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Appendix Il

November 14, 2001, Letter from Tennessee State Historic Preservation Officer
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TENNESSEE HISTORICAL COMBMISSION
DEBARTME T OF EMNYIRDMMENT AND CoOMSE RWVATIOMN
2540 LZBAMNCH ROAD
hAZHY LLE. TH 32243-(442
&1 6 332-1550

Nowember 14, 2004

Br. J. Banaelt Grabam
Tennesses Valiay Auathority
Cullural Resources

Post Uffice Box 1569

Norids, Tennesses 37828-1583

RE: TVA, PHASE | ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT, ASPEN GROVE-BINGHAM 1G1-KV LINE,
FRANKLIN, WILLIAMSBON GQUNTY,

Dear Wr. Graham:

At your request, our office has reviewed the above-referenced archaesiogical survey repant In
acehiganas with regulations codified at 36 GFR 860 (Federal Reqister, December 12, 2000, T7693-
777349, Based on the information provided, we concur that the project area containg archaeological
tesaurces potertially eligibla for listing in the National Reglster of Historic Places. Site 40WRI271 should
be sutjectad to Phase il archaeotogical testing, or avoided by all ground-disturbing sctlvilies. In
addition, the areas idemtified within the survey report as having a ‘moderats to high” potential for the
presence of burled archaeologital Jeposits should also eilher be avoided by all ground-disturhing
activities or subjected to mechanlcal dasp testing. .

Upen recelpt of the Phase || and dosp testing reports or construction avoidance siretagies, we will
camplete our raview of this undertaking a8 expeditiously as possible. Please submit a minimum of two
copies of each fingl report and compiste Tennessee Site Survey Forms 1o this office in accordance with
tha Tennessee Histosical Commission Review and Gompliznce Section Reperting Standsirds and
Guidelines. Umil such time as this office has rendered a final comment e this project, your Section 106
obligation under fageral law has ot hesn met. Please inform this effice # this project is cancalad or not

funded by the federal agency. Questins and commenia may be directed fo Jennifer M. Bartlett (615)
T41-1668, axt. 17, a

Your cooperation is appreciated,

Bincerely,
! T e P
LAY R N VAV £ S S,
Herbrert L. Harper
Exacutive Direclor and
Depuny Stata Histeric
Peasarvation Officer

HLHAmb
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Aspen Grove - Bingham 161-kV Transmission Line

October 29, 2002, Letter from Tennessee State Historic Preservation Officer

October 29, 2002

TENNESSEE HISTORICAL COMMISSION
DERARTMENT CF ENVIRONMENT ANC CONSERVATION
2941 LEBANGN ROAD
MNASHVILLE, TN 37243-0442
Mr. J. Dennett Graham - (615) 532-1550
Cultural Resoerces Program
Post Office Box 1389
Norris, Tennessee, 3T828-1389

RE: TVA, ASPEN GROVE-BINGHAM TRANSMISSION, UNINCORPORATED, WILLIAMSON
COUNTY .

Dear Mr. Graham:

In response to Your request, received on Monday, October 11, 2002, we have reviewed the documents
you submitted regarding your proposed vndertaking. Qur review of and comment on your proposed
undertaking are among the requirements of Sectien 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
This Act rerquires federal agencies or applicant for federal assistance to consult with the approprizte
State Historic Preservation Office before they carry sut their proposed endertalings. The Advisory
"Council on Historic Preservation has codified procedures for carrying out Section 104 review in 36
CFR 800. Ygu may wish to familiarize yeurself with thes2 procedures (Federal Register; Decemnber
12, 2000, pages 77698-77739) if you are unsure abaut the Section 196 process. You may aiso find
additional information comcerning the Section 106 pracess and the Tennessee SHPO's dacumentation
requirements at www.stafe tnusenvirenmenifhist/sect1 96.htm. '

Caonsidering available information. we find. after applying the Criteria of Adverse Effect codified at
36 CFR Part 800, that the project as currently proposed will ADVERSELY AFFECT PROPERTIES
THAT ARE ELIGIBLE FOR LISTING N THE NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC
PLACES. Thercfore, this office has an ohjection to the implementation of this project. You should
now, through TVA, inform the Advisory Ceuncil on Historic Preservation of this adverse effect
determination and begin immediate consultation with our office. Please enclose a topy of this
defermination in your notification to the Council as delineated at 36 CFR Part 300, Until you have
received & finat comment on this project from this office 2nd the Council, you have not completed the
Section 106 review process. Please direct questions and comments to Jog Garrison (615} 532-153).
We appreciate your copperation.

Sincerzaly,

Herbert L. Harper

Executive Director and

Depuiy State Historic .
- Preservation Qfficer -

HLH/jyg
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July 18, 2001, Letter from Harpeth River Watershed Association, Page 1 of 7

‘T t¥acoverletter Page 1 of 2

HArPETH RIVER WATERSHED ASSOCIATION
"Working together to protect and restore to Harpeth River”

July 18, 2007

Kate Jackson, Executive Vice-President
River Svstems, Operations, and Environment
TVA

Terrv Boston, Executive Vice-President
Trangmission and Power Supply
TVA

Dear Ms. Jackson and Mr. Boston:

L have uttached to this cover leller fo lhe alluched stalement of our concerns regarding the ecological
ramifications of the current route under consideration for the proposcd Aspen Grove-Bingham 161-
kV transmission line. This transmission line is an agenda item on today’s TV A board meeting as
Calegory C, liem F1, (o seek approval to file condemnation and fo apquire easement rights-of-way to
survey the corridor.

Though T have spoken briefly to Hugh Barger and Fowler Tucker regarding our concerns when the
roule was {irsi offered in Apnk, we have submitted the attached statement with the route to them
today. While the current route has been destgned (o address some of the importani historic concerns
that local groups, landowners, and the city of Pranklin have expressed, the HRWA bclicves that the
ecological ramifications of the current proposed route have not been adequately addressed. Thave
senl this to you prior to the board meeting to inform you that this recent route has clear ecological
concerns that could be addressed by TV A internaily before effort and money is spent to survey il. An
Environmental Assessment along this proposed route will underscore some of the same issues that we
have identified from our preliminary field work.

