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Appendix E

Guntersville Municipal Joe Starnes Field Environmental Assessment 2005

Alternatives Considered but Not Selected

Extend the Existing Runway to the South

This alternative consists of extending the runway an additional 2,132 feet to the south for
a total runway length of 5,500 feet, constructing a 5,500 foot parallel taxiway on the east
side of the runway, and constructing a 300 foot long by 150 foot wide Runway Safety
Area (RSA) beyond the approach end of Runway 3. This alternative would require the
acquisition of several homes, relocation of approximately 2,200 feet of U.S. Highway |
431 (U.S. 431), and the relocation of approximately 5,000 feet of Buck Island Road,
including a new 1,300 foot bridge across Guntersville Lake. This alternative would
displace several residences that lie within the Runway Protection Zone of Runway 3. In
addition, this alternative would require the placement of fill material in Guntersville
Reservoir to obtain the desired runway length and safety areas. The placement of fill

material would adversely impact recreation, flood control, wetlands, and littoral habitat.

An extension of Runway 3 to the south could prove to be very costly and highly
impractical. This alternative might be more justifiable and deserve more consideration if
there were fewer physical barriers to the proposed expansions. This alternative has been

removed from further consideration.

Extend the Existing Runway to the North

This alternative consists of extending Runway 21 end approximately 2,132 feet to the
north for a total runway length of 5,500 feet; constructing a 5,500 foot parallel taxiway
on the east side of Runway 03/21; and constructing a 300 foot long by 150 foot wide
Runway Safety Area (RSA) beyond the approach end of the Runway 21. While this
alternative would not require land acquisition for the extension of the runway, it would
require placement of approximately 317,000 cubic yards of fill material in Guntersville
Reservoir. The placement of fill material would have the potential to adversely impact

recreation, flood control, wetlands, and littoral habitat.



No residences or businesses would require relocation nor would any public roadways
require relocation or closure; however, an application to TVA for this alternative was
denied. For this reason, this alternative of extending Runway 21 to the north has been

removed from further consideration.

New Airport Site

This alternative consists of constructing an airport at a new site. If a decision is made to
develop a new airport, then a formal site selection study must be prepared to find a
suitable location within Guntersville or Marshall County that would serve the needs of
the area. Major investments would include the acquisition of land as well as construction
of access roads and new airfield facilities. In addition, preparation of an EIS would be
required for the development of the new airport. For these reasons, this alternative has

been removed from further consideration.

Use of Albertville Municipal Airport

This alternative consists of utilizing the existing 6,117 foot runway located at the
Albertville Municipal Airport. The existing runway at Guntersville Municipal - Joe
Starnes Field has a length of 3,360 feet which is limiting the economic growth of the City
of Guntersville. A $10 million business park is currently being constructed whose
potential could be bounded by the availability of adequate air transportation. The site
chosen for Conners Island Park would be in a location that is easily accessible by U.S.
431, a railroad, and a navigable waterway. Considering this, improvements to the Airport

become a major marketing tool in persuading companies to move into the business park.

Forcing prospective industrial prospects to travel to Albertville would require officials to
travel by automobile along U.S. 431, a congested thoroughfare riddled with traffic lights
and retail development. The distance between the Albertville Airport and the
Guntersville Airport is approximately 13 miles, with the rush hour drive time being
between 35-40 minutes. The non-rush hour drive time was noted to be close to 20

minutes.

This added travel time and inconvenience could significantly jeopardize Guntersville's
multi-million dollar investment in the Conners Island Park. In today's fast paced business

market where time is money, not having adequate air transportation infrastructure is one



of the quickest ways to get your community taken off a company's short list. Therefore, a
5,000 foot runway is necessary to meet the existing and future economic development

needs of the City of Guntersville.

Postponing the Project

Postponing the proposed runway for the Airport would delay any potential adverse
environmental, social, or economic impacts associated with the construction of the
Preferred Alternate. This delay would affect people directly impacted by the proposed
project by generating concern and uncertainty as to the timing of the land acquisition and
construction activities. This alternative was not selected because postponing the
proposed project would delay any safety-based improvements and benefits to the
traveling public. Additionally, postponing the project would delay the anticipated
economic development opportunities for the City of Guntersville expected under the

implementation of the Preferred Alternative.

No Action Alternative

The evaluation of the No Action Alternative should consider the purpose and need for the
proposed project. As stated previously, the proposed expansion of the airport is a
development project which would provide a safe, efficient, and modern airport facility to

meet the existing and anticipated demands of the aviation community.

The No Action Alternative precludes any new construction and improvements at the
Guntersville Municipal - Joe Starnes Field, other than routine improvements and
maintenance. The selection of this alternative would avoid any adverse environmental,
social, and economic impacts associated with the implementation of the Preferred
Alternative. Adoption of the No Action Alternative would not satisfy the existing and
future demands of the aviation community or contribute to the development of an
integrated transportation network capable of fully serving the needs of the City of
Guntersville. As such, the No Action Alternative is not considered to be an acceptable

alternative.
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8. Depariment | ‘ Jackson Airporis Disty

of Tronsporkation 100 West Cross Siveet, Suite B
Federal Aviation Jackson, Mississippi 30208-2307
Adrninistration (601) 664-9900 Fax: (601} 6649901
July 27, 2009

Ms. Amy Robinson

Nashville District Corps of Engineers
Regulatory Branch

3701 Bell Road

Nashville, TN 37214

Re.: Guntersville Municipal Airport
Cuntersville, AL
1.8, Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
Response Letter 1o Public Notice 09-08,
Permil Application No. 2003-00631

Dear Ms Roebinson:

This is in response Lo a letter you received on July 13, 2009, from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS). The USFWS acknowledges their satisfaction that all issues have been
addressed related to the proposed site for new runway. The letier also included a
recommendation for the miligation plaw to account for tempora) loss agsociated with filling
al 22.4 acres of foresied wellands, The cumrent proposed wetland mitigalion plan includes
fhe purchase of 82 uff-site compensatory miligation banking credits. The tofal includes
80.56 credits (2:1 ratio) as miligation lor 40.28 acres of wetlands and an additional 1.44
credits (0.5: 1 ratio) as mitigation for 3,17 acrcs of wellands indirectly fmpacted (proposed
Automated Weather Observing System {AWOS}). The 82 credits have been purchased at
Robinson Spring Wetland Mitigation Bank averaging $18,131 per credit totaling

$1 486,780, The 40.28 acres include the 22.4 acres of foresied wetlands. The purchase of
the 82 credils was approved based on (he latest draft pennits and approved Environmental
Assessment,

We understand the reasen for recommending additional mitigation credits for the temporal
togs of foresied wetlands; therefore, we propose increasing credits for forested wetland to a
ratio oF 2.25:1. This change will require an additional 5.6 credits. We have alrcady
purchased the 1.44 credits for an AWOS (hat will not be required due to relgcating this
facility away from affected welland area. The net purchase would reguire an additional 4.16
credits. We believe this increased ratio is reasonable compensation for the temporal loss.
Please coordinate this proposal with USFWS and if both offices agree, we’ll start the
process of requesting additional funds,



 We appreciate gll your efforts to move this Iﬁmjsct forward. TF you have any quesﬁvaﬁz;‘. or
require more information, please contact Mr. Kevin Morgan at (601) 664-0891.

Sincerely,

Rans D. Black
Manager

ce:
Mr. Frank Farmer, Aeronautics Division, ALDQT

Mr. JTosh Rowell, Alabama Ecological Services Field Office, USFWS
Ms, Kelly Baxier, TVA

Mr. Kevin Vendeberg, Barge Waggoner Sumner & Cannon, Inc.




United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
1208-B Main Street
Daphne, Alabama 36526

JuL 1 0 2009

IN REPLY REFER TO:

2009-FA-0135b

Nashville District Corps of Engineers
Regulatory Branch
3701 Bell Road

Nashville, TN 37214 JUL 13 2008,
ATTN: Ms. Amy Robinson -
Dear Ms Robirson:

This is an additional report of the U.S. Fish and Wildiife Service (Service) concerning public
notice 09-08, application No. 2003-00631, joint public notice between the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (Corps), Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA), and the State of Alabama and is based on
the interagency site visit of June 23, 2009, and additional information received after that visit.

This report is prepared in accordance with the requirements of the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661-667¢) and the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (87 Star. 884,
as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.)(ESA}, and is to be used in vour determination of 404{b)(i}
guidelines compliance (40 CFR 230) and in your public interes: review {33 CFR 320.4) as ihey
relate to protection of fish and wildlife resources.

During the June 23, 2009 site meeting, discussions were held regarding the draft Supplemental
Environmental Assessment (SEA) and our May 26, 2009 letter io the Corps concerning impacts
to bald eagles and our request to have the project area surveyed. The discussions revealed that a
survey of the entire project area, including the 47-acre vegetation management area was
conducted by Barge, Waggoner, Sumner, & Cannon, Inc. in 2007. Service staff present at the
meeting requested to review the survey and have it added to the final SEA.

On June 30, 2009, a “Site Observation Report” was received by our office via e-mail. The report
indicated that a survey of the TVA property was conducted fur the presence of bald eagle nesting
nabitat as weli as red-coekaded woodpecker nesting und foraging habitai. During the survev no
bald eagle nesting sites or red-cockaded woodpeckers were observed. Based upon this report, we
accept the finding that no bald eagles or Federally listed species occur on site. Therefore, no
further endangered species consultation will be required for this portion of the project unless:

1) the identified action is subsequently modified in a manner that causes an effect on listed
species or designated critical habitat; 2) new information reveals the identified action may affect
federally protected species or designated critical habitat in a manner or to an extent not

www.fws.cov
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Ms. Amy Robinson

previously considered; or 3) a new species is listed or critical habitat is designated under the ESA
that may be affected by the identified action.

After the review and discussion of the site layout and diagrams included in the draft SEA and
present at our meeting, we feel our concerns regarding an alternative site and minimization on
site have been addressed. However, we still recommend that the mitigation plan account for the
temporal loss associated with filling of 22.4 acres of forested wetlands and compensating by
buying credits at a bank where mature forested wetlands do not exist or adequate credits are not
currently available.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this project. If you have any further questions or
require additional information, please contact Mr. Josh Rowell of my staff at (251) 441-5836.

