TEMPLATE 7
COSTS, ALTERNATIVES & PUBLIC PROCESS
Keith C. Sendziak
Project Manager
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Buffalo District
1776 Niagara Street
Buffalo, New York 14207
keith.c.sendziak@usace.army.mil
Re: Public Comment and Request for Public Hearing
Permit Application LRB-2016-01374
Doan Brook Restoration at Horseshoe Park Project
Dear Mr. Sendziak:
I am submitting this comment regarding Permit Application LRB-2016-01374 and respectfully request that the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers conduct a public hearing before making any final permitting decision.
The proposed undertaking is situated within the North Union Shaker Site and the Shaker Village Historic District, both listed on the National Register of Historic Places. The project also affects public parkland, environmental resources, recreational opportunities, and long-term community interests. Significant public interest and continuing controversy remain regarding the project's impacts, alternatives, and future consequences.
A public hearing would provide residents, agencies, consulting parties, and other interested stakeholders an opportunity to present information and concerns directly into the administrative record before final decisions are made.
I am concerned about whether project costs, alternatives, engineering assumptions, and supporting analyses have been adequately evaluated and explained to the public.
Over time, public explanations regarding flooding, dam safety, environmental benefits, project scope, timing, and permitting have evolved significantly. As a result, many residents remain uncertain about the assumptions underlying current recommendations and whether reasonable alternatives received meaningful consideration.
I support informed decision-making. That requires transparency regarding costs, alternatives, modeling assumptions, engineering analyses, and the basis for major project recommendations.
I respectfully urge the Corps to carefully evaluate whether reasonable alternatives have been adequately considered and whether the administrative record contains sufficient information to support the conclusions being advanced.
Because questions regarding alternatives, assumptions, costs, and public process remain the subject of continuing public interest and controversy, I believe a public hearing is warranted.
Thank you for your consideration of these comments.
I respectfully request that this comment be included in the administrative record for Permit Application LRB-2016-01374 and considered as part of the Corps' public-interest review, environmental review, and permitting decision-making process.
For the reasons described above, I respectfully request that the Corps conduct a public hearing so that residents, agencies, consulting parties, and other interested stakeholders may present information and concerns regarding the issues raised by this application before any final permitting decision is made.
Sincerely,
[NAME]
[CITY, STATE]
cc:
Kristen Koehlinger
Ohio State Historic Preservation Office
Ohio History Connection
800 East 17th Avenue
Columbus, Ohio 43211
kkoehlinger@ohiohistory.org
Jaime Loichinger
Director
Office of Federal Agency Programs
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
401 F Street NW, Suite 308
Washington, DC 20001
jloichinger@achp.gov
Pat Billett
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
Division of Surface Water
50 West Town Street, Suite 700
Columbus, Ohio 43215
pat.billett@epa.ohio.gov
David Emerman
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
Division of Surface Water
50 West Town Street, Suite 700
Columbus, Ohio 43215
david.emerman@epa.ohio.gov
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