The current proposed 7 mile transmission line corridor includes: 3 crossings of the Harpelh River i
1.5 river miles, 5 crossings of West Harpeth in 2.5 miles, and 1 crossing of Spencer creck, for a wotal
af' 9 crossings. Tn addition, 2 miles of the route runs through the floodplain of the West Harpeth.
Based on our recemt tield survey of the Hurpeth River, we found thal exisiing transmission line
crossings on the Iarpeth River are a significant source of siltation in the watcr from bank crosicn and
have eliminated or drastically altered vital streamside vegetation habitat, Thus, the ITarpeth River
Watershed Association is very concerned that the mimerons crossings proposed over such shaort river

-segments will lead to further degradation to the alrcady stressed systems of the West Harpeth and
Harpeth River.

1 have senl {fs slalemenl and 2 similar leller o Jin Baker at MTEMC. Wa are hopeful that we can
work with TVA and MTEMC along with other local stakeholders to assess whether a roule is aciually
possible along this corridor through northem Franklin that incorporates all the important ecelogical,
historic, open space, recreatianal, and assthetic issues in the area.

Sinecrely,
Dorene Bolze
Execulive Dareclor

(615) 5919095
doriebolze(@home, com

file;//CAWINDOWS\Temporary Internet Files\OLKD 350 tvacoverletter.html 07/18/2001
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Aspen Grove - Bingham 161-kV Transmission Line

July 18, 2001, Letter from Harpeth River Watershed Association, Page 2 of 7

tvacoverleller Page 2 of 2

PG BOX 1127 « FRANKTIN, TN = 37065
EMAIL: HARPETHRIVERWA{ZHOME . COM

file://CAWINDOWS\Temporary Intemnet Files\OLK D350\ tvacoverletter.him] 07/18/2001
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July 18, 2001, Letter from Harpeth River Watershed Association, Page 3 of 7

Harrery River WaTerRs1HED ASSOCIATION

Proposed Aspen Grove-Bingham 161-kV Transmission Line in Williamson County

Statement of Concern
on
Ecological Degradation to West Harpeth and Harpeth River

July 18, 2001

Summary: The current proposcd 7 mile transmission line corridor ineludes: 3 crossings of
the Harpeth River in 1.5 river miles, 5 crossings of West Harpeth in 2.5 miles, and 1 crossing
of Spencer creek, for a total of 9 crossings. Cxisting transmission line crossings on the
Harpeth River are a significant source of siliation in the water [rom bank erosion and have
eliminated ar drastically altered vital streamside vegeration habitat. The Harpeth River
Watershed Association (FIRWA} is very concerned that the numerous crosstngs over such
short river segments and that the path of the route along the West Harpeth floodplain will
lead to further degradation to the already stressed systems of the West Harpeth and Harpeth
River. The HRWA believes that the ecological ramifications of the current proposed route
have not been adequarely addressed. We encourage TVA and MTEMC to wark with the local
stakeholders to assess whether a route is actually possible along this corridor through northern
Franklin that incorporates all the important ecological, historic, open space, recreational, and
aesthetic issues in the area.

Background:

Middle "L'ennessee Elcctric Membership Corporation (MTEMC) has proposed several opticns
for upgrading distribution systems to service the western part of Franklin, 1IN, and
neighboring areas in Willlamson County based on current demand and assumptions on
projected growth. In 1999, MTEMC proposed building a new substation in the western
region of Franklin, TN (the Bingham substation) and linking it 1o the Aspen-Grove substation
in Cool Springs with this pr oposed TVA ]:ug]:l voltage transmission line. This proposal means
L]Iai a NEwW, 'mllf\", trﬂl‘l‘,ml‘:'ﬂ(‘m lme rt-'qu]t’l‘ng $11) r.l‘:"err.lge a 102- [(J(]l “’]dﬂ r]“-"ll[. (}r WY WA ’ll!d.
CUT 4CFOSS th\. northern region of Franklin, TN along MacHatcher Parkway, across the
Harpeth River, along the floodplain and across the West Harpeth, across gateway entrances
into histaric Franklin, and nearby or through numerous historic properties and archeological
sites. In November 2020, the city of Franklin issucd a resolution opposing the 'I'VA high-
voltage transmission line atong this corridor through northern Franklin,

'The Heritage Foundation, city officials, landowners, and others have expressed legitimate
concerns regarding the aesthetic impact on historic resources, especially the portion of the
route that TVA propased along Highway 96W. As a result, the portion that was along
Highway 96W is now proposed to run through the floodplain of the West Harpeth, crossing
the river five times within 2.5 tiver miles. The proposed route also crosses the Harpeth River
two times within 1.5 river miles along a stretch that is scenic and used recreatianally. The
ecological ramifications from increased erosion, increased sedimentation, and hahirar
alterations from canopy tree removal along the streambanks are a major concern with this
propased route.
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July 18, 2001, Letter from Harpeth River Watershed Association, Page 4 of 7
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July 18, 2001, Letter from Harpeth River Watershed Association, Page 5 of 7

Figurc 1: Transmission line crossing of Harpeth River just north of Old Hillsboro Road in
May 2001, Exposed banks are eroding and are source of sediment in the Harpeth River, omie
Waktan.

A transmission line corridor requires vegetation managemenl Lo keep trees below the lowest
point in the line across the width of the coeridor, 100 feet for this proposed route. According
to MTEMC, the height will be as low as 30 feet. This will require the removal of the canopy
trecs for anv wooded habitar that the corridar crosses. Both the West Harpeth and Huarpeth
have mature cancpy riparian corridors along the banks; thus, each crossing could entail clearing
a 100-foot swath in this canopy. In addition, the proposed route would cut through a section of
wooded weland habivat that occurs in the West TTarpeth flondplain and cut through numerous
hedgerow habitats.

All streams and river segments proposed to be crossed by this transmission line have been
identified as tmpaired by TDEC under section 3C35 of the federal Clean Water Act and are on
the 303(d) List that is compiled by TDEC based an regular assessments. All streams and lakes
on the 3038{) List are considered “water quality limited” and in need of additional pollution
controls. Once a stream has been placed on the 303(d} List, it is considered a priority for warer
(]_11?1] ity impr()\’t‘.m(:‘.l‘!t (:'l"f(}rl:;.

