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1.0 Introduction  

The Tennessee Valley Authority’s (TVA’s) Bull Run Fossil Plant (BRF) is an 870 megawatt 
(MW) coal-fired generating station located near Clinton, Tennessee.  BRF was constructed 
between 1962 and 1967.  When operating at full capacity, BRF consumes 7,300 tons of 
coal daily in a single generating unit and produces approximately 560,000 cubic yards 
(yds3) of coal combustion residuals (CCRs) a year.  The CCRs are currently managed in 
various dry stacks, wet stacks, and impoundments.  In September 2012, TVA decided to 
construct a mechanical dewatering facility at BRF to support future dry stacking operations 
(TVA 2012).  This facility and will allow TVA to manage bottom ash and gypsum in dry form.  
TVA already handles and stores BRF fly ash on a dry basis.  Existing storage capacity for 
dry stack CCRs at BRF is projected to be expended within 10 years.   

On May 21, 2015, TVA published a Notice of Intent (NOI) in the Federal Register to prepare 
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) in accordance with the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA).  The NOI initiated a public scoping period, which concluded on July 6, 
2015.  As stated in the NOI, TVA is preparing the EIS to inform decision makers, other 
agencies, and the public about the potential for environmental impacts associated with a 
decision to locate and utilize additional storage capacity for CCRs generated by BRF. 

NEPA regulations require an early and open process for deciding what should be discussed 
in an EIS (i.e., the scope of the document).  The scoping process involves requesting and 
using comments from the public and interested agencies to help identify the issues and 
alternatives that should be addressed in the EIS.  This document summarizes the input that 
TVA received during the scoping process and defines the scope of the EIS.  In addition to 
agency and public input, the EIS will also address specific requirements associated with a 
number of federal laws such as National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, Endangered 
Species Act of 1973, Clean Water Act of 1972, and the Clean Air Act of 1970, as amended 

would satisfy the requirements of Executive Order (EO) 11988 (Floodplains Management), 
EO 11990 (Protection of Wetlands), EO 12898 (Environmental Justice), EO 13112 
(Invasive Species), and EO 13653 (Preparing the United States for the Impacts of Climate 
Change).  

2.0 Purpose and Need 

BRF has state-of-the-art air pollution controls and is one of the coal plants that TVA plans to 
continue operating in the future.  When operating at full capacity, TVA produces 
approximately 240,000 yds3 per year of ash (bottom and fly ash) and 318,000 yds3per year 
of gypsum. Therefore, a total of approximately 11 million yds3 of disposal capacity is 
desired to meet the needs for a long-range (20-year) comprehensive disposal plan.  At this 
rate, onsite storage capacity is currently projected to be expended within approximately 10 
years.  In conjunction with TVA’s goal of maintaining a balanced power portfolio for meeting 
power demand, and in consideration of the objectives of providing least cost planning, TVA 
needs to identify additional storage capacity for the long-term disposal of the dry CCR 
materials (fly ash, bottom ash, and gypsum) produced by the BRF facility.  Additional 
storage capacity would also enable TVA to continue operations at BRF as planned, (TVA 
2015a), and would be consistent with TVA’s commitment to convert wet CCR management 
systems to dry systems.  Conversion from wet to dry management of CCR would also 
enable TVA to close ash impoundments which would  support  compliance with the US 
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)’s recently issued CCR Rule [40 Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR) Parts 257 and 261].  
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3.0 Alternatives 

TVA is evaluating disposal options to meet the need for additional storage capacity for 
CCRs generated at BRF.   Additional storage capacity would be provided at either a newly- 
constructed landfill or a currently permitted landfill.  Three alternatives are considered in the 
EIS to evaluate potential effects of identifying and developing additional storage capacity 
for the long-term disposal of the dry CCR materials (fly ash, bottom ash, and gypsum) 
produced by the BRF facility.   

1. Alternative A: No Action Alternative 

Under the No Action Alternative, TVA would not seek additional disposal options for dry 
placement of CCR generated by BRF.  CCRs would continue to be stored in the current 
disposal areas for as long as storage capacity is available.  There is limited capacity for 
additional CCR disposal onsite, and at some point in the future the capacity to store CCRs 
on site would become a limiting factor.  This alternative would not meet the Purpose and 
Need for the proposed action and therefore, is not considered viable or reasonable.  It does 
provide a benchmark for comparing the environmental impacts of implementation of other 
alternatives retained for detailed study. 

