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AppendixJ. Coordination

1.1 STAKEHOLDER PLANNING WORKSHOP, JUNE 2020

A stakeholder Planning Workshop was held virtually on 24 June 2020 to support the scoping of
this study. The workshop would have been held in-person, but recommended social distancing
measures due to COVID-19 required that it be held remotely on-line. The workshop was
attended by 26 participants from 11 organizations: USACE St Louis District, University City,
Metropolitan Sewer District (MSD), St. Louis County, US Fish and Wildlife Service, US
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), State Emergency Management Agency (SEMA),
Missouri Department of Conservation, Missouri Department of Natural Resources (DNR), East-
West Gateway Regional Council of Governments, River Des Peres Watershed Coalition, and
Great Rivers Greenway. The workshop participants discussed and provided input on existing
and future conditions, data needs, problems, opportunities, objectives, constraints, and
considerations for the study. They also discussed measures that would address the problems
identified, and formulation strategies for combining measures.

1.2 PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING, SEPTEMBER 2020

A Public Scoping Meeting was held virtually on 30 September 2020 to presentinformation and
gather feedback from the public on the scope of this study. The information presentedincluded
an overview of the study process with preliminary findings and potential solutions.

Attendeeswere given the opportunity to bring the planning team’s attention to local
considerations and conditions, to ask questions, and to make suggestions. An email address
was provided for additional comments to be submitted for 30 days following the meeting.
The River Des Peres-University City FRM project website link was provided in a press release
ahead of the meeting, and may be viewed at:
https://www.mvs.usace.army.mil/Missions/Programs-Project-Management/River-Des-Peres-
University-City-General-Reevaluation-Report/

Project partners in attendance included: University City; St. Louis County; Metropolitan St.
Louis Sewer District (MSD); Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MDNR); Missouri
Department of Conservation (MDC); East-West Gateway Council of Governments; Great
Rivers Greenway; and the River Des Peres Watershed Coalition.

Summary of input (questions and responses) from September 2020 Public Scoping Meeting:

A member of the Stormwater Commission conveyed two questions from the commission:

- Eric Karch (University City Stormwater Commission): “The U City Stormwater
Commission has observed that the hydrology used in the latest FEMA FIS flood model is
still based on regression equations from 1970s. The specific referencein the FIS is
https://pubs.usgs.gov/wri/1978/0139/report.pdf). A USGSgage has beenin operation
since 1997. Are there plans to update the hydrology using more recent gage data?”
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o Response from USACE H&H PDT member: “We are just getting started at this
point with the current conditions. We will be reassessing the hydrology and
hydraulics.”

- Eric Karch: “Re: Detention/Storage. The 2009 Draft Re-evaluation Report and
Environmental Assessment discusses one potential alternative for flood
reduction...converting a commercial site into detention, and indicated some flood
reduction benefit. Can you confirm if this or other sites (structural or
natural/offline/floodplain storage) are being considered?”

o Response from USACE Project Manager: “Janet put into the toolbox so to speak
all of the different measure that the team is considering. And so some of those
include detention and retention basins. Some of them include structural and
nonstructural as well as nature-based solutions. So really at this point all of those
tools are being considered and will be considered moving forward before we
screen some of those out.”

A University City Council Member (Tim Cusick) asked whetherthe Stormwater Commission
could provide more information to USACE.

- Response from USACE project manager: would be happy “to hear from and reach out to
the commission if they have data or any kind of information that we can use.”

Jake Hertenstein (member of the public) said he submitted a question by email regarding
removal of debris and silt from spillways. “How is this sort of prevention method evaluated?”

- Response from USACE project manager: “responded to your email. So hopefully you got
my response just letting you know that we will work with the City of University City on
kind of looking at the debris and the silt in the store way and that should be part of our
analysis moving forward. So again, yes, we’ll touch base again with the city afterthis call
based upon this question and get with them and get you some answers for that.”

John Shrewsbury (St Louis County Highway Department) asked, “If a complaint comes into St.
Louis County, would you preferwe pass citizen inquiries to the email address
ucityfloodrisk@usace.army.mil?”