Bath the 303(d) list and recent 3C5(b} report are available on the TDEC web site. However, the
best way to visualize all the streams in the Harpeth River watershed on the 303(d) List is to look
at the watershed map produced by the Cumberland River Compact and partially funded by the
HRWA. These are available upon request,

The proposed transmission line route will add further sediment loading and entail loss of
important riparian habitat to all these stressed river and stream segments that already have been
identified by TDEC as priority areas for restoration. The HRWA has already begun working
with landowners along this segment of the West Harpeth to identify oppormunities to stabilize
streambanks and encourage native habivats in the riparian zonc and Eood lain.  Also, the
HRWA has just received a grant from the TN Department of Agriculture’s ﬁ]onpoint Source
Program to survey all the 303{d) listed sireams in the entire watershed in order identify
priorities for reducing stresses and improve habitat integrity,  This proposed transmission Jine

route could si%:rlﬁcantly reduce these efforts and those of other groups to restore the West
ITarpeth and I farpeth River in and around Franklin.

a) West Harpeth-~ The entire length of the West Harpeth and some of its tributaries are on
the 303(d) List becanse of siltavion problems [rom pasture grazing in the ripatian zone,
upland, and becanse of “livestock in streams,” sccording to the latest TDEC report, The
Statns of Water Quality in Tennessee Year 2000 305(8) Report. Along the 2.5-mile sepment of
relevance to the proposed transmission line corridor, much of the streambank supports a
riparian zone with mature tree canopy, though it is not wide. In one % mile segment where
the line is proposed to span a bend in the river and make two crossings, much of the mature
Lree canopy was lost Lwo years ago during a straight-line storm. Remaving the remaining
canopy over the river for the crossings would expose much of the river in this section to
direct sunlight. Degrading the water quality, especially by increasing algal growth and
reduced vxygen levels, will alfect the Harpeth River which receives the waler [rom ehe West

Draft Environmental Assessment 11-9



Aspen Grove - Bingham 161-kV Transmission Line

July 18, 2001, Letter from Harpeth River Watershed Association, Page 6 of 7
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Harpeth about 2 miles downstream. The water from the West Harpeth currently provides
needed oxygen and dilution to the main Harpeth to ameliorate the stress from nutrient
laden algal growth that can drive oxygen levels down low in the suminer conditions.

ITarpeth River— The segment of the Harpeth River from its headwaters o the confluence
with the West Harpeth #s listed on the 303{d) List because of siltation, loss of riparian
habitar and other habitat alterations. All these problems stem from development and
stormwater runoff as well as from agricultural practices that were described above for the
West Harpeth. In addition, the seerion of the Harpeth downstream of Spencer Creek where
the effluent enters from the sewage Lreatrment plant until the confluence with the West
Harpeth is impaired because of stormwater runoff and nutrient enrichmene and low oxygen
levels in the warer. The twa new transmission line river crossings within 1.5 miles of each
other will cut across a bend in the river just after it flows under Hillsboro Road. Based on
the ITRW A visual assesstient survey, these line crossings will remove riparian habirar with
mature tree canopy. This will increase sedimentation as these denuded banks are alfected by
high flows during storms, and remove important shade cover, This stretch of the river is
used recreationally for canceing, Transmission line crossings will add a further challenge to
developing the Total Daaily Maximum Load implementation plan required under the Clean
Watcr Act for the Harpeth River to address all sources {or nutrient enrichment and low
dissolved oxygen. This TMDL is under development by the EPA.

Recommendations:

1.

This proposed route for the transmission line does not appear to reflecr much consideration
for ceological issues involved in this corridor across the northern area of Franklin, TN.
Before surveylng Lhis proposed route, we recommend that TVA’s transmission and power
supply division contact the environment division to review the proposed route. We believe
that the number of crossings over such short river segments would be identified as a
prablem far water quality and strean habitat inteprity without having to even go on site,

Betore turther wortk is done by TVA on this proposed route to survey and conduct
environmental assessments, the HRWA Is willing to work with TVA and MTEMC and all
other stakeholders to assess whether there is a possible route across the northern area of
Franklin that addresses all the issues comprehensively: pratection of ecological integrity,
historic resources, archeological resources, open space, recreational uses, and aesthetic
values. ‘The HRWA recognizes the challenge in siting transmission lines, especially in 2
developing area like Franklin, and is willing to work clasely with ali interested parties cn
whether a corridor exists across northern Franklin to balance all these values, However,
concerns with this proposed corridor does not mean that the HRWA supports a particulae
route at this time or suppotrts the current asscrtions that such a transmission line and
propased substation are the best approaches to addressing electrical load needs in the area.

Because of the many issues involved in this corridor across northern Franklin, it appears

that TVA and MTEMC need to evaluate other options besides the proposed substation and
high voltage transmission line. The HRWA is willing to work with TVA, MTEMC, and

Draft Environmental Assessment
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July 18, 2001, Letter from Harpeth River Watershed Association, Page 7 of 7

—4-

energy experts on ways to integrate programs to reduce peak load demand, plan for power
supply, and upgrade distribution systems that could also be applied to other arcas in the 870
square-mile Harpeth River warershed.

4. I TVA feels compelled to continue to the next stop in the process with this proposed route,
the cumulative effects of all these crossings over such short river segments must be assessed
in the Environmental Assessment that is performed {or any proposed route, especially since
all three waterways that the transmission line is currently proposed to cross are
iaterconnected.

Contact:
Dorene Bolze
Executive Director

IIarpeth River Watershed Assoclation
{615) 5919095
Error! Bookmark not defined.

The mission of the Harpeth River Watershed Assoctation mission ts to protect and restore the
Harpeth River. Only two vears old, the HRWA s committed to re-builling and maintaining ihe
ecological tnteprity of the watevshed amidst the varions buman wses of the landscape. We are doing
this by forging partnerships in ovder to provide information, training, and programs thar enable
homeowncrs, landotwners, farmers, familtes, businesses, veseavchers, government agencies, and elected
officiats to divectly enbance areas of the Hurpeth River waiershed,

PO B0OX 1127 ¢ DEANELZIN, UM # 37065
EMATL: EARPETHRIVERWAEZHOME. COM

Pt
o
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Haxrern RivEr WATERSHED AssocInmionyon

RS - P33

February 6, 2002 S
£ L MCCULLOUGH. b
CHARNAN

Board of Directors
Tennessee Valley Authority
400 West Summit Hill Dzive
Koocvlle, TN 37902

Re: Proposed TVA 161-KV Toansmission Line in Fraoklin, TN/ Folow-up request fox information
Dear Chairman McCullongh and Directurs Harnis and Bates:

As you know, at the Septembes 2001 TVA board meeting, I prescnted ta the Board of
Directors a sct of requoats for infarmarion in order for Synapse Bacrgy Economics to conduct
their independent assessment of engineering and distribugion systern options and enexgy efficiency
cpuiens related to the proposed TVA wansmission line and proposed substation by MTEMC in the
Frapklin, TIN arcs. Synapsc Enexgy Economics is conducting this assessment for the Harpeth Rives
Watershed Association and Southern Albance for Clean Cnergy with funds from the clty of
Franklin, Williamson County, aad several private donors. This asseserent is pert of a community-
wide collaborative effort to address how best to service the growing electrical demand in this region
that incorporates up front the Important ecalogical, agaicvltural, hastoric, and zeathete [esouces.,

We appseciate your respanse in Novembes to oux zequest for mformation. As you wmay
know from communirations with MTEMC, we have worked with them a5 well in providing rwo sets
of information requests snd have had a confcxence call with both your stff and MTEMC on
separate occasivns to discuss thix asgessment.