2. Alternative B: Construct and Operate a Landfill for the Dry Storage of Coal 
Combustion Residuals 

Under this Alternative, TVA originally considered 10 alternative site locations for 
construction of a new landfill for CCR disposal, including two sites located at BRF.  The 
onsite locations were eliminated from further consideration as they had insufficient capacity, 
were located on steep terrain, and would have caused direct impacts to the natural and 
human environments.  The resultant eight sites were evaluated in terms of potential impacts 
to the natural environment, human environment, geological stability, and factors related to 
landfill development and transport of CCR materials and based on the results of that 
evaluation, one site was selected for detailed evaluation in the EIS.  Under this alternative, 
TVA would construct a landfill for disposal of dry CCRs on TVA-owned property located 
adjacent to BRF (also known as Site J).  This site, located approximately 0.4 miles east of 
BRF, encompasses 144 acres.  The conceptual landfill footprint design of 54 acres would 
potentially provide 6.6 million yds3 of storage capacity, yielding an estimated 12 years of 
landfill life.  Development of Site J would also include construction of an on-site haul road to 
convey dry CCRs from the plant to the landfill.  TVA would construct this road near the BRF 
site next to an existing railroad track.  

3. Alternative C: Off-Site Transport of CCRs to an Existing, Permitted Landfill 

Under Alternative C, TVA would utilize an existing, permitted landfill for the disposal of CCR 
generated by BRF.  Although a number of permitted landfills are located in the region, the 
landfill closest to BRF is located on the county line of Anderson and Knox counties and is 
adjacent to Interstate 75.  That landfill, the Chestnut Ridge Sanitary Landfill, is a Class 1 
Municipal Solid Waste Facility located approximately 12 miles northeast of BRF.   

Under this Alternative, TVA would transport dry CCRs by truck from BRF to Chestnut Ridge 
using existing roadways.  The landfill is owned and operated by Waste Management of 
Tennessee and serves the Knoxville metro area and central Tennessee.  Sufficient capacity 
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at this landfill can be made available to accommodate TVA’s requirement for 20 years of 
storage of CCRs generated at BRF.  

The location of all of the CCR disposal sites evaluated are shown on Figure 1. 
Environmental features associated with Site J (Alternative B) and the Chestnut Ridge 
Landfill (Alternative C) are shown on Figures 2 and 3.  

No decision has been made about CCR disposal beyond the current available onsite 
capacity.  TVA is preparing the EIS to inform decision makers, other agencies, and the 
public about the potential for environmental impacts associated with a decision to locate 
and utilize additional storage capacity for CCRS generated by BRF..  
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Figure 1. Alternative CCR Disposal Sites Evaluated  
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Figure 2. Environmental Features on and in the Vicinity of Site J 
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Figure 3. Environmental Features on and in the Vicinity of Chestnut Ridge  
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4.0 Public and Agency Involvement 

TVA intends to prepare an EIS, the most intensive level of NEPA review, to consider 
options for additional disposal of CCRs generated by BRF.  When completed, the draft EIS 
will be available for public review for 45 days.  Once the public and other agencies have 
reviewed the document, TVA will make revisions, if necessary, and publish a final EIS.  
TVA will make a final decision after the final EIS is published. 

Public scoping for this project was initiated with the publication of the NOI to prepare an EIS 
in the Federal Register on May 21, 2015.  In addition to the NOI in the Federal Register, 
TVA published notices regarding this effort in regional and local newspapers; issued a news 
release to media; posted the news release on the TVA website; and posted flyers and signs 
near the Alternative 2 landfill site to solicit public input. 

To initiate scoping, TVA also sent copies of the NOI to the Tennessee Department of 
Environmental and Conservation and the United States Department of Interior. 

5.0 Scoping Feedback 

TVA received six responses regarding the NOI.  The majority of the public response to the 
NOI focused on specific resources that should be considered in the EIS, including: 

• Wastewater treatment requirements and potential impacts associated with 
USEPA Effluent Limitations Guidelines 

• Beneficial reuse of gypsum 

• Impacts to wildlife near BRF and potential visual impacts.  