Sincerely,

P dem«— ) %%"47

William J. Pearson
Field Supervisor
Alabama Ecological Services Field Office

ce: Kelly R. Baxter, TVA, Knoxville, TN
ADEM, Birmingham, AL
ADCNR, Montgomery, AL
EPA, Atlanta, GA
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Tennessee Valley Authority, 400 West Summit Hill Drive, Knoxville, Tennessee 37902-1499
March 16, 2009

Ms. Stacye Hathorn

106 Coordinator

Alabama Historical Commission
468 South Perry Street
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-0900

Dear Ms. Hathorn:

TVA, CULTURAL RESOURCES ASSESSMENT, GUNTERSVILLE MUNICIPAL-JOE
STARNS FIELD EXPANSION PROJECT, MARSHALL COUNTY, ALABAMA

The City of Guntersville (City) plans to upgrade and modernize its airport in order to
accommodate larger aircraft with the purpose to improve economic development and
tourism. The existing airport and runway would be completely realigned and rebuilt.
TVA received a formal application in August 2008, wherein the City requested
approximately 116 acres on four parcels (30, 31, 39, and 40) of TVA land to implement
its plans for airport expansion. The City would require a term easement over 69 acres
on parcel 40 for construction of the new runway. The City would also need a Section
26a permit for any fill associated with runway construction. To meet the Federal Aviation
Association’s approach requirements, the City has also requested a land-use agreement
with TVA, permitting vegetation management on 47 acres of parcel 39 and small
portions of parcels 30 and 31. These parcels would be cleared of trees and re-
vegetated with low-growing non-invasive plant species to control vegetation height for
approaching aircraft. Construction would not occur on TVA parcels 30, 31, and 39. All
four parcels of TVA land have been assessed via cultural resources investigations. The
following provides a synopsis of these investigations.

Parcels 30 and 31 (approximately 1.6 acres) were initially investigated by the Office of
Archaeological Research (OAR) during a survey of TVA lands along Guntersville Lake
(report entitled Cultural Resource Investigations in the Guntersville Reservoir Area,
Marshall and Jackson Counties, Alabama and Marion County, Tennessee [Solis and
Futato 1987]). As a result of these investigations, no cultural resources were recorded
within the bounds Parcels 30 and 31. In February 2009, TVA Cultural Resources Staff
assessed Parcels 30 and 31 and confirmed that no cultural resources were present in
either parcel.

Parcel 39 (approximately 45.3 acres) was investigated in 2008 by The Archaeological
Research Laboratory (ARL) at the University of Tennessee’s Department of
Anthropology during a cultural resources survey of TVA lands to be included within the
airport expansion project (draft report entitied Phase | Archaeological Survey and
Architectural Survey for the Guntersville Airport Expansion, Marshall County, Alabama
[Kocis and Guymon 2009]; report enclosed). During this survey, two isolated finds (FS-6
and FS-11) and one archaeological site (1Ms484) were recorded within the bounds of
Parcel 39. The isolated finds consisted of a brick scatter (FS-6) and the remains of a
well constructed from cut limestone (FS-11). ARL did not consider the brick scatter



Ms. Stacye Hathorn
Page 2
March 16, 2009

at FS-6 or the isolated feature at FS-11 eligible for the National Register of Historic
Places (NRHP), therefore no further work was recommended for these cultural
resources. TVA concurs with these recommendations for FS-6 and FS-11.

Site 1Ms484 consisted of a mid-to-late nineteenth century rural domestic site containing
a limestone chimney pad, brick scatter and pier stones. Shovel testing identified
potentially intact midden deposits and a light artifact scatter within the structure area.
Given the presence of intact structural remains, coupled with the potential for intact
midden deposits, ARL considered the site potentially eligible for inclusion to the NRHP.
TVA concurs with this assessment. To ensure that sensitive cultural resources
associated with site 1Ms484 will not be adversely affected by the proposed work,
implementation of the proposed vegetation management plan for Parcel 39 would be
subject to the following conditions:

1) A 10 meter buffer zone surrounding the recorded bounds of the archaeological
site will be established and demarcated by flagging;

2) No heavy machinery will be allowed within the 10 meter buffer érea;

3) All vegetation removal within the 10 meter buffer zone will be conducted by hand;
and

4) No subsurface disturbance, including impact to existing structural remains in the
area, will be permitted, thus avoiding disturbance of in situ deposits.

It should be noted that a second archaeological site (1Ms320) was previously recorded
within the bounds of parcel 39. The site was originally described in the Alabama State
Site File as containing a limestone chimney pad and brick scatter. During the ARL
investigation of parcel 39, site 1Ms320 could not be found in its mapped location.
However, similar remains were identified approximately 300 meters to the east at site
1Ms484, leading ARL to suggest that the location of site 1Ms320 had been misplotted
and that site 1Ms484 was the likely location for this resource. Based on this information,
TVA concurs with ARL’s assertion that site 1Ms320 was misplotted and is represented
by the archaeological remains associated with 1Ms484.

Parcel 40 (approximately 69.6 acres) was investigated in 2003 by P.E. LaMoreaux &
Associates (PELA) during a cultural resources survey associated with the initial
environmental assessment of the proposed airport expansion project (report entitled
Phase | Cultural Resource Survey for the Proposed Construction of Improvements at the
Guntersville Municipal Airport, Marshall County, Alabama [Lolley 2003]). One
archaeological site (1Ms460) was recorded within the bounds of Parcel 40. Site 1Ms460
consisted of a low-density scatter of non-diagnostic historic material with no evidence of
associated intact structural remains or intact cultural deposits. PELA considered the site
to be ineligible for listing in the NRHP. Based on a review of the PELA report, the
Alabama Historical Commission (AHC 02-1281) concurred with PELA’s eligibility
recommendation for 1Ms460. TVA concurs with this conclusion.



Ms. Stacye Hathorn
Page 3
March 16, 2009

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and its implementing
regulations at 36 CFR § 800.4, we are seeking your concurrence with TVA's findings
and recommendations regarding the following:

« TVA lands to be incorporated into the airport expansion project consist of
approximately 116 acres within parcels 30, 31, 39, and 40;

+ Three archaeological sites (1Ms320, 1Ms460 and 1Ms484) and two isolated finds
(FS-6 and FS-11) have been recorded within these TVA parcels;

» Site 1Ms320 was originally misplotted and is represented by the archaeological
remains at site 1Ms484 identified during the ARL survey, therefore no further
investigations are needed for the area where 1Ms320 was initially mapped;

» Site 1Ms460 is considered ineligible for listing in the NRHP;

« The two identified isolated finds (FS-6 and FS-11) are considered ineligible for
listing in the NRHP;

+ Site 1Ms484 is considered potentially eligible for inclusion to the NRHP but will not
be adversely affected by the proposed work contingent upon implementation of a
vegetation management plan minimizing disturbance activities within a 10-meter
buffer zone of the site;

« Considering TVA's stipulations regarding site 1Ms484, the proposed undertaking
would have no effect on any properties listed in or eligible for listing in the NRHP.

TVA is providing a copy of this letter to the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians, United
Keetoowah Band of Cherokee Indians in Oklahoma, Cherokee Nation, The Chickasaw
Nation, Muscogee (Creek) Nation of Oklahoma, Thlopthlocco Tribal Town, Kialegee
Tribal Town, Alabama-Quassarte Tribal Town, Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas,
Eastern Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma, Shawnee Tribe, Absentee Shawnee Tribe of
Oklahoma, Seminole Tribe of Florida, Seminole Nation of Oklahoma, Poarch Band of
Creek Indians, Jena Band of Choctaw Indians, and the Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma
and requesting their comments on the proposed undertaking.

If you have any questions regarding this undertaking, please contact Erin Pritchard (865-
632-2463) or by email at eepritchard@tva.gov.

Sincerely,

Thomas O. Maher, Ph. D.
Manager
Cultural Resources

EEP:IKS
Enclosure
cc: EDMS, WT 11D-K



STATE OF ALABAMA
ALABAMA HISTORICAL COMMISSION
468 SOUTH PERRY STREET
MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA 36130-0900

April 2, 2009

Thomas O. Maher, Ph.D.
Tennessee Valley Authority
400 West Summit Hill Drive
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902-1499
Re:  AHC 09-0475

Cultural Resource Assessment

Airport Expansion

City of Guntersville

Marshall County, Alabama s

Dear De-Maher [oW:

TEL: 334-242-3184
FAX: 334-240-3477

Upon review of the cultural resource assessment conducted by the University of Tennessee,
we have determined that we agree with the author’s findings. There will be no effect on any
-structures listed on or eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).
Furthermore, with the exception of archaeological site |Ms484, there will be no effect on
archaeological sites listed on or eligible for the NRHP. We agree with the authors that site
IMs484 is potentially eligible for the NRHP and should be avoided. If avoidance is not feasible,
Phase Il testing proposals should be developed in consultation with our office and yours. Phase

Il field work should not proceed until these proposals have been approved.