Based on TVA% response jn November and a cuick zeview of the information provided
recently by MTENC, we have attached a follow-vp set of informavon requests. This lst of
questions is artached, We would like to note that this reauest is for actual documnents 2nd data.
MTEMC, for example, just provided a computer run of their FY 2002 load growth stdy. We
woald hope that documents could be provided within 2 weeks so that the initial zeview of the data
¢2n be done. :

We belicve that this asscssment is inregral to the Environmentzl Assessment TVA s
conducting of the propesed transmission Ime and proposed subsuton. The boazd’s lerrer o
Novembes indicates that this review will be available for public input this summer. We strongly
believe the assessment by Synapsc Energy Economics nceds to be incorperated into the FA
pracess priox to the issuance of an EA. Thus, it appeats appropriate for TVA to adjust the PA
riming to accommodare the short time needed for Synapse to eonduct their assessment that can be
started a5 soon a8 they receive the data requested.

N W would very much Lk to work with TVA and MUEMC in 2 collaborative mannet on this

assexyment zud the PA. As before, please pravide the requested information direcdy o Sleve
Smith ar the addzess below and he will forwarded it to David Schiissel ar Synapse Encrpy
Economics and to me. :

WA-¥/)
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-2- Febrraxy &, 2002

Steve Smith

Exccutive Director

Seuthern Alliance for Clean Enexgy
P() Box 1842

Knoxville, TN 37901
(865)637-60355
xaymith@cdemenergy.ony

Piease do not hesitate 1o contact me or Steve Smith regacding how we can help cxpedite
this data pathezing process.

Sincurely,

> oruy
Daorene Bolze
Txecntive Ditector
(613) 591-9095
DotieBole@home.com

CC: The Zenngue
Kate Jackson
‘Ferty Boston
David Hall
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Aspen Grove - Bingham 161-kV Transmission Line

February 6, 2002, Letter from Harpeth River Watershed Association, Page 3 of 3
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L]

Foliow-Up Requests to TVA

Reference TVA's November S, 2001 response to Question No. 1 in Ms, Bolxze's reques"s
for information:

a, Provide copies of the load flow or system stability studies or analyses or other
TVA documentation. that form the besis for the statement that “TVA’s assessment
of the reliabilizy and adequacy in the Pranklin and Williamson County areas
shows that considerable risks currently exist in which the loss of a single Jine
could result in significart outages in the middle Tennessee area.”

b. Provide 2 copy of the “{TVA] assessment of the reliability and adequacy in the
Franklin and Williamson County sreas” referenced in the quote in the part a. of
this request. -

e, Provide copies of the load flow or system stability studies or analyses or other
TVA documentation that form the basis for the conclusion that the proposed 161~
kV transmission line from Aspen Grove to Bingham will kelp reduce or alloviate
the risks in the Franklin and Williamson Couaty areas cited in the quote in part a.
of this request. ,

Reference TVA’s November 5, 2001 response 10 Question No. 2 in Ms, Bolze’s requests
for informarion. Provide copies of the load flow or system stability studics or analyses ov
other TVA dacumentation that form the basis for the conclusion that the adequacy of the
supply in the arca of Frank|m and Williamson Counties will require tne construction of a
third 161-KV transmisston linc to the region,

Reference TVA's November §, 2001 response to Question No. 3 in Ms. Bolze’s requests
for information. Provide copies of the projections of the growth rates for Frankiin and
Williamson Counties, and any supporting doouments, thet TVA has received from
MTEMC since January 1, 1999,

Reference TVA's Novermber 5, 2001 respense to Question No. 4 in Ms. Bolze’s requests
for information. MTEMU has said that the referenced April 1999 power supply study was
the “input t¢ a one owner study for Bingham Substation” that they belicve that TVA was .
conducting. Please provide copies of all TVA studies, anajyses, assessments, or
documentation that relied on the input provided by MTEMC in that April 1999 power
supply study.

. We understand from cur telephone discussion with TVA persorne] that TVA prepares

annwal assessments of transmission reliability and/or adequacy. DPlease provide the most
récent two such assessments prepared by or for TYA,

. Please provide three copies of maps that show the current and proposed TVA

tragsmission system in the region and the current and proposed distribution system of
MTEMC for Williamson County.
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TVA'’s February 25, 2002, response to the February 6, 2002, Letter from Harpeth River
Watershed Association, Page 1 of 2

February 25, 2002

Mrs. Dorene Boize

Execulive Direoltor

Harpeth River Watershed Association
Post Office Box 1127

Franklin, Ternessee 37065

Dear Ms. Bolze:

Thark you for your February § letter to TVA’s Board of Directors regarding TVA’s
proposed 161-kV transmission line in the Franklin, Tennessee, area. I trust that the
inforrpation provided by TVA and Middle Tennessee Electric Membership
Cooperative as referenced in your letler has been helpful to you.

You altached a list of follow-up questions with instructions to forward the requested
information directly to Dr. Stephen Smith, Southern Alliance for Clean Energy. This
information was sen: by letter rom John Shipp to Dr. Smith on February 22.

. We understand ard have been as responsive as we ¢an be to your request for actual
documents and data. However, some of the documents you. have requssted cznnot be
released. [n particular, our annual fransimission assessment consists of extremely
sensitive information which, for power system security reasons, TV A considers to
be conflidential. This information cannot be released and, in fact, would not be
released throagh the Freedom of Information Adt,

Pieasc do not hesitate to contact Mr. Shipp regarding the information that has been
provided. Mr. Shipp can be reached at telephone 423-751-3742. Iunderstand that he
has offered 1o amrange another teleconference or meeting with the approp:iate TVA
gtaffl if thar would be helpful to you.