One comment form was submitted by several interested parties.  These comments 
included: 

• A request that TVA modify the Purpose and Need and consider the retirement of 
BRF as a reasonable alternative.   

• TVA should consider cumulative impacts. 

• TVA should evaluate groundwater impacts. 

• TVA should evaluate the impacts of coal ash at BRF. 

• TVA should characterize existing coal ash deposits at BRF. 

• TVA should consider the CCR Rule when making current and future coal ash 
disposal recommendations.   

TVA also received a request for additional information from a neighboring landowner.  
These comments are included in Appendix A.  

The remaining comment was from the US Department of the Interior in response to the NOI 
acknowledging receipt of the NOI with no additional comment.  This comment is attached in 
Appendix B.   



Bull Run Fossil Plant CCR Disposal 
Scoping Report 

8 
Rev 0 
  

Issues to be Addressed 
Based on TVA’s internal scoping and input gathered from the public scoping process, the 
proposed action may affect the following:   

• Water resources – TVA will characterize surface water and groundwater resources, 
and will analyze the extent to which each alternative would affect water quality 
directly or indirectly (i.e., through runoff).  

• Biological Resources (vegetation, wildlife and aquatic life) – Community types within 
the project area will be described.  Significant natural features, including rare 
species habitat, important wildlife habitat, or locally uncommon natural community 
types will be identified.  TVA will evaluate the effect of each alternative on terrestrial 
ecosystems.  

• Threatened and Endangered Species – State or federally listed threatened and 
endangered plants and animals known to exist in the vicinity of BRF or any of the 
landfill alternatives will be identified. The effects of each alternative on endangered, 
threatened, and rare species in need of management will be evaluated. 

• Floodplains and Wetlands - Wetlands and floodplains on the proposed landfill sites 
will be identified and impacts will be quantified.  The effects of each alternative on 
wetlands and floodplains will be evaluated. 

• Geology and Soils – Regional geology and soils on the proposed landfill sites will be 
identified and any limitations related to construction and operation of a CCR landfill 
will be evaluated.  Prime farmland soils are not expected to be impacted. 

• Land Use – Land uses within the proposed landfill sites and within the vicinity (5-
mile radius) will be identified.  Permanent and temporary direct and indirect impacts 
to land use associated with each of the proposed landfill sites will be evaluated.   

• Transportation – The existing roadway network in the vicinity of BRF, Site J and the 
Chestnut Ridge Landfill, including physical road characteristics (number of lanes, 
shoulders, and posted speed limit) and existing traffic characteristics will be 
identified.  The effect of construction and operation of each storage alternative on 
the nearby roadway network will be evaluated.  

• Recreational and Managed Areas – Natural areas, parks, and other managed areas 
within the vicinity of the alternatives (5-mile radius) will be identified and potential 
impacts associated with the proposed alternatives will be addressed. 

• Visual Resources – The aesthetic setting of each alternative site will be described 
(including the presence of the existing onsite storage facility) and an analysis of 
changes to scenic attractiveness and scenic integrity associated with each of the 
proposed storage alternatives will be completed.  

• Cultural Resources – TVA will characterize archaeological and historic resources 
within the Area of Potential Effect of each alternative site.  TVA also will discuss any 
known National Register sites.  The potential effects of each alternative on historic 
and archaeological resources will be evaluated.  Results of the analysis will be 
reviewed by the Tennessee State Historic Preservation Officer. 
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• Solid and Hazardous Waste – CCRs will be characterized based upon existing BRF 
operations.  Current practices regarding hazardous materials/waste management at 
BRF will also be identified.  In addition, TVA will identify any impacts from waste 
generation during construction and operation at each alternative site.  Operational 
measures (waste management practices) will be incorporated into the assessment 
of impacts. 

• Public Health and Safety – Potential effects of each alternative on public health and 
safety will be evaluated.  The evaluation will include potential effects of 
transportation of CCR along public roadways. 

• Noise – Baseline noise conditions will be characterized and noise emissions 
associated with the construction phase equipment use and truck traffic during 
operations will be assessed to determine the potential noise impact of each 
alternative landfill site on sensitive receptors.  

