultation was necessary and the Corps has no further 
obligations under Section 106 of the NHPA, in accordance with 36 CFR 800.3(a)(1).  
  
 All applicable environmental laws have been considered and coordination with appropriate 
agencies and officials will be completed.  
 

Technical, environmental, economic, and cost effectiveness criteria used in the formulation of 
alternative plans were those specified in the Water Resources Council’s 1983 Economic and 
Environmental Principles and Guidelines for Water and Related Land Resources 
Implementation Studies. All applicable laws, executive orders, regulations, and local 
government plans were considered in evaluation of alternatives. Based on these reports, the 
reviews by other Federal, State and local agencies, input of the public, and the review by my 
staff, it is my determination that the recommended plan would not significantly affect the human 
environment; therefore, preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement is not required. 
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