Very truly yours,

Terry Boston

co: Sce page 2
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TVA'’s February 25, 2002, response to the February 6, 2002, Letter from Harpeth River
Watershed Association, Page 2 of 2

Mrs. Dorene Bolze
Page 2
Fcbruary 25, 2002

cc: Mr. James Q. Baker, President
The Middle Tenncssee Electric Membership Corporation
555 New Salem Road
Murfreesboro, Tennessee 37129

Dr. Stephen A. Smith, Executive Direclor
Southern Alliance for Clean Energy

Post Office Box 1842

Knoxwville, Termessee 37901
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June 25, 2002, Letter from Williamson County Clerk, Page 1 of 4

WILLIAMSON COUNTY
Eloine Anderson

County Clerk

P.O. Box 624

Fraeldin, Tennessee 37065-0624

June 23, 2002

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Board of Directors

Tennessee Valley Authority

1101 Markel Street MR4G

Chattanooga, Tenncssee 37042-281

Attention: Eibart Fowler Tucker, Chicf Executive QOliicer

RE: Environmental Impact Statement

Dear Board of Directors:

On Jure 10, 2002, the Williamson County Board of Cornmissionars adopted at its
reqular session the enclosed Resolution Na. 6-02-24, RESOLUTION OF THE
WILLIAMSCN COUNTY COMMISSION CALLING FOR AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT FOR ALL PLANNED ELECTRICAL INFRASTRUCTURE OUT TO 2020,
INCLUDING THE PROPOSED HIGH VOLTAGE LINE FROM ASPEN GROVE TO THE
PROFOSED BINGHAM STATION (certified copy enclosed).

The Wiliamson County Board of Commissionars are requesting the Tennessee
Valicy Autherily Board of Directors to take into consideration the purposes set out in
Resolution No. 6-02-24, at Lhe next Board of Directors meeting.

Your consideration in this matter will be greatly appreciated,

Sincerely,

Elaine Andarson B
County Clerk

EA/
Enclosures

xer Jim Baker, President - MTEMC (55 New Salem Read, Murteestors, TH 37120
Dan Florida, Frankln District Manager-MTERMG (2156 Edward Curs Lee, Franklin, TH 37058)
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June 25, 2002, Letter from Williamson County Clerk, Page 2 of 4

STATE OF TENNESSEE, WILLIAMSON COUNTY

[, Elaine Andarson, County Clerk of Wiliamson County, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and perfect

copy of resolution: ___RESOLUTION OF THE WILLIAM3ON COUNTY COMMISSION CALLING FOR
ANENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FORALL PLANNED ELECTRICAL INFRASTRUCTURE
QUT TO 2020, INCLUDING THE PROPOSED HIGH VOLTAGE LINE FROM ASPEN GROVE
TO THE PROPOSED BINGHAM STATION

as the same appears of record in ___Minute Book No. 21 Fage on file in my office at Franklin.

Witness my hatr'ud__a'ndl seal, at office, this _ 26th _day of _June , 2002,
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L R T T TR
: o N Em'ﬁi_lzsopm

- Resolntion No.

f-02-24 -

]

RESOLUTION OF THE WILLIAMSON COUNTY COMMISSION CALLING *
' FOR AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR ALL PLANNED
' ELECTRICAL INFRASTRUCTURE OUT TO 2020, INCLUDING THE
PROPOSED HIGH YOLTAGE LINE FROM ASPEN GROVETO THE -

WHEREAS,

PROPOSFD BINGHAM TATION -

. B *
B

aproposed seven-mile Tennessee Valléy Authoﬁty [TVA) L61-kV transmission line

across northern Franklin to connect the Aspen Grove substation tq 2 proposed new
substation, called Bingham, by Middle Tennessee Flectric Membership Corporation

- (MTEMCY hes generated a large amonnt of CURCEm fur lmporlanl lustorlc. acst.hct]c-

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

" WHEREAS,

nd envircinental reasons; and,

Appendix Il

HERIE G Jﬁ!

both the Williamson County Commisston and e City of Frank!in have pasScd A
resolutions ‘hat have been sent lo TVA opposmg the routing of thIs pmposcd TVA L

tl‘ﬁn srmsm on lme E.'L‘I'ld

the TVA and MTEMC are currently planning at lesst five (5) additional new

substations and assoeiation tranamission lines in Willianison County; and,

the Williamson County Commission is concerned that it has npt had méa.hmgfu‘
input in the planning, nor is well informed , 0[' the electrical infrastructure

i de\'elc\pment by TVA and I\ITEMC :md

WHEREAS,

the Williamson {_:mmty.(j'..omm'ission waidd like to work with T VA, MTEMC, the
City of Franklin and others on a pibli¢ planning process for elecfrical infrastnicture -
growth in arder fo minimize the nepative tmp'lt'h on onr connty’s historie,

enwrmmentai and aeqrhencchmctnr and,; T . L =

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

.

TVA and \/[TEMC have yet to adeq'uate]y exp]am how they have come to thelr o

conclwcm zmd decnsaon rrakmg, and E "

the Williamson Cou'nty Commission dees nct believe that an Environmental

~ Assessment of the proposed transmission line route, with potential findings of “ro _
~ significant impact” gives a sufficient level of review to such an imporlant decision;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Williamson lemy Board of Commissioners,
meeticg in regular session this the 10" day of June, 2002, hereby requests the TVA w
conduct an Environmental mpact Statement (EIS) on all the potential infrastructore growth
in the County and nol elevale vne piece al a time as the vurrent Environmental Assessment _

- process does. This EIS.should also inclide and look at afl posmblc z:ltcmatwcs inc udmg '
‘4 clcar compamson of e,ncrgy efficient altenatives; and, .~ - o

5

BEIT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Co'unty C(efk, is directed 6 transmil a certified cdpy'of o
this tesclution fo the Board of Directors for both Tennessee Valley Autho‘rity and Midd]e

Tennessee Eiceine Menji;%orpormon . S g j

Al [

(Iyde{‘ewm (mmty[nmmlgqmner o . SMnTyt:on (“nnnﬁ,rfammlwoner
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June 25, 2002, Letter from Williamson County Clerk, Page 4 of 4

'6.-02='24. - R
Resolution No. o ,cun_tinued_

COMMITTEFS RI:TERRED TO & ACT]ON TAKEN:

Property Committee *  For 6 Against 0

Pubiic Health. Committee - For5_ Against 0

Commission Action Taken: For__24 Ag'unst 0. _PaSs 0 Qut_0

é‘/ﬁx/u& ﬂ tém 5 % > (1:47.« MP!/‘--—-"I

Elame Anderson County Clerk’ . o Rogers C. Andcrsofﬂl Commission Chalrman

WW

Clint Calficott, County Executive

U/CQO/ 02,

' Daté _ 4

(dg/TVALinelmpactStudy)
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October 28, 2002, Joint Letter from the City of Franklin, Tennessee, the Heritage
Foundation of Franklin and Williamson Counties, Tennessee, the Harpeth River Watershed
Association, and the Southern Alliance for Clean Energy, Page 1 of 8

Octuber 28, 2002

DBoard of Dirzetors

lenmesses Valley Authority

400 W, Semmit Hill Dr.
Knoxvile, Tennesseec 37902-1409

Re:  Aspen Grove-Bingham Trensmission Line Project, Franklin, Williamson County,
Tennesses

Ladizs and Gentlemen:

As vou krow, the ‘Fernessee Vallay Authority (“IVA™) has received & nuamber of
somcmnications cancerning e proposed Aspen Grove-Bingham Transmission Ling Project (the
“Project™. These communications have addressed a number of faciors associaled wilk (he
Project, including, awmong others:

* the environmental impact of the placement of the transmission linc and the
appropriite level of environmental @nalysis associated with the Project;

» the reed for increased efficiency using cwrent resources rather than increased
cAPACTY,

- the overall plan fin elecnical infrastructhuoe within Frankdin and Williamson
County; and

- the inlrusion of the transmission line over sceric gateways, historic properiies,

unspoiled farmland ind floodplain and riverbank sitcs.

Tn addition to a significant amount of concern expressed by private citizens, both the
Board of Muyor and Aldenmen of the City of Franklin and the Williamson Comty Boad of
Commissioners have adopted resolutions addressed to TVA and the Middle Tennessee Electric
Membersh’p Comorztion (“MTEMC™. The resolutions call for a public planning prosess to
address atilities within Williamson County and, specifically, an environmental impact stalement
level of study for potential clectrical infrastumeture within Williamsen County.

By letter dated Aupust 2, 2001, MTEMC el wiote to TVA, noting that an
environmental impagct statement on the Project was “inevitable™ based on the number of scositive
iver syatem crosaings invelvad, (e impatred status of the Harpeth and West Harpeth Rivers and
the availability of othet “iess envizommentally sensitive’™ routes. In light of the delay to the
Project resulizng from an envirommental assessment foliowed by an environzmental mopact
statement, MTEMC recomocendsd -hat the current environniental assessment process be
bypassad and that preparation of an environmental impact stetement be initiated.

732 249

Draft Environmental Assessment 11-21




Aspen Grove - Bingham 161-kV Transmission Line

October 28, 2002, Joint Letter from the City of Franklin, Tennessee, the Heritage
Foundation of Franklin and Williamson Counties, Tennessee, the Harpeth River Watershed
Association, and the Southern Alliance for Clean Energy, Page 2 of 8

Board of Directors
Termessee Valley Authorily
October 28, 2002

Page 2

‘The complexity of this issue is perhaps best revealed vy the uncerteinty shown hy TVA
in identitving its proposed action. A number of “propoged routes” 2ave been adopted and
modified and Lhe limeline for complesion of the environmental assessment currenily underway
has been extended on multiple cecasions. Most recently, we understand that an additional route
has bezn proposed for the Project and that the environmental assessment is not expected to be
avnilable until sarly 2003.

All parlies recognize that additional growth will occur in Franklin and Williamson
County, a'though the amount and patterns of growth may differ significantly from the projections
assumed for the Project. All parties also recognize the need to provide the electric needs of
residents and businesses within Williamson County in & way that is safe, reliable and efficien:.

These recognized needs have led these parties to urge TVA 1¢ initiate an environmmental
impacl statement process with appropriate scoping. To date, howevar, TVA hus persisied in
preparation of an environmental assesarment. This letter will provide the basis for our view that,
in the event an environmental assessment of the Project leads to a Finding of No Significant
Irapact, such a finding and process would ke legally deficicnt and subject to legal challenge. As
a result, we renew our call for an environmental impact statement to he prepared on the Project.

1. Applicable Legal Requirements for Environmental Anafvsis -

As you know, the National Environmental Policy Act ("NEPA'™), 42 U.S.C. 4321, ef seq.
{1976) established requirements for enviroruenlal assessipent to be followed by agencies of the
lederal govermment. The Council on Envirgnmental Quality (“CEQ™) hus adopted regulations
applivable 10 the NEPA process at 40 CFR, parts 1500 - 1508 {(collectively, the “CEQ
Regulations™), part of which require that agencies adopt procedures to implement NEPA and the
CEQ regqulations. :

TVA has adopled procedures implementing NEPA and the CEQ regulaiions (45 FR
54571, as amended by 48 FR 1526} (collzctively, the “TVA Guidelires™) and is obligated to
foliovw those guidelines in its decision making processes,

2, ‘Summary of Reguired Analysis Process

As early us possible, the TVA officc proposing to initiatc an action will initially
determine the environmental review required for a specific analysis. That office may deotorine
that the action is catcgorically excluded as an acfion that normally doss not havs, either
individually or cumulatively, a significant opact on t1e quality of the human environment and
requires neither tae preparation of an environmental assessimen: (“EA”) or an environraental
impact statzment {“EIS™). TVA Guidelines, Section 5.2.

Alternatively, the office may determine that an EA s appropmiate if the action is not
categerically excluded to determnine whether an EIS will be necessury, 17 so, the office may
reguest public evolvemert in the preparation of the BA “‘as appropriate to best facilitate timely
and meamngful public inpur to the EA process.” TVA Guidelines Seciicn 5.2.2.
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October 28, 2002, Joint Letter from the City of Franklin, Tennessee, the Heritage
Foundation of Franklin and Williamson Counties, Tennessee, the Harpeth River Watershed
Association, and the Southern Alliance for Clean Energy, Page 3 of 8

Board of Dirsetors
Tennesses Valley Authority
Ocwwber 28, 2002

Page 3

The EA wili then dztermine whether an EIS is necessary or a Finding of No Significant
Tizpact (“FONST™) cun be reached, with appropriate notice to the public. In some cases TVA will
makz the FONST available for public review and comment before a final determination is made.
These cases melude, among athers, those where the propassd action is similar to actions that
require BIS preparation. TVA Guidelines Section 5.3.4(1).