• Air Quality and Climate Change – Air quality considerations including attainment 
status, and regional air quality information will be presented.  Impacts to air quality 
from construction and operations associated with each of the alternatives will be 
evaluated.  The impact of emissions from each of the alternatives on climate change 
will be addressed.    

• Socioeconomics and Environmental Justice – Demographic and community 
characteristics associated with each of the proposed alternative sites will be 
evaluated.  Special attention will be given to identification of potential low income 
and minority populations to evaluate the potential for disproportionate impacts in 
accordance with Executive Order 12898.  Economic effects associated with 
changes in workforce as a result of construction and operation of each of the 
proposed landfill sites will also be evaluated.  

The potential direct and indirect impacts of each resource will be assessed in the EIS.   
Mitigative measures designed to minimize impacts also will be identified.  In addition, the 
EIS will include an analysis of the cumulative impacts of each of the alternatives.  A 
cumulative impact analysis considers the potential impact to the environment that may 
result from the incremental impact of the project when added to other past, present, and 
reasonably foreseeable future actions (40 CFR § 1508.7).  The methodology for performing 
such analyses is set forth in Considering Cumulative Effects under NEPA (Council on 
Environmental Quality, 1997).  
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6.0 Related Environmental Documents 

The following environmental reviews have been prepared for actions related to CCRs at 
BRF:   

• Integrated Resource Plan: 2015 Final Report (TVA 2015a).  This plan provides a 
direction for how TVA will meet the long-term energy needs of the Tennessee Valley 
region.  This document and the associated Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Statement evaluate scenarios that could unfold over the next 20 years.  It discusses 
ways that TVA can meet future power demand economically while supporting TVA’s 
equally important mandates for environmental stewardship and economic 
development across the Valley.  This report indicated that a diverse portfolio is the 
best way to deliver low-cost, reliable electricity.  TVA released the accompanying 
Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement for TVA’s Integrated Resource 
Plan in July 2015 (TVA 2015b). 

• Bull Run Fossil Plant House Demolition and Hydrogeologic Investigations 
Environmental Assessment (TVA 2013). TVA purchased approximately 166 acres 
adjacent to BRF.  To protect public health and safety, TVA proposed to remove the 
structures and implement other actions to manage the acquired land.  TVA also 
performed a hydrogeologic investigation on a portion of the property to determine 
potential future uses of the property, including construction and operation of a CCR 
landfill.  

• Bottom Ash and Gypsum Mechanical Dewatering Facility Bull Run Fossil Plant (TVA 
2012).  This Environmental Assessment (EA) evaluates the installation of equipment 
to remove water from gypsum and bottom ash generated at BRF.  The dewatering 
equipment allows TVA to convert its bottom ash and gypsum handling processes to 
a dry basis. Installation of Flue Gas Desulfurization System at Bull Run Fossil Plant 
(TVA 2005).  This EA evaluates the impacts of construction and operation of flue 
gas desulfurization or scrubber equipment designed to reduce sulfur dioxide 
emissions. 

The description of the affected environment and the assessment of impacts contained in 
the documents listed above will be considered in the analysis of the proposed action. 

7.0 Environmental Review Process 

NEPA requires federal agencies consider and study the potential environmental 
consequences of major actions.  The NEPA review process is intended to help Federal 
agencies make decisions that are based on an analysis of the impacts of the action and, if 
necessary, to take actions to protect, restore, and enhance the environment.  NEPA also 
requires federal agencies to provide opportunities for public involvement in the decision –
making process.  The general project schedule which includes opportunities for public 
involvement is shown in Section 8. 

TVA’s agency involvement also includes circulation of the draft EIS to local, state, and 
federal agencies and federally recognized tribes to request comments on the proposed 
action.  A list of agencies and tribes that will be notified of the availability the draft EIS is set 
forth below.   
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Federal Agencies  

• United States Fish and Wildlife Service, Cookeville, Tennessee  

• United States National Park Service, Gatlinburg, Tennessee  

Federally Recognized Tribes 

• Absentee Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma 

• Alabama-Quassarte Tribal Town 

• Cherokee Nation 

• Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians 

• Eastern Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma 

• Kialegee Tribal Town 

• Muscogee (Creek) Nation of Oklahoma 

• Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma 

• The Chickasaw Nation 

• Thlopthlocco Tribal Town 

• United Keetoowah Band of Cherokee Indians in Oklahoma 

State Agencies  

• Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation, Nashville 

• Tennessee Wildlife Resources Agency, Nashville 

• Tennessee Department of Transportation, Nashville 

Individuals and Organizations  
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• Ms. Terry Frank, Mayor of Anderson County, Tennessee  