We appreciate your efforts on this project. Should you have any questions, please contact

Greg Rhinehart at (334) 230-2662. Please have the AHC tracking number referenced above
-available and include it with any correspondence. '

Truly yours,

t

Elizabeth Ann Brown

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

EAB/GCR/ger

THE STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE
www.preserveala.org



Tannessee Vallay Authority, 400 West Summit Hill Drive, Knoxville, Tennessee 37902-1499

March 16, 2009

The United Kestoowah Band of Cherokee Indians

Ms. Lisa Stopp in Oklahoma has no objaction to the ref

Interim Director, Language, History and Culture & project. However, if any remains, arﬁfaczzr;?tger
Acting Tribal Historic Preservation Officer items are Inadvertnetly discovered, please cease

United Keetoowah Band consfruction Immediately and contaet us at 915-456-

6533 or by letter.

of Cherokee Indians in Oklahoma .
Post Office Box 746 Wﬂﬂ% 2 3 2008
Tahlequah, Oklahoma 74464 Lisa’C. 8topp, Tribal NAGPRAFOG. Dalg———

Dear Ms. Stopp:

TVA, CULTURAL RESOURCES ASSESSMENT.GUNTERSVILLE MUNICIPAL
AIRPORT-JOE STARNS FIELD EXPANSION PROJECT, MARSHALL COUNTY,
ALABAMA

The City of Guntersville (City) plans to upgrade and modernize its airport in order to
accommodate larger aircraft with the purpose to improve economic development and
tourism. The existing airport and runway would be completely realigned and rebuilt.
TVA received a formal application in August 2008, wherein the City requested
approximately 116 acres on four parcels (30, 31, 39, and 40) of TVA land to implement
its plans for airport expansion. The City would require a term easement over 69 acres
on parcel 40 for construction of the new runway. The City would also need a Section
26a permit for any fill associated with runway construction. To meet the Federal Aviation
Administration’s approach requirements, the City has also requested a land-use
agreement with TVA, permitting vegetation management on 47 acres of parcel 39 and
small portions of parcels 30 and 31. These parcels would be cleared of trees and re-
vegetated with low-growing non-invasive plant species to control vegetation height for
approaching aircraft. Construction would not occur on TVA parcels 30, 31, and 39. All
four parcels of TVA land have been assessed via cultural resources investigations. The
following provides a synopsis of these investigations.

Parcels 30 and 31 (approximately 1.6 acres) were initially investigated by the Office of
Archaeological Research during a survey of TVA lands along Guntersville Reservoir
(report entitled Cultural Resource Investigations in the Guntersville Reservoir Area,
Marshall and Jackson Counties, Alabama and Marion County, Tennessee [Solis and
Futato 1987]). As of result of these investigations, no cultural resources were recorded
within the bounds Parcels 30 and 31. In February 2009, TVA Cultural Resources staff
assessed Parcels 30 and 31 and confirmed that no cuitural resources were present in
either parcel.

Parcel 39 (approximately 45.3 acres) was investigated in 2008 by The Archaeological
Research Laboratory (ARL) at the University of Tennessee’s Department of
Anthropology during a cultural resources survey of TVA lands to be included within the
airport expansion project (draft report entitled Phase | Archaeological Survey and
Architectural Survey for the Guntersville Airport Expansion, Marshall County, Alabama



Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma

PO. Box 1210 + Durant, OK 74702-1210 + (580) 924-8280 gy E. Pyle
Gary Batton
Assistant Chief
April 2, 2009
Pat Berard-Ezzell
Tennessee Valley Authority
400 West Summit Hill Drive

Knoxville, Tennessee 37902-1499
Dear Pat Bernard-Ezzell:

We have reviewed the following proposed project (s) as to its effect regarding religious
and/or cultural significance to historic propertics that may be affected by an undertaking
of the projects area of potential effect.

Project Description: Guntersville Municipal Afrpon'Joe Starns Ficld Expansion Project
County-State: Marshall County, Alabama

Comments: After further review of the above-mentioned project (s), to the best of our
knowledge, it will have no adverse effect on any historic properties in the project’s area
of potential effect. However, should construction expose buried archacological or
building materials such as chipped stone, tools, pottery, bone, historic crockery, glass or
metal items, or should it uncover evidence of buried historic building materials such as
rock foundations, brick, or hand-poured concrete, this office should be contacted
immediately @ 1-800-522-6170 ext. 2137.

Sincerely,

Terry D. Cole
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
Choctay Nation of Oklahoma

By: { flaum A ;
Caren A. Johngdn
Administrative Assistant

CAl:vwr



571 State Park Rd 56 « Livingston, Texas 77351 » (936) 563-1100

ALABAMA-COUSHATTA TRIBE OF TEXAS

N\

April 15,2009

Tennessee Valley Authority
Attn: Pat Bernard Ezzell
400 West Summit Hill Drive
Knoxville, TN 37902-1499

Dear Mrs. Ezzell:

On behalf of Chief Oscola Clayton Sylestine and the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe, our
apprecijation is expressed on your efforts to consult us concerning the proposed expansion
of the Guntersville Municipal Airport — Joe Starns Field in Marshall County.

Our Tribe maintains ancestral associations throughout the state of Alabama despite the
absence of written records to completely identify Tribal activities, villages, trails, or
grave sites. However, it is our objective to ensure significances of Native American
ancestry including the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe are administered with the utmost regard.

Upon review of your March 16, 2009 documents submitted to our Tribe, no impact to
burial, cultural, or historical assets of the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas should
occur in conjunction with this proposal. We have no objections to the proceeding of this
activity and concur with the recommendations set forth by your letter.

Should the inadvertent discovery of human remains and/or archaeological artifacts oceur,
activity in proximity to the location must cease immediately and appropriate authorities,
including this office, notified without delay. In the event additional assistance from our
Tribe is necessary, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Respectfully submitted,

DC T

Bryant J. Celestine .
Historic Preservation Officer

Telephone: 936 ~ 563 — 1181 - celestine.bryant@actribe.org Fax: 936 —- 563 — 1183

\

/




' SEMINOLE TRIBE OF FLORIDA
TRIBAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE

TRIBAL HISTORIC
PRESERVATION OFFICE

TRIBAL OFFICERS
CHAIRMAN
MITCHELL CYPRESS

VICE CHAIRMAN
RICHARD BOWERS JR.
SECRETARY
PRISCILLA D. SAYEN

TREASUHER
MICHAEL D. TIGER

SEMINOLE TRIBE OF FLORIDA
AH-TAH-THI-KI MUSEUM

HC-61. BOX 21A
CLEWISTON, FL 33440

PHONE: (863) 983-6549
FAX: (863) 902-1117

Pat Bernard Ezzell

Historian and Native American Liaison
Tennessee Valley Authority

400 West Summit Drive

Knoxville, TN 37902-1499

Tuesday, April 14, 2009 THPO: 003194

Subject: Cultural Resources Assessment, Guntersville Municipal Airport-Joe Stams Field Expansion
Project, Marshall County, Alabama ‘-*

Dear Ms. Ezzell,

The Tribal Historic Preservation Office of the Seminole Tribe of Florida (STOF-THPO) has received
your correspondence concerning the aforementioned project. The STOF-THPO concurs with the
findings of “no adverse effects” to cultural resources within the APE for this project. However, the STOF-
THPO would like to be informed should any archaeological and/for historic resources be
inadvertently discovered during the construction process.

We thank you for the opportunity fo review the information that has been sent to date regarding this
project, Please refer to THPO-003194 for any related issues.

Sincerely,
for
Direct routine inquiries to:
Willard Steele, Dawn Hutchins,
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer Compliance Review Supervisor
ETY:dh

Ah- Tah- Thi- Ki Museum, HC-81. Box 21-A, Clewiston, Florida 33440
Phone (863) 802-1113 ¢ Fax (863)902-1117
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August 12, 2002

Mr. Frank Mills, Jr.

Barge, Waggoner, Surmmner & Cannon, Inc.
3960 Carmichae] Place

Montgomery, AT, 36117

Degr M, Mills:

Thank you for your letter of July 30, 2002, reéquesting comments on the proposed runway
construction for the Guntersyille Municipal Aitport in Marshall County, Alabama. We have
reviewed the information you enclosed and are providing the following commenis in accordance
with the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.8.C. 1531 et seq.).

We have deterruined that the following Federally listed Species may occur in the project area:
1. Bald eagle (Hatigeerys leucocephalus) T.

Potential bald eagle nesting habitat includes large wess, often near river Systems, lakes, bays and
other bodies of water. Mests are usually located near the tops of the tallest trees and are added to
and reused year after year. If potential habirar for this species may be affected by your project,
we recommend thar surveys be conducted by qualified biologists to determine if this federally
protected species ocours i the impact area,

2 Gray bar (Myoris grisescens) E.
3. Indiana bat (Myors sodalis) E.

Listed in 1976, these Species are strongly loval to their suminer and winter caves, fhus they are
the most restricted to cave habitars of any U.S. mammal.  As a consequence of their combined
thermoregulatory and other habitar requirements, bars congregate in large numbers and in fewer
caves which makes them highly susceprible 1o disturbances and declines in population. Declines
In population may be amributed to pesticide use and other faczors (.. siltation on aquaric
environments) resulting in the loss of prev base, deforestation, caves being flooded from water
impoundment, cave enmancs closure, and human disturbances.

7 3 Sy - el o riesa : [ 3 1 ie, - :
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within the consructon Z01e, 10 swvey is necsssary,

If you have any questions or nesd additionaj information, please conract M, Scout Flovd at (231)
441-5181, sxt. 40. Please refer 1o the reference numper located the top of this letrer.

Sincerely,

r—
I

~ [0

Lamry E. Goldman
Field Supervisor
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Mr. Larry E. Goldman

Field Supervisor

U.S. Department of the Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Post Oifice Drawer 1190
Daphne, Alabama 36526

RE:  TWS Reference No. §2-1397 .
Field Survey of Proposed Runway Realignment at Guntersyiile Maaicipal Ajrport,
Guniersville, Marshail County, Alabama

Dear Mr. Goldman:

During January 2003, Barge Waggoner Sumner & Cannon, Inc. personnel conducted a site visit to the
subject location in order to conduct a biological assessment to identify potential habitats for the
following threatened and endangered species:

@ Bald eagle (Hualineetus leucocephalus), Threatened
*  Gray bat ( Myotis grisescens), Endangered
¢ Indiana bat (Myoris sodalis), Endangered

The subject site consisted of a mived forest of oak/hickory and pine sp. It was noted that the-pine -
population had been inundated recently with a pine beetle infestation and did not appear to present a
suirable habitat for bald eagle nesting sites within the proposed construction zone, In addition, there

were no caves noted on the proposed site location that would be suitable nesting habitat for either the

Gray or Indiana bat. '

The habitar evaluation revealed that no suitable habitat exists for the two species of bats and no
nesting sites for the Bald Fagle were observed within the proposed project area. Therefore, the
proposed airport expansion will not impact any critical habirat associated with federal or state-listed

Manager, Environmental Planning

oo Ms, Luanne Haves, C ity of Guntersville

RATOSNITOS9S3\FWS itr.doc
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
P.O. Drawer 1190
IN REPLY REFER TO: Daphne, Alabama 36526

NECETV

March 31, 2004 AR -5 2004

T

E
04-0741 ]

Barge, Waggoner. Surmner & Cannon, Inc,

' Montgcmery OFF,
Mt. Gary H. Behrens Rtgemery Oftice
BWSC, Inc.
5960 Carmichael Place

Montgomery, Alabama 36117

Dear Mr. Behrens:

Thank you for your letter of F ebruary 23, 2004, providing survey results on the proposed runway
realignment at Guntersville Municipal Airport in Guntersville, Marshall County, Alabama. We
have reviewed the information and are providing the following comments in accordance with the
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

We accept the statements that no listed species occur in the project area. Therefore, no further
endangered species consultation will be required for this portion of the project unless: 1) the
identified action is subsequently modified in a manuer that causes an effect on listed species or
a designated Critical Habitat; 2) new information reveals the identified action may affect
Federally protected species or designated Critical Habitat in a manner or to an extent not
previously considered; or 3) a new species is listed or Critical Habitat is designated under the
Endangered Species Act that may be affected by the identified action.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact Mr. Scott Fldyd at
(251) 441-5836. Please refer to the reference number above.