- Response from USACE Project Manager: “if you get a complaint that is specific to River
Des Peresthat would be somethingthat we would be interested in seeing. So yes, feel
free to send that onto the ucityfloodrisk@usace.army.mail email”

Angelica Gutierrez (Great Rivers Greenways) asked, “Any work that you anticipate in the Cities
of Olivette or Overland?”

- Response from Plan Formulation PDT member: “I don’t know if the answer will be yesor
no. We are still in the phase of looking at the hydrology in the entire study area that
does include Olivette and Overland. And it could be that we modeled the flooding that’s
happening in University City and it turns out there is something that can be done in
Olivette and Overland that would make a big difference. And if that’s the case then of
course we reach out to those cities and start to coordinate as soon as possible. It really
all depends on the hydrology -- we have to follow the water. So when we get to that
stage we will find out.”

Angelica Gutierrezresponded, “Thanks, we are in the design phase of the same Centennial
Greenway that you showed on one of the slides, but in Olivette by River Des Peres.”
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1.3 PUBLIC MEETINGS, JULY AND AUGUST 2021

A Public Meeting was held virtually on 26 July 2021 to presentinformation from the Draft
Report, including the Tentatively Selected Plan (TSP) which at that point was Alternative 6 —
Nonstructural only. The Draft Report was released for public review/public comment on the
same date. The information presentedincluded an overview of the study process and
descriptions of measures and all alternatives in the final array, next steps to move the study
forward and further refine the TSP, and how to provide comment on the Draft Report.
Approximately 20 attendees were present at the meeting. No formal comments were received
at the meeting, but attendees asked questions in the chat box about the expense of the study,
coordination with MSD, potential buyouts, and public participation. The USACE presenters
answered these questions verbally.

The July 2021 meeting invitation link had a technical error, so it is possible additional people
were not able to join this meeting who wanted to. Due to this error, a second public meeting
was scheduled for 17 August 2021, presentingthe same information. Approximately 10 people
attended this meeting, many of whom were representatives of the University City and
Commission on Storm Water Issues. Questions were asked about the study timeframe, funding
sources, and cost estimates; no comments were received. City and Commission representatives
stated they would continue to work with the USACE study team.

1.4 PUBLIC REVIEW OF THE 2021 DRAFT REPORT
During the public review/public comment period from 26 July 2021-25 August 2021, no
comments were received.

1.5 PUBLIC REVIEW OF THE 2022 DRAFT REPORT
The Draft Report was updated and released again for public review/public comment from 19
April-19 May 2022. No comments were received from the public during this review period.

1.6 DISTRIBUTION LIST
The 2021 Draft Report Public Review period was from 26 July to 25 August 2021. The 2022 Draft
Report Public Review period was from 19 April to 19 May 2022.

MVS External Agency Stakeholder
Environmental Protection Agency, Region 5 Westlake, Kenneth
Environmental Protection Agency, Region 7 Tapp, Joshua
State Employees
Missouri Dept. of Conservation
Vitello, Matt
Roos, Hannah
Missouri Dept. of Natural Resources - Policy Unit
Beres, Audrey
Missouri Dept. of Natural Resources, Water Protection Program
Bax, Stacia
Missouri Dept. of Natural Resources - State Historic Preservation Office
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Rubingh, Amy

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
Buan, Steve

National Park Service
Lange, James

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Missouri Office
Weber, John

U.S. Department of Agriculture-NRCS, MO Office
Lugo-Camacho, Jorge

MVS External Environmental Stakeholder
Ducks Unlimited
Held, Eric
Hillburn, Craig
Great Rivers Habitat Alliance
Stokes, David
Great Rivers Law
Morrison, Bruce
Skrukrud, Cindy
Missouri Coalition for the Environment
Fung, Jenny
The Nature Conservancy, Missouri Office
Sierra Club, Missouri Chapter
Heartlands Conservancy