• Mr. Tim Burchett, Mayor of Knox County, Tennessee 

• Mr. Buddy Bradshaw, Mayor of Loudon County, Tennessee  

• Mr. Ron Woody, County Executive, Roane County, Tennessee 

• Earthjustice 

• Environmental Integrity Project 

• Southern Alliance for Clean Energy 

• Southern Environmental Law Center 

• Statewide Organizing for Community eMpowerment 

• Sierra Club  

• Tennessee Clean Water Network  

8.0 Schedule for EIS Preparation and Review 

Following is a tentative schedule for the completion of the EIS.  

Task Start Date End Date 

NOI May 21, 2015 July 6, 2015 
Public Review of Draft EIS Spring, 2016 Summer 2016 (60 days) 
Development of Final EIS Summer, 2016 Fall, 2016 
Final EIS Comment Period Fall, 2016 Winter, 2016 (30 days) 
Record of Decision  Spring, 2017 
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Appendix A 

Public Comments Submitted During the Scoping 
Period 

(May 21, 2015 through July 6, 2015) 

  



Bob Alexander 

321 Rosa L. Parks Blvd., Nashville, TN 

 

The continued disposal of solid waste/CCR at Bull Run Fossil also entails potentially substantial 

changes in wastewater discharges to the Clinch River. The discussion of the project and the 

affected environment, i.e. surface waters, must address the potential direct impacts occurring 

from this program/project and must address any required mitigation of these impacts. 

 

Request the EIS specifically address the wastewater treatment requirements which will arise 

from conversion to dry ash management at Bull Run Fossil. Changes must be identified in 

wastewater volume and characteristics occurring after ceasing to sluice bottom ash and after 

startup of the FGD/bottom ash dewatering system, and must be compared to existing conditions 

in the discharge to the Clinch River. These changes, along with the capability of the existing 

treatment system, must be assessed and any needed alternative treatment technologies must be 

evaluated in light of the pending final EPA Effluent Limitations Guidelines, or ELGs, for the 

Steam Electric Power industrial sector. These ELGs are expected to become final in Fall 2015 

and would be in effect during the completion of this EIS. 

 

 

 

Chuck Bowman 

110 Henderson Bend Road, Knoxville, TN 

 

Consideration should be given to using the resulting gypsum as raw material for sheet-rock as is 

done at the Cumberland Steam Plant. I understand that a large part of the cost of using power 

plant gypsum in the cost of dewatering which is now to be done in any event.  

 

I understand that this alternative was considered previously but was objected to by the city of 

Oak Ridge due to the need to transport over their roads. However, since it is to be solidified on 

site, that objection may no longer be valid.  

 

 

 

Richard Shipley 

3530 Oakvilla Lane, Knoxville, TN 

 

While I wish TVA would shut all coal fired power plants I understand the need to balance cheap, 

reliable energy production against cleaner air. If investing in Nuclear power is not the choice at 

this time I would prefer TVA move to dry storage of coal ash to prevent another disaster similar 

to the one that occurred in Kingston, TN. My only concern with expanding the coal ash storage 

at TVA Bull Run is the destruction of the beautiful field and ridgeline along the East side of 

Henderson Hollow Road. While I understand TVA paid fair market value, along with other costs 

to the families living along Henderson Hollow, it would be nice to see the fields on the East side 

of the road preserved. TVA officials are very aware these fields support deer, turkey, waterfowl, 

and many other species of animals. If TVA moves forward with expansion in the area of 

Henderson Hollow it would be nice to see the total height of the pile reduced. The current 
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storage area has become a gray mountain protruding into the evening skyline that appears 

obviously out of place in the valley. From Edgemore Road the coal ash pile appears as a giant 

moonscape. When coming North on Henderson Hollow it is the first thing you see when topping 

over the ridge line. The barren gray mountain is an awful neighbor.  