Sincerely,

N'g;:\ Larry E. Goldman
Field Supervisor

.

PHON’E,; 251:441-518].. i v o Www. Pwsieo CT oL FAX: 251-441-6222
R SHIPPING ADDRESS: 1208-B Main Sirest, Daphne, AL 36526 . .
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
1208-B Main Street
Daphne, Alabama 36526

IN REPLY REFER TO:

04-0741b June 29, 2005
Mr. Gary Behrens

Barge, Waggoner, Sumner, and Cannon, Inc.

3960 Carmichael Place

Montgomery, Alabama 36117
Dear Mr. Behrens:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) received and has reviewed the Biological
Assessment: Botanical Review for the Presence or Absence of Federally Listed Plant
Species, Tennessee Yellow-eved grass (Xird lennesseenisis), Green pitcher plant
(Sarracenia oreophilia), Bggert’s sunflower (Helianthus eggertii), and Price’s potato-
bean (dpios priceana) prepared for you by Wetland Sciences Incorporated for the
proposed Guntersville Airfield Runway Expansion Project located in Marshall County,
Alabama. ’

Your company, Barge, Waggoner, Sumner, and Cannon, Inc., hosted a meeting at the
Guntersville Municipal Airport — Joe Starnes Field onMay 25, 2005 with representatives
of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Tennessee
Valley Authority, Service, and the City of Guntersville to discuss current status of the
proposed airport expansion project. During this meeting, discussions arose regarding
wetland and wildlife impacts from the proposed action. -Surveys for the threatened bald
cagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus), the endan gered Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis), and
endangered gray bat (Myotis grisescens) were conducted and survey reports provided to
the Service. In a letter dated, March 3 1, 2004, the Servig':e’s Daphne Field Office
responded to the eagle and bat survey, concurring with your “no effect” determination for
these species. However, during the May 25, 2005 meeting at Guntersville Municipal, the
Service representative asked if any botanical surveys for federally-listed plants had been
performed on the subject property. No botanical surveys had been completed, so the
Service representative requested surveys be completed to verify presence or absence of
federally-listed endangered or threatened plant species known to exist within Marshall
County, Alabama.

This report is prepared in accordance with the requirements of the Endangered Species
Act of 1973 (87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), and Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661-667¢) and is to be used in-your determination of 404 ®)
(1) guidelines compliance (40 CFR 230) and in your public interest review (33 CFR
320.4) as they relate to protection of fish and wildlife resources.

TAKE PRIDE"

e :
PHONE: 251-441-5181 IN AM ERICA% FAX: 251-441-6222
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We received the botanical survey report for the proposed Guntersville Municipal Airport
Expansion Project op J une 20, 2005, According to the report, field surveys took place
during May 31 — June 2, 2005 on the subject property for the following four federally-
listed plants: Tennessee yellow-eyed grass, Green pitcher plant, Eggert’s sunflower, and
Price’s potato-bean, The species surveyed inhabit a broad range of habitats, including
wetlands, bogg, seeps, creeks, disturbed upland sites. Some of these habitats exist on the
subject property. These areas were identified by use of Inaps and knowledge of the site
and then surveyed by experienced botanists familiar with these listed plants. Afier
extensive searches in various habitat types on the project site, none of these plant species
were encountered. :

We accept the Survey results that no listed plant species occur in the project area.
Therefore, no further endangered species consultation will be required for this portion of

. the project unless: 1) the identified action ig subsequently modified in a manner that

If you have any-questions or need additiona] infonnation, please contact Mr. Rob Huyrt at
(256) 353-7243 ext. 29, Please refer to the reference nuinber above,

| o Sincerely, | (‘
Doy s S

Larry E. Goldman
Field Supervisor

cc: Amy Robinson, USACE, Nashville, TN
Morgan J ackson, USEPA, Atlanta, GA
Charles Wolfe, TVA, Guntersville, AL
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Appendix H- Forested Indiana bat habitat sampling protocol

The following variables were considered at forested sites containing primarily deciduous
forest and some mature trees:
Forest maturity is indicated by:
= Average canopy cover
= Average height to bottom of canopy
= Average diameter at breast height (dbh) of overstory trees

Sub-canopy density is categorized as:
= Open (below 5%)
= Moderately dense (5-20%)
= Dense (20-60%)
= Very dense (above 60%)

Quality of potential roost trees as determined by percent exfoliating bark:
= High quality trees exhibit more than 25% of the remaining bark exfoliating
* Moderate quality trees exhibit 11-25% of the remaining bark exfoliating
® Low quality trees exhibit less than 10% of the remaining bark exfoliating

Features of potential roost trees:
= Snags less than 3 meters in height
= Hollow trees or trees with large cavities

= Trees with exfoliating bark

Note -- Low quality habitat plots consisted of an undeveloped forest, dense subcanopy, or

lack of potential roost trees.

Romme, R. C., K. Tyrell, and V. Brack Jr. 1995. Literature Summary and Habitat
Suitability Index Model: Components of Summer Habitat for the Indiana Bat,
Myotis Sodalis. 3/D Environmental, Federal Aid Project E-1-7, Study No. 8.
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Table DP-1. Profile of General Demographic Characteristics: 2000

Geographic area: Guntersville city, Alabama

) [For information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see text]

Subject Number | Percent Subject Number | Percent
Total population. .........cocvviviiianennns 7,395| 100.0 | HISPANIC OR LATINO AND RACE
Total population...........c.cooiviaiien 7,395 100.0
SEX AND AGE Hispanic or Latino (of anyrace)................ 212 2.9
Male. ... it 3,478 A47.0] Mexican.......coviiiiniiiiinireriiieneas 146 2.0
Female. . .o.oooivir ettt 3,917 53.0] PuertoRican.............c.ociviiiiiiii.a 16 0.2
Cuban ....coviei e s 3 -
‘ler:geg 5YEANS «.oovirr 215 56 Other Hispanicor Latino .................... 47 0.6
Y= L= T 87 6.6 " ! .
1010 14 YBAIS -+ vnveseee e eeeee e 492 g.7 | Not H.nspamc orlatino ...........oiiiiiiii, 7,183 97.1
1510 19 YEATS - v veoeeee e eeeeeeeeenannns 424 57 Whitealone. ...........coooiaiiiiiiiinn, 6,387 86.4
201024 y8aIS ... .. iviiiii e 366 4.9 | RELATIONSHIP
251034 YBAIS ... coviiiii i 853 115 Total population.........ccceverevneenen. 7,395 100.0
35f044years . ...t 1,142 154 Hin households. .. .....oovvvieereeeeiienenns 6,967 94.2
451054 years........ooiiiiiiiiiiiie 990 1341 Householder.......c.vvvreeerroniieeenenns 3,061 414
55to59years........ooooviiiiiiiiiii, 394 531 Spouse .....oiiiiiiiiii 1,454 19.7
BOtOBA YRS ....onviinniii 410 551 Ghild......oovre i 1,902 257
B5fto74years......coiiiiiiiiiiii s 738 10.0 Own child under 18 years................ 1,479 20.0
T510BAYEArS ...oviii 457 62| Otherrelatives............oveveerrennnenn. 338 48
85years and OVer..........covvnenennannannas 227 3.1 Under 18 Years . ........oeeeenneeeann.. 151 20
Median age (years).............coivviiniann 40.8 (X)] Nonrelatives ... 212 2.9
Unmarried partner..............cooeeeee 99 1.3
18yearsand OVEr........covvviiienenvannnnnns 5,736 77.6 |In group QUAMETS. . .. ..evvrrerrraneeenaeens 428 58
Male.....oovii 2,632 35.6] |nstitutionalized population................... 362 4.9
Female......oooiiiiiinniiieeneiiiiaiaennn, 3,104 42.0] Noninstitutionalized population............... 66 0.9
21yearsand over............coiiniiiaiiana, 5,481 74.1
B2yearsand OVer.........veiiiiiiiiiennannn 1,671 22.6 |HOUSEHOLD BY TYPE
G65yearsand OVer...........coiieeiiiiinnn. 1422 19.2] Total households........c..ovvvivirnennns 3,061| 100.0
Male........ooiiii 513 6.9 | Family households (families)................... 1,970 64.4
Female.......covniiiiiiiiii s 909 12.3 With own children under 18 years.......... 841 275
Married-couple family .............. ...l 1,454 47.5
RACE With own children under 18 years.......... 543 17.7
[0 T - o7 T PPN 7,288 98.6 Female householder, no husband present..... 418 13.7

White ... i e it e s 6,520 88.2 With own children under 18 years.......... 255 8.3

Black or African American ................... 631 8.5 | Nonfamily households ............ovueeeeennn. 1,091 356

American Indian and Alaska Native........... 36 0.5| Householder livingalone.............oocvuns 992 324