MVS External Government Stakeholder

Academy Coordinator for Congresswoman Ann Wagner
Winship, Jaci

Field Representative Managerfor Congressman Sam Graves
Josh Hurlbert

Staff Memberwith Senator Roy Blunt's Office
Lavalle, Tricia

MVS External Industry Stakeholder
American Waterways Operators (AWO)
Muench, Lynn
Werner, Paul
Tow Inc.
Alter Logistics
G, Jeff
Apex Oil Company
Caito, J
Hanneman, M
Archer Daniels Midland (ADM)
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Burlingame, Chuck
Heroff, Bernard
Porter, Jason

Atlantic-Meeco Inc.
Fabrizio, Christi

Canal Barge Company
Popplewell, Micket
Tyson, )

Chain of Rocks WTP
Baldera, Patrick

Consolidated Grain & Barge Co. (CGB)
Jamison, Larry

Cultural Resource Analysts, Inc.
Niguette, Charles

Docks Economy Boat Store
Zupan, T

Ecosystem Investment Partners
Urban, David

Ecosystems Insurance Associates
Spoth, Robert

Ergon Inc.
Cruse, Lester

Florida Marine
Marine, Louis

Gary ElImestad & Associates
Elmestad, Gary

Hanke Terminal Inc.

HMT Bell South

Hoppies Marine

Illinois Marine Towing
Barnes, Ryan

Ingram Barge Company
Dotts, Glenn
Henleben, Ed
Johnson, Frank
Kristen, John

International Dock Products
Teah, Phillip

J.F. Brennan Company Inc.
Pehler, Kent

JBS USA

JBS Chief

Kirby Corporation
Ebey, Mike
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Koch Industries
Muir, T
Layne
Hunt, Henry
Luhr Bros., Inc.
S, Glenn
Missouri Corn Grower's Assoc.
Reitz & Jens
SCI Engineering
Harding, Scott
SEACOR Marine LLC
Coder, Justin
Slay Industries Inc.
Slay, Glen
Southeast Missouri Port Authority
Southern lllinois Transfer
Terra Technologies
Staten, Shane
Treated Wood Council
Miller, Jeff
Tri City Port District
Shahlman, Bill
Wilmsmeyer, Dennis
York Bridge Co.
Southwestern Power Administration (SWPA)
Corker, Ashley
BellSouth Telecommunications

MVS External Tribe Stakeholder

Absentee-Shawnee Tribe
Butler, Carol
Frazier, Devon

Caddo Nation of Oklahoma
Hill, Derek

Citizen Potawatomi Nation
Wind, Tracy

Eastern Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma
Barton, Paul

Forest County Potawatomi Community, Wisconsin
Reske, Nekole

Hannahville Indian Community, Michigan
Earl Meshigaud

Ho-Chunk Nation of Wisconsin
Quackenbush, William
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lowa Tribe of Kansas and Nebraska
Foster, Lance

lowa Tribe of Oklahoma
Cultural Preservation Department

Kickapoo Tribe of Indians of the Kickapoo Reservation in Kansas
Thomas, Fred

Kickapoo Tribe of Oklahoma
Collier, Kent

Match-E-Be-Nash-She-Wish Band of Potawatomi Indians
Pochedley, Dakota

Miami Tribe of Oklahoma
Hunter, Diane

Nottawaseppi Band of Huron Potawatomi, Michigan
Taylor, Douglas R.

Peoria Tribe of Indians of Oklahoma
Pappenfort, Logan

Prairie Band Potawatomi Nation
The Historic Preservation Office

Sac & Fox Nation of Missouriin Kansas and Nebraska
Bahr, Gary

Sac & Fox Nation of Oklahoma
Boyd, Chris

Sac & Fox Tribe of the Mississippi in lowa
Buffalo, Jonathon

Shawnee Tribe
Tipton, Tonya

The Osage Nation
Dr. AndreaHunter

The Quapaw Tribe of Indians
Bandy, Everett

United Keetoowah Band of Cherokee of Oklahoma
Gorsuch, Erica

University City Branch, River Des Peres, Missouri GRR with Integrated EA
Appendix J — Coordination



	1.1 Stakeholder Planning Workshop, June 2020
	1.2 Public Scoping Meeting, September 2020
	1.3 Public Meetings, July and August 2021
	1.4 Public Review of the 2021 Draft Report
	1.5 Public Review of the 2022 Draft Report
	1.6 Distribution List