In addition to those EA’s that dn not comelnde with a FONSI, an IS is required for the
actions specified in Section 5.4.1 of the TV.A Guidelines, including:

fq Any major action, the environmental impact of which is
expected to be highly controversial’;

and

3. Any other major action which will have a sigmficant effect
on the quality of the buman enviromnent ”

The EIS process includes scoping, consideration of alternatives, preparation of a draft and
final EIS, public comment and preparation of a reeord of decision.

In addition to the above, analysiz of an action that potentially may affect floodplains or
wellunds shall include a floodplain or wetlands evaluation as required by Section 3.7 of the TVA
Guidelines. O significance, “if at any time prior to commencerent of the action it is determined
that there is a practicable alternative that will avoid affocting floodplains or wetlands, the
proposed action shall not procccd” TVA Guidelines Section 5.7.2.2.  Actions affecting
floodplains or wetlands 2lso require additional notice and public esmments provisions.

3. Deficiencies of a Finding of No Significant Impact for the Projeet.

If TVA were to determine thal (he EA currently anderway for the project resulted in a
[FONSE sigmticant legal deficiencies would be present. This lelier in no way attempts o
exhavstively list or desciibe those deficienciss, but we zelieve any EA resulting in a FONSI
would be deficient m the following respects:

{a) The lnvicommental Assessmenl Would Fail to Conclude that an
Eavironmental Impaet Statement Is Required.

As previonsly descrived, the 'TVA Gwdelines regaire a0 BIS for majur aclions e
environmenfal impacts of which are controversial o1 that will have a siguificard ipact on e

environment.  The Project, as described, will have both controversial ané sigmificant
errvitonentz] impects.

1) Major Action.

The CEQ Regulaiicns defing & “major Federal action” as those actions “with etfects that
may be major” where the torm “major” reinforces but does tot have a nzaning independent of
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“significantly.” CEQ Rogulations Section 1508.18. Thus, the significarce of the Project in part
deterraines whether *he Projzct is “major.”

(i1} Significance of the Project,

The term “significantly” includes considerations of context and intensity. CEQ
Regulations Section 130827, The context of the Project as a sife-specific action is clzatly
dependent on the effects on the local area into which the Project is to be inserted, but also must
be considered in the centext of its mmpact on futiwre electrical infrastnicture decisions that will
eftect at least Williamson County,

The CEQ Regulations require that severity considerations include adverse impacts on the
unique characteristics of the area, including »rime farmlands, wetlands and secnie rivers, all of
which arc located in the proposed ronte for the Project. In addition, severity inch:des whether
the effects on the quality of the human envirorment are likely to be highly controversial, whether
the action may represent a decision in principle about a future consideration and whether the
action 1s one of a number of aclions that are individually insignificant but cumulatively
significant.

Father than an isolated action pertaining only to the line from Aspen Grove o the
Binglham subsiation, the Project is an integral step in development of an elechic mfrastroctore
that will scrve the entire courty. Those considerations wete at the core ot the request by the
Fraoklin and Willzamson County governme:ts for overall and cocrdinated planning of electric
supply infrastuctwre.  Consequenily, the decision on the Propect represents a decision in
principle about fulure considerations and one of a number of infrastructure decisions thul must be
reviewed cumulatively. :

Taken together, tae contestt and sevedity of the environmental impacts attributable to the
Project reqaire an EIS.

()  Controversial Levironmental Impacts

The TVA Guidelines appropriately establich the controversial nature of the
environmental impacts as a separate basis for requiring an EIS, although this issue also goes ©
the severity of the impacts. We have previously aliuded to the requests for an EIS by bot: locel
government entitics and the local cleetric utility. Siznificant community interost ané congern 1s
present, as evidenced by the attendance at public presentations concerning the Project offsred by
TVA. ’

Owverwhelming consensus exists among responsible and diverse parties that the I'roject
holds the potential for significant ¢nvironmental imzact, Conseguently, an EIS is required
pursuant to TVA Guideling 5.4.1(4).

(k) The Project Represents a Splitting of a Major Action With Significant
Impact to the Environment, or Fails to Consider the Cumulative Effect of the
Action
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The Project is the only current action being considzred lo provide elecinic resources to
Williamson County, but ofhers are inevitable, TVA itself believes that considerable growth will
oceur in Williamson County and that additional clzctrical facilities will be needed. The Project
:5 necessarily a portion of a grid that will uitimatcly serve that new growth, the offeets of which
will have a cumulative impact, defincd by tho CEQ Regnlations as the incremental effect of the
current action when added to ofher “reasonably foreseeable fiture actions ropardless of what
ageney (Federal or von-Tederal) or person undertakes such actions.” Section 1208.7.

Raraer than o series of incremental decisions, cach of which may he dotermined
instgnificant, the plannirg for electrical facilitics should consist of an overall plan

() The Environmental Assessment Will Be Based on Faulty Assumptions
Concerning Growth.

The Project is based on projeclions of significant growth in western Williamson Courty.
Those projeclivns lave beceme more straightforward with adoption of the Urban Growth
Boundary plan for Williamson County, as required by Public Chapter 1101. The plan cdopts
gpecific arsas for urban growih of muricipalities and planned growth areas within the connty.

Notably, the area west aud south of the Project does not fall into any grow:h area and is
therefore designated as nural. According to Tennessee law, rural property is territory “that, over
the next twenty (20) years, is to be preserved as agricultural lands, forests, recreztional areas,
wildlife munagement areas or for uses other tham high density commercial, industrial or
residential development.” T.C.A. § 6-58-106(¢)(1 (). Environmental analysis of the Project
that assumes significant growth in the mral arsas therefore runs cortrary to the dictates of
Tennessee law. Overall planming should instead focus on the urban growth and planned growth
areas as the areas of likely growth. for the next twenty years.

If the basis for the action, and rejection of & “no action” altemative is significant growth
in the rural area adjacent to the Bingham substation, or in thosc arcas surrounding projected
Highway 840 (as MTEMC projects), those assumptions are faulty.

(d)  The Euvironmenial Assessment Will Fail to Properly Consider the No Action
Alternative.