X - 1 TR 30 0.4 Householder 65 years andover............ 440 14.4
AsianIndian.............iiiiiiiiien 19 0.3
CRIMESE -« v e v e e ee e e e e et eeeains - . | Households with individuals under 18 years ..... 936 30.6
FIlDINO .« ovvvvee e e et e e eaeeeen 7 0.1 | Households with individuals 65 years and over .. 937 30.6
‘lj(?ﬁ:[a]ﬁse """""""""""""""" :; " |Average household size....................... 2.28 (X)
\ﬁetnamese 1 ) Average family size................... ...l 2.88 (X)
OtherAsian b ... i iiiieiiieaanens - -

Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander. . .. 1 - Ho?ﬂ;i;ﬁﬁ‘tépsng ...................... 3,518 100.0
Nafive Hawaiian.. ..o : | Occupied housing units «...................... 3,061| 87.0
Suamanlan or Lhamormo . ...........vvenenn - “|Vacant housing units. . .........ooevvveiieann.. 457 13.0
o?l:g??ééiﬁé‘l.sia.r‘i G 1 "| For seasonal, recreational, or

SOME OBE FGD « v e 70 09 occasional USe. ... ...vvi i 77 2.2

TWO OF IMOTE@ TACES .« . vvnvvvinraeeenernonssn 107 1.4 |Homeowner vacancy rate (percent). ............ 23 (X)
Race alone or in combgna tion with one Rental vacancy rate (percent). ................. 16.2 (X)
or more other races:
. HOUSING TENURE

White ... .. T PR 6,623 89.6 | Occupied housing URItS «................. 3,061| 100.0
Black‘ or Afnc?n American.. ... M 680 92 Owner-occupied housing units .. ............... 1,937 63.3
Arqencan Indian and Alaska Native............. 7% 1.0 Renter-occupied housing units . ................ 1,124 36.7
ASIAN ..o i e 38 0.5

Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander. .. ... 2 - | Average household size of owner-occupied units. 2.36 (X)
Some otherrace . .....oovveniininiinerennnns 86 1.2 ] Average household size of renter-occupied units . 2.13 (X)

- Represents zero or rounds to zero.

{X) Not applicable.

1 Other Asian alone, or two or more Asian categories.
2 Other Pacific Islander alone, or two or more Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander categories.
2 in combination with one or more of the other races listed. The six numbers may add to more than the total population and the six percentages
may add to more than 100 percent because individuals may report more than one race.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000.

U.S, Census Bureau



Table DP-2. Profile of Selected Social Characteristics: 2000

Geographic area: Guntersville city, Alabama

) [Data based on a sample. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see text]

Subject Number | Percent Subject Number | Percent
SCHOOL ENROLLMENT NATIVITY AND PLACE OF BIRTH
Population 3 years and over Total population.............coiviiiininns 7,214 100.0
enrolled inschool.................... 1,599 1000 | Native.........coiiiiiii i 7,167 99.3
Nursery school, preschool..................... 130 81] BominUnitedStates....................... 7,092 98.3
Kindergarten...............ooiiiii i, 132 8.3 State ofresidence................oovnnn 4,988 69.1
Elementary school (grades 1-8)................ 690 432 Different state. ..........ccoviviiiieia... 2,104 29.2
High school (grades 9-12)................. ... 396 24.8] Born outside United States.................. 75 1.0
College or graduate school . ................... 251 16.7 |Foreignborm. ...t 47 0.7
Entered 1990 fo March 2000 .............. - -
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT Naturalized citizen...................ooen. - -
Population 25 years and over.......... 5,119 1000] Notacitizen...............coviiiiiiint 47 0.7
lessthanOthgrade .............. ...l 527 103
9th to 12th grade, no diploma. . ................ 726|  14.2 |REGION OF BIRTH OF FOREIGN BORN
High school graduate (includes equivalency). . ... 1,413 27.6 Eurzg;al (excluding born at sea).............. 4; 1233
Some college, nodegree....................0 1,144 223 TOPE. . viivvivieev e :
Associate degree. .......ooeeieiiiiriiaiiaenn.s 201 3gAsia . 16 34.0
Bachelors degree ... ....ooueeeeenneeinneanns 732 43 ]Afica..... - -
Graduate or professional degree ............... 376 7.3 E:tie:x;é e 17“ 36 2‘
Percent high school graduate or higher ......... 75.5 (X)|Northern America. .. .....ccovviiniiinnannnn 6 12.8
Percent bachelor's degree or higher............ 21.6 X) .
LANGUAGE SPOKEN AT HOME
MARITAL STATUS Population 5 years andover.............. 6,858 | 100.0
Population 15 years and over.......... 5,927 100.0 |Englishonly ............ R IRITERERRREPRRPRIE 6,654 97.0
NEVEF MAITEd . ..venveeneeeieeaeanenennen 952|  16.1 |Language other than English .................. 204 3.0
Now married, except separated . ............... 3464  584f Spt.aahk English less than “very well” ..... ... 12(‘; g;
__________________________________ ) pPaNiSh . ..o .
Wikowed ... 50| 10|  Speak Engish less ihan “ery well |1 ! Y
Female. . ....eeiee i ceceeea e 455 7.7| Other Indo-European languages ............. 38 0.6
DIVOTCEA .+ eeeveeeneeeieanneeianeennass 785 132 Speak English less than “very well” ........ 10 0.1
FOMAIE. .. o\veveeeeeneeaeeeneeeananees 403 6.8| Asian and Pacific Island languages........... 16 0.2
Speak English less than “very well” ........ 16 0.2
GRANDPARENTS AS CAREGIVERS
Grandparent living in household with AN?E&TRZ (3:23";*““’ multiple) 2214l 1000
one or more own grandchildren under Total :ncI;stﬁes reported """""""""" 5’ 496 76. 2
Grand 1Byears.........c..ee s P 144\ 1000 Arab . e - -
parent responsible for grandchildren ...... 83 57.6 Czech? 9 0.1
VETERAN STATUS [ F= 1411 1 A A PP - -
Civilian population 18 years and over .. 5,635| 1000 [BUtCh .o 62 0.9
Civilian Veterans ..........coouueeeeieneennne. 838| 149 E?e?rlaft? (exeept Basque)f 1L ggg 1;;
DISABILITY STATUS OF THE CIVILIAN French Canadlan1 ............................ - -
NONINSTITUTIONALIZED POPULATION (€721 111 7= T o TP AU 570 7.9
Population 5 to 20 years............... 1,491 100.0 SL?\Z‘;: T 36 0.5
With a disabiity ... oceeei 1881 M et L 789| 109
. P‘?"“'ﬁ“"" 21fo 64 years.............. 3,744 1000 fpeafian . ... 68 0.9
Withadisability ............ccooiiiiiiiiinn, 851 22.7 LHRUANIAN « -« o e eee oo e, . .
Percent employed...............coviiinnn 44.1 XY INorwegian. . . ....oooveee i 18 0.2
Nodisability ..........ccoviiiiiiiiiiiiit, 2,893 TT3EPOHSN . o oo oo 57 0.8
Percentemployed..............ooiiiiilt 75.8 X) POMUGUESE . -+ e evveeees e et enaeanens - .
Population 65 years and over.......... 1,215 1000 JRusSIaN . . ... ..ot 14 0.2
Withadisability . ............coiiiiiiiinnin, 638 52.5|Scotch-lrish. ..o 138 1.9
Scoftish............cooiiiiiiii, 193 2.7
RESIDENCE IN 1995 Slovak ...... e e - -
Population 5 years and over........... 6,858, 100.0 |Subsaharan African....................... ... - -
Same house in 1995, .. ......oiiiiiniiniinns 3,709 544 8wedish. ... ..o 30 04
Different house in the U.S. in1895............. 3,109 45,3 OWISS . . it e e - -
Same county .....ovvivereiiiiiie e 1,634 23.8JUKrainian. .. ...cooeviiiiii i - -
Differentcounty ...l 1,475 21.5 |United States or American..................... 1,037 14.4
Samestate..........c..oeeiiiiiiiin, 740 108 Welsh. .. cooiii e 22 0.3
Differentstate. ........... .. ..ol 735 10.7 | West Indian (excluding Hispanic groups)........ - -
Elsewhere in 1995............. ..ol 40 0.6]O0therancestries ........ooevieriiiiiannn, 1,398 194

-Represents zero or rounds to zero.

(X) Not applicable.

"The data represent a combination of two ancestries shown separately in Summary File 3. Czech includes Czechoslovakian. French includes Alsa-
tian. French Canadian includes Acadian/Cajun. Irish includes Celtic.

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census 2000.

2
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Table DP-3. Profile of Selected Economic Characteristics: 2000

Geographic area: Guntersville city, Alabama

) [Data based on a sample. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see text]