TVA has taken great strides in cleaning its image. It is my sincerest hope that TVA continues 

down that path by listening to those most affected by this decision and reducing the height of the 

storage pile. Please consider the addition of native trees to the man-made mountain of ash if it 

doesn’t affect the integrity of the storage membrane. Creating a standoff or buffer around the ash 

storage cell would be very beneficial. Thank you for your consideration of this mater.  

 

Sincerely,  

 

Richard Shipley 
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Boulware, Karen

To: Elzinga, William J
Subject: RE: TVA BRF EIS_Scoping

 

From: Masters, Anita E [mailto:aemasters@tva.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 9:49 AM 

To: Elzinga, William J 

Subject: FW: Bull Run Dry Ash Storage Expansion 

 

fyi 

 

From: Masters, Anita E  

Sent: Monday, June 29, 2015 8:48 AM 

To: 'luke' 
Subject: RE: Bull Run Dry Ash Storage Expansion 

 

Mr. Swartz, 

 

Thank you again for your inquiries.   So far, TVA has communicated about the proposal—its so-called Notice of Intent—

via a publication in the Federal Register, a new release on TVA’s website, and an article in both The Daily Times and 

Knoxville News Sentinel. 

 

You are correct that the proposal has not yet been finalized.   To the contrary, TVA is still in the early planning phases, 

and this is the first request for comment on the issues to be addressed as TVA considers its options.  Eventually, TVA will 

publish a Draft EIS for public review after the completion of the alternative studies.  That document will explain in detail 

the locations that have been considered and whether or not these meet the project purpose and need.  Maps will also 

be provided in the Draft EIS.  At that time, TVA will again solicit public and agency input on the proposal. 

 

All of TVA’s current NEPA documents are available at http://www.tva.com/environment/reports/index.htm.  In addition, 

I have placed your name on my mailing list and will send you an email and link to the documents as soon as they are 

available.  You can stay current with the Bull Run environmental review process on this web page.  You can provide your 

comments on the website or via an email to me. 

 

Sincerely, 

Anita Masters 

 

Anita E. Masters 
Project Environmental Planning 
1101 Market Street, BR 4A 
Chattanooga, Tennessee 37402  
 

(423) 751-8697  
 

Privileged and Confidential - Pre-decisional Deliberative Document 

 

NOTICE: This electronic message transmission contains information which may be TVA SENSITIVE, TVA RESTRICTED or TVA 

CONFIDENTIAL. Any misuse or unauthorized disclosure can result in both civil and criminal penalties. If you are not the 

intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the content of this information is prohibited. If 

you have received this communication in error, please notify me immediately by email and delete the original message. 
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From: luke [mailto:lukeswartz7@hotmail.com]  

Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2015 1:24 PM 

To: Masters, Anita E 
Subject: FW: Bull Run Dry Ash Storage Expansion 

 

TVA External Message. Please use caution when opening.  

Hello Anita, 

  

I emailed you requesting clarification and additional information on 6/17/15 and have not heard back from 

you. 

  

Please respond ass soon as possible since the deadline for comments is next week. If you cannot give me the 

info requested, please give me the contact info of someone who can. 

  

Thank You, 

  

Luke Swartz 

  

From: lukeswartz7@hotmail.com 

To: aemasters@tva.gov 

Subject: RE: Bull Run Dry Ash Storage Expansion 

Date: Wed, 17 Jun 2015 11:46:28 -0400 

Hello Anita, 

  

Thank you for getting back to me about this project. I understand final decisions have not yet been made, but 

from all reports that I have read and comments made by the TVA, some sort of communication was sent out 

to the community. I am here to say that statement is completely untrue. I have talked to a few of my 

neighboring property owners, and they have received no communication from the TVA either. It appears the 

only communications have been to those whose property has been purchased for the proposed site off of Old 

Edgemoor Rd. 

  

I would like a couple things: 

1. Please confirm your companies statements to the news outlets that this has been discussed with the 

adjacent property owners and not just those whose properties were bought. 

2. Send me any mailings or communications that have been sent to others in the community concerning 

this proposal since discussions first started back in 2011 (or sooner if that is the case) 

  

Also, it is my understanding that all comments need to be made by July 6th, 2015. How can I comment on a 

proposal that has not yet been finalized? If I do not know the full area of the proposed site, how can I 

comment regarding the scope and impact on me and my family? Information needs to be provided for me to 

be able to make an informed comment. 