TVA and MTEMC have been given initrmation that establishes a significant potential
reductiosl in electrical demand in Williamson County by the incerporatior: of ensrgy efficient
stralegies and alternalive solutions. A study titled The Energy Bfficiency Potential in Williameon
County, Tennessee daled Apri 4, 2002 and prepared by Synapse Energy Economics, Ine. (the
“Bfficiency Study”) has been prepared at the request of and funded by public and privatc
interests in Williamnsoyy County and has been proviously provided to TVA and MTEMC

The Efficiency Study, based on data made availablz by MTEMC, found that electricity
demand in Williamson County could be reduced by at Jeast 13.9 pereent and as much as 23
percent from current projections over the mext ten years and even more in the twenty year
projection. While these reductions are dependent on 'I'VA and MTEMC cooperztion ané even
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leadership, reductions in demand must necessarily alter the proiected need and placement of
trangmission infrastracture.

Any proposed action must include an assessment of the need for the Project, including
alternatives 1o the propesed action.  If the EA is based an electricity domends based on current
practices, the no action altemative to the I'roject will rot be provided suffieient analysts.

() The Environmental Assessment Will Net Give Sufficienrt Attention to
Wetlands and Flaodplains.

S.mificanl Hoodplain, wellands and scenic tiver walersheds will be Lnpacted by ihe
Project. Attached as Exhibit A 1o this letter is & Statement of Concern congcerning the Eculogival
Degradation to West Harpeth and Harpeth Rivers associated with the Project dated July 18, 2001
and prepared by the Harpeth River Watershed Association. The Statement of Concern provides
significant speoific information on the potontial damage to floadplain arcas in the West Harpeth
corricdor and other waterways m Wilhamson Connty. Similar concerns are prescnt for wettand
resources within the area impacted by the Project.

Ths TVA Guidelines require a consideration of other practicable alternatives of actions
that affect floodplains and weilands. A failure to constder alternative rouses, the use of energy
efficient alternatives or overall planning for the county that would not entail these impacts would
be & deficicney of the BEA. ;

49 The Public _Involvement in_the Environmental Assessment Process Has
Suffered from Inconsistent Information and Confradictory Deseriptions of

the Project.

TV A has commendably and appropriately destermined that stgnificact public involvement
in the EA process is necessary, Unfortunately, the information provided to the public hus been
contradictory and inconsistent, detracting from the effectivensss of the public invelvsment.
Unless the public is given relicble and consistent information, TVA’s efforts would fatl
“facilitate timely and meaningful public input to the FA process.” TVA Guidelines Section
532

Propused roules that have been presented at various public mestings and Lo a number of
private individuals have differed significantly from time to time. In addition, the rationals and
justification of the meed for the Project have been inconsistently presented.  As a result, the
public invelvement has been roacting to a numher of descriptions of the propesed action and has
had difficnlty providing speeific input to whatever form and route the Project may take.

Although the various statements of the Project including the route selection may raflect
TV A’s responsiveness to expressed concem, an uncharitahle view would conclude that the TVA
was unclear in its proposed action or even purpescly confusing those who have expressed
concern over the Project. While 1o such suggestion 1s tnade Liere, the vublic process hes failed to
clzarly comunnnicate the proposed action for thz Project.  Asg a result, TVA's goal of
“meaningul public inpul” will necessar’ly be frustrated.
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{£) The Envirammental Assessment Fails to Properly Consider Indirect Effects
of the Action. o

The LA is abligated to consider not only the immediate, direct effects of the Project, bt
also indivect effects. Those indirect effects include “growth inducing effects and other effects
related to induced changes in the pattern of land use, population density or growth rate” CEQ
Regulations 1508.8(b). Given the rural nature of the arsa to be affected by the Preject, these
“induced changes™ may be the most environentatly signiticant aspect of the Pro‘ect.

These concerns lay at the haart of the Tequests by local governments, including the City
of Franklin and Williamson County, for comprehensive planning, ta include utility infrasiructure.
These governrnentls are currenlly and conscientiously working to develop land use plans for this
arsa. Rather than consult with these governments and be educated. as to likely and benehcial
growth pallerns, however, TVA und MTEMC are zpparently electing to develop infrastructure
with indiffcrence fo the significant and probabls indirect effzcts of the Project.

While unwise at Dest, this course alse viclales the reguirement for comsideration of
indireet impacts required hy faderal regnlafinng.

4, Summary.

For the reasons set forth above, we believe that faderal law and regulations, mcluding
ttese of the TVA itsclf, require that an environmente] impact analysis be condncted prior to any
decision on the implementalivn of the Project.  More significantly, however, we believe Lhe
Project’s secope should he appropriatcly broadencd to an averall plan of the clectrical
mirastructure needs of Wiltamson County for at lzast the next tweaty years.

Such a study makes business and envirommenral sense. Given the recent adoption of the
Urban Growth Boundary guidelines, the potential for energy efficient practices, the significant
ongomg planming efforts of locul governments and the desire expressed by Franklin and
Williamson County governing bodics, TVA and MTEMC have an mnprecedented apportunity to
create 4 plan for electrical transmission infrastructure that will complemsnt and snhance growth
in Williamson County.

Consistent with the recommendations of MTEMC, we urge TVA o forege en EA level
of analysis for the Project and to immediately tum to an EIS. We remain availahle for
cansultation oz this issue at your convemence.

Respectfully suhmitad,

[SIGNATURES APPEAR ON FOLLOWING PAGE]
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CITY OF FRANKLIN, TENNESSEE
By

Print Neme: w -B‘rl"\:} S M( é‘G —
Title: m&éhf—

TTARPTTII RIVER. WA TTRSHED
ASSQCLATION

By: 4—, bﬂee{& é é%@ :
Prigt Nme:m &‘/{ Ned

Title:_/ ;mgifﬁxg i JIRe gﬁ]

Enclosures As Stated

HERITAGE FOUNDATION OF FRANKLIN
& WILLIAMEON COUNTY, TENNESSEE

) A

Proot Name: “~ ) N apg *Pop..w o
Tige: SxeCuhive. L ireto—

SOUTHERN ALLIANCE FOR CLEAN
ENERGY '

L%

Print IName: Mu A <.
Intle: J - T -Der

By: W Soart—

ce: Kathryn J. Juckson, BExecutive Vice President, River Systems Operatior:s & Environmant
Temry Boston , Executive Vice President, Transmission & Power Supply
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