Subject Number | Percent Subject Number | Percent
EMPLOYMENT STATUS INCOME IN 1999
Population 16 years and over............ 5,851 100.0 Households............ovevivininianenss 2,965 100.0
Inlaborforce .........cooviiiiiiiiiin, 3,137 53.6 [Less than $10,000..........c.ocviriiiiinnn., 470 156.9
Civilian laborforce. . ..........ccooiiiinn ot - 3,120 53.31%10,000t0 814,999, ... ...ttt 271 9.1
Employed ..ot 2,908 49.7 151500010 $24,999........... ...l 484 16.3
Unemployed............coooiiiiint 212 3.61%25,000t08$34,999. .........ciiiiiiiiinn, 500 16.9
Percent of civilian labor force ............ 6.8 (X)]$35,00010$49,999. ...t 344 11.6
Armed FOrces. .....oovvveennnnnnainninn, 17 0.3]$50,000t0$74,999.......0iviiiiiiiiiienn, 445 15.0
Notinlaborforce.........cocovvevneinieninnn, 2,714 46.4 |$75,0001t0 $99,999. ... .. ... 199 6.7
Females 16 years and OVer .............. 3,151 100.0 $100,000 t0 $149,999. . ... ...ttt 174 5.9
I 18BOF FOFCE e eeeeeeeeeneane 1604 509 |3190.00010$199,968............. e Ml 14
Civilian 1abor force. . ... vvmenesennnnnn 1587|  50.4 [$200.0000rMOrE ... onovisriiniieien 37 12
EMPIOYEd e nenene e 1.471 46.7 Median household income (dollars)............. 29,882 (X)
Own children under 6 years.............. 4701 100.0 |With eaming§ ................................ 2,154 72.6
All parents in family in labor force .............. 256 54.5| Mean eamings (dollars)'.................... 45,361 X)
With Social Security income ................... 981 33.1
COMMUTING TO WORK Mean Social Security income (doltars)! ....... 9,621 0
Workers 16 years and over .............. 2,835| 100.0 |With Supplemental Security Income ............ 181 6.1
Car, fruck, orvan --drove alone............... 2,344 82.7] Mean Supplemental Security Income
Car, truck, or van - - carpooled. . ............... 321 11.3 (dolfars)t ... ... 6,061 X)
Public transportation (including taxicab)......... - - | With public assistance income ................. 103 35
Walked. ......ooiviii it i e 28 1.0 Mean public assistance income (dollars) .. ... 2,834 x)
Othermeans.............c.cooiiiiieiiann.. 20 0.7 | With retirementincome ...............covvuns 664 22.4
Worked at home ......... e eeeneaaa 122 4.3 Mean retirement income (dollars)’............ 17,018 x)
Mean travel time to work (minutes)! ............ 21.0 (X)
Families ....covvieiiiiniiiiinnnnnennnes 1,947 100.0
Employed civilian population Less than $10,000...........covviininennn.. 122 6.3
16yearsand Over........ocovvnnvvnnes 2,908 100.0 {$10,000t0$14,999. . ......oiiiii i 146 7.5
OCCUPATION $15,00010%24,999. ... ..ot 249 12.8
Management, professional, and related $25,00010 $34,999. ... .. it 374 19.2
) occupations . ... .ol 879 30.2$35,000t0 $49,999. . ... ...t 271 13.9
Service occupations .. .......iiiiii i iiaeea 474 16.3 |$50,000t0 $74,999. ... ..ottt 367 18.8
Sales and office occupations .................. 861 29.6 |$75,0001t0 $99,998. . ... i e 182 9.3
Farming, fishing, and forestry occupations........ 17 0.6 [$100,000t0 $149,999. . ........ciiiiiiiiiinn 167 8.6
Construction, extraction, and maintenance $150,00010 $199,999. . ....... ... i, 32 1.6
ocoupations ...... ...l 163 5.3 1$200,000 OFr MOre .....vvireeinenneanennennns 37 19
Production, transportation, and material moving Median family income (dollars)................. 39,464 (X)
oceupations ......oiiiiii i 524 18.0
Per capita income (dollars)! ................... 18,503 X)
INDUSTRY Median earnings (dollars):
Agriculture, forestry, fishing and hunting, Male full-time, year-round workers.............. 36,175 X)
e R 111111 25 0.9 | Female full-time, year-round workers ........... 20,480 X}
Construction............... oot 109 3.7
MaNUFACIUNING. - « « +« e e veeeeee s 504| 204 Number | Percent
Wholesale trade. . ........ovovvineeeeinninn.. 114 3.9 below| below
Retail frade. .. ......oeueereneaineeiinanss 406|  14.0 Subiect poverty P°‘(e”yl
Transportation and warehousing, and utilities . . .. 124 4.3 ubjec eve eve
Information ............. . il 44 1.5
Finance, insurance, real estate, and rental and POVERTY STATUS IN 1999
leasmg ....... SRR R A 172 5.9 FAMIES + e vinnrveneennssessensonsonnes 219 1.2
Professional, scientific, management, adminis- 4 9 With related children under 18 years............ 129 14.0
trative, and waste management services....... 79 6. ; |
Educational, health and social services ......... 518 17.8 With related children under 5 years. ... 66 18.8
Arts, entertainment, recreation, accommodation Families with female householder, no
and food services . ......ocovveiiiiiiiiinanns 270 9.3 husband present..............cce00enn 137 385
Other services {except public administration) .... 184 6.3 | With related children under 18 years............ 112 43.2
Public administration. ................. ...l 169 5.81 With related children under 5 years........... 66 63.5
CLASS OF WORKER Individuals........ccoivvenniiiiiiineas. 966 14.2
Private wage and salaryworkers............... 2,130 73.2|18yearsand over...........cooeeiiiiiinian. 721 13.7
Government workers. . .........ooiiiiiiiaea, 501 17.2| 65yearsandover...........c.oevvviueinnnn, 198 16.3
Self-employed workers in own not incorporated Related children under 18 years ............... 231 15.2
DUSINESS .\ttt eirie e inesnianeanans 277 9.5] Related children5to17years............... 165 14.2
Unpaid family workers ................coiiaen - - | Unrelated individuals 15 years and over......... 321 28.1
-Represents zero or rounds to zero. (X) Not applicable.

1f the denominator of a mean value or per capita value is less than 30, then that value is calculated using a rounded aggregate in the numerator.

See text.

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census 2000.

U.S. Census Bureau



Table DP-4. Profile of Selected Housing Characteristics: 2000
Geographic area: Guntersville city, Alabama

| [Data based on a sample. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see text]

Subject Number | Percent Subject Number | Percent
Total housing units.................... 3,529 100.0 | OCCUPANTS PER ROOM
UNITS IN STRUCTURE Occupled housing units ............... 3,058 100.0
1-unit, detached.............................. 2,319 B5.71.000r1e8S. .. .c.vvuiiieee e 3,015 98.6
1-unit, attached .............................. 76 2201101t01.50 ... 30 1.0
2units ... 334 95 1.81ormore. ......oooviee 13 0.4
dordunits.. ..o 143 4.1
StoQunifs............ooiiiiiii, 327 9.3 Specified owner-occupied units........ 1,788 100.0
0to19units.......ooiiiiiin 27 0.8 |VALUE
20ormore units ........oiiiin e 31 0.9 jLess than $50,000............................ 211 11.8
Mobilehome................................. 264 7.51$50,000t0$99,999. ... ..., 759 42.4
Boat, RV,van,etc............................ 8 0.2]$100,00010$149,999. .. ...................... 282 15.8
$150,000t0 $199,999. ........................ 241 13.5
YEAR STRUCTURE BUILT $200,000 10 $299,999. .. ............ ... iill. 151 8.4
1899 to March 2000 .......................... 26 0.7 1$300,000 10 $499,999. ... ..............coii .. 101 5.6
1985101998 ... .. 241 6.8 | $500,000 10 $999,999. ... ........... ... ..., 43 24
1980101994 .. .. .. i 243 6.9 |$1,000,000 ormore..............oiiiii . - -
1880101989 ... ..o e 604 17.1 {Median (dollars).............................. 96,100 X)
1970101979 ... i 803 228
1860101969 ... ..o 606 17.2 |MORTGAGE STATUS AND SELECTED
1940101959 .. ..o 764 21.6| MONTHLY OWNER COSTS
1939 orearlier...........ccoovvveueunnn.. .. 242 69|Withamortgage ............................. 1,095 61.2
Lessthan $300 .......................... 9 0.5
ROOMS $300t08499 ... ..t 80 4.5
Troom. ..o 15 0.4 $500t0$699 ...... ...t 215 12.0
2T00MS . it e 56 1.6 $700t08$999 ... 330 18.5
BI0OMS. ..t e 400 11.3 $1,000t0$1,499. ..., 266 14.9
AFOOMIS . .ttt e 829 235 $1,500t0 81,999 . ..., 119 6.7
BroomS. ... 680 19.3 $2,0000rmore ........oviiiii . 76 4.3
Brooms. .. ..ot 551 15.6 Median (dollars).......................... 916 X)
TrOOMS ...ttt 427 121 Notmortgaged. ...............coou e, 693 38.8
) BroOmS. .. ..o e 304 8.6 Median (dollars).......................... 210 X)
/ QOrmoreroomMS ....ooveveivereneennnnann.. 267 7.6
Median (rooms).................. ... ...l 5.2 (X) | SELECTED MONTHLY OWNER COSTS
AS A PERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLD
Occupied housing units ............... 3,058| 100.0] INCOME IN 1999
YEAR HOUSEHOLDER MOVED INTO UNIT Less than 15.0 percent. ....................... 792 44.3
1899toMarch 2000 ...........ovvvvunnn... .. 670 21916010 19.9percent.......................... 207 11.6
1995101998 ... ...t 805 263120010249 percent. ..., 241 13.5
1990101994 ... ... 510 16.7]25.0t0 298 percent . ................\oii.. .. 158 8.8
1980101989 ... 491 16.1|30.0fo 349 percent .......................... 130 7.3
1970101979 ..o 200 6.5]35.0percentormore ......................... 251 14.0
1868 o0rearlier.............veene 382 125 [Notcomputed................................ 9 05
VEHICLES AVAILABLE Specified renter-occupied units ........ 1,063 100.0
Nome .. ... 358 11.7 | GROSS RENT
LS 1,038 339 Lessthan $200 ...............0ouiiii. .. 170 16.0
O 1,115 36.5[$200t08299 ..., 172 16.2
BOMMOTE «.oveeiiie e i 547 1791830008499 ...l 389 36.6
$500t0 8749 ... 195 18.3
HOUSE HEATING FUEL $75010 8999 .. ..o 34 3.2
Utiitygas ... 1,559 51.01$1,000t0 81,499 ............. . - -
Bottled, tank, or LP gas....................... 124 4.1]81,8000rmore .........coooiii - -
Electricity. . ..., 1,281 419 |Nocashrent............... ... .. o . 103 9.7
Fuel oil, kerosene, etc ........................ 49 1.6 |Median (dollars).............................. 360 X)
Coalorcoke.............covviiivunnnin.,. - -
Wood...oooeii 25 0.8 | GROSS RENT AS A PERCENTAGE OF
Solarenergy...........o.oiiiiiiiii - - | HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1999
Otherfuel ..........coooviui i, 10 0.3 }Lessthan150percent........................ 206 194
Nofuelused......................ioiiinn.. 10 03]15.0t0 199 percent.......................... 134 12.6
200to248percent.......oooeueeeinin 137 12.9
SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS 2500299 percent............oo i, 151 14.2
Lacking complete plumbing facilities . ........... - -|130.0to349percent.................ciunninl. 82 7.7
Lacking complete kitchen facilities.............. 41 1.3 35.0 percentormore ......................... 231 217
No felephone service . ..., 205 6.7 Notcomputed................................ 122 11.5

/ -Represents zero or rounds to zero. (X) Not applicable.