  

I am not necessarily opposed to what I've "heard" is being proposed, but that's the problem, it is ALL 

HEARSAY. 
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Once again, please provide me with any information you currently have, or give me the phone number of 

someone who can answer my questions in a timely fashion. With the deadline for comments quickly 

approaching, I do not want to get "the run-around" from anyone. 

  

Please respond to my inquiries today. I apologize if this response seems a little harsh...that is not my intention. 

My intention is only to place the expediency on this issue that it deserves. 

  

  

  

  

Thank you in advance, 

  

Luke Swartz 

  

From: aemasters@tva.gov 

To: lukeswartz7@hotmail.com 

Subject: RE: Bull Run Dry Ash Storage Expansion 

Date: Wed, 17 Jun 2015 15:14:22 +0000 

Mr. Swartz, 

  

I wanted to let you know that I received your email.  At this time TVA is in the process of scoping for 

the subject project and no decision has been made.   

  

I have placed you on the mailing list to receive the scoping report, draft environmental impact statement 

(EIS), and final EIS.  The scoping report will include a description of the need for the project, 

alternatives that are being considered to address the need (including maps), and a timeline for the 

environmental review of the project. 

  

You can provide comments regarding the scope of the draft EIS for the Bull Run Fossil Plant Coal 

Combustion Residuals Disposal at http://www.tva.com/environment/reports/bullrun_ccr/index.htm. 

  

Thanks, 

Anita 

  

Anita E. Masters 
Project Environmental Planning 
1101 Market Street, BR 4A 
Chattanooga, Tennessee 37402  
  
(423) 751-8697  
  
Privileged and Confidential - Pre-decisional Deliberative Document 
  
NOTICE: This electronic message transmission contains information which may be TVA SENSITIVE, TVA RESTRICTED or TVA 

CONFIDENTIAL. Any misuse or unauthorized disclosure can result in both civil and criminal penalties. If you are not the 

intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the content of this information is prohibited. If 

you have received this communication in error, please notify me immediately by email and delete the original message. 
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From: lukeswartz7 [mailto:lukeswartz7@hotmail.com]  

Sent: Sunday, June 14, 2015 7:30 PM 

To: Masters, Anita E 
Subject: Bull Run Dry Ash Storage Expansion 

  
TVA External Message. Please use caution when opening.  

Hello,  

  

My name is Luke Swartz and I am a property owner adjacent to the proposed Bull Run Dry Ash Storage 

Expansion site. I have received no notifications concerning this proposal, I'm assuming because I lived out of 

state for the past several years. Please send me the proposed plan, including a map of the site, so that I can 

determine how me and my family will be impacted. Please get this information to me as soon as possible so I 

have time to voice any concerns prior to the July 6th deadline. 

  

Thank You, 

Luke Swartz 
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United States Department of the Interior 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance 

Richard B. Russell Federal Building 

75 Spring Street, S.W., Suite 1144 

Atlanta, Georgia 30303 

ER 15/0307 

9041.3 

July 1, 2015 

 

 

 

 

Anita E. Masters 

Project Environmental Planning 

NEPA Project Manager 

Tennessee Valley Authority 

1101 Market Street, Mail Stop BR 4A 

Chattanooga, Tennessee 37402 

 

Re:   Comments on the Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS),  

Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA) for the Disposal of Coal Combustion Residuals from 

the Bull Rum Fossil Plant, Oak Ridge and Knoxville, Anderson County, TN 

Dear Ms. Masters: 

 

The U.S. Department of the Interior has reviewed the Notice of Intent to prepare an 

Environmental Impact Statement for the Tennessee Valley Authority’s Disposal of Coal 

Combustion Residuals from the Bull Rum Fossil Plant.  We have no comments at this time. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on this project.  If you have questions, I can 

be reached at (404) 331-4524 or via email at joyce_stanley@ios.doi.gov. 

    

  Sincerely,  

  
      Joyce Stanley, MPA 

      Regional Environmental Protection Specialist 

 

cc:  

Christine Willis – FWS 

Gary Lecain - USGS 

Anita Barnett – NPS 

Robin Ferguson – OSMRE 

OEPC – WASH 