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census 2000.

U.S. Census Bureau
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Public Hearing Summary

On June 22, 2009, a Public Hearing was held in the conference room at the Town Hall in
Guntersville, Alabama from 5:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. for the purpose of soliciting public comment
regarding the Supplemental Environmental Assessment associated with the proposed airport
improvements of the Guntersville Municipal Airport—Joe Stamnes Field. The meeting was conducted
by representatives from the City of Guntersville and Barge, Waggoner, Sumner and Cannon, Inc.
(BWSC), the project consultant.

The public hearing format was informal, with BWSC representatives stationed at project displays to
explain the project, answer questions and receive comments. Comment sheets were made available
for those wishing to submit written comments and a certified court reporter was present to document
verbal comments. The public hearing commenced at 5:00 p.m. and concluded at 7:00 p.m.
Representatives from the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), Alabama Department of
Transportation (ALDOT), Corps of Engineers (COE), and Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA)
attended the hearing. In addition, six (6) citizens attended the hearing. A copy of the attendance
roster is attached to this report.

A handout was made available with a description of the proposed project and a summary of
anticipated impacts. A copy of the handout is attached to this report.

Issues Raised at the Public Hearing
The purpose of the public hearing was to provide the public with an opportunity to review and

comment on the Supplemental Environmental Assessment for the proposed new runway and airport
improvements. No comments were received at the public hearing.
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Public Hearing Format

Welcome and thank you for attending this Public Hearing for the proposed new runway and airport
improvements at the Guntersville Municipal Airport - Joe Starnes Field. The purpose of this hearing is to
provide you with an opportunity to review and comment on the Supplemental Environmental Assessment for the
proposed new runway and airport improvements. This handout package contains a brief summary of the
preferred alternative and anticipated environmental impacts.

As you look around the room, you will notice maps depicting the study area and the proposed improvements to
the airport. Representatives of the City of Guntersville and Barge, Waggoner, Sumner and Cannon, Inc.
(BWSC) are present to discuss these maps, the Supplemental Environmental Assessment report, and other
aspects of this project. These individuals can be identified by the name tags they are wearing. Please feel free
to discuss the proposed project with them.

Comment sheets are available at this meeting for your use. You may fill out the comment sheet and leave it
with a representative of the City or BWSC or mail it within five days to the address provided on the comment
sheet. A court reporter is available at this meeting if you would like to enter spoken comments into the record.

Thank you for attending the hearing and participating in this important project.

Purpose and Need for Action

The City of Guntersville is planning to expand and improve the Guntersville Municipal — Joe Starnes Field in
Guntersville, Marshall County, Alabama. In June 2005, the City of Guntersville submitted an Environmental
Assessment (EA), Proposed New Runway - Guntersville Municipal-Joe Starnes Field- Guntersville, Alabama
(BWSC 2005) to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) considering the potential environmental impacts
of a proposed airport expansion program. The FAA issued a Finding of No Significant Tmpact (FONST) on July
19, 2005. Since the FONSI was issued, in response to FAA regulations, the City of Guntersville revised the
project scope to include a request for the use of additional Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA) property intended -
for a vegetation management area. Additionally, the proposed runway length was reduced from 5,500 feet to
5,000 feet. Changes to the project scope necessitate additional documentation, coordination with resource
agencies, and FAA coordination and approval. Therefore, a Supplemental EA (SEA) has been prepared to
address the scope changes to the 2005 EA. The goal of the project is to provide the public with a safe aviation
facility that would accommodate a variety of general aviation aircraft, includin g business jets. The need for the
relocation of the existing runway was documented in a Runway Justification Study approved by the FAA on
May 30, 2002.

The proposal to upgrade and modernize the Guntersville Airport would provide a safe aviation facility that
meets current FAA design standards. The airport serves mostly small single engine aircraft with a weight limit
0f 10,000 pounds. The redesigned airport would also accommodate large aircraft (those weighing more than
12,500 pounds and less than 60,000 pounds). Guntersville Airport presently covers 125 acres and has one
asphalt runway.



Description of Preferred Alternative
The scope of the Preferred Alternative in the SEA is similar the Preferred Alternative described in the 2005 EA
with a few exceptions including the length of the runway, amount of land to be acquired and the number of

streams impacted.

The New Ruﬁway: The SEA proposes construction of a 5,000-foot runway instead of the 5,500-
foot runway proposed in the 2005 EA.

Land to be Acquired. The 2005 EA proposed acquisition of 172 acres, of which 85.87 acres of
TVA property would be asked to be conveyed to the City for the proposed
runway project. That proposed scope has changeﬂ to include the acquisition
of approximately 203 acres, of which 116 acres of TVA property would
require a term easement to be granted by TVA to the City.

Stream Impacts: There would be eight of nines streams impacted instead of seven of eight
streams as described in the 2005 EA.

Identification of the Preferred Alternative

The intent of the Preferred Alternative is to provide the Guntersville area with an airport of adequate size and
safety to meet the aviation needs of its existing users, be a catalyst for industrial recruitment and have the lowest
impact on the local community and the environment as possible. The Preferred Alternative consists of
reorienting the existing runway to a location parallel to the shoreline of Guntersville Reservoir. This new
location would provide the space required to construct a new 5,000-foot runway. In addition, a 5,000-foot
parallel taxiway and taxiway connectors would be constructed south of the existing ranway. Also included in
the Preferred Alternative are improvements to the RSA on both ends of the proposed runway (Runway 6/24) the
installation of airfield lighting, construction of a new terminal area and installation of a perimeter fence.

The Preferred Alternative was selected because it best addresses solutions to problems of the existing airport
and fulfills the City of Guntersville’s purpose and need. The problems include limited airport service to certain |
aircraft due to inadequate runway size and providing the public with a safe aviation facility that would
accommodate a variety of general aviation aircraft, including business jets. Furthermore, this alternative would
be the most cost effective alternative, and it ensures that the airport would be in compliance with the regulations
directed by Advisory Circular 150/5300-13, dirport Design. '



Anticipated Environmental Impacts

Property Acquisition

The project will require the acquisition of approximately 203 acres of land; of which approximately 116
acres are managed by TVA and will require a term easement to be granted by TVA to the City. Ofthe
116 acres, approximately 47 acres of TVA property will be converted from forest to low growing
ground cover to control vegetation height for approaching aircraft. A vegetative management plan has
been developed to address converting forest property to low ground cover. Detailed information on the
vegetative management plan can be found in Appendix C of the SEA.

Noise Impacts
_Through the use of computer modeling, it has been determined that noise levels of 65 Ldn and

higher are currently being generated by aircraft using the airport and that aircraft operations will
continue to produce aircraft noise levels of 65 Ldn and higher. The noise analysis was based on
inputs for the 2003 base year and for the year 2013 with the Preferred Alternative in place. The
noise contours generated for the year 2003 are the same size of the contours generated for 2013
operations. Therefore, the 65 Ldn will not extend beyond the airport’s property boundary. Based
on the noise analysis, the existing and forecasted aircraft noise levels do not constitute an impact on
any existing or planned sensitive receptors or create a conflict with existing or planned land uses.

Wetland Impacts
Approximately 40.28 acres of jurisdictional wetlands will be directly impacted by land clearing and/or

filling to prepare for the terminal area development and construction of the new runway and parallel
taxiway; therefore, a Section 404 Dredge and Fill Permit will be required. Based on the 40.28 acres of
impact the City is proposing to mitigate adverse impacts through off-site compensatory mitigation
banking. In addition to the impacts to wetlands, eight streams will directly impacted by proposed
construction activities. The City is proposing to offset the stream impacts through onsite mitigation
measures. Detailed information on the stream mitigation plan can be found in Appendix D of the SEA.

Endangered and Threatened Species - Plants
Although the project scope has been modified since the 2005 EA, additional field survey results

indicate the project modifications would not impact any federally listed or state listed species or their
critical habitat. The USFWS concurred with the EA findings and indicated no further consultation was
necessary unless the identified action is modified in a manner that causes an effect on listed species.
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Public Hearing Summary

On June 22, 2009, a Public Hearing was held in the conference room at the Town Hall in
Guntersville, Alabama from 5:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. for the purpose of soliciting public comment
regarding the Supplemental Environmental Assessment associated with the proposed airport
improvements of the Guntersville Municipal Airport— Joe Starnes Field. The meeting was conducted
by representatives from the City of Guntersville and Barge, Waggoner, Sumner and Cannon, Inc.
(BWSC), the project consultant.

The public hearing format was informal, with BWSC representatives stationed at project displays to
explain the project, answer questions and receive comments. Comment sheets were made available
for those wishing to submit written comments and a certified court reporter was present to document
verbal comments. The public hearing commenced at 5:00 p.m. and concluded at 7:00 p.m.
Representatives from the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), Alabama Department of
Transportation (ALDOT), Corps of Engineers (COE), and Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA)
attended the hearing. In addition, six (6) citizens attended the hearing. A copy of the attendance
roster is attached to this report.

A handout was made available with a description of the proposed project and a summary of
anticipated impacts. A copy of the handout is attached to this report.

Issues Raised at the Public Hearing
The purpose of the public hearing was to provide the public with an opportunity to review and

comment on the Supplemental Environmental Assessment for the proposed new runway and airport
improvements. No comments were received at the public hearing.
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Public Hearing Format

Welcome and thank you for attending this Public Hearing for the proposed new runway and airport
improvements at the Guntersville Municipal Airport - Joe Starnes Field. The purpose of this hearing is to
provide you with an opportunity to review and comment on the Supplemental Environmental Assessment for the
proposed new runway and airport improvements. This handou.t package contains a brief summary of the

preferred alternative and anticipated environmental impacts.

As you look around the room, you will notice maps depicting the study area and the proposed improvements to
the airport. Representatives of the City of Guntersville and Barge, Waggoner, Sumner and Cannon, Inc.
(BWSC) are present to discuss these maps, the Supplemental Environmental Assessment report, and other
aspects of this project. These individuals can be identified by the name tags they are wearing. Please feel free
to discuss the proposed project with them.

Comment sheets are available at this meeting for your use. You may fill out the comment sheet and leave it
with a representative of the City or BWSC or mail it within five days to the address provided on the comment
sheet. A court reporter is available at this meeting if you would like to enter spoken comments into the record.

Thank you for attending the hearing and participating in this important project.

Purpose and Need for Action

The City of Guntersville is planning to expand and improve the Guntersville Municipal — Joe Starnes Field in
Guntersville, Marshall County, Alabama. In June 2005, the City of Guntersville submitted an Environmental
Assessment (EA), Proposed New Runway - Guntersville Municipal-Joe Starnes Field- Guntersville, Alabama
(BWSC 2005) to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) considering the potential environmental impacts
of a proposed airport expansion program. The FAA issued a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) on July
19, 2005. Since the FONSI was issued, in response to FAA regulations, the City of Guntersville revised the
project scope to include a request for the use of additional Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA) property intended -
for a vegetation management area. Additionally, the proposed runway length was reduced from 5,500 feet to
5,000 feet. Changes to the project scope necessitate additional documentation, coordination with resource
agencies, and FAA coordination and approval. Therefore, a Supplemental EA (SEA) has been prepared to
address the scope changes to the 2005 EA. The goal of the project is to provide the public with a safe aviation
facility that would accommodate a variety of general aviation aircraft, including business jets. The need forthe
relocation of the existing runway was documented in a Runway Justification Study approved by the FAA on
May 30, 2002.

The proposal to upgrade and modernize the Guntersville Airport would provide a safe aviation facility that
meets current FAA design standards. The airport serves mostly small single engine aircraft with a weight limit
of 10,000 pounds. The redesigned airport would also accommodate large aircraft (those weighing more than
12,500 pounds and less than 60,000 pounds). Guntersville Airport presently covers 125 acres and has one
asphalt runway.



Description of Preferred Alternative
The scope of the Preferred Alternative in the SEA is similar the Preferred Alternative described in the 2005 EA

with a few exceptions including the length of the runway, amount of land to be acquired and the number of

streams impacted.

The New Ruhway: The SEA proposes construction of a 5,000-foot runway instead of the 5,500-
foot runway proposed in the 2005 EA.

Land to be Acquired. The 2005 EA proposed acquisition of 172 acres, of which 85.87 acres of
TVA property would be asked to be coﬁveyed to the City for the proposed
runway project. That proposed scope has changeﬂ to include the acquisition
of approximately 203 acres, of which 116 acres of TVA property would
require a term easement to be granted by TVA to the City. :

Stream Impacts: There would be eight of nines streams impacted instead of seven of eight
' streams as described in the 2005 EA.

Identification of the Preferred Alternative

The intent of the Preferred Alternative is to provide the Guntersville area with an airport of adequate size and
safety to meet the aviation needs of its existing users, be a catalyst for industrial recruitment and have the lowest
jmpact on the local community and the environment as possible. The Preferred Alternative consists of
reorienting the existing runway to a location parallel to the shoreline of Guntersville Reservoir. This new
location would provide the space required to construct a new 5,000-foot runway. In addition, a 5,000-foot
parallel taxiway and taxiway connectors would be constructed south of the existing runway. Also included in
the Preferred Alternative are improvements to the RSA on both ends of the proposed runway (Runway 6/24) the
installation of airfield lighting, construction of a new terminal area and installation of a perimeter fence.

The Preferred Alternative was selected because it best addresses solutions to problems of the existing airport
and fulfills the City of Guntersville’s purpose and need. The problems include limited airport service to certain
aircraft due to inadequate runway size and providing the public with a safe aviation facility that would
accommodate a variety of general aviation aircraft, including business jets. Furthermore, this alternative would
be the most cost effective alternative, and it ensures that the airport would be in compliance with the regulations
directed by Advisory Circular 150/5300-13, dirport Design.



Anticipated Environmental Impacts

Property Acquisition

The project will require the acquisition of approximately. 203 acres of land; of which approximately 116
acres are managed by TVA and will require a term easement to be granted by TVA to the City. Ofthe
116 acres, approximately 47 acres of TVA property will be converted from forest to low growing
ground cover to control vegetation height for approaching aircraft. A vegetative management plan has
been developed to address converting forest property to low ground cover. Detailed information on the
vegetative management plan can be found in Appendix C of the SEA.

Noise Impacts
.Through the use of computer modeling, it has been determined that noise levels of 65 Ldn and

higher are currently being generated by aircraft using the airport and that aircraft operations will
continue to produce aircraft noise levels of 65 Ldn and higher. The noise analysis was based on
inputs for the 2003 base year and for the year 2013 with the Preferred Alternative in place. The
noise contours generated for the year 2003 are the same size of the contours generated for 2013
operations. Therefore, the 65 Ldn will not extend beyond the airport’s property boundary. Based
on the noise analysis, the existing and forecasted aircraft noise levels do not constitute an impact on
any existing or planned sensitive receptors or create a conflict with existing or planned land uses.

Wetland Impacts

Approximately 40.28 acres of jurisdictional wetlands will be directly impacted by land clearing and/or
filling to prepare for the terminal area development and construction of the new runway and parallel
taxiway; therefore, a Section 404 Dredge and Fill Permit will be required. Based on the 40.28 acres of
impact the City is proposing to mitigate adverse impacts through off-site compensatory mitigation
banking. In addition to the impacts to wetlands, eight streams will directly impacted by proposed
construction activities. The City is proposing to offset the stream impacts through onsite mitigation
measures. Detailed information on the stream mitigation plan can be found in Appendix D of the SEA.

Endangered and Threatened Species - Plants

Although the project scope has been modified since the 2005 EA, additional field survey results
indicate the project modifications would not impact any federally listed or state listed species or their
critical habitat. The USFWS concurred with the EA findings and indicated no further consultation was
necessary unless the identified action is modified in a manner that causes an effect on listed species.




Endangered and Threatened Species — Terrestrial Animals

Although the project has been modified since the 2005 EA, field survey results indicated the
modifications would have no effect on Indiana bats or other listed species. The USFWS concurred with
the EA findings and indicated no further consultation was necessary unless the identified action is

modified in a manner that causes an effect on listed species.

Historic and Archaeological Resources

A Phase I Cultural Resources Survey was conducted on TVA Parcels 30, 31, and 39 to identify any
archaeological resources that may be affected by the proposed action. Parcels 30, 31, and 39 make
up the additional 47 acres owned by TVA that were not considered during the 2005 EA. No
prehistoric archaeological sites were identified.

Eleven historic features were tested and evaluated. Ofthe 11 historic features tested, one site
(1Ms484) is considered potentially eligible for listing in the NRHP.

Designated portions (1.85 acres) of Parcels 30 and 31were initially investigated by the Office of
Archaeological Research (OAR) during a survey of TVA lands along Guntersville Reservoir (report
entitled Cultural Resource Investigations in the Guntersville Reservoir Area, Marshall and Jackson
Counties, Alabama and Marion County, Tennessee [Solis and Futato 1987]). As ofresult of these
investiéaﬁons no cultural resources were recorded within the bounds Parcels 30 and 31. In
February 2009, TVA Cultural Resources Staff assessed Parcels 30 and 31 and confirmed that no

cultural resources were present in either parcel.

. Parcel 39 was surveyed in 2008 by The.Archaeological Research Laboratory (ARL) at the
University of Tennessee’s Department of Anthropology during a cultural resources survey of TVA
lands to be included within the airport expansion project (draft report entitled Phase I
Archaeological Survey and Architectural Survey for the Guntersville Airport Expansion, Marshall
County, Alabama [Kocis and Guymon 2009]). During this survey, two isolated finds (FS-6 and FS-
11) and one archaeological site (1Ms484) were recorded within the bounds of Parcel 39. The
isolated finds consisted of a brick scater (FS-6) and the remains of a well constructed from cut
limestone (FS-11). ARL did not consider the brick scatter at FS-6 or the isolated feature at FS-11
eligible for the NRHP, therefore no further work was recommended for these cultural resources.
TVA concurs with these recommendations for FS-6 and FS-11.

Site 1Ms484 consisted of a mid-to-late nineteenth century rural domestic site containing a limestone
chimney pad, brick scatter and pier stones. Shovel testing identified potentially intact midden
deposits and a light artifact scatter within the structure area. Given the presence of intact structural
remains, coupled with the potential for intact midden deposits, ARL considered the site potentxa]ly
eligible for inclusion in the NRHP. TVA concurs with this assessment.



Cultural Resources Mitigation Measures

e To ensure that sensitive cultural resources associated with site 1Ms484 would not be adversely affected
by the proposed work, implementation of the proposed project would be subject to the following

mitigation measures:

1) A 10-meter buffer zone surrounding the recorded bounds of the archaeological site will be established
and demarcated by flagging;

2) No heavy machinery will be allowed within the 10-meter buffer area;
3) All vegetation removal within the 10-meter buffer zone will be conducted by hand; and

4) No subsurface disturbance, including impact to existing structural remains in the area, will be
permifted, thus avoiding disturbance of in situ deposits.

The site may be maintained by mowing. Mowing and other ground surface activities would not result in
adverse affects to the site. If avoidance is not possible, Phase II testing would be required to determine if
the site is eligible for the NRHP.

The results of these investigations and recommendations were submitted to the Alabama State Historic
Preservation Officer (AL SHPO) and the appropriate federally recognized Indian tribes for comments and
concurrence. Two tribes responded with letters of no objection and on April 02, 2009, the AL SHPO
concurred with TVA’s findings, with the implementation of the mitigation measures. These

correspondences are included in Appendix G.
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CERTIFICATE

STATE OF ALABAMA

COUNTY OF CHEROKEE

I, the undersigned, hereby certify that no
statements were taken for the record at the Public Hearing
regarding the supplemental environmental assessment for the
proposed new runway and airport improvements at the
Guntersville Municipal Airport held at the Guntersville Town
Hall on June 22, 2009.

This the 24th day of June 2009.

(681N

Sonya R. Ward, Certified
Court Reporter and Notary
Public, State of Alabama at

Large ACCR #: 48

(My Commission Expires: April 11, 2